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CEMAHTUKO-CTUJIMCTUYECKME
OCOBEHHOCTU TPAKTATA KAHTA
«HABJITOOEHWA HAL YYBCTBOM
ITPEKPACHOI'O "1 BO3BBIINEHHOTI'O»:
MCKYCCTBO BUOEHWM
" OIIVICAHWM OBBEKTA

A. B. babaeba’, JI.B. I'yceBa', O. M. Kum?

[Ipednpunsma nonvimxa npoumenus «Habatodenutl
HAao uyBcmbBom npekpactozo u Bo3BviuienHo20» VImmany-
usa Kanma 6 xonmexcme cmanoBaenus snucmemuseckoil
npakmuxy — HayuHoeo HabawleHus. byoyuu cocpe-
domoueHbl HA KAHPOBO-CHMUAUCTIUYECKUX U CeMAHMU-
KO-CIPYKMYpPHbIX 0C00EHHOCMAX NOCHPOEHUS AHAAUSU-
pyemoeo mekcma, aBmops. 0eMOHCPUPYION MeXAHUIMbL
ocyujecmbaenusa HabA00eHUs, 4 makxke cnocobs. onuca-
HUS NOAYUEHHBIX pe3yAvmamob, xapakmepHvle 044 HAY-
ku cepedunsvt XVIII cmosremus. Anaisusupyemuitl mpax-
mam Kanma pacyenuBaemcs abmopamu kak eudpuoHwLil
mekcm, komopslii c6udemervcmbyem, 6o-nepbuix, o eco-
Mocmu ecmecmBenHo-HayuHOU napaou2Mbvl U crmeneHu ee
Bauanus Ha eymanumapHoe sHanue 6 snoxy Hoboeo Bpe-
Menu u, 6o-6mopuix, o myssvmuxanpobocmu pusocogp-
ckux mpakmamo6, couemaruyux 636euienyio, cepoesHyo
MYOpocHb huA0cOpUU, MOUHOCHTL MEPMUHOAOSUL HAY-
Kku u obpasHocmy xyooxecmBenroeo mexcma. Kanm no-
KA3aH He MoAbKo Kak uccaedobament u ¢puiocod, cnocoo-
HbLTL 0eMOHCPUPOBaAMy CYUHOCIHbE XApaKmepucmuku
npedmema uepes eOuHUYHOe U U3MeH4UBoe, hurcupyemoe
6 HabarodeHuU, HO U KaAK Nucamens, UCKYCHO Baaderouyutl
UHCIPpYMeHmamy.  Yoepxkanus BHUMAHUA dumamens
nocpedcmbBom A3bik0Bbix Npuemob u npaxkmuk co30aHus
00pazob. Ilpodemoncmpupobano, kax kameeopuu «npe-
KkpacHoe» U «Bo3BviuienHoe» cmanoBamces obujeil pamoy-
HOU XAPAKMEPUCUKOT MOPAALHLIX U NCUXO0A0SUHECKUX
cBoiicmB uenoBeueckori npupodsl. Ilokazano, umo «3cme-
muueckas» gopmyaupobra ucnoavsyemcs Kanmom 6 na-
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SEMANTIC AND STYLISTIC FEATURES
OF KANT’S OBSERVATIONS
ON THE FEELING OF THE BEAUTIFUL
AND THE SUBLIME:
THE ART OF SEEING
AND DESCRIBING AN OBJECT

A. V. Babaeva,' L. V. Guseva,' O. M. Kim?

Immanuel Kant’s Observations on the Feeling
of the Beautiful and the Sublime is examined in the
context of the emergence of the epistemological practice
of scientific observation. By focusing on the genre-sty-
listic and semantic-structural features of the text the
authors demonstrate the mechanisms of observation as
well as the methods of describing the results charac-
teristic of mid-eighteenth century science. The authors
consider Kant’s treatise to be a hybrid text: on the one
hand, it attests to the importance of the natural science
paradigm and the degree of its influence on the human-
ities in the modern period; and, on the other hand, it
bears witness to the multi-genre character of philosoph-
ical treatises, combining as they do the considered and
serious wisdom of philosophy, the precision of scientific
terminology and the figurativeness of a work of fiction.
Kant is perceived not only as a researcher and philos-
opher capable of bringing out the essence of the partic-
ular and changeable captured in observation, but as a
writer with a consummate command of the apparatus
for keeping the reader’s attention through linguistic
devices and practices of image-creating. The authors
demonstrate how the categories of the “beautiful” and
“sublime” become a general framework for the descrip-
tion of the moral and mental properties of human na-
ture. The authors show that Kant’s use of “aesthetic”
wording in the title of his treatise does not announce
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36anuu mpaxmama He 045 1M020, 4mo0bl AHOHCUPOBab
amaius xyooxecmbennozo Bocnpusmus U Npaxkmur,
a npeumyujecmberto umobsv. 0003HAUUMb hopmy npeo-
/a2aem0e0 AHMpPONoA0U1eckoeo Uccie00Baniis u KoHyen-
Myasusayuu Hay4Ho2o sHanus. Kanm nepenec mexuuxu
Busyasusayuu u3s ecmecmBerHbiX HAYK HA 00veKmMbl hus0-
coghcrozo uccaedoBanus, wem cnocobcmboban pasbumuio
8 eymanumapHot HayKe penpeseHmamubHvIX npakmux,
HAYyuHOo20 Memoda HabA100eHUs, a makxke 00HOUMEHHO20
MUCTNEMUYECKO20 U AUMEPATTYPHO0 HKAHPA.

KaroueBuie caoba: Kanm, nadaiodenue, abmop, uu-
mamens, KaHpobo-cmuaucmuyeckue 0co0eHHOCMU, Ha-
YuHAA Memo00A021

1. BBemenne

KanToBckast Teopmsi IpeKpacHOrO ¥ BO3BBI-
IIIEHHOI'O JOBOJIBHO YacTO OKa3bIBaeTCsl OObEKTOM
MCCIIeJOBaHMs. KaHTOBEIOB, OIHAKO [ajleKo He
BCer7ia IIpM 3TOM y[esIsgeTcsl BHMMaHVe TpaKTaTy
«HabrromeHms Haf, 9yBCTBOM IIPEKPACHOIO ¥ BO3-
BBIIIIEHHOT0» (1764) — OH HepeKo OCTaeTCs B TEHU
Gortee 3pestont «KpUTHKI CLIOCOOHOCTY CY KIEHIs)
(1789). B oTeyecTBeHHOM KaHTOBeIEHUM VCKJIIO-
YeHUSIMU M3 STOV TeHIEHIIUV CTaI MCCIIeIoBa-
HVI5, TIOCBAIIIEHHbBIe VICTOKaM PaHHeV KaHTOBCKON
acteTvku 1 aHTpononorun (Hapckniz, 1985; Mee-
posckmiz, 1985), karTOBCKOMI (prstocodpmm 1r00BI
(Cynaxos, 2017), a Tak)Xe TIOHSITUIO BO3BBIIIIEHHO-
ro B aT9ecKkoM m3Meperumn (Borwkns, 2017). VI Bce
Xe «HabrrommeHms. . .» — 3TO TOT TpakTat, Or1aroma-
psi KoTOopoMy B cBoe BpeMs KaHT ripmoOpert perry-
Tanuio MopgHoro asropa (I'ysnbira, 1977, c. 75). I1po-
V3BeleHVe C MOMeHTa BbIXOJIa Cpa3y JKe 3aBoeBaJlo
HIOITYJISIPHOCTD Y ITYOJIMKY VI TOJIBKO TPV XKWU3HU
aBTOpa BbI/Iep>KaJIo BOCEMb M3TaHUIL.

Hac mHTepecyoT MMeHHO MeTOH0JIOrMYecKU
VI CTVJIVICTVIYECKITI aCIIeKThI TpaKTaTa, TOUHee, X
coueTaHVie M B3aMOJIeVICTBIE. J [MHIBUCTIMTUECKTA,
TepMEeHEeBTVMYECKUIT ¥ JIMHIBOKYJIBTYPHBIVI aHa-
73 counHeHMm KaHTa 0 crx II0p OCyIIecTBIIsI-
csl Ha MaTepuasle TPyI0B KpUTUYeCKOro rneprosa,
a TakKke paHHMX HaTypdpuIocodpcKmx TpaKTaToB
(cm.: Komnzes, 1993; 2010; Yeprenok, 2005; 2017; Hu-
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that his aim is analysis of artistic perception and prac-
tices, but mainly refers to the form of his anthropologi-
cal study and conceptualisation of scientific knowledge.
Kant has transferred the technique of visualisation from
natural sciences to the objects of philosophical inquiry,
thus contributing to the development in the humanities
of representative practices, the scientific method of ob-
servation as well as the corresponding epistemic and
literary genre.

Keywords: Kant, observation, author, reader,
genre and style features, scientific methodology

1. Introduction

Kant’s theory of the beautiful and the sub-
lime is a frequent object of study by Kant schol-
ars, but the treatise Observations on the Feeling
of the Beautiful and the Sublime (1764) is often
overshadowed by the more mature work Cri-
tigue of the Power of Judgement (1789). Exceptions
from this trend in Russian Kant scholarship are
studies devoted to the sources of early Kant
aesthetics and anthropology (Narsky, 1985;
Meerovsky, 1985), the Kantian theory of love
(Sudakov, 2017), as well as the ethical dimen-
sion of the concept of the sublime (Volzhin,
2017). And yet it was Observations that in its
time earned him the reputation of a fashion-
able author (Gulyga, 1977, p. 75). It became an
immediate success with the public and went
through eight editions in the author’s lifetime
alone.

We are interested above all in the work’s
methodological and stylistic aspects, or rather,
their combination and interaction. To date, lin-
guistic, hermeneutic and cultural analysis of
Kant’s works has been based on the works of
his critical period and on his early works on the
philosophy of nature (cf. Koptsev, 1993; 2010;
Chernenok, 2005; 2017; Nikonova, 2012; Taus-
neva, 2016). The works of the pre-critical pe-
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koHoBa, 2012; Taycnesa, 2016). ITponssenenms 1o-
KPUTWYECKOro IIeproyia JIMHIBUCTIYECKY ellle He
viccireoBaHbl. CXOXMTI OIXO, K BEIOOPY MaTepu-
ajla peaj30BaH B JIOTMIKO-KOTHUTMBHOM aHaJIV-
3e KaHTOBCKVX TeKCTOB C ITOCTpoeHVeM popMasIn-
30BaHHBIX MojleJlerl apryMeHTallV: 3[1eCb OCHOB-
HOe BHIMMaHMe /0 CMX IOp y[Ie/sJIoch MexaHU-
CTUYeCKVM ¥ OpraHn4ecKuM MeTadopam B MO3I-
HUX ¥ HaTypdmiocodckmx counHenmsax Kanra
(em.: Conory6os, 2004; 3ussbep, 2016; 2020a; 20206;
Zilber, 2016). OmHa 113 BO3MOXXHBIX IIPUYNH HEJIO-
cTaTKa BHMMaHMA K «HabrroneHnsM. . .» 3aKiTioda-
eTcs B TOM, YTO MHOI'Vie IICXOJIOrMYecKye 1 aH-
TPOIOJIOrMYecKye CYXXIeHMs 3TOro TpakTara ce-
TOIHS BBIIVISAAT KaK OYeBMIHBIE IIpelpacCydKu
— IpaBja, HUYYTh He MeHbIIIe B HeM V1 TeX CyXK/e-
HUVI, KOTOPbIe CO BpeMeHeM He IIOTepsJIV aKTyalb-
HOCTB. B JIMHIBUCTIIYECKOM OTHOIIEHUM 3TOT He-
KOI'TIa OMYJISPHBIN TPAKTAT IIPEICTABIISeT VIHTe-
pec xoTd Obl ITOTOMY, uTO, Kak oTMedaeT V1. I. Yep-
HeHOK, KaHT npmHa/IjIeXXIT K 4iCIIy aBTOPOB, KO-
TOpble cPOPMMPOBaJIV HEMELIKMII HayUHbIV [IVIC-
Kypc XVIII B. (Yeprenox, 2017, c. 115).

C ydeToM O3HaUeHHBIX OOCTOATEIBCTB Hailb-
Herllllee M3JIOKeHVe He IIpeTeHiyeT Ha TeMaTW-
YeCKYI0 peKOHCTPYKIIMIO CMBICJIOBBIX OJIOKOB, CO-
CTaBJIIONMIMX — comepkaHme  «HabrmomeHwm. . ».
Hamre obparrieHnie K OTAe/IBHBIM TeMaM U IIPO-
O71eMaM aHaIM3MPYeMOro TeKCTa BbI3BAaHO CKOpee
HeOoOXOAVMMOCTBIO VJUIIOCTPUPOBaHMS ero XKaHpo-
BOT'O CBOe0Opass B KOHTEKCTe MHCTUTYIIVIOHAIIV-
3anuy HabJIIofIeH s, a TaKXKe OTpakeHWsI JIOTUKN
OTHOIIIEHNTI, KOTOpBIe BBICTparBaeT aBToOp C YMTa-
TeJsieM, IeMOHCTPUPYs pe3yJIbTaTbl CBOMX M3bICKa-
Huit. Harmm 3ajgaum — 370, BO-IIepBbIX, OIIpefierie-
HMe WCTOPVKO-HAyUYHOIO KOHTEKCTa IIOSIBJIeHMS
KaHTOBCKMX «HabsromeHn 1. . .»;, BO-BTOPBIX, ITOVICK
B TeKCTe COUMHEHMs 0COOBIX CIIOCOOOB ITpesiCTaB-
JIeHVsl M OIVICaHMs JaHHBIX aHa/In3a «4JejloBede-
CKOVI IIPVPOAbI», allpoOMPOBAHHBIX KEHUICOEpr-
CKMM PrstocodoM; B-TPeTbUX, BCKPBITHE MeXa-
HU3MOB (pOopMIMpOBaHMs ONTUKM HaldJIrogaTess
(uepe3 purypy aBTropa) KaK MHCTAaHIIVM (BOC)IPO-
M3BOZCTBA VI TPAHCISALINN 3HAHMSL.
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riod have yet to be studied from the linguistic
point of view. A similar approach to the se-
lection of material marks the logical-cognitive
analysis of Kant’s texts, involving the construc-
tion of formalised models of argumentation in
which attention has to this day been focused on
mechanistic and organic metaphors in Kant’s
later works dealing with the philosophy of na-
ture (cf. Sologubov, 2004; Zilber, 2016a; 2016b;
2020a; 2020b). One possible reason for the
lack of attention given to Observations may be
that many psychological and anthropologi-
cal judgments in that treatise look like obvi-
ous prejudices today, although at least as many
judgments in it have lost none of their rele-
vance. Linguistically, this once popular trea-
tise awakens interest if only because, as Irina
Chernenok (2017, p. 115) notes, Kant was one of
the authors who shaped the German scholarly
discourse in the eighteenth century.

Considering the above circumstances, this
paper does not claim to reconstruct thematical-
ly the blocks of meanings that form the content
of Observations. We only turn to specific themes
and problems of the text being analysed in or-
der to illustrate their genre characteristics in the
context of the institutionalisation of observation
and reflection of the logic of relations with the
reader which the author builds to demonstrate
the results of his research. Our tasks are, first,
to determine the historical-scientific context
in which Kant’s Observations were published;
second, to find in the text of Observations spe-
cial methods of presenting and describing the
data of his analysis of “human nature” that the
Konigsberg philosopher tried out; and third, to
reveal the mechanisms of forming the observ-
er’s optics (through the figure of the author) as
a means of (re)production and translation of
knowledge.



2. HaGnroneHmne Kak ¢popmMa M3I10KeHU
¥ MeTO], MCCJIeI0BaHM A
B ICTOPpUYIeCKOM KOHTeKCTe

«OcTeTnveckas» (OpMyIMpoBKa Has3BaHMA
TpaKTaTa OIIpesiesIsieT paMKYy aHaJIv3a BCero corep-
JKaHMSI TeKCTa: 3TUYeCKoVl IIpo0IeMaTuKM, TeMbl
B3aIMOOTHOIIIEHMs TI0JIOB M CIeldUKM Hallyo-
HaJIbHBIX XapakKTepoB. Ero mHTerpasjibHOM TemMou
SBJISIETCSL YeJIOBeK B €ro JeVICTBUTEJIbHOM CYIIle-
CTBOBaHMN. B cBSA3M ¢ 9TMM JaHHBIV TEKCT IIpe-
CTaBJIsfeT OCOOBINI MHTepecC IS TeX, KTO MCCIIefly-
eT dpopMupoBaHye KaHTOBCKOV KOHIIEIIIWNM aH-
TPOIOJIOTUN B KpUTHUecKu rnepuop. B «Habito-
ZleHVX. ..» KaHT BbICTyIIaeT KaK 3CCencT, KOTOPbIV
B OOpa3HOV M MPOHWYHOV ¢OopMe 3aTparvbaeT
HEJTBIVI PsIT VI TI0 CeVI IEHDb aKTyaIbHBIX COIValIb-
HO-TICHIXOJIOT TYeCKVX, SCTeTUYECKMX Y STUYeCKIX
Tem. He cjyuaiiHo B 3TOM TpakTaTe 1 Ileperuiere-
He 3MUCTeMOJIONYecKIX IIpodsieM ¢ IoIuTIYe-
CKVMU: CTaHOBJIEHVe VI IIPU3HaHMe >KaHpa 3cce
KaK (pOpMBbI M3JIOKeHMs pe3yJIbTaToOB HaosIoze-
HMs IIUI0 OJJHOBPEMeHHO CO CTaHOBJIeHVeM U po-
CTOM HallMIOHaJIbHBIX IOCYapCTB, II0O3TOMY BHWU-
maHne Kanra B «HaOmrogenmsix.. » x crierydrike
HaITMOHAJIBHBIX XapaKTepOB CTOUT pacCMaTpuBaTh
He TOJIBKO B cBeTe pOpMMpOBaHVIs HayKM O YeJIo-
Beke (COOCTBEHHO aHTPOIIOJIONMYeCKOro IIPOeKTa),
HO M B paMKax M3MeHeHMs CcTaTyca IOJIUTUYecKo-
IO B XKVM3HV COLVJIbHO-KYJIBTY PHBIX OPraHM3MOB.

g KanTa 3T0 OBUIO ITEpBOE 3cce B €ro Hayu-
HOV Kapbepe. [I>x. 3aMMIUTO OTMeuaeT, uTo B EB-
porie K TOMYy BpeMeHU CJIOKWMJIach y>Ke oIperle-
JIeHHasl TpaJuIVs 3CCeVCTUKYM, BO MHOIOM OHa
riepeceKaiach C TpajuIiviert oOIeCTBeHHOV Kpu-
TUKU — adOPUCTUYHBIMI COUYMHEHUSIMM paH-
IIy3CKMX VI OpUTaHCKMX «MOpaICTOB» OT MoHTe-
HA 00 bakona. B memenikom IIpocsemenumn sTtot
KaHp ObUT mM3BecTeH TOn HasBaHMeM «OTIIBIT»
(Versuch). XapakTepHbIM /1151 HETO OBUIN HE TOJIb-
KO JXKMBOCTb VM W34IIIeCTBO CJIora, HO ¥ IIyTJIV-
BOCTb, OCTpOyMMe. DTO ObUIO IIPOCTPAHCTBO BOJIb-
HOTO AVCKypca, B KOTOPOM OTCYTCTBYIOT Oapbe-
PBI JUISL pasBUTMA MBICIV, IIPOCTPAHCTBO IKCIIe-
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2. Observation as a Form of Presentation
and Research Method
in the Historical Context

The “aesthetic” wording of the title of the
treatise determines the framework of analy-
sis of the whole context of the text: the ethical
problems, the topic of the relations between
the sexes and the idiosyncrasies of national
characters. The overarching theme is the hu-
man being in his real existence. This makes
the text particularly interesting for those who
study the formation of Kant’s concept of an-
thropology in the critical period. In Observa-
tions we perceive Kant as an essay writer who
uses imagery and irony in addressing a range
of socio-psychological, aesthetic and ethical
topics that are still relevant today. It is not by
chance that in the treatise epistemological and
political problems intertwine: the emergence
and scientific recognition of the essay genre as
a form of presenting observation results went
hand-in-hand with the emergence and growth
of nation states, so that Kant’s attention to the
differences between national characters should
be seen not only in the light of the formation
of the science of humanity (the anthropological
project) but in the framework of the changing
status of the political in the life of socio-cultur-
al organisms.

This was the first essay Kant wrote in his
career. John Zammito notes that by that time
a certain tradition of essay writing had tak-
en shape in Europe which in many ways over-
lapped with the tradition of social criticism
as represented by the aphoristic works of the
British and French “moralists” from Montaigne
to Bacon. In the German Enlightenment the
genre was known as “essay” (Versuch). The gen-
re was marked not only by liveliness and ele-
gance of diction, but also facetiousness and wit.
It was a domain of free discourse without barri-
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pUIMeHTVIpOBaHMs, 11 Ha3BaHMe «Habmonerns. . .»
0coOeHHO MoIuepKyBaeT 3Ty cBoOOmy (cM.: Zam-
mito, 2002, p. 105).

Hackoibko cepbe3HO B 3TOVI CBA3M  CIIefly-
eT BocupmHmMarh «HaOmomeHms...» — wu Ha-
CKOJIBKO Cepbe3HBIN «OIBbIT» 3T0 ObUI Wit Kan-
ta? JIx. [onagBanT B IpeamciioBun K IlepeBOILY
«HabroneHni. . .» Ha aHIJIMVCKUI S3bIK IINIIIET,
UTO KHWUTa «0OoraTro pacKpbIBaeT JIMYHOCTb aBTO-
pa» (Goldthwait, 1960, p. 13). M. Kiton ocriapusa-
eT 3To MHeHue: «Mbl BUAMM TYT He CTOJIIBKO WC-
KpeHHMe 4yBCTBa, CKOJIBKO IIpeIpacCyAKM 3II0-
XVI», TIpYeM HeKoTopble 13 Hux KaHT Bocmrpoms-
BOZIVUI B CBOVIX JIEKIIVISIX JTO KOHITA CBOE! ITperioia-
BaTEeJILCKOV JeSITeJIbHOCTY, HO 3TO He JielaeT VX
MeHee ycrapesimu (Kron, 2021, c. 205). Bmecte
¢ TeM BepHO 1 3amedanue A. ['yieirm o Tom, 9TO
KanT 3TiM TekcToM Iipeayrafal «TpsIyini Io-
BOPOT OT pacCyAKa K 4yBCTBaM» VI Ha3peBarOIINI
VIHTepeC KYJIBTYPbI K XM3HEHHOMY MUPY JIMYHO-
ctu (I'yneira, 1977, . 69).

IT1aBHBIM MBICTIVITEIIEM, KOTOPBIVI BiIVssIHa Kan-
Ta B IlepBov rojiosrHe 1760-x rt., 6611 XK.-XK. Pycco,
aBTOp pomaHOB «fOms» (1761) m «OMme» (1762).
Be):[yr_ueﬂ TEMOVI KaHTOBCKOVI aHTPOIOJIOrye-
CKOV MBICJIVI CTaJI0 IPOTUBOIIOCTaBJIEHIEe ecTe-
CTBEHHOI'O uejloBeKa 1 dYeJioBeKa IIVBUJIM30BaH-
Horo. Ot Pycco u1 6puranckmx MpiciuTesient KaHr,
KaK OTMeuaeT 3aMMUTO, ITlepeHsiJI CJIeIYIOLIYIO CO-
JiepKaTeJIbHYIO TIpeIyCTaHOBKY JIs peasin3alin
3TOV IPOrPaMMBL IIPUPOIA €CTeCTBEHHOIO YesIo-
BeKa pacKpbIBaeTcsl IIpeXiie BCero uepes ero uyB-
cTBO (Zammito, 2002, p. 110). Tounee, yepe3 Ha-
OrrofeHme 3a uyBcTBaMy. HabrmromeHmsiMy Has3Bail
cBov MeToz, B «DOMwuie» Pycco, KaHT ke B 3aMeTKax
K cBomM «HabrmrorreHmsIM. . .» BBICKa3asl IIOXKeJIaHe
«pacIIpOCTPAaHNUTDL» BOCIIMTATEIIbHBIE MIeV «DOMU-
7151», 11, o MHeHmto C. M. Ilesw, Bce mociregyoree
passeptriBaHMe dpvtocodpnm Kanra Op1to momgam-
HeHo 3Tou1 3axade (Shell, 2002, p. 456).

B obracty aHTpOITONIOrMy HaOJTIOIEHe OCTa-
BaJIOCh Oe3a/IbTepHATVBHBIM CPEICTBOM SMIIVIPU-
4JecKoro mccstefjopaHus. Ha namn B3ran, B ciaydae
Kanra ecrecrBosHanme 1 dwiocodpckas aHTpoO-
IOJIOT Vsl Pa3oLUINCh He CTOJIb fajteko. Mbl pacc-
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ers for the development of thought, a space for
experimenting, the feature that is stressed in the
title Observations (cf. Zammito, 2002, p. 105).

How seriously, then, should we take Ob-
servations, how serious was this “attempt”
for Kant? Goldthwait (1960, p. 13) in the fore-
word to the English translation of Observations
writes that the book “richly discloses the per-
sonality of the author”. Manfred Kuehn (2001,
p. 142) challenges this opinion: “What we get
is not so much heartfelt sentiments as the prej-
udices of an era,” some of which Kant contin-
ued to reproduce in his lectures until the end of
his teaching activities, but that does not make
them any less outdated. But we can go along
with Arseniy Gulyga’s remark that in this text
Kant anticipated “the coming turn from reason
to feelings” and culture’s incipient interest in
the life-world of the individual (Gulyga, 1977,
p- 69). The thinker who exerted the greatest in-
fluence on Kant in the first half of the 1760s was
Jean Jacques Rousseau, more precisely his nov-
els Julie (1761) and Emile (1762). Juxtaposition of
the natural and the civilised human being be-
came the main theme of Kant’s anthropological
thought. It was from Rousseau and the British
thinkers that Kant, according to Zammito (2002,
p- 110), borrowed the key principle of this pro-
gramme: the nature of the natural human be-
ing reveals itself primarily through his/her
feelings. More precisely, through observation
of feelings. Rousseau described his method in
Emile as observations. In the notes to his Ob-
servations Kant wrote about “propagating” the
educational ideas of Emile, the task to which,
in the opinion of Susan M. Shell (2002, p. 456),
Kant devoted all his subsequent philosophy.

In the field of anthropology observation re-
mained a method of empirical investigation to
which there was no alternative. In our opinion,
in Kant’s case natural sciences and philosoph-
ical anthropology did not diverge to any great
extent. We consider Kant’s Observations to be a



MaTpviBaeM KaHTOBCKue «HaOmromenms...» kax
IIpov3BefieHVe, oTpakarolllee JIOTUKY popMupo-
BaHVISI HOBOBPEMEHHBIX OITBITHBIX HayYHBIX CTpa-
TerMyl VI IPaKTUK OIVICAHWUS Pe3yJIbTaTOB SMIIV-
PMYUECKOro McCiIefoBaHMs B KOHTEKCTEe CTaHOBJIe-
HUS «MIIepUN HaOIIOeHMs», KaK ee IIpecTaB-
nget JI. dactoH (Daston, 2011, p. 83).

XapakTepHO y)Ke caMO Ha3BaHMe KaHTOBCKOV
paboTel: HaOJIIOZEeHMe 3asBJIeHO 3[1eCh He TOJIb-
KO B KauecTBe CII0co0a ecTeCTBEeHHOro, OosIbIert
YacTBIO CIIOHTAHHOI'O CO3epliaHMs SIBJIEHUV, HO
B IIepBYIO ouepellb Kak ocobasi popma mpercTas-
JIleHUsl 3HaHWME B peXuMe Busyaamsaumm. Vic-
1oJIb30BaHMe B 3amIaBui POpPMBI MHOXKeCTBEH-
HOTO YMCJIa CyIIeCTBUTEIbHOIO «HaOJIIOIeHs»
(Beobachtungen) momuepkuBaeT He cCilydaliHbIV
XapaKTep OIIBITOB, TUIIMYHBIV I )KaHpa OCTpPO-
YMHOT'O 3CCe, 8 MHOTOKPaTHOCTB cO3epIiaHysl 00b-
€KTa, TO eCThb CHCTEMHOCTb OpraHWM3allVV IIpak-
TUKM BUIIEHVS, 9TO 3ajlaeT SMUCTEMIYeCKUT TOH
BCEMYy KaHTOBCKOMY TeKCTy. KaHT cosmaer He
CTOJIBKO IYOJIMIIMCTIYECKYIO 3aPVICOBKY, CKOJIBKO
Hay4HYIO paboTy, B KOTOPOVI M3JIaraloTcs pe3yiib-
TaTHI 1leJIeHallpaBIeHHbIX VICCIIeOBAHITL

B sTom otHOmenmm «HaOsromenmst...» ciyxar
IIpUMEepPOM TpaHChOpMaLIM HayIHOV MeTOIOJIO-
ruu B HoBoe BpeMsi — MeTOOJIOr Y, BOCXOMSIIIEN
K THOCEOJIOrM4JeckuM moxxofgam [lekapta, Jlen6-
Huna u Jlokka. K cepenmue XVIII B. dpmtocodprer
Ha4a/II OCO3HABaTh HA3PEBIIIYI0 HEOOXOOVIMOCTH
CMHTe3a PalVIOHAJIMCTIYECKOTO ¥ 3MIIVIPUYECKO-
ro TeueHmi. «HaOmonenns...» KaHra cramm ot-
KJIIKOM Ha 3Ty IIpo0JIeMy, HOIBITKOV coYeTaThb Te-
OpeTMYecKYIO CrcTeMaTV3allIio C SMIIMPYYeCcKON
TOYHOCTBIO. OKOHYaTeJIbHO 3TOT 3MMCTeMOJIOrM-
YeCcKUVI MPOeKT CHHTe3a TeopeTHUYecKX IocTpoe-
HWVI C JaHHBIMM OIIbITa odpopMmIcs B Tpydax Kan-
Ta KpuTndeckoro neproga. CyTbIO 3TOro IIpoeKTa
CTaJIO TO, UTO B «cepmile driocodpmr» OblIa mpu-
HsITa Teopyd IO3HaHWS, OT/IMYHAsl OT HayK U CITy-
Xaltasi 111 Hux ocHoBaHueM (Poptu, 1997, c. 97).
Peayzansi yKa3aHHOIO IIpOeKTa BBIBOAMT Ha
IIepBBIVI IUIAH TaKye YCTaHOBKM, KaK IIpM3HaHVe
Haams 0a30BOro, HepasJIoKVMMOIO OCHOBaHWS
IIOCTOBEPHOTO 3HAHNS; YHUBEPCAIV3M B BUIle pe-
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work that reflects the logic of forming modern
experimental scientific strategies and practices
of describing the results of empirical studies in
the context of the emergence of the “Empire of
Observation”, to use Lorraine Daston’s words
(2011, p. 83).

The very title of Kant’s work speaks vol-
umes: observation is declared not only as the
method of natural, for the most part spontane-
ous, observations of phenomena, but above all
as a special form of presenting knowledge in
the mode of visualisation. The use of the plural
form of the noun “observation” (Beobachtungen)
implies not casual experiences typical of the
witty essay genre, but stresses repeated obser-
vations of an object, i.e. systemically organised
practices of seeing, which set an epistemolog-
ical tone to the entire text. Kant presents not a
journalistic sketch, but sets forth the results of
purposive investigations.

Thus, Observations is an example of the
transformation of scientific methodology in the
modern period, a methodology going back to
Descartes, Leibniz and Locke. By the middle of
the 18" century philosophers were becoming
aware of the need for a synthesis of the ration-
alist and empirical trends. Kant’s Observations
was a response to this problem, an attempt to
combine theoretical systematisation with em-
pirical precision. The epistemological project of
combining theoretical reasoning with empiri-
cal data took final shape in Kant’s works of the
critical period. The most important thing about
this project was that the core of philosophy was
becoming the “theory of knowledge, a theory
distinct from the sciences because it was their
foundation” (Rorty, 1979, p. 132). The project
puts in the forefront and centre such principles
as the recognition of the basic, indecomposable
foundation of true knowledge; universalism in
the shape of reduction of knowledge to abso-
lute principles, data of experience and logical
forms; representationism, whereby the external
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AYKIIMV 3HAHMS K aOCOITIOTHBIM HadajlaM — OITBIT-
HBIM JIaHHBIM ¥ JIOTMYecKrM dopMaM; perpeseH-
TaI[VIOHM3M, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY BHEIIHWII MV
B pmtocopmm Kak «3epKasie IIPUPOIbD» IIpeficTaeT
KOITVeN JIeVICTBUTEIIBHOCTY; CTPOroe pasjindeHve
CyOBEKTMBHOTO 1 00beKTMBHOIO B IIO3HAHUM, B CY-
JKIEHVSX U B IIPaKTIYeCKOV 1eITeI TbHOCTIA
HabmroneHne kxak ocobasi cTparerus B Mccle-
IIOBaHMM MMpa ¥ CBOeoOpa3HBIV XKaHp POXKIIaeT-
sl B YCIIOBMSIX POPMMPOBaHS HayYHOTO 3HAHAS,
COITPOBOXKIAIOIIETOCS CO3[IaHMeM 0CODOro d3bIKa,
IIO3BOJISIIOIIETO He TOJIBKO (PUKCHpOoBaTh peHoMe-
HBI B TeKCTax, HO ¥ IPeCTaB/IATh VX UUTATeII0
HamIagHBIM oOpasoM. b. Jlaryp B cBoeMm aHaimse
vcropun pasputus Hayk XVII-XVIII BB. mokassl-
BaeT, KaK y4eHble TIOCTeIIeHHO IIepeXOfIsiT OT OIM-
CaHV IIPOCTBIX OOBEKTOB K OoJsiee CIIOKHBIM, OT
duKcarm 4yBCTBEHHBIX JaHHBIX K pellpe3eHTa-
LWV YMOIIOCTUTAeMBIX CYIITHOCTEVI, OT OyKBaiIb-
HOTO CO3eplIaHVs IPUPOIBI K paCCMOTPEHMIO ITe-
YaTHBIX 3ammceVi, (UKCUPYIOIINX pPe3ysIbTaThl
3TUX co3epIiaHuM. JlaTyp OoTMedaeT, UTO «y BbI-
MBICJIa, JTake caMOro HeoOy3IaHHOI'O VIV CaMOTrO
CBAIIIEHHOTO, M Yy BeIleyl IPUpPOMIbl, daXe CaMbIX
HeB3pa4YHBIX, €CThb MeCTO BCTpeun, oblllee MecTo,
IIOTOMY YTO BCe OHV OIMPAIOTCs Ha “ONTIYeCcKyIo
cortacoBaHHOCTE » (JTatyp, 2017, c. 108).
brarogapss  pacmpocTpaHenuio  (pu3MKO-Ma-
TeMaTYecKX MeTOMIOB II03HaHMs pasyM obpe-
TaeT IJ1a3a, a KyJIbTypa YUUTCS BUAETb MUP (CM.:
Daston, 2011, p. 85—87). IlepeHocsi deHOMeHBI
M3 eCTeCTBEHHOV OOCTAaHOBKM WX (PYHKIIVIOHW-
pOBaHMS B IIPOCTPAHCTBO MBIC/IN, IIpeIMeTHOe
ojle MccileioBaHMs, yueHble (POpMUPYIOT CBOe-
oOpasHBINI aT/iac OBITVSA, IIPEeICTaBJISIONINUIL CO-
Gort KapTorpadnyeckyro 3HIIMKJIONEeIIIO, TaKCo-
HOMMYECKIT CBOJT OOBEKTVMBHBIX 3HAHWI O MVIpPe.
Ha mogoOHOVI KapTe KpY>KOUKM, TOYKM, YepTOU-
KV (PUKCUPYIOT HalIpsDKeHHYIO paboTy uesioBeve-
CKOVI MBICJIV IO YIIOPSIZIOYEHMIO M CUCTeMaTi3a-
LWV pa3pO3HEHHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB B eVHOe Iejioe,
a cuuTBHIBaeMble C IIOHOOHBIX aTlacoB (peHoMe-
HBI IIPeICTAIOT M3yYarolleMy VX CO3HaHMIO B Ka-
4JecTBe ITOCTOSIHHBIX, OMHOPOIHBIX ¥ COIJIacOBaH-
HBIX, YTO ITO3BOJISET He TOJIBKO afleKBaTHO OITVCHI-
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world is presented as a copy of reality in phi-
losophy, which is “the mirror of nature”; rigor-
ous distinction between the subjective and the
objective in knowledge, in judgments and prac-
tical activity.

Observation, as a strategy of investigating
the world and a genre, is born along with the
formation of scientific knowledge and accom-
panied by the creation of a special language
that makes it possible not only to record phe-
nomena in texts, but to present them to the
reader in a compelling form. Bruno Latour, in
his analysis of the history of science in the sev-
enteenth and eighteenth centuries, shows that
scientists gradually switch from describing
simple objects to more complicated ones, from
recording sensible data to representation of the
noumenal world, from direct contemplation of
nature to examining printed records of the re-
sults of these contemplations. Latour (1986,
p-8) notes that “Fiction — even the wildest or
the most sacred — and things of nature — even
the lowliest — have a meeting ground, a com-
mon place, because they all benefit from the
same “optical consistency”.

Thanks to the spread of physical and math-
ematical methods of cognition, reason devel-
ops eyes and culture learns to see the world
(cf. Daston, 2011, pp. 85-87). Transferring phe-
nomena from the natural circumstances of their
functioning to the mental sphere, the object of
study, scientists form their original atlas of be-
ing which is a cartographic encyclopedia, a tax-
onomic compendium of knowledge about the
world. On this map the circles, dots and dashes
are records of intense work of human thought,
aimed at ordering and systematising disparate
elements into a single whole, and the phenom-
ena read off such atlases enable the conscious-
ness studying it as constant, homogeneous and
consistent to describe adequately and recreate
the mechanisms of their interaction and, if nec-



BaTh ¥ BOCCO3[IaBaTh MeXaHWM3MBI VX B3avMOIeV-
CTBUSI, HO TIpV1 HEOOXOIVIMOCTH U TacoBaTh, Iepe-
cobmparh IpesCcTaBjleHHBbIE B30PY OOBEKTHI (CM.:
Jlatyp, 2017, c. 142). B cBeTe cka3aHHOIO BBIIIIe
B CTAHOBJIEHVVI HOBOBPEMEHHOVI Hay4YHOV ITpaK-
TUKM M (PUKCAIIMY JTaHHBIX HaOTIOMEeHMS MOX-
HO yKa3aTb [iBa IIeHTPaJIbHBIX HaIIpaBIEHWS VX
TpaHcdopmMarui: 1) HOBble IIpaKTMKM IlepeBosia
HEeBV/IVIMOI'O B BU/IVIMOE, YCKOJIB3aIOITIero B IIOCTO-
STHHO€, a0CTPaKTHOIO B KOHKPETHOE; 2) MexaHW3-
MBI IUCHUIUIVHUPOBaHMS B3IId/1a HabIronaTeris,
0TpaboTKa HaBBIKOB CTaHAAPTU3AllUN U YHUBEP-
cayI3aluy, Korjga vccjiefoBaTellb B eIMHIYHOM
SMIIVIPUUECKOM SIBJIEHWUN CXBaTbIBaeT M OTpaka-
€T CYIIHOCTB OIVICBIBAEMOI0, COOVpast M COCTaB-
JISI51 KOJUIeKIMY, (PUKCUPYs JaHHBIE B 3aIIVICHBIX
KHVDKKaXx C I0CIIeyToIniell paciiidpoBKoy MaTe-
puasios (cM.: baesa, 2019, c. 49—50).

3. ®opMBI aBTOPCKOI0 II0BeCTBOBaHMs
B TpakTarte «HaOnroneHms...»

C nepsbix crpanui; KaHT oroBapmsaeTcsi, 4TO
He IIpeTeHIyeT Ha ¢wIiocodckme 000OIIeHs
B aHaJIM3€e «OCOOEHHOCTEV YeJI0BeYeCKOVI IIPUpO-
e «Cdepa HaOITIOOEHMIL... OCOOEHHOCTEN Ye-
JIOBEUEeCKOV IIPUPOIBI IIPOCTMPAETCS OYeHb Jia-
JIEKO VI TaUT B ceDe ellle MHOXXeCTBO OTKPBITUIA. ..
3peck g obpalily BHMMaHMe JIUIITb Ha HeKOTOpbIe
IIYHKTBI, OCOOEHHO... BBIAEIISIONMIVIECS. B TAHHO
o0J1acTy, ¥ B3MJISIHY Ha HYUX OOJIBIIIe Ila3aMy Ha-
Orronarerts, gyeM dpvtocoda» (AA 02, S. 205; Kanr,
1994, c. 86). B mepByto ouepens ppasa mpumeya-
TeJIbHA TeM, YTO COHEpPXXWUT IIpM3HaHVe HeroCcTa-
TOYHOCTY VIMEIOIIVIXCS 3HAHWUW U IIPeadyBCTBUE
TPSOYIINX OTKPBITUI. AKIIEHT Ha OT/IeIbHBIX,
0cO0O BBIZIEJISIONINXCS  ACTIeKTaX UeJIOBeYeCcKOv
IIPUPOIBI MOXKHO paclieHMBaTh KaK OTKa3 OT Heo-
OOCHOBaHHBIX I'MIIOTE3 C LIEJIBIO PACTIOIOXITD UVi-
TaTesIsl K MCCIIeJOBAaHMIO eCTeCTBEHHOro Xofia Be-
miert. [lo muenmio C. M. Ilemsr, KanT s cBomx
HaOJTIOZIeH NI BBIOpAJI Cpeay BCero MHOrooopasis
4YyBCTB Te, KOTOpble 0COOeHHO MOJIatoTcsd 0000-
meHysM (Shell, 2002, p. 456).
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essary, to reshuffle and reassemble the objects
presented before our eyes (cf. Latour, 2017,
p.142). In the light of the above-mentioned
two central directions of the transformation of
modern-day scientific practice and recording of
observation data can be identified: new practic-
es of turning the invisible into the visible, the
elusive into the constant and the abstract into
the concrete; 2) mechanisms of disciplining the
observer’s vision, development of the habits
of standardisation and universalisation, when
the researcher captures in a singular empirical
phenomenon and reflects the essence of what
is described, gathering and arranging collec-
tions, fixing data in notebooks with subsequent
deciphering of the materials (c¢f. Baeva, 2019,
pp- 49-50).

3. Forms of Author’s Narrative
in Observations

Kant begins his treatise with a caveat that
in his analysis of the “peculiarities of human
nature” he does not purport to make philo-
sophical generalisations: “The field for obser-
vations of [...] peculiarities of human nature is
very extensive and still conceals a rich lode for
discoveries [...]. For now I will cast my glance
only on several places that seem especially
to stand out in this region, and even on these
more with the eye of an observer than of the
philosopher” (GSE, AA 02, p. 207; Kant, 2011,
p. 13). The first thing that strikes the reader is
the admission that available knowledge is in-
sufficient and that discoveries are in the offing.
The emphasis on salient aspects of human na-
ture can be seen as renunciation of unground-
ed hypotheses in order to put the reader in the
mood for investigating the natural course of
things. According to Shell (2002, p. 456), in the
diversity of feelings Kant chose for his obser-
vations those that especially lend themselves
to generalisations.
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CrpemIieHVe OITPOBEPTHYTH IOTMBI, COMHEHVIE
B aBTOpUTeTax ¥ KpUTHUYecKas IIpoBepKa OCHOBa-
HUV TIPUHSTBIX TPaJAUIIUI — BCe 3TO XapaKTep-
Hble YepThl PasBUTHS Kilaccudeckor Hayku Hoso-
ro BpeMeHn. KaHT 3asBjigeT CBOIO MO3MUIINIO KakK
MO3UITVIO HaOJIIoaTe I, He IIpeTeHIys Ha Ti1you-
Hy 0000IIeHMs 1 IMIMPOTY OXBaTa IIOJIs HaOIIIO-
nerns. VI.T. YepHeHOK OTMeuaeT, YTO [aXke IIO-
BEPXHOCTHOT'O PAaCCMOTPEHWSI IOKPUTIIECKMX CO-
upHeHMt KaHTa JOCTaTOYHO IS BBIBOZIA O TOM,
YTO BO BCEX HMX «POJIb IeAYKTUBHO-(POPMaIbHBIX
METOIOB MBIIIJIEHNS] OTPaHNYMBAETCS B IIOJIb3Y
ombiTa» (Yepuenok, 2017, c. 116). KauT wmiet mo-
PSIOK B (peHOMEHaX UeJIOBEYeCKOVI IIPVPOIBI Ue-
pe3 4yBCTBa KakK ee COOCTBEHHBIE MEPKV, JOCTYTI-
Hble HeTIOCPeICTBeHHOMY HaOJTFO[IeHIIO.

Jlerkum WVpOHWYeCKMII CJIOr 3cce ITO3BOJISeT
KanTy cBOGOIHO IepexoanTh OT IOBEPXHOCTHO-
TO OIMCAaHMUS SBJIEHMS K IITVMPOKOMACIITaOHBIM
00OOILIeHNIM M TeM caMbIM I[IOABOLUTH UMTaTe-
71 K BCKPBITUIO CyITHOCTU siBjieHuyt. Camoe 3a-
MeTHOe, Ha 4yeM (pUKCUpyeT BHUMaHVe YyTaTesis
KanT, okaspiBaeTcs xapaKTepHOV IIPUMETOV, II0-
CpeficTBOM KOTOPOVI aBTOp BeJleT Hac K aHaJIU3y
MIPUPOLIBI VCCIIeyeMoro spiieHus. ITpu sToM jiek-
ceMa «IIpUpoia» MOSIBJISIeTCSl B TeKCTe B HeCKOJIb-
KMX 3HaU4eHMsIX: 3TO U MOpOoX/arolas, IIpou3Bo-
ASIasi CWIa, ¥ OCHOBHOE CBOVICTBO BeIIV, U 00b-
€MHBIV, MHOTOTPaHHBIVI O0BEKT aHa/In3a VICCIle-
JioBaTesIsl — COBOKYITHOCTb BeIllell OKPY KarOIIero
Mmupa. [TodoHMYHOCTD TEPMITHOJIOI N U1 TI3Me-
HEHVISI OIITVKY TI03BOJISIIOT aBTOPY JIETKO W M3SIII-
HO MEHSTb PeXMM HaOIIOleHMsI — aHaum3a —
KOHIIENITYa/IM3anuy, IlepeHaIrpaByIsasl CO3HaHVe
qMTaTeNIs C MHTEIUIEKTYaIbHOIO CO3epLIaHIs KOH-
KPeTHOTO eVHIYHOrO SBJIeHNs Ha 0030p Xapak-
TEPHOV 0COOEHHOCTV BEIIM U OIpeyiesieHVie TeH-
HeHITVM ee (PYHKIVOHMPOBAHIS.

OOGemaHme B3ISHYTH «OOJIbIIIE I1a3aMy Ha-
Orrommarertst, ueM priocoda» IIOMUMO BCETO IIPO-
4Jero TakXe yCTaHaBJIMBaeT 0coboro popa Ioro-
BOPEHHOCTb MeXay asropoM «HabmromeHwrr...»
U 9uTaTesleM O CTelleHM JIoBepus K el yMo3a-
KJIIOUeHWVI ¥ MHTepIpeTalnll, IpecTaB/IeHHbIX
B TeKCTe. B cBeTe 1oroBopeHHOCT YMTaTe b OXKU-
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The wish to overturn dogmas, the question-
ing of authorities and the critical examination
of the grounds of established traditions — all
these are the hallmarks of the development of
modern classical science. Kant declares his po-
sition as that of an observer without sweep-
ing generalisations or a broad field of vision.
Chernenok (2017, p. 116) notes that even a cur-
sory examination of Kant’s pre-critical works
warrants the conclusion that in all of them “the
role of formal deductive methods of thought
is limited in favour of experience”. Kant seeks
order in the phenomena of human nature
through feelings as its own measures accessible
to direct observation.

The light and ironic style of the essay en-
ables Kant to move freely from a superficial
description of a phenomenon to large-scale
generalisations, thus guiding the reader to-
ward discovering the essence of phenomena.
Kant draws the reader’s attention to charac-
teristic signs that reveal the nature of the phe-
nomenon. It has to be noted that the word
“nature” is used in several meanings: it is
a generating, producing force, the inherent
property of a thing and a multi-faceted object
of analysis, the totality of things in the sur-
rounding world. The polyphony of terminol-
ogy and changing optics enable the author to
change the mode from observation to analysis
and conceptualisation with ease, redirecting
the reader’s attention from intellectual con-
templation of a concrete singular phenome-
non to a review of a characteristic feature of
a thing and determining the trend of its func-
tioning.

The promise to look at things “more with the
eye of an observer than of the philosopher” es-
tablishes, among other things, a kind of under-
standing between the author and the reader on



JlaeT, YTO aBTOP BO3bMET Ha cedsi oOs3areIbCTBa
IO IIPOM3BOJICTBY BCeIesIo JJOCTOBEPHOI'O AUCKY -
Ca, COITOCTaBMMOTO IO JJOCTOBEPHOCTY C Hay YHBIM
TpakTaroM 1o dpusuke (Pukép, 2004, c. 371), B Ko-
TOPOM BeIIIV OIMCaHbI TAKMMV, KaKV/IMV OHVI €CThb
camm 1o cebe. ITpn aTOM aBTOpP BHOOABOK K 3a1a-
yaM HaOIofmaresis OOHapyXXMBaThb ¥ pasjIndarh
He CHMMaeT ¢ cebs 00s13aHHOCTYM 10 KOHIIeIITya-
JM3alUY M TeHepasIv3aly MaTepuaia Ha ypoB-
He dustocodpun. Tem cambiM dpurypa asropa «Ha-
OJIrOfIeHMT. . .» OKa3bIBAETCSl CMHTETUYECKOV, YTO
MIO3BOJISIET MUIITYIIIeMY COBMeIIaTh HeCKOJIBKO I10-
3ULTAT — y4eHoro, pustocoda ... XyIoKHMKa.
CxemaTnuHO o4epTuB PUTypy aBTOpa-HabIIIO-
Ziaresis, HeoOXommMMo 3apMKCHUPOBATh M OCOOEH-
HOCTW OIIVCBIBAEMOro MM oOBbeKTa. B menTpe mo-
BeCTBOBaHMs, KaK yXe ObIJIO CKa3aHO BBbIIIe, Ha-
XOIMUTCS YeJIOBeK, KOTOPBIVI pacCMaTpVBaeTCs
He IIPOCTO KaK OMOJIOrMYecKmiyi BU, B OT/INUMe
OT WMHBIX XWBBIX OopraHmsMoB — KaHT mbITaercs
BOCCO3/JaTh OCODEHHOCTW MIYIIEeBHOV OpraHm3a-
LIV pa3IMIHBIX TICVIXOJIOTTYECKVIX TUIIOB JTFOZEeV
C y4eTOM TeMIlepaMeHTa, I10J1a, HallVIOHAJIbHOCTAL.
ITpu 3TOM aBTOP MOHMMAET, UTO pe3yJIETaTOM CO0-
CTBEHHO HaOJIIO[IeHVs KaK Hay4HOTO MeTOra SB-
JIIeTCSL SMITMIPUYecKoe 3HaHMe, (POKYC KOTOPOro
— eOVHMYHOCTH U M3MeH4YMBOCTh. KaHT oco3Ha-
€T, UTO JJaHHbIe, CBSI3aHHBIE C eIMHNYHBIM U He-
IIOCTOSIHHBIM, CJIOXKHO BBIPA3UTh TOYHO ¥ OIIpe-
JleJIeHHO, MX IIpo0JIeMaTYHO TPaHCIIOHMPOBATh
B CyIITHOCTHBIE XapaKTepPUCTVKM IIpeMeTa.
CMeHa perucTpoB, CTWIVICTUYECKMEe IIpuie-
MBI, HECKOJIbKO OITpaBJIaTelIbHbIX pas B IIPUH-
LMIle CMOTYT YOeIUTh HEeVCKYIIeHHYIO I1y0JInKy,
YTO B pesysIbTaTe KakK Obl BCKOJIb3b OpOIIEHHOrO
B3IVIAda (popMupyeTcsl 11eJI0CTHOe IIpefcTaBile-
HVI€e O TIpeJIMeTe, HO Y9eHBIX, IPAKTUKYIOIIVIX Ha-
OrmrorieHe KaK MeTOf, VI alipoOMPYIOIINX TaHHBIe
HaOJIIONIeHMsI B J1a0OPaTOPHBIX YCIIOBUSX 3KCITe-
pUIMeHTa, yOenuTh B BaJIVTHOCTVI VICIIOIIB3YeMbIX
IIPVIeMOB TOpas/io CJIOXKHee. BIToJIHe ecTecTBEHHO,
YTO KOHIIENTyaIn3alus M KapTorpadupoBaHue
AHATOMWYECKVX TIN Treorpadmieckmx oOBeKTOB
TIOCTUTaeTCs 3HAYMTEIIbHO JIerde, UeM TaKCOHOMIS
HaIMOHAJIBHBIX XapakTepos. Kakmm ke oOpasom
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the degree of trust in the chain of conclusions
and interpretations presented in the text. In ac-
cordance with this understanding, the reader
expects the author to deliver a wholly authentic
discourse, as authentic as a scientific treatise on
physics (Ricoeur, 2004, p. 263), in which things
are described as they are in themselves. In ad-
dition to the task of the observer to detect and
distinguish, the author does not divest himself
of the duty to conceptualise and generalise the
material on the philosophical level. Thereby the
figure of the author of Observations becomes
synthetic, combining the positions of a scientist,
philosopher and... artist.

After giving a thumbnail sketch of the au-
thor/observer it is necessary to define the ob-
ject. As mentioned above, the human being is
at the centre of the narrative. He/she is seen
not only as a biological species different from
other living organisms. Kant tries to distin-
guish the mentalities of different psychological
types of people depending on their tempera-
ments, gender and nationality. The author is
aware that the result of his observation as a
scientific method is empirical knowledge fo-
cused on singularity and changeability. Kant
knows well that the data involving the singu-
lar and inconstant are difficult to express ac-
curately and to define and that transposing
them into essential characteristics of the object
is problematic.

Change of register, stylistic devices, a
few explanatory sentences may, in principle,
convince unsophisticated readers that a fleeting
glance can yield a complete idea about an ob-
ject, but it is far more difficult to convince sci-
entists of the validity of your approach who
practise observation as a method and test the
results of observation in laboratory experi-
ments. Needless to say, conceptualisation and
mapping of anatomical or geographical objects
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KaHT cropasiisercs ¢ O3HAUeHHBIMM CIJIOXKHOCTS-
min? OH, KaK MBI BUIMM, HadMHaeT C 3aMevaHs,
UTO BBIPa’KEHHOE MM MHEHVe HOCUT IIpeVMYyIile-
CTBEHHO YaCTHBIVI XapaKTep, — He3aMBbICJIOBATHIV,
HO BITOJIHE [IeVICTBEHHBIN ITpreM. bosiee cJI0KHBIM
VI TOHKVIM pellleHVeM 3a7adrl CTAaHOBIUTCS CMellle-
HMe paKypca aBTOPCKOV mo3uiinm. B Tekcre «Ha-
Or1rofieHMIL. . .» TIeper], UnTaTesleM aBTOp BO3HMKAEeT
OTHOBpEeMEeHHO KaK y4eHbIV, (prstocod M XyHaoxK-
HVIK, 1 CJIeflyeT IIPU3HATh: IMEHHO TPeTbs «UIIO-
CTach» CTAHOBUTCS 0a30BbIM (POKYCOM B TeKCTe
«Habsmromenmnri. . .», 9T0O BO MHOIOM U OOBSICHSICT
caM (aKT WCIOIB30BAHMS 3CTETUYECKOV PaMKU
I1JTS1 aHaJIV3a TICVIXOJIOrMYecKX (peHOMEHOB.

Hayka Hoporo BpemeHu Bupjesia CBOIO 3ajia-
4y B cuCTeMaTu3aluu ¥ Jaxe CTaHOApTU3alUn
KaK HaOromaeMbIX OOBEKTOB, TakK M HaOJIIomaro-
IIMX CyOBEKTOB, a A1l T'YMaHUTApHOV HayKy 3Ta
3a71aya B TO BpeMs OCITIOXKHSUTaCh BapoviHe. CIIox-
HOCTb COCTOsiIa (VI COCTOUT) B HEOOXOMMMOCTV
opMyIMPOBKI HPaBCTBEHHBIX CYXXIEHWUI B OT-
HOIIIEHMV aHaJIM3upyeMoro mpeamera. Hayunoe
HaOIIozeHme — 3To IIPOIIeCC CEPUMHBIN, €ro pe-
3yJIbTaTOM SBJISeTCS (PUKCALVs M3MEHYMBOCTY
00BeKTa, 3a KOTOPOV IOJDKHBI IIPOCMATPUBATHCS
XapaKTepHble CBOVICTBa. 3aady, KoTopyro KaHr,
10 CyTH, pelaeT B «HaOmromeHmsx. . .», MOXXHO 13-
JIOKWUTD CJIEAYIOMIVIM 00pa3oM: B IIOBCEHEBHBIX,
PYTUHHBIX IpPaKTMKax y3peTb IIOCTOSHHBIE, CY-
IIleCTBEHHBIe IIPV3HAKM IIpeIMeTa, KOTOpble BO3-
MOYKHO OBIJIO OBI, C OTHOVI CTOPOHBI, IIpeICTaBUTh
HamJISIHO M OOBEKTMBHO, a C IPYroil — OTPasuTh
IIOCPEeICTBOM BOCCO3JaHHOVI CUICTEMBI CYIIIeCTBY-
IOIIIErO MOPaJIBHOTO MOPSIZIKA.

CocrasrieHne k1accdyKamy, TUIVYHON JIJT
ecTeCTBeHHBIX Hayk, B «HaOmoneHusix...» B mpo-
1lecce BU3yaJIM3allyl TeMIlepaMeHTOB, XapaKTepoB
Y HOCTYNKOB 11 KaHTa oKasbIBaeTcsl cepbe3HbIM
BbI30BOM. HecMOTpsl Ha TO 4TO K MOMeHTY Harlvica-
HIMSI TEKCTA CTATVICTMKA KaK CaMOCTOSITe/IbHAasi 00-
JIaCTh 3HAHWS YK€ CYIIeCTBOBasIa, YUeHBIM ObLIO
elle O4YeHb JJajIeKo IO YPOBHSI TOYHOCTM COBpe-
MEHHBIX COIIVOJIOIMYeCKX ¥ eCTeCTBeHHO-Hayu-
HBIX VICCIIeIOBAHWIL CO3HAHWMSI M 0ecco3HaTeIbHO-
T0, IO3TOMY ONTVMAJIBHBIM pellleHVeM 11t PrIo-
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are much easier than a taxonomy of nation-
al characters. How does Kant cope with these
difficulties? As we see, he starts by remarking
that his opinion is of a particular character —
an ingenuous but quite effective move. Shifting
the author’s angle is a more difficult and so-
phisticated answer. In the text of Observations
we perceive the author at once as a scientist,
philosopher and an artist and, let us be quite
clear, the third “persona” is basic to Obsevations,
which goes a long way to explain the use of the
aesthetic framework to analyse psychological
phenomena.

The science of the modern period saw its
task in systematising and standardising both
the objects observed and the observing subjects,
a task that was much more difficult for the hu-
manities. The challenge was (and still is) to for-
mulate moral judgments regarding the object
being analysed. Scientific observation is a seri-
al process, its result is to fix the changeability
of the object behind which can be discerned its
characteristics. The task Kant is grappling with
in Observations can be summed up in the fol-
lowing way: to see in day-to-day routine prac-
tices constant and essential properties of the
object which can be, on the one hand, presented
vividly and objectively and, on the other hand,
can be reflected through a recreated system of
the existing moral order.

Making a classification typical of the natural
sciences in the process of visualising temper-
aments, characters and actions turns out to be
a serious challenge for Kant. Although, by the
time the text was written, statistics as an inde-
pendent area of knowledge already existed, sci-
entists still had a long way to go to attain the
accuracy of modern sociological and natural
science research into consciousness and the un-
conscious. This is why for Kant the best solu-



codpa OKasasIoch MCHIONTb30BaHVe B TekcTe «Habstro-
JIeHUL...» He KOHIIeIITOB, a MIMeHHO 00pas306. DTo,
BO-TIEPBBIX, ODecrieurBaeT 0e300JIe3HEHHOCTDH Ile-
pexoria 1o permcTpaM BOCIIPUATS (11 UMTaTeIs),
BO-BTOPBIX, OTKPBIBAeT BO3SMOKHOCTVI ITPVIMEHEHVIST
XyIOKeCTBEHHBIX IIPVIEMOB ¥, B-TPETBVIX, TI03BOJIS-
€T pellaTh MIMPOKMVI KPYT IIPo0sIeM He TOIBKO SIIV-
CTEMOJIOIMTYEeCKOT0, HO VI 3TMUYECKOrO XapaKTepa.

4. ITpriembl co3maHMsA 00pa3sHOCTU
B «HaOirogenmsx...»

ITpn BU3yasm3ammm pes3ysIbTaToB HaOIIIOME-
HW 1CCIIeI0BaTe b MOXET VICIIOJIb30BaTh [Ba Ba-
pViaHTa WUTIOCTPALWIL a) udeaisHoe M300pake-
He, BOuparolliee jIydlllee, COBepIlieHHOe, YTO eCTh
B HaOJIfOaeMOM, YacTO COOTHOCKMMOE C VIealb-
HBIMW IIpeNCTaBIIeHNnsIMI; O) xapaxmepHoe W30-
OpakeH1e, oTpaXkarollee HaynbOosIee YacTo BCTpe-
YaloIecs: CBOVICTBA B WMHAVBUIYyaJIbHOM. BbI-
Oop mepBoro BapvaHTa OTBeYaeT, C TOYKM 3peHs
KanTa, 3aMbIciiaM camoil npupodsl, KOTOpasi BCe
OrraropoHbIe V1 ITpeKpacHble CBOVICTBA «PEIKO CO-
BMeIIlaeT B OJTHOM 4eJIOBEKe V1 ellle peke coo0Ia-
€T X TOMY, KTO MOXET VX OLIeHUTb VI, BEPOATHO,
ObU1 OBI JOCTOMH 0OamaTe MMm» (AA 02, S. 239;
Kant, 1994, c. 123). Jlormka omvicaHus, C OFHOM
CTOPOHBI, OIIpeeIseTcsl IPUHIIAIIOM peasin3Ma,
TpeOyIOIMM OTpaXkaTh pealny XWU3HWU, C pPYy-
royl — IIPUHINUIIOM YHUBEpCaIM3Ma, IIPeIChl-
BaIOIIVM BCKpBIBaTh CyTb IIpeMeTa, a CjlefioBa-
TeJIHO, XapaKTepHOe 11 TUIIMYIHOE.

Asrop «HabsromeHmit...» ocTaHaBIVBaeTCs Ha
BTOPOM BapmaHTe ¥ WIEeT IO IIyTH TUIM3AIINW,
MTOTOM KOTOPOW CTAHOBUTCS pPallVOHaJIV3UPO-
BaHHBIN 00pa3, cIy>Karuii st pOpMUPOBAHS
oHATHA. B pamMKax 3Toro BapraHTa MCK/IIOYaeTCs
HeTUIIMYHOe, YHUKaJIbHOe. fpue Bcero 3To MOX-
HO IIPOVJUTIOCTPUPOBATH IIPVIMEPOM M3 TPEThero
pasnerna «Habsrogenmurt. . .», rae KanT paccyxmaer
0 JaMax, JEMOHCTPVPOBABIIINIX B €T0 BpeMs MHTe-
pec, CKIIOHHOCTB K HayKe:
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tion was to use not concepts, but images, which,
first, ensures a painless transition between reg-
isters of perception (for the reader), second,
paves the way for the use of artistic devices and
third, makes it possible to tackle a wide range
not only of epistemological but also of ethical
problems.

4. Methods of Creating Images
in Observations

In visualising the results of observations
the researcher can use two types of illustra-
tions: a) the ideal image, which shows all the
best and most perfect features of the observed,
often matching the ideal; and b) the character-
istic image, which reflects the most commonly
encountered properties of the individual. Kant
notes that option a) is limited by the designs of
nature itself which “rarely unites” all the noble
and wonderful properties “in one person and
even more rarely offers to one who can treas-
ure her and who would perhaps be worthy of
such a possession” (GSE, AA 02, p. 239; Kant,
2011, p. 46). The logic of description, on the one
hand, is determined by the principle of realism
which demands reflection of the realities of life
and, on the other hand, by the principle of uni-
versalism which prescribes that the essence of
the object, i.e. what is characteristic and typical,
be reflected.

The author of Observations chooses variant b)
and follows the path of typification, arriving at
a rationalised image which serves the purpose
of creating a concept. The second variant rules
out what is untypical and unique. This is best
illustrated by the third section of Obsevations in
which Kant reflects on ladies who in his time
showed an interest and an inclination toward
science:
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...CJIVIIIIKOM ~ OTBJIEYEHHbIe  PaCCY KIEeHMS
(axxe ecy1vt GBI JKEHIITMHE y1aJI0Ch B TOM JIOCTUT -
HYTb COBEPIIIEHCTBA) CBOIIAT Ha HET [JOCTOVHCTBA,
IIPYCYIIIVEe )KeHCKOMY T1051y. XOTSI OHM M CII0CO0-
HBI BBUILY VIX PEIKOCTVI CIeJIaTh JKeHIIMHY IIpel-
MeTOM 0ecCcTpPacTHOTO yIVIBIIEHVIS, HO OHV YMeHb-
IIIAIOT CYUTY TeX IIpeJiecTevt, Oyrarofapsi KOTOPbIM
JKEHIIIMHBI VIMEIOT TaKyo OOJIBIIYIO BJIACTh HaJl
apyrvM 1ojioM. JKeHIuHe, y KOTOpOW, Kak
y r-xu [lacbe, royoBa II0JIHA TPeYeCcKOVi IIpeMy-
IPOCTV WIV KOTOpasi, mopobHo mapkmse Lllate,
BeJIEeT YUeHBIVI CIIOp O MeXaHMKe, He XBaTaeT JIIs
3TOTO TOJIBKO OOpOzIEL; Goposia, OBITE MOXET, ellle
oTYeT/IVBee BbIpa3vuIa Obl [ITyOOKOMBICIIVIE, IPI-
o0pecTV KOTOpOe CTPEeMSITCS TaKye KeHIIVIHBL. . .
ComeprkaHue BeJIMKOV HAayKM )XEHIIMHBI — CKO-
pee BCero 4esioBeK, a Cpedy JIOIeNl — MYXK4m-
Ha. Ee dwtocodms He ymcTBOBaHMS, a YyBCTBO.
<...> 3arto IIPOBUIEHVE BCEIMIIO B Cepylia JKeH-
IIMH 4YyBCTBa JOOPOTHI M Or1aroxesiaTesIbCTha. ..
(AA02,S.229—-230; KanT, 1994, c. 112—113, 115).

Kax BuamM, keHINNHA, MHTepecyoasics Ha-
YKOW, TpaKTyeTcsd aBTOPOM KaK aHOMaJIus, IO-
CKOJIBKY ITpMpOfa YKeHCKOro 3aKJIIouaeTcsl B ova-
PpOBaHMM, YTO HEIIOCPEACTBEHHO CBA3aHO C «PpaJio-
CTBIO, BeceJIbeM» VI HeCOBMeCTVIMO C «IJIyOVHO»,
a TaK>ke CIIOCOOHOCTBIO OIepUpOBaTh IMPUHIINIIA-
Mu. Kasyc r-xu [lacke Henmpuemsiem it Kanra
BOBCe He IIOTOMY, YTO 3[1eChb OH yCcMaTpuBaeT IIo-
CSATaTeILCTBO JKEHINVH Ha MYXKCKOe TOCIIOICTBO
B HayKe (II0oOHasl MBICJIb KaTeropudecKy Haxo-
IOUTCS 3a IIpefeylaMyl JaHHOTO TEeKCTa), a 110 TO
IpuU4YIHe, YTO JXeHIIMHa B HayKe BUIMUTCS aBTO-
Py HapyllleHVeM eCTeCTBEHHOro (M COLaIbHOrO
HOPMAaTVBHOI0) IIOpsi/IKa Beller, TI03TOMY U pac-
LIeHMBaeTcs KaK VCK/IIOUeHMe, IOTBepKIatolee
3MMCTeMOJIOrUecKoe TpeOoBaHMe yAepXMBaTh
doKyc Ha TUNIVYHOM 1 HEVI3MEHHOM.

«[IpenebpexxeHMs» K MHAMBUIYaIBHBIM IIPU-
3HaKaM cjleflyeT paccMaTpuBaTh B KadecTBe OOI11e-
ro TpeH[a [IJIsi eCTeCTBeHHBIX HayK TOrO BpeMe-
HI. A mockoibKy «HaOmromeHms. . .» IpencTasiis-
IOT cOOOTI ITOIMBITKY alpodaIy ecTeCTBeHHO-Ha-
YYHOW MeTOHNOJIOTUM I aHalu3a 3TUYeCKMX
Y TICMIXOJIOTMYECKVX ITpo0sieM, ITO3HAaHMe VH/IV-
BUJIyaJIbHOTO IIPMHOCUTCS B XKepTBY reHepalu3a-
v (Imrsbypr, 2004, c. 210): aBTOp C JIETKOCTHIO
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[...] painful grubbing, even if a woman
could get very far with them, destroy the merits
that are proper to her sex, and on account of
their rarity may well make her into an object
of a cold admiration, but at the same time they
will weaken the charms by means of which she
exercises her great power over the opposite
sex. A woman who has a head full of Greek,
like Mme. Dacier, or who conducts thorough
disputations about mechanics, like the Marquise
du Chatelet, might as well also wear a beard; for
that might perhaps better express the mien of
depth for which they strive [...]. The content of
the great science of woman is rather the human
being, and, among human beings, the man.
Her philosophical wisdom is not reasoning
but sentiment. [...] [instead], providence has
implanted goodly and benevolent sentiments
in their bosom (GSE, AA 02, pp. 229-230; Kant,
2011, pp. 36-39)

We see that the author regards a woman
who is interested in science as an anomaly be-
cause femininity consists in charm which is as-
sociated with “joy” and “merriment” and is
incompatible with “depth” and the ability to
deal with principles. Kant considers the case of
Mme. Dacier to be unacceptable, not because he
sees it is a female challenge to male dominance
in science (such an idea is categorically beyond
the boundaries of this text), but because he sees
the woman in science as a violation of the natu-
ral (and social) order of things and is regarded
as an exception that confirms the epistemologi-
cal requirement of focusing on the typical and
the immutable.

“Neglect” of individual properties should
be seen as the prevailing trend in the natural
science of the time. Because Observations is an
attempt to apply the methodology of natural
sciences to the analysis of ethical and psycho-
logical problems, the knowledge of the indi-
vidual is sacrificed in favour of generalisation
(Ginzburg, 2004, p. 210): the author is all too
ready to skip the individual, believing that sci-



BbIpa’ka€T rOTOBHOCTb HpOI7ITI/I MUMO MHOVBUILY-
aJIBHOTI'O, ITOCKOJIbKY CHUTAET, YTO Tpe6OBaHVIe Cco-
6HIO)I€HT/I$I Hay4YHOCTV BbIpa’kaeTcid B MCCiIeJoBa-
HUV HEe aHOMAaJIbHBIX SBJIEHUW, a MMEHHO pery-
JIAPHBIX 3aKOHOMepHOCTeT7I.

PaCCMOTpVIM €le OAMH IIpVMEP 13 TPEThEro
pasneiia:

obporeTerb XeHIIMHBI eCTb NpekpacHas 00-
bpodemens. [ToOpomeTessb My»KCKOTO I10j1a €CThb 00-
bpodemens b.1aeopooHas. JKeHIIMHEL M30eraroT Iy p-
HOT'0 He IIOTOMY, YTO OHO HecCIIpaBeUINBO, a II0-
TOMY, YTO OHO Oe300pa3sHO, 11 100poIeTeTbHBIMM
IUTS HYX OyIyT ITOCTYIIKM HpaBCTBEHHO ITpeKpac-
Hble. Hukakoro «mId/pDKHO», HUKAKOTO «HAIo»,
HMKaKOV O0s13aHHOCTV, HVKaKMX IIpUKa3aHW,
HMKaKOI'0 CypOBOTO IIPUHYXIeHs KeHIIHa He
teprmt (AA 02, S. 231; Kant, 1994, c. 114 —115).

[aHHas nyITaTa CBUAETEIICTBYET O HECKOJTBKVIX
MOMeHTax. Bo-TiepBbIX, 3TOT mpuMep raeT mpe-
CTaBJIeHVMe O TOM, KaK 3CTeTHdecKye KaTeropuu,
VIMeIOIIVie YeTKYIO SMIVIPUYECKYIO OCHOBY, MOTYT
CTAHOBUTBCS CPEICTBOM ONVICAHWS YMOIIOCTUTae-
MOT0, B TaHHOM CJTy4ae — 3TUYeCKOro; BO-BTOPBIX,
Te3VIC IEMOHCTPYIPYeT peaIn3alliio IIPYHITNIIA re-
HepaIM3aliuy, IMOIJIONIAIONIero JIIo0kle OTKIJIOHe-
HVSL VI aHOMAJIVIA, ¥, B-TPETBIX, TIOKa3bIBaeT, Ka-
KM 00Opa3oM cpabaTeIBaeT IPWHINII OMHapHO-
cu. ITpruem 11y14 3arrycka TocsiefIHero IIpUHITIIa
— 4TO OTpakaeT ITUTaTa — He TpelyeTcs eTalb-
HOT'O ITPOIVICBIBAHVS 000X PSIIOB. DTa YepTa CKO-
pee OTHOCUTCS K OCOOEHHOCTSM XYI0)KeCTBEHHBIX
TEKCTOB, Yallle VICIIOIB3YIOIIVIX accOLVaTVBHbIe
CBSI3V1, HEXKeJIV JIOTMUecKyie IeTTOUKIA

Tperun paspen «Habmogenwnit...» («O pas-
JIMYUVI BO3BBIIIEHHOTO ¥ IIPEKPAacHOTO y MYyX-

’ DTOT TpUMeEp HEMOHCTPUPYeT WCIIOIb30BAHME XY-
TIO’KECTBEHHBIX IIPVEeMOB, PabOoTaloX Ha KOHIIEITY-
IV3ALMIO: PSAOBl OMHOPOMHBIX WIEHOB 1 BOCXOISINAS
rpamarms CO3IaloT SMOIMOHAIBHOE HaIpsDKeHNe U TeM
CaMBbIM yCWIMBAIOT BIleUaT/IEHME CBOeOOPasHOro Xapax-
Tepa «go0pomeres XeHinHb». To, yro KaHT ommcer-
BaeT KaK OCHOBAHVIS IIOCTYIIKOB IIPEKPACHOVI ITOJIOBVIHEI
JeJIoBeuYecTBa, HaXOIMTCH 3a TPAaHMUIIAMM PErVIOHa «JOJDK-
HOT0», BEIBOOWUTCS B 0071aCTh 3CTETHKMY, OJlaromaps yemy
BO3HIMKAeT OKCIOMOPOH «JOOpOMeTe/Ib J>KEHIIUHB» /
«KEHCKasl MOpaJIb».
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ence is about research into regularities and not
anomalies.

Let us look at another example from the
third section:

The virtue of the woman is a beautiful virtue.
That of the male sex ought to be a noble virtue.
Women will avoid evil not because it is unjust
but because it is ugly, and for them virtuous
actions mean those that are ethically beautiful.
Nothing of ought, nothing of must, nothing of
obligation. To a woman anything by way of
orders and sullen compulsion is insufferable
(GSE, AA 02, p. 231; Kant, 2011, p. 39).

The above quotation brings out several
things. First, the example gives us an idea of
how aesthetic categories anchored in empir-
ical reality can become an instrument for de-
scribing the noumenal world, in this case, the
ethical; secondly, the thesis demonstrates re-
alisation of the principle of generalisation
which subsumes any deviations and anoma-
lies®, and, third, it shows the workings of the
binary principle. And the launch of the third
principle, as the quotation shows, does not re-
quire a detailing of both ranges. This feature
is more typical of fictional texts which tend to
rely more on associative links than on logical
sequences.

The third section of Observations (“On the
difference between the sublime and the beau-
tiful in the contrast between the two sexes”) is
based on a detailed description of the female
nature, with the male mentioned in passing
by comparison with the female or as a point

3 This example demonstrates the use of artistic devic-
es contributing to conceptualisation: sequences of ho-
mogeneous members and an ascending scale create
emotional tension and intensify the impression of the
original character of “female virtue.” What Kant de-
scribes as grounds for the actions of the fair sex is out-
side the boundaries of “the ought” and is brought into
the domain of aesthetics, creating an oxymoron “female
virtue” /”female morality.”
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UMH ¥ JKEHIIH») IIOCTPOeH Ha IOIpOoOHOM omu-
CaHWMV JXeHCKOV ITPUPOABI, THe MY>KCKOe J1aeTcs
BCKOJIB3b JIMOO B IUIaHe CpaBHEHWS C KeHCKUM,
aMbO B KadecTBe OTIIPABHOV TOYKM OMVICAHVIS
o0IIIerT XapaKTepUCTUKM YeJIOBEYEeCKOV IIPUpPO-
apl. CaM aBTOp OoropapuBaeTcs: «fI Hagerch, 4To
OT MeHs He IOTPeOyIOT IepedunciieHnsl CBOVICTB
MY KYIH, [IOCKOJIbKY OHM aHaJIOTMYHBI YIIOMSIHY-
TBIM CBOVICTBaM >XeHITMH» (AA 02, S. 229; Kanr,
1994, c. 112). OgHako ommcaHVe MY>XKUMH W JKeH-
IIMH, KaK, BIIpo4yeM, M TWUIIOB TeMIlepaMeHTOB,
V1 HaIlVIOHAJIBHBIX XapaKTepoB, TO €CTh Bce MoBe-
CTBOBaHMe, IIOCTPOEHO 110 ITPUHIINITY COIIOCTaBJle-
HUS U pa3indeHns, a He aHayiornu. Kak u B gpy-
r'MX pasjernax Tpakrara, rae KanT nerraercs cocra-
BUTB TUIIOJIOTMV, MY’KCKOe 1 KeHCKoe o0pasyioT
OTJIeJIbHble KOHKpeTHBbIe MOIYChbI CBOVICTB YeJlo-
BEUeCTBa, M yKasaHVe Ha «COIIOCTaBJIeHVe» 110 He-
KOV aHaJIOTMM IIOfIpasyMeBaeT OMHApPHYIO OIIIO-
synmio. KaHT maeT onmcaHve OfHOV COCTaBIISAIO-
IIeVt U3 Tapkl, IIPeJOCTaBIIas YMTaTe 0 CaMOCTO-
ATeJIbHO JIOyMaTh, KaKUMWM — IIPOTVBOIIOJIOXN-
HBIMM — CBOVCTBaMM OOJIajjaeT BTOpasl COCTaB-
ngromiast. KaHT HeOHOKpaTHO NpeabsBiIsgeT Yi-
TaTeJIl0 HedTO BPOJie COKpaIlleHHbIX YMO3aKJIoue-
HUV ¢ IPOIYIIeHHBIMN TOCBIIIKAaMM, HOOYXast
pasBopadMBaTh X CAMOCTOATEIIBHO, U BCerja mpu
3TOM OCTaBJISIeT «IIOMYIIKY Oe30IacHOCTI», IIpe-
JOXPAHSIOIIYIO OT TOrO, UYTOOBI CIIVIIIKOM JaJIeKo
YWTHU OT HaIlpaBJIeHMs MBICIIVI, KOTOpOe OH 3ajiaJl
Kak aBTop. OmHMM 13 IPUMepOB I0JI-CTaBa, TOBO-
P XaligerrepoBCKUM SI3bIKOM, SIBJIeTcd CyXKie-
HMe: «...HeJJOCTaTOYHO IIpe/CTaB/IATh ceOe, UTO
VIMEeIIIb IIeper coDoT1 JTIonert; HY>XHO He yIIyCKaTh
V3 BUAY ellle M TO, YTO 3TO JIIOAM PasHOro poma»
(AA 02, S. 228; KanT, 1994, c. 111). Takoe yka3aHue
CJTy>KUT KaK ObI IlepeKJIrouaTesieM B PeXVM Kpu-
TUYECKOI0 OCMBICJIEHVS [TPOYUTaHHOIO, KOTOpoe
11t gurtaresis Bropovi nonosuHbl XVIII crorreTns,
CKOpee Bcero, ObUIO Tropas3fo MeHee IIPVBBIYHO,
JeM [1JIs1 COBpeMeHHOI'O YuTaTesIs.

ITpn paccmoTpennn csoeobpasus «Habrmrome-
HWTVL ..» HeJIb3s 00OVITV CTOPOHOVI VI CTVIIVICTIUE-
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of departure in describing the general charac-
teristics of human nature. The author himself
sees fit to make this reservation: “I hope I will
be spared the enumeration of the male quali-
ties to the extent that they are parallel with the
former” (GSE, AA 02, p. 229; Kant, 2011, p. 36).
However, the description of men and women,
as indeed the types of temperament and na-
tional characters — and the whole narrative —
is based on comparison and differentiation
and not on analogy. As in other sections of his
treatise, where Kant tries to make typologies,
the male and the female form distinct concrete
bodies of human properties and the reference
to ‘comparison’ by analogy implies binary
opposition. Kant describes one part of a pair
leaving it to the reader to fill in the properties
of the second part. Kant repeatedly offers the
reader something like compressed conclusions
with missing premises, inviting the reader to
complete them independently while always
leaving a “safety bag” to prevent the reader
from straying too far from the author’s line of
thought. One example of “sub-stitute”, to use
Heideggerian language, is the proposition:
“[...] it is here not enough to represent that
one has human beings before one: one must
also not forget that these human beings are
not all of the same sort” (GSE, AA 02, p. 228;
Kant, 2011, p. 35). The proposition turns the
switch, as it were, to the mode of critical in-
terpretation of what has been read, which was
most likely less common for the readers in the
second half of the eighteenth century than for
the modern reader.

In considering the originality of Observa-
tions one cannot bypass the stylistic features of
the text. The author uses the present tense. Let
us cite an example from the second section in
which Kant describes the classification of tem-
peraments:



ckoe odpopMmiteHMs TeKcTa. OnvicaHMe CyIIero ocy-
IIIeCTBJISAeTCS. aBTOPOM C VCIIOJIb30BaHMEM T'paM-
MaTUYeCcKMX KaTeropuil HacTOSIIero BpeMeHM.
ITpuBenemM mpymMep 13 BTOporo paspena, rae Kanr
OIMCBIBaeT KJIacCHpUKaIIo TeMIlepaMeHTOB:

Tot, ube uyBCcTBO IpHOOpETAET Mesanxosute-
CKUll xapakTep, He IIOTOMY Has3bIBaeTCsl MeJIaH-
XOJIVIKOM, YTO, JIVIIIEHHBIVI PAIOCTe XXU3HU, OH
Tep3aeTcs B MpavHOV TOCKe, a IIOTOMY, YTO €ro
OIIYIIIEHVIs], CIIVI OHM YCVIIMBAIOTCS CBEPX OIIpe-
IIeJIEeHHOVI CTeTIeHM VIV T10 KaK/M-TO IIPUYIIHAM
IIPVHMMAIOT JIOKHOe HaIlpaBJIeHue, Jierde mpu-
BOIIAT K TAKOMY, a He KaKOMY-JI0O IPyroMy co-
crosHMIO [11yxa). Takom yestoBek OoJibllle BCero
obmnamaet uyBcmbom Bo36viuentozo (AA 02, S. 220;
Kanr, 1994, c. 101).

A BOT WJUIIOCTpAIIVS 113 TPEThero pasmeria, Io-
CBAIIIEHHOTO OMVICAaHUIO IoOpoaeTesient MY>KUMH
U KeHIINH: «4TO0bI OBITh KaK MOXXHO IaJjIbIlle OT
BCeX 3TMX OTBpPaTUTEIBHBIX YepT, Hy>KHa 4UCHo-
ma; OHa, IpaB/a, IPUJINYECTBYeT BceM, HO y IIpe-
KpacHOro II0JIa IIproOpeTaeT 3HauYeHMe IIepBev-
men 1o0pomeTeNt M Bpsif, I MOXXHO TOBOPUTH
371ech O Yepecuyp BBICOKOVI CTEIIeHV, XOTs y MyX-
YMH OHAa WHOI7a ObIBaeT Ype3MepHON M TOrI-
Ia ctaHOBUTCS Heslerion» (AA 02, S. 234; KaHT,
1994, c. 117). DT gBa IIPOU3BOJIIBHO B34TBIX OT-
PBIBKa JAIOT HaM IIpeJICTaBJIeHVe O CYMHTaKCIJe-
cKux cTpykrypax «HabGmomenmii...». Kak MbI oT-
MeTWJIV BBIIle, pelipe3eHTalVsl OCyIIeCTBIISeTCs
B (popMe HaCTOSAIIEro BpeMeHM, HO B TIePCIIEKT-
Be JKeJIaTeJIbHOTO JIJIs aBTOPa BO3/IeVICTBIS: PeKOH-
CTPYKIIMIO KapKaca 3CTeTUYeCKOro VIV IICVIXOJIO-
rmyeckoro peHoMeHa aBTOpP COITPOBOXK/IAeT MO-
PaIBHO-3TVUECKVIMM OIIeHKaMTA.

ITpu nepexone K [IeHHOCTHO-HOPMAaTVBHBIM CY-
KIEHUSIM IIPOVCXOOUT W VM3MeHeHVe PUTOPUKIL:
OT oOMMCaTeIbHO-TIOBeCTBOBATEIbHBIX KOHCTPYK-
IIWVI C IIpeo0drIaZlaHeM TPaMMaTIIeCcKIX MapKe-
poB 1-ro u 3-ro miia ¢ obvmeM uryp peun (OT
MeTadOpEI 10 MPOHMM) K IIPEUMYIIeCTBEHHO Ofl-
HOCOCTaBHBIM (0e3TMuHBIM ¥ 00O0OIIeHHO-JIY-
HBIM) IIPeIJIOKEHMSM VMIIepaTUBHOIO, IIpec-
KPUIITMBHOTO XapaKTepa:
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He whose feeling tends towards the
melancholic is so called not because, robbed of
the joys of life, he worries himself into blackest
dejection, but because his sentiments, if they
were to be increased above a certain degree or
to take a false direction through some causes,
would more readily result in that than in some
other condition. He has above all a feeling for the
sublime (GSE, AA 02, p. 220; Kant, 2011, p. 27).

And here is an illustration from the third
section devoted to the description of the male
and female virtues: “To distance oneself as far
as possible from this sort of disgustingness
takes purity, which is indeed becoming for every
person, and which in the case of the fair sex is of
the first rank among the virtues and can hardly
be taken too far by it, although in the case of a
man it can sometimes be exaggerated and then
becomes ridiculous” (GSE, AA 02, p. 234; Kant,
2011, p. 41). These two randomly chosen extracts
give us an idea of the syntactic structures used
in Observations. As noted above, representation
is in the present tense, but with an eye to
producing the desired impact on the reader: he
accompanies the reconstruction of the frame of
aesthetic and psychological phenomena with
moral and ethical assessments.

The switch to value-normative judgments is
accompanied by a change of rhetoric: descriptive
narrative structures with first- and third-
person grammatical markers and profusion of
figures of speech (from metaphor to irony) give
way to mainly one-member (impersonal and
generalised-personal) sentences of an imperative,
prescriptive character:

[...] each sex will unite both [beauty and
nobility], but in such a way that in a woman
all other merits should only be united so as to
emphasize the character of the beautiful, [...]
while by contrast among the male qualities the
sublime should clearly stand out as the criterion
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...KaXIBIVI TIOJI coveTaeT [KpacoTy m Oraro-
POIICTBO], OJHAKO y JKEHIIMHBI BCe APYIUe JI0-
CTOVIHCTBA COEIVIHSIOTCS JIVIIID IS YCVJIEHWS
B HeVl XapaKTepa IIpeKpacHOro... Torja Kak cpe-
IV MY>KCKVMX CBOVICTB BO3BBIIIIEHHOE OTUETIIVBO
BBIIIEJISeTCS KaK OTJIMIMTEIIbHBIN IIPM3HAK IT0J1a.
DTO Ha/[0 HPUHATH BO BHMMaHMe, KOrja CydsT
0 MpeJCTaBUTeIIAX TOro WM APYroro mojga —
BCE PaBHO, XBAJIST JIV VIX WIVI IIOPULIAIOT; BCSIKOE
BOCITMTAHMe ¥ HacTaBJIeHVe JO/DKHO IIOCTOSTHHO
VIMeTB B BUJIY 3TO pas/Indiie. .. YTOObI COIeTICTBO-
BaTh HPaBCTBEHHOMY COBEPIIEHCTBY TOTO WJIN
I pyTOro [II0J1a], eciIv TOJIBKO He JKeJIaloT CIaelaTh
He3aMeTHBIM spKoe pasiune... (AA 02, S. 228;
Kanr, 1994, c. 111).

DTOT IIpUMep MOKa3bIBaeT, YTO TEeKCT (PaKTu-
4ecKM COIEePXKUT Ba THUIIa CEMaHTVUKO-CTVIIVICTH-
4JecKMx KOHCTpyKUmit: 1) ommcaTtesIbHBIe, IIPUTLTIa-
IIaloNIye YuTaresiss K AMajory U COBMECTHOMY
Pa3sMBIIIIEHNIO HaJl, COIVAIbHBIMM SBJICHUSIMU
U IIporieccamys; 2) HOpMaTVBHBIE, OCOOEHHOCTHIO
KOTOPBIX SIBJISIETCSI MOHOJIOTMYHOCTB W JAVPEeK-
TUBHOCTB U3JI0KeHsL. [IBVDKeHe TI0BeCTBOBaHS
MeX/Iy 3TMMM KOHCTPYKIMSMM, IepcreKTUBaMu
VI MOITQJIBHOCTSIMIU — OT OIVICAHWS K HOPMVIPOBa-
HUIO, OT eIMHNYHOTO paKTa K BceoOIeMy 1 yHU-
BepCaJIbHOMY CMBICJTy — MOYKHO IIPUHSTB 3a CBO-
eoOpa3sHBIVI MeXaHW3M IIepeK/II0YeHNs PeXMOB
IIOBeCTBOBaHMS U, KaK CJIefICTBIe, CO3HAHWS UlTa-
terrst. CTyuIncTgecKas I KOTHUTVBHAS JIETTVIM-
HOCTb IIepexoJIoB 00ecrieunBaeTCsl VCIIONIb30BaHV-
eM ITpOIIIeIIIero BpeMeHM, KOTopoe BIoOaBOK BOC-
cosfaeT HeJIOCTaOLIVII MOMEeHT BpeMeHHO oIpe-
nesleHHOCTH. Tak, B 4aCTHOCTM, KOI7Jla BO3HUKaeT
HeoOXOIVMOCTD CIIeJIaTh OTCBUIKY K IIpMpoe KakK
dyHIaMeHTaJIbBHOMY (4MTaeM: IIpefieJIbHOMY) OC-
HOBaHMIO COILVAJIBHOIO, IPaKTUKYeTCs WCIIOIb-
30BaHMe (POpM ITPOLIEIIero BpeMeH! («<KOTopoe
Ipupoda xoTejla IIPOBECTV MeXOy HUMM [rosIa-
mul» (AA 02, S. 228; Kanr, 1994, c. 111)).

B TekcTe ueTko mpocMmaTpuBaeTcs ellle OAVH
IprieM CMeHBI perucTpa B paMKax KOMMYHMKa-
TUBHOVI TIapbl «aBTOp — YUTaTesIb». DTO VCIIOIb-
30BaHMe B TeKcTe «HalromeHm . . .» IpaKTUKM Iie-
pexora BHYTPY MeCTOMMEHHOV Iaphl « — MBbD»

of his kind. To this must refer all judgments of
these two genders, those of praise as well as
those of blame. All education and instruction
must keep this before it, and likewise all effort to
promote the ethical perfection of the one or the
other, unless one would make unrecognizable
the charming difference [...] (GSE, AA 02,
p- 228; Kant, 2011, p. 35).

In this example the text in fact contains two
types of semantic-stylistic structures: 1) de-
scriptive ones which invite the reader to a
dialogue and joint reflection on social phe-
nomena and processes and 2) normative ones
which look like monologues and directives.
The movement of the narrative between these
structures, perspectives and modalities — from
description to norm-setting, from a single fact
to general and universal meanings — can be
seen as a mechanism of switching narrative
modes and hence the reader’s attention. The
stylistic and cognitive legitimacy of the tran-
sitions is ensured by the use of the past tense,
which simultaneously brings back a sense of
temporal certainty. Thus, the past tense is used
when a reference is made to nature as the fun-
damental (ultimate) foundation of the social
(“that nature sought to establish between the
two human genders” — GSE, AA 02, p. 228;
Kant, 2011, p. 35).

The text clearly reveals yet another device
of change of register within the communica-
tive pair “author-reader.” It is the practice
of transition within the pronoun pair “I-we”
(“my-ours”). Kant more often than not uses
where he cites facts, i.e. works
with empirical material (“I will only provide

//I//

the pronoun

an example”, “I will call the first”, “I contin-
ue with my comments”) or enunciates propo-
sitions that need further study (“I believe”, “I
touch only fleetingly”, “I have great authori-
ties [...] on my side”). He resorts mainly to the
pronoun “we” (“our”) to a) present a chain
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(«momt — Ham). Tam, rme KanT npusogur dax-
TBI, TO €CTh paboTaeT ¢ SMOMPUUECKIIM MaTepua-
JIOM («s1 TIpVBeY TOJIBKO OAVIH IIPUMEp...», «IIep-
BOe s ObI XOTeJI Ha3BaTh...», «5 IIPOIIOJIKY CBOM 3a-
MeYaHMsL...») WIN BbICKa3bIBaeT IOJIOKEHVIs, HYyX-
Jarolyecss B JIONOJIHUTEIBHBIX VCCIIeHOBaHMSIX
(«s1 TIOMararo...», «i JINIIb Oersio KOCHYCh...», «s
MOT'y COCJIAThCS...»), OH IIPEVIMYIIEeCTBEHHO VIC-
II0JIb3yeT MecTOMMeHMe «si». ObpallleHne K «MbD»
(«HaI») IPaKTMKyeTCd IMPeMYIIeCcTBeHHO TaM,
r7le a) CTPOUTCS IIellb yMO3aKJIIOYeHUN (HaIlpu-
Mep, «4TOOBI epBOe M3 YIIOMSHYTBIX 371eCh BIle-
yaT/IeHUV MMeJI0 HaJIeXalllylo CVITY, MBI JOJIK-
HBI 0071a1aTh...»); 0) peusb MmeT 00 oOImenprHs-
TBIX TIOJIOKEHMSIX («MBI BUIVIM...
PYIO TOHKOCTb UyBCTBa CTaBAT 4UeJIOBEKY B 3aciIy-
I'y»); B) (PUKCUPYIOTCSE XapaKTePUCTUKM MY>KCKO-
ro mosa («MpbI Xe MOIJIM IIPWUTSA3aTh Ha 3BaHMe
6J1arOpoHOrO MOJIa...»); T) OCYIIeCTBIISIeTCS BbI-
XOfI, Ha COOCTBEHHO VICCIIEIOBATENIBCKUTI YPOBEHB
(«...HaIlla 3ajlaya — BbICKA3aTh... COOOpa’keHMs
IIO TIOBOTY YYBCTB. ..»). TeM caMbIM, C OJTHOVI CTOPO-
HBI, [IOCTUTaeTCs CeMaHTUKO-CMHTaKCYecKasi Mo-
HOJIUTHOCTb TeKCTa; C IPYyroil — obecriednBaeT-
csl BOBJIeUeHMe JuTaTesId, YTO He TOJIBKO JIeTUTU-
MUpPYeT BBIBOIbIL, K KOTOPBIM IIOABOANUT aBTOP, HO
U YCWIVBAeT M 3aKpeIUisgeT AOCTOBEPHOCTh W30-
OparkaeMoro: TpeTuUM 1 YeTBEPTHIVI PasfielIbl I10-
BECTBYIOT O (peHOMeHax, CBUIeTe/IeM KOTOPBIX Ha
OCHOBE OOIIVIX BCeM JTIOMISIM 3aIaTKOB VI ITPY [IOJDK-
HOM YPpOBHe Pa3BUTIs HabII0IaTeJTbHOCTY MOXKET
cTraTh Kaxapit. CoOCTBEHHO, Ha 3TOM OCHOBAHWM
KanT BBICTpanBaeT Te3uckl, M3JI0KeHHbIe B Tpak-
TaTe, 4TO MOATBEepXKIaeT dpasa mpeaMOyIIb: «Pa3-
JIMYHBIE OLIYIIEHWS NPUSATHOIO M HEIIPUSTHOIO
OCHOBBIBAIOTCS He CTOJIBKO Ha CBOVICTBE BHEIITHVIX
BeIIlelt, BO30Y KIAOIIVX ST OILIYIIEeHVIs], CKOJIBKO
Ha IIPUCYIIeM KaXXIOMY 4eJIOBeKYy 4yBCTBe YIIO-
BOJIBCTBSL VIV HEYOBOJIBCTBS OT 3TOrO BO30Y k-
nmenns» (AA 02, S. 207; KaaT, 1994, c. 86).
Crpykrypy Tekcra «HabromeHnit...» MOXHO
IIpeJICTaBUTh B KadecTBe TPeXCTyIIeHYaToV KOM-
MO3MIIVVL: OMVcaHMe peHOMeHa caMoro 1o cebe

4YTO HEKOTO-
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of inferences (“For the former to make its im-
pression on us in its proper strength, we must
have...”); b) refer to generally accepted truths
(“We also see that a certain fineness of feeling
counts toward a person’s merit”); c) refer to
the characteristics of the male sex (“we could
lay claim to the designation of the noble sex”);
d) refer to the author as researcher (“Since our
aim is to judge of sentiments”). Thereby, on the
one hand, semantic and syntactic unity of the
text is achieved; on the other hand, the read-
er becomes involved, which legitimises the
author’s conclusions and reinforces the authen-
ticity of what is depicted: the third and fourth
sections speak about phenomena which, given
general human faculties and a certain level of
observation, anyone can witness. These are the
grounds on which Kant builds his theses, as
proved by the sentence in the preamble: “The
different sentiments of gratification or vexation
rest not so much on the constitution of the ex-
ternal things that arouse them as on the feel-
ing, intrinsic to every person, of being touched
by them with pleasure or displeasure” (GSE,
AA 02, p. 207; Kant, 2011, p. 13).

The structure of the text of Observations can
be presented as a three-stage composition: de-
scription of the phenomenon in itself (presenta-
tion of the phenomenon as an object — author’s
vision), its depiction in the context of social
practices (actualisation of the reader’s experi-
ence) and the final stage of the author’s deliv-
ering a value judgment on behalf of the social
whole (the wording shifts the semantic-gram-
matical layers to reveal the temporal and mean-
ing perspective). Such technique, especially the
frequent switch to the pronoun “we”, argua-
bly shows that Kant purports to express social
consciousness: the images that crop up on the
pages of Observations are the result of collec-
tive reflection that clearly tends to bring what
is to what ought to be. The author is not con-
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(mpercTaBiieHVe peHOMEHa KaK 0ObeKTa — aBTOp-
CKOe BUJIeHe), M300pakeHie ero B KOHTEKCTe CO-
LVIQJTBHBIX TIPAKTUK (AKTyasIM3amyisl OIIbITa YMTa-
TeJIsl) Y 3aBepIIAIOIIVT 3Tall — OLIEHOYHOe CyKJIe-
Hte ((POPMYIIIPOBKYM [TAIOTCS Ha OCHOBaHWM CMe-
IIIeHVISE CEMaHTVKO-TPaMMAaTIYeCKVIX IIaCTOB I
OYepuVBaHVISL BPeMEHHOV ¥ CMBICIIOBOVI TIEPCIIeK-
TUBBI), KOTOPOE BEIHOCUTCS aBTOPOM OT VIMEHW CO-
HMaIbHOTO 1esioro. ITomoOHas TexHMKa, 0cOOEHHO
C YYeTOM YacTOTHI Ilepexoria Ha MECTOVIMEHIE «Mbl»,
CBUIETEIIBCTBYET, 110 HaIlleMy MHEHMIO, O TOM, UTO
KaHT nosunmonupyer cebst BeIpasuTesieM oOIile-
CTBEHHOTO CO3HaHMS: 00pasbl, BOSHMKAIOIIVe Ha
crpanumax «Habmomenmrt...», — pesysbTaT Koj-
JIEKTVBHOVI pedprleKcuM C SIBCTBEHHO OOO3HadeH-
HOVI TeH/IEHIIVeN IIPVBEIeHNS CYIIEero K JI0JDKHO-
My. ABTOp He OCTaHaB/IMBaeTCsl Ha KOHCTaTallum
TIOBTOPSIOIIEroCs ¥ TUITMYHOTO, a, IIPOM3BOMIs Ha-
JIOKeHVIe TUIIMYHOIO Ha MIeasIbHOe (COIVAIbHBIN
vzieat), O4epumBaeT IepCreKTVBY Pa3sBUTIS COLIV-
aJIBHBIX IIPaKTUK, [aBasi CBOEro polia peKoMeHIa-
LMV 1 Jake Ipennvcadys. Tak, Harpumep, B OT-
HOIIIEHNVI BOCHWTaHMS >KeHIMMH KaHT nmimer:
4TOOBI Pa3sBUTh IIPEKPACHYIO IIPUPOAY >KEHIIIVH,
«HaZIO CTPEMUTBCS PasBUTh BCE VIX MOPaJIBHOE Uy B-
CTBO B I1eJI0M, a He VX IIaM4Tb. .. Hemorycrimo Gec-
CTpacTHOe 11 yMO3pUTeJIbHOe O0ydeHwe, OorIblie
TIepeXXVIBAHWVI U IIPUTOM TeX, UTO OJIVI3KII ee ITOJTy»
(AA 02, S. 231; Kanr, 1994, c. 113—114).

5. ITpyHLMUITBI 1 MEXaHMU3MBbI
IOCTVKEHMSI 00 beKTMBHOCTHU

HecmoTpst Ha TO uTO B TekcTe «HabrmroneHnin. . .»
VICTIOJIB3YOTCS  BBIIICYIIOMSIHY ThIe ITpVIeMBI II0/I-
KpeIuIeHus M YCUJIeHMs JOCTOBEPHOCTU 11 00bek-
TUBHOCTY B CTWIIe n3jioxkeHMs, KaHT Bo Bpems ap-
TYMeHTaluy IIOYTU He 3a00TUTCS O COOCTBEHHO
IoKasaTeJIbHOW Oase, PVJIMYECTBY FOLLIEV cpvmo-
codpckmM mmpomssenieHVsM. OueHb MaJio (IIprMep-
HO 10 Tape PaKTOB Ha pasfiesl) KOHKPeTHBIX WJI-
JIIOCTPALIL ¥ IIPUMEPOB U3 COLMAJIbHBIX IIpaK-
UK. IIpyt aTOM OH mouTM He oOparraercs K dak-

tent with stating what is repeated and typical
and, superimposing the typical on the ideal (the
social ideal), outlines the perspective of the de-
velopment of social practices, giving recom-
mendations and sometimes prescriptions. This
is what he writes, for example, about the edu-
cation of the beautiful nature of women: “One
will seek to broaden her entire moral feeling
and not her memory [...]. Never a cold and
speculative instruction, always sentiments and
indeed those that remain as close as possible
to the relationships of their sex” (GSE, AA 02,
p- 231; Kant, 2011, p. 38).

5. Principles and Mechanisms
of Achieving Objectivity

Although Kant uses the above-mentioned
stylistic devices in the text of Observations to
reinforce and enhance the authenticity and ob-
jectivity of the narrative, he hardly bothers to
provide arguments, as would befit a philosoph-
ical work. Concrete illustrations and exam-
ples of social practices are few and far between
(about a couple per chapter). Kant barely cites
any facts and proceeds at once to describe
trends and regularities. There are very few ex-
tended logical structures and almost no refer-
ences to various authorities: the church, the
scientific and philosophical communities (al-
though the text is replete with oblique quotes
from Aristotle, Locke, Burke, Luther, Rousseau
and others). The only reference in all the four
chapters is to nature, but then its presence in
the text is fundamental: nature as a produc-
ing force crowns the reflection stage in the rep-
resentation of any object. Kant does not in fact
articulate the problem of objectivity, using in-
stead the concept of obviousness. He is often
content to simply see (with the eyes) and depict
what the reader can see every day.

86



TaM, a Cpa3y IepexoauT K OIMCAaHWIO TeHIeHIINT,
ecyIV He 3aKOHOMepHOCTeV. Pemko BCTpedaroTcs
B TeKCTe U pa3BepHYThIe JIOr4ecKyie IIOCTPOeH s,
IPaKTUYeCcK OTCYTCTBYIOT CCbUIKM Ha pas/INiHO-
TO poja MHCTaHIIMN: 1IepKOBb, HayuyHOe Wi pu-
710co0dpCcKOe coo0IIIecTBa (XOTs IIPUCYTCTBYE CKPBI-
ThIX IMTaT U3 Apucrorers, JIokka, bépka, JItore-
pa, Pycco n gp. omryiaeTcst Ha IIpOTSDKEHMV BCETO
TeKkcTa). EnmHCcTBeHHAS OTCHUIKA, TTIOBTOPSIIOIIASICS
BO BCeX YeThIpex paszieiax, — 3TO OTChUIKA K IIpU-
porie, HO IPUCYTCTBIE ee B TeKCcTe (pyHJaMeHTaIb-
HO: OHa (IIpMpoa KaK IIPOVM3BOISIIAs CUJIa) BeH-
yaeT cobort pedrieKCUBHYIO CTaJMIO pellpe3eHTa-
1mm j1oboro oobekTa. KaHT dpakTirueckn He ap-
TUKYJIVIpYeT IIpo0ieMy OOBEKTMBHOCTM — OHa
pelaeTcss MM C TIOMOIIBIO KOHIIEIITa OYEeBVITHO-
CT. ABTOPY 3adacTylO IIOCTaTOYHO ITPOCTO Bu-
dems (0Ouamm) — V1 M300pasnTh TO, YTO MOXKET CTaTh
ITPeIMEeTOM IOBCETHEBHOT'O BU/IEHVIS UM TaTe IS
DddexT nocrosepHOCcTM «HabrromeHMIL. . .» 110-
CTUTAeTCS TEXHVKOV «II0-CTaBJIEHVIS Iepe Ty1a3a-
MW» C I1€JIBI0 YMO3PUTEIBHO OTKPBITh TO, YTO B Ka-
JKJIOM CITy4ae CIIOcOOHO yoenmTs (cM.: Puxép, 2004,
c. 83). B «Habmroenmsix. . .» He IIPOCTO PeKOHCTPY-
MPOBaH OIBIT ITOBCeqHeBHOCTM [Ipyccumt cepenm-
Hel XVIII cronmeTnsi — 3meck mpecTaBieHbl Kap-
TUHBI XXM3HW 3I10XV, MOYKHO JIa)ke cKa3aThb, SIIde-
CKMe KapTuHBI, Orarofapsi yeMy «3pUMOCTB» 00-
pa3soB (My>K4NMH, JKEHIIVH, ITpefCTaBuUTelIell pas-
JIMYHBIX HALV, 3THUYECKMX TPYII U IICUXOJIO-
IMYECKVX TWIIOB) BOCIIOJTHSIETCS BOOOpakaeMbIM.
JlaHHBITI TeKCT Or1arogapsi CTYUINCTUYECKUM W XY-
JIOKeCTBEHHBIM ITpyieMaM, 00ecrIeunBaroM -
HaMWYHOCTH VM3JIOKEHNS MaTepyiasia M BbI3bIBAO-
III/IM 3MOIIVIOHAJTEHBIV OTKJIMK, BOBJIEKaeT umTaTe-
JIS B COBMECTHOE CO3[IaHIe HappaTyiBa. [oTOBHOCTD
HabsrofaTesIss IIPOUTY MVMO WHVBUIYaJIbHOTO
Y CJIy9artHOTO IIPSIMO IIPOIIOPLIVIOHAIbHA €TI0 3MO-
IIVIOHAJIBHOV OTCTPaHEHHOCTI. DMOIIMIOHAJIBHOCTD
7 JKMBOCTDH ITOBECTBOBAHMS 3/1eCh CTAHOBITCS CBO-
eo0pa3HBIMI apryMeHTaMI B TIOJIb3Y JOCTOBEPHO-
cty. PaKTIIecK TeKCT CTPOUTCS B COOTBETCTBUL
C MeTOHOJIOTMYeCKOl YCTAHOBKOV Ha «IeMOH-
CTPaTMBHYIO VICTMHHOCTB», KOTOpasl 3aKJII0YaeTCsl
B TOM, UTO «TeOpeTIYecKye apryMeHTbI Vi IIOHA TS
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The effect of authenticity in Observations is
attained by “placing the object before the eyes”
in order to discover notionally what can per-
suade in each specific case (cf. Ricoeur, 2004,
p. 263). Observations does not just reconstruct
the daily experience of living in Prussia in the
mid-eighteenth century, but offer period pic-
tures of life, one might even say epic pictures,
such that the pictures of men, women, mem-
bers of various nations, ethnic groups and psy-
chological types are enhanced by imagination.
Owing to dynamic, stylistic and artistic devices
the text evokes an emotional response and in-
volves the reader in joint creation of the nar-
rative. The observer’s readiness to ignore the
individual and accidental is directly propor-
tional to his emotional detachment. Emotional
and lively narrative bolsters the argument, as it
were. In fact the text proceeds from the metho-
dological principle of “demonstrative truth,”
meaning that “theoretical arguments and con-
cepts must lend themselves to visual realisa-
tion” (Chernenok, 2005, p. 158).

It is not by chance that Kant chooses the
scale “beautiful — sublime” as the frame-
work to characterise the moral and psycholog-
ical properties of human nature throughout
his treatise: aesthetic distortions in visualising
noumena meet with a minimum of suspicion,
as noted by Daston (2011, p. 91). Universality
of description in the eighteenth century was
achieved through the idealised portrayal of the
object. The true was a hybrid of idealisation
and naturalisation. On the one hand, crafts-
manship consisted in the unique portrayal of
what manifested itself in multiple ways (it was
assumed that an investigator’s practised eye,
unlike that of a lay person, could capture “the
project of great nature”). On the other hand,
the singular, if aesthetically presented, was
an instrument of visualising the perfect. Ab-
stractness, beauty and immaculateness were
considered to be the attributes of objectivity.
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JOJDKHBI IIpelyCMaTpUBaTh BO3MOXKHOCTB CBOEV
HamIsAaHOV peanm3aim» (Yeprenok, 2005, c. 158).

IIIxasla cOOTHeCeHMs «IIpeKpacHOe — BO3BbI-
IIIeHHOe» OTHIOAL He CJIydayiHO ObUla BbIOpaHa
KanToM 11 o0Imeit paMO4HON XapaKTepuCTUKI
MOPAJIBHBIX 1 TICVIXOJIOTTUECKMX CBOVICTB UesIoBe-
YeCKOVI IIPVPOIBI BO BCEM TpaKTaTe: CTeTITIeCcKe
VICK&KeHMsI B BU3yaIM3ally YMOIIOCTMIaeMOro
BBI3BIBAIOT MIMHVIMYM IOIO3peHMsI, KaK OTMedua-
et JI. Jactor (Daston, 2011, p. 91). YauBepcaib-
HocTb ommcanvsd B XVIII croserun mocrmrasiach
uepes vIea3IpoBaHHOe 11300pakeHVe 0ObeKTa.
VcTrHHOE CTaHOBWIOCH TMOPVIOM MeaI3alinm
v Hary paym3atiym. C OHOVI CTOPOHBI, MaCTEPCTBO
3aKJIIOYaJIOCh B TOM, YTOOBI 3aliedarsieTh B eJu-
HUYHOM WM300pa’keHUM TO, UTO ITPOSIBIISUIOCH BO
MHOT'OM (CYMTaJIOCh, YTO OIBITHBIV B3IJISI/] VICCITe-
JIOBATeJIS B OT/IMUIE OT OOBIBATEIHCKOTO TJIa3a MO-
JKeT OXBaTUTh «IIaH BeJIMKOV Hpuponb»). C npy-
rofl — eayHWYHOe, 0(POPMIIEHHOE 3CTEeTIYECKN,
OKas3bIBAJIOCh MHCTPYMEHTOM BUM3yasIM3aIiii CO-
BEpIIIeHHOro0. ATprOyTOM OOBEKTMBHOCT CUMTa-
Jlach aOCTpPaKTHOCTh, KpacoTa M Oe3yHIpeuHOCTb
M300pakaeMoro, a He OykBaJIbHOCTB. KaHT coue-
TaeT 00a 3TVX IOAX0/a, HaIlpVMep B CIJIeAyIolIeM
BBICKA3BIBAHUML «...pas/IMYHBIe TPYMIIBI [JTr0meri]
COCTaBJIAIOT KapTMHY IIPEBOCXOIHOV BEIPa3UTeIb-
HOCTW, T/e Cpemy OOJIBITIOro MHOT0O0pasms IIpo-
SBJISIeTCS €OVHCTBO ¥ BCS MOpa/IbHas IIpUpona
B 11€JIOM ITPOHMKHYTa KpacoTOV V1 JIOCTOVHCTBOM»
(AA 02, S. 227; KauT, 1994, c. 110). B mickyccTBe Te-
HepayM3aruy IPOSIBIISIeTCs, IIOMVIMO BCEro IIpo-
4Uero, BiIajieHVe MexXaHV3MOM caMopedIIeKCuy,
Ha OCHOBE KOTOPOW BO3MOXHO pasBUTHeE CyOB-
eKT-00BLeKTHOVI CeMaHTUKN, OIIpEeIeJISIIOIIEN IIPO-
I1ecchbl cricTeMaTm3alnim 1 OObeKTUBAIIN B THOCe-
ornorvivt 1 Hayke Hosoro Bpemenmn*. [1lo MHeHMIO
M. E. CoboreBort, HaTpeHVPOBAHHBIN B3IJISI/, IIPU
YKpeIUIeHnM CyObeKT-00beKTHOV ITapaIirMbl I0-
3BOJIs7T KaHTY Kak 1iccrieioBaTesIio COXpaHsITh Me-

¢ AHaymBUpyeMbII TpakKTaT MOXeT IpPeCTaBiIsuTh VH-
Tepec JIIs MccilesioBaTesien Hacstenms KaHra 1o Borrpocy
o HecparyMOMITEHOM XapakTepe 3HaHMsA. HecMoTps Ha TOT
dakt, uto Kant B «HabrmomeHmsix...» 4acTo IoJIb3yeTcs
KapTe3MaHCKMM IIPVHIIUIIOM OT 1-ro JIniia, caMa Io3uIyst
VICCITeTTOBaTeN s MEHTaIBHBIX COCTOSTHIMIT OKa3bIBaeTcs (Ha
riepuioyt, 1760-x 1T.) ertie He oTpedIIeKCUPOBAHHOTL.

Kant combines both these approaches, for ex-
ample, in the following passage: “the differ-
ent groups unite themselves in a painting of
magnificent expression, where in the midst of
great variety unity shines forth, and the whole
of moral nature displays beauty and dignity”
(GSE, AA 02, p. 227; Kant, 2011, p. 34). The art
of generalisation depends, among other things,
on command of the mechanism of self-reflec-
tion which can provide the basis of subject-ob-
ject semantics, which in turn determines the
processes of systematisation and objectification
in the epistemology and science of the modern
period.* In the opinion of Maja Soboleva, Kant’s
trained eye, in strengthening the subject-object
paradigm, enabled him to keep a methodolog-
ical distance from the object of cognition and,
in passing on from a part to the whole, to cap-
ture the essential, immutable characteristics of
a thing (cf. Soboleva, 2018).

The problem of forming a clearly defined
point of view and ordered methodology is di-
rectly related to the question of how the re-
searcher selects the objects of study and how
truthful her descriptions are. Let us cite a cou-
ple of examples from the second chapter, “On
the properties of the sublime and the beautiful
in man in general”. In Kant’s view, the perfect
type of human nature, ideally combining the
sublime and the beautiful, is the melancholic
personality, which is why he pays special atten-
tion to describing this type:

He is a good guardian of his own secrets and
those of others[...] he hates lies or dissemblance.
He has a lofty feeling for the dignity of human
nature. He esteems himself and holds a human
being to be a creature who deserves respect.
He does not tolerate abject submissiveness and

* The treatise we are discussing here may be of interest
to those who study Kant's legacy on the question of the
infallible character of knowledge. Although Kant in
Observations often refers to the Cartesian principle in the
first person his position of a student of mental states had
not yet been formulated as of the period of the 1760s.
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TOHOJIOTMYECKYIO IVICTAaHIMIO C IIPeIMEeTOM IIOo-
3HaHMs M, OCYIIIeCTBJIsAs IIepexoy], OT YacTu K Iie-
JIoMy, (PUIKCHpPOBaTh CYIITHOCTHBIE, HeV3MeHHbIe
xapaktepucTky Bety (cM.: Coboriesa, 2018).

ITpobriema popMrpoBaHIs CHO OIpeIeIeHHON
TOYKM 3peHWsl U yIIOPsI04eHHOVI MeTOH0JION IV Ha-
MPsIMYIO COIpsKeHa C BOITPOCOM O TOM, KaK/M 00-
pasoM mccieioBaTesIb OTOMpaeT M3o0paskaeMble M
OOBEKTBI VI HACKOJIBKO JIOCTOBEPHBI VX OIVICAHVI.
[IpuBenem mapy HpuMepoB 13 BTOPOro paszesia
«O cBovicTBaX BO3BBIIIIEHHOIO V1 IIPEKPAcHOIO y ve-
j10BeKa BooO1ie». CopepilieHHBIM THUIIOM YeJloBeve-
CKOVI ITPUPOIBI, MieaIbHO COYeTaroIM B cebe Bo3-
BBIIIIEHHOE V1 ITpeKpacHoe, C Touku 3peHns Kanra,
ABJIeTCA MeJIaHXOJIVK, ITO3TOMY ONVCAHWIO JaH-
HOTO TUIIa yJIeJIAeTcs MaKCMMYM BHVIMaHWSI:

MeJtaHXO/IMK XOPOIIIO XpaHWUT CBOM W 4y-
XKVie TaviHBI... HEHaBUINT JIOXKb VI IIPUTBOPCTBO.
Y Hero nry0oKoe Y4yBCTBO UeJIOBEUECKOTO JOCTO-
mHcTBa. OH 3HaeT cebe I1eHY U CUUTAET YeIoBeKa
CYIIIeCTBOM, 3aCiTy KMBAIOIINM yBakeHMs. Huka-
KOVI TIO/TOV TTIOKOPHOCTM OH HEe TEPIWT, U €ro
6r1aropoyICcTBO ABIINAT CBOOOIOM. Bee e — ot
IIO30JIOYEHHBIX. .. [0 TSDKEJIBIX JKeJIe3HBIX IIerleri
paboB Ha rajepax — BHYIIAIOT eMy OTBpallle-
HIe... (AA 02, S. 221; KanT, 1994, c. 103).

Crmcok JOCTOMHCTB MeJIaHXOJIMKa 3aHVIMaeT
IOYTH JIBe CTpaHuIIbl TekcTa «HabGsmopgeHnrt.. »,
a BOT rierMaTuKy He mopessio: «Tak Kak B ¢paee-
Mamu4ecKkoM couemanuu HUKaKye VHIPeIVieH-
TBI BO3BBIIIIEHHOI'O MJIM IIPEeKPacHOro OOBIYHO He
BCTPEYaroTCcsl B 0000 3aMEeTHOVI CTeTIeH N, TO 3TOT
AYIIeBHBIVI CKJIaJT ¥ He CTaHeT IIpeMeTOM HaIllx
paccyxaenun» (AA 02, S. 224; Kant, 1994, c. 106).

Taxmm oOpasom, rcrxosiornyecKyie TUITBL OMV-
CBIBAIOTCS VICKJIFOUNTEJIBHO B CBETe «COYeTaHW
VIHI'PeJIIeHTOB IPeKPacHOI'o U BO3BBIIIEHHOI0»,
0e3 yderta MHBIX ¢dakTOpoB. OITHAKO VMEHHO VIC-
XOITHBIVI «9yYBCTBEHHBIVD» MHCTPYMEHTAPUM OKa-
3bIBAa€TCsl CeJIeKIIMIOHHBIM MeXaHW3MOM, OIIpeie-
JIAIONIVMM, YTO BXOOUT B IOJle 3peHMs Habiiora-
TeJIsl, a UTO HeT. DcTeTndeckas paMKa opopMIIs-
eT oICbIBaeMble (PeHOMEHBI, OTIIUINGOBbIBas X
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breathes freedom in a noble breast. All shackles,
from the golden ones [...] to the heavy irons of
the galley-slave, are abominable to him (GSE,
AA 02, p. 221; Kant, 2011, p. 28).

The list of the melancholic person’s virtues
occupies almost two pages of the text of Ob-
servations. The phlegmatic personality is less
lucky: “Since in the phlegmatic mixture there
are ordinarily no ingredients of the sublime or
the beautiful in any particularly noticeable de-
gree, his quality of mind does not belong in the
context of our considerations” (GSE, AA 02,
p- 224; Kant, 2011, p. 31).

Thus the psychological types are described
exclusively in light of the “combination of the
ingredients of the beautiful and the sublime.”
However, the selection mechanism that deter-
mines what is and what is not within the ob-
server’s field of vision is the original “sensible”
apparatus. Aesthetics frames the phenomena
described, polishing them to perfection and ele-
vating them to the status of an idea. As a result,
the beauty and harmony of what is depicted,
including the forms of presentation, contrib-
ute to the accuracy of the description and to
the perception of the object. The reverse side
of the “discipline of vision” is inability to see
what contradicts the frame used. This entirely
corresponds to the concept of “objective view”,
namely: the result of the historically formed
mode of vision determined by the development
of scientific technologies, value paradigms and
limitations of “scientific selfhood and collec-
tively shared empiricism” (Baeva, 2019, p. 58).
In other words, an experienced researcher sees
what has been determined by the angle of col-
lective vision and is under the influence of the
latter. This explains why Kant’s Observations,
for all the abstract clarity and stylistic preci-
sion, lacks empirical details and the images are
drawn with sweeping strokes, with no regard
for the whole palette of individual features.
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IO COBEpIIIeHCTBA M IOBOS 10 COCTOSHMS VEN.
B wrore kpacora, TapMOHMYHOCTb W300pakae-
MOrO, B TOM uwciie 1 OpMBI IIofadyi, paboTaroT
¥ Ha JOCTVDKEHVe TOYHOCTM OIMCaHMS OOBbek-
Ta, I Ha ero BocrpusTre. ODOPOTHOV CTOPOHON
«IVICHUIUIVHVUPOBAHHOCTY 3peHMs» OKa3blBaeT-
Cs1 HECIIOCOOHOCTD BUIETH TO, YTO IPOTUBOPEUNT
VICIIOJIB30BAaHHOV paMKe. DTOT MOMEHT Bcelleslo
OTpakaeT cofiepKaHWe HMOHATUSA «OOBeKTUBHBIN
B3[VISI[l» — «pe3yJIbTaT UCTOPUUEecK cpopMmpo-
BAHHOTO OIIpeJleJIeHHOro criocoda BUIEHMS», 00-
YCJIOBJIGHHOIO PasBUTVEM Hay4YHBIX TeXHOJIOTU,
LIEHHOCTHBIX IIapaJurM, orpaHWYeHVeM «Hayd-
HBIX CAMOCTeVl 1 KOJUIEKTVBHO pasfiesIsieMbIM M-
mprsmoM» (baesa, 2019, c. 58). To ecTb OIIBITHBIN
viccslefioBaTesIb BUIUT TO, UTO OIIpesie/IeHO paKyp-
COM paccMOTpeHMs KOJUIEKTMBHOIO CO3eplIaHMIs,
OKa3bIBasCh II0[] BIIVISIHMEM IIOCJIe[JHero. JTO II0-
3BOJISIET IIOHATE, HoueMy Y KaHta B «Habmonenn-
SIX...» IIPY BCeV aOCTPaKTHOV YeTKOCTHU ¥ CTVIIV-
CTMYECKOV TOYHOCTY OTCYTCTBYIOT JIeTaIi SMIIV-
pUYecKoro comepkaHus, a oOpas3bl 0003HaUYeHBI
KPYIHBIMIM MasKaMy, Oe3 ydeTa Bceyl IajIUTpPhbI
VIHAVBVIYaIbHBIX OCOO@HHOCTETVL.

ITockoribKy Bce XapaKTepWCTMKM, ITpefcTaB-
neHHble B «HalOmogeHmsx...», TPaKTyIOTCS Kak
Hel3MeHHble, B KayeCcTBe IIPUPOIHOV TaHHOCTY,
TO IIO 3aBepIIeHMV YTeHWs Ilepel, HaMl BO3HW-
KaeT roToBasi TaKCOHOMUS 4YeJIOBeYeCKNMX TUIIOB
II0 OCHOBAaHMIO: a) TeMIlepaMeHT (4 Io3uium),
0) mos (2 mo3uInM), B) HAIIMOHAJIBHOCTH (4 OCHOB-
HBIX — (paHIly3bl, UCIAHIIBI, aHIJINYaHe, HEeM-
IIbI — ¥ HECKOJIBKO «JIOTIOJTHUTEJIBHBIX»). BHyTpH
MO3UIIUI OIVICAHMS JaHbl YeTKO ¥ KaTeropuyHoO.
ITpuHMMas BO BHMMaHMe OIOPY Ha JaHHBIE OITbI-
Ta, 110y 4aeM CTPOVHYIO cxeMy, KOTopas B IIepuo[],
xum3Hu KanTa (10 HosiBjieHMs 3KcIiepyMeHTalb-
HOW TICMIXOJIOTMM M TO3UTMBU3Ma, pacIpocTpa-
HUBIINX KOJIMYeCTBEHHBbIe METOAbl Ha T'yMaHMW-
TapHble HayKM) OKa3bIBaeTCs BIIOJIHe ITPUTOHON
I KnaccwcpMKauMV[ CBOVICTB Y€JIOBE€YECKOV ITpVI-
POZIBI U XapaKTepa.

Takoro pora TakcOHOMMYecKye ITPOeKThI BO3-
HVKaJIV He TOJIBKO B CMJIY TOCIIOfICTBa eCTeCTBeH-
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Because all the characterisations in Obser-
vations are assumed to be immutable natu-
ral givens, after finishing the reading we are
left with a ready taxonomy of human types
based on: a) temperament (4 positions), b) sex
(2 positions), c) nationality (4 principal ones —
French, Spanish, English, German — and sever-
al “additional” ones). Descriptions within each
position are clear-cut and categorical. Taking
into account that the scheme is based on experi-
ence, we get a neat scheme which during Kant’s
lifetime (before the advent of experimental psy-
chology and Positivism which spread quantita-
tive methods to the human sciences) turns out
to be quite usable for the classification of the
properties of human nature and character. Such
taxonomic projects were prompted not only by
the dominance of the natural science paradigm,
but also by the entrenchment of the thesis about
the special status of scientific knowledge in so-
ciety. The idea of the usefulness of knowledge,
going back to the works of Francis Bacon, be-
came a beacon which threw light on the inter-
action between theoretical and applied research
(cf.: Foucault, 1978; Daston, 2011; Gavrilenko,
2017; Baecker, 2013).

The observer Kant introduces to the reader
sticks to facts, selects them, sifts away all the
accidental things, interprets and generalises
the data to exhibit them in the format of objects
so that the beholder can see their characteristic
features and principles of functioning. An ide-
al variant of scientific research in the modern
period is observation coupled with experimen-
tal verification. Unlike the thought experiment,
an experiment in the field of anthropology is
an extremely difficult procedure. If an object
has been identified, an experienced researcher
can easily reassemble the components by put-
ting them together or superimposing them on
one another. The text of Observations demon-
strates the use of some devices from this set:



HO-Hay4YHOVI apaJuTrMbl, HO U B CBSA3U C YKOpe-
HeHVeM Te3yca 00 0cobOM cTaTyce HayYHOTO 3Ha-
Hus B oOItiecTse. Vmest 1101e3HOCTM 3HAHS, BOC-
xopgmias K padboram . bakoHa, cTasla opmeHTH-
POM, HOIIEP’KMBAIOIIVIM B3aVIMOZIEVICTBIIE Teope-
TUYECKMX VI IIPUKIIQIHBIX VICCIIEIOBaHM (CM. 00
atoMm: dyko, 2015; Daston, 2011; I'aBpuitenko, 2017;
Baecker, 2013).

KanT nipercrasiser unrarertto Habiromarers,
KOTOPBIVI TBEPHO IIpuAepKmBaeTcs (PaKTOB, 3aHU-
MaeTcs MX OTOOpOM, OTceVBaeT CIIydariHoe, MH-
TepIpeTpyeT 1 0000IIaeT Moy YeHHbIe TaHHbIe
C TeJTBI0 SKCIIOHMPOBATh MX B popMaTe 0OBEKTOB,
4TOOBI 3pUTENIb CMOT YBUAETh VX XapaKTepHBIe
OCOOEHHOCTVI ¥ IIPUHIMIIBI (PYHKIIMOHMPOBa-
Hys. VImeabHBIV BapVMaHT HAy9HOI'O VCCIIeoBa-
H1s B HoBoe BpeMsi — 3T0 HalsIoeHMe B COIpsi-
JKEHUM C 3KCIIepVIMEHTAIIBHON IIPOBEPKON. B 00-
JIaCTM aHTPOIOJIOTUW OCYIIeCTBJIeHNe pealbHO-
ro 3KCIIepMMeHTa — IIpoleflypa KpariHe 3aTpyi-
HUTe/IbHAsA, B OTIMYMe OT 3KCIIepVMEHTa MBbIC-
suTesibHOro. Eciint ymasiock BBISIBUTH OOBEKT, TO
OITBITHOMY VICCIIETIOBATEITIO YK€ He COCTaBUT TPY-
Jla mepecoOpaThk cOCTaBHble YacTH, CABMHYB 1 Ha-
JIOXKWB VX ApYT Ha apyra. Texct «Habmonenmri. . .»
IIeMOHCTPUIPYeT IIpVIMeHeHVie HeKOTOPBIX CPeJICTB
13 5TOro Habopa: 3cTeTI4ecKoe SKCTPAIOIpPyeT-
Csl Ha 9TUYeCKOe, TeJleCHble XapaKTepUCTUKI —
Ha ¢peHOMeHBI co3HaHMs. [IpocTpaHCcTBOM 1eMOH-
CTpAIMVI SKCIIOHATOB Ha ITPOTSDKEHM BCETO TEK-
CTa BBICTyIIaeT «BeJIKas apeHa [xusHuUl» (AA 02,
S. 227, Kant, 1994, c. 110), roe peaymsyeTcs IUIaH
«BEJIVKOW TIPUPOAB», Kyda YMUTaTeJIs-3puTesis
IpUIJIallaeT aBTOp-HaO/IomaTens VIMMaHywWIT
Kant 1y Toro, 94To0BI CcieaTh mar OoT 3pyvMoro
B YMOIIOCTUTaeMOE€, OT 3CTeTIYEeCKOro B MHTEIIIN-
rubesbHOe. [Tpupora y KanTa BeicTyT1aeT BbIcIei
aTIeJUIIVOHHOV MHCTAaHIIMEeW M IJIsl MICKYCCTBa,
u 115 HayKu: «HM4aTo Tak He IIpOTMBOPEUNT BCeM
VICKyCCTBaM ¥ HayKaM, KaK BKYC K IPUIYIIVBOMY:
3TOT BKYC M3BpalllaeT IPUpOIy — IIpoodpas Bce-
ro ImpekpacHoro u ormaropomgHoro» (AA 02, S. 245;
KanT, 1994, c. 130). A B cjTydae OTKJIOHEHUT B TIO-
BeJIeHV OOBEKTOB OT 3a/JaHHOI0 IJIaHa «IIPVPO-
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the aesthetic is extrapolated to the ethical, bod-
ily characteristics to the phenomena of con-
sciousness. Throughout the text the exhibits are
demonstrated on “the great stage” of life (GSE,
AA 02, p. 227; Kant, 2011, p. 34), on which great
nature’s grand plan is demonstrated and to
which the author/observer Immanuel Kant in-
vites his audience in order to take a step from
the visible to the noumenal, from the aesthetic
to the intelligible. For Kant nature is the high-
est court of appeal both for art and science:
“Nothing can be more opposed to all the arts
and sciences than an adventurous taste, since
this distorts nature, which is the prototype of
everything beautiful and noble” (GSE, AA 02,
p. 245; Kant, 2011, p. 51). If the behaviour of
objects deviates from the original plan “nature
still always seeks to return to its proper order”
(GSE, AA 02, p. 241; Kant, 2011, p. 48). Thus the
criterion of the exhibit is nature and not the re-
searcher, though one should not forget that
in the modern period nature itself is a model
cleansed of what is anomalous and accidental
and constructed by an insightful and compe-
tent observer.

6. Conclusion

We have examined Kant’s treatise Observa-
tions on the Feeling of the Beautiful and the Sublime
as a kind of epistemological semantic-structural
phenomenon generated by the natural science
paradigm, on the one hand, and by the political
context, on the other hand. Kant did not only
foreshadow “the turn from reason to feelings”
but managed to contribute to creating the con-
ditions for this turn by accumulating and de-
veloping the experience of English sensualists
and Rousseau in analysing the aesthetic taste
and the moral nature of the human being. The
results of the research reported in Observations
have definite outcomes for the level of social
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la BceTia CTPEeMUTCS BEPHYTh VX B €CTeCTBeHHOe
cocrogHme» (AA 02, S. 241; Kanrt, 1994, c. 125). Tem
CaMBIM IIPVPOJIA, a He VCCIIeIoBaTelIb BBICTyTIaeT
KpUTeprieM 3KCIIOHMPYeMOro, OJHaKO He CIIey-
eT 3a0bIBaTh, UTO ¥ caMa Ipupora B Hosoe Bpems
CTaHOBWITCSI MOJIEJIBIO, BEIUMIIIEHHOV OT aHOMaJIb-
HOTO ¥ CJIYYalTHOTO ¥ CKOHCTPYMPOBaHHOW IIPO-
30pPJIMBBIM I KOMIIETEHTHBIM HaOJIIoTaTesieM.

6. 3akJIroueHme

Mp1 paccmotpernu Tpaktar Kanra «Habrmrome-
HUS HaJl YyBCTBOM IIPEKPACcHOIO M BO3BBLIIIIEHHO-
ro» Kak cBoeoOpasHBIVI 3MMCTeMUYecKNUIl ceMaH-
TUKO-CTPYKTYPHBII (peHOMeH, IOPOXIeHHBIV,
C OOHOVI CTOPOHBI, €CTeCTBEHHO-HAay4YHOW IIapa-
OUTMOV, C APYTrOvl — COLMAJIBHO-TIOTUTIYIECKVIM
KOHTeKCTOM. KaHT He TOJIBKO ITpefyrajial «I10Bo-
PpOT OT paccyKa K UyBCTBaM», HO VI IIPVHSIT y4Ya-
CTVIE B CO3AHVIVI II0YBBI [IJI51 TOI'O II0BOPOTA, IIPO-
fiej1aB PabOTy MO aKKyMYJISLIVIN M Pa3BUTUIO OIIbI-
Ta aHITINVICKMX CeHCYyasicToB 1 Pycco B aHanmmse
3CTETUYIECKOr0 BKyCa ¥ HPABCTBEHHOV IIPVIPOLIBI
uestoBeKa. Pe3ysibraThl M3BICKaHMV, OOO3HAYEH-
Hble B «HaOmromeHnsx. . .», IMEIOT BITOJIHE OIIperie-
JIEHHBIE BBIXO/IbI Ha YPOBEHb COIMAJIBHOIO YIIpaB-
JIEHVIS: 9TO YKPeIUIeHMe VI BOCIIPOM3BOICTBO LIeH-
HOCTHBIX HOPMaTVBOB U pa3paboTKa TaKCOHOMMUM
YeJI0BEUeCKMX TUIIOB.

Harrre mccrrenosanme nopTeepkiaeT 3aKpenB-
IINVICA B MICTOpUM pritocodmnm Tesuc o ToM, 4TO
Bo BrOopo 1nosiorHe XVIII B. TpakTaT «Habsmrome-
HVsI Ha 9y BCTBOM ITPEKPACHOIO ¥ BO3BBIIIIEHHOI O»
BOCIIPVMHIMMAJICS, TOBOPSI COBPEMEHHBIM SI3bIKOM,
Kak HayYHO-TIONYJISIPHBIVI TEKCT, B HEHABSI3UMBO
U pasBJIeKaTeIbHOV (popMe crcTeMaTU3PY oI
MaTepral B 0OJIaCTV B3aIMOOTHOIIIEHWVI II0JIOB,
0cOOeHHOCTeV! TeMIlepaMeHTOB 1 HaIOHATBHBIX
xapakTepoB. OgHaKO C MO3UILIUI CETOIHAIIHEro
IIHSI B KOHTEKCTe MICTOPVY HayKy MbI MOXKeM IIpVi-
3HaTh, 4YTO KaHT BHeC BeCOMBIVI BKJIaJ], He TOJIBKO
B pasBUTHMe MeTola HabJIIofIeHns], HO U B (pOopMU-
poBaHUe OTHOVMEHHOIO SIMCTEMUYECKOro U JIv-
TepaTypHOro kaHpa. B HekoTopom pose «Habsro-
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governance: the strengthening and reproduc-
tion of value norms and development of the
taxonomy of human types.

Our research confirms the historical-phil-
osophical thesis that in the second half of the
eighteenth century the treatise Observations on
the Feeling of the Beautiful and the Sublime was
perceived as a popular science text (to use
modern terminology), a text that systematised
material on the relations between the sexes,
temperaments and national characters in a light
and entertaining manner. However, from the
vantage point of today and in the context of the
history of science, we can say that Kant made
a tangible contribution to the development not
only of the observation method, but to the for-
mation of an epistemological and literary genre
of that name. In a way Observations can be de-
scribed as a laboratory for formalising and gen-
eralising empirical material. By extrapolating
the techniques of visualisation from the natural
science to philosophy Kant made us witnesses
to the birth and development of representative
practices in the human sciences.
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