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! Sergey Katrechko

2
Some comments to R. Aquila's paper ‘Kantian Appearances, Intentional

Gegenstinde, and Some Varieties of Phenomenalism’ 1. On the Dualistic

(Ambivalent) Understanding of Appearances in Kant?

3 To begin with, the term “appearance” is used by Kant [in Critique] ambivalently

(dualis‘[ic)3 . Firstly, as an indication of objective appearance (appearances—1; as
“objects of [possible] experience” [BXXX, A8/B12, A93/B126, B165, A141/B180,

A182/B225, A246/B303]4 or «external objects (or bodies)” [A373]; comp. with
apprehension a house [A190-1/B235-6]) and, secondly, as a designation of subjective
appearance (appearances—2 as ‘“objects of consciousness/mind” [A189/B235]). And
Kant, as a rule, does not specify meaning (sense) his use of the term, and, therefore, it is
necessary to involve the context in order to understand this (see, for example, ‘dual’

pass. [B147] and, especially, pass. [B164]5 ). The o (lass of appearance is an
empirical one, because it is formed by apprehension (or synthesis of imagination) the

manifold of sensibility (in a sensible intuition) [A76/B102; A100, B143]. The 15 class
comes out as appearance only in the transcendental sense — these are spatial “objects of
experience”, i.e. ordinary bodies (things). From the empirical (pre-Kantian) point of
view, objective appearances—1 are actually existing material things that acquire the
status of appearance only in the context of distinction (difference) “thing—in—itself vs.
appearance”. Although both classes of appearance are (cor)related with each other, but
they are not identical: appearance—1 is spatial, appearance—2 is not. On the scheme
below (see Fig.1 and Fig.2), objective appearance—1 (as presentation) and subjective

appearance—2 (as representation) can be arranged as follows®
{Representation}
objectf/object** (gegenstand) — appearance—1 — appearance—2
{ Thing—in-Itself } appearance [of thing] mental image [of thing] .
Fig. 1

4

Thing—it-itself [outer] Appearance Representation

Transcendental object Empirical object Mental image [of object]

| | \
«outside» (nansce ndental) V8. «ontside» (empirical)
«in¥ (transcendental) Vs, «ill» (empirical) i
Fig. 2

5 From the semantic point of view, subjective appearance refer to objective

appearance (as their objects®** (or reference); Gegenstand7), and transcendental object
acts as the reference/object®** of objective appearance (see pass. [A108-9]). To clarify
the status of objective appearance we use the analogy of the telescope. Objective
appearance corresponds to the image of the object (the Moon as thing—in—itself) on the



lens of the telescope, and subjective appearance is our (mental) image of the object (the
Moon). In this extent, our sense organs can be compared with input devices: they supply
our mind with initial information about the external world for its further processing,
which Kantian threefold syntheses are. Let us also note that when Kant speaks of
intuitive acts through which objects are given to us, he means exactly objective
appearance, although he sometimes describes them in terms of apprehension: see, for
example, successive apprehension a house in pass. [A190-1/B235-6]. Thus, Kant as it
were merges objective and subjective appearances, wrongly transferring the process of
formation (synthesis, constitution) of subjective appearance to objective appearance: he
i1s right that objective appearance is also constructed by our mind, but the use of
apprehension for the formation of not only mental images (appearance—2) but also
spatial bodies (appearance—1; such as a house) is only an analogy. Undoubtedly, bodies
(appearance—1) are a synthesis of the a priori form of space and (being ‘successive
apprehension’ [A191/B236]) sensible material (manifold) given by intuition (as matter
of appearance [A20/B34], or we construct a straight line by ‘drawing of this line
(motion)’ [B154, 292], ‘thus synthetically bring about a determinate combination of the
given manifold [of points]’ [B138] (comp. physical (house) vs. geometric (line) object),

but as Kant writes: “I as it were draw its shape/image [i.e. appearance—1]” [B162]8, but
not the house itself [appearance—2], which exists not in our mind, but in space.
Therefore, the use of intentional/phenomenological approach in interpreting
appearance—1 by transferring the results for appearance—2, as well as the question of the
exact correlation of appearance—1 and appearance—2, requires clarification and
justification.

6 2. On Semantic and Intentional (Phenomenological) Approach to the
Interpretation of Appearance

7 Intentional approach (Brentano, Husserl, and R. Aquila) is aimed at analyzing
the ‘internal’ relationship between acts of consciousness (noesis) and its object/object™**

(noema, intentionatiol object). Semantic approach (Frege, and S. Katrechk09) is aimed
at analyzing the ‘external’ referential relation between the representation (appearance)

and its reference/denotation as an “external” object**lo. In this case, semantic
‘external’ analysis may include ‘internal’ intentional analysis (as its part).

’ Pass. [A108-9] is a key in this case, we interpret it semantically“:

transcendental object gives an objective reality to all our empirical conceptslz, which
means that, being not a intuition, it does not belong to our sensuality (subjectivity), it is
not ‘internal’, but ‘external’ (in the transcendental sense) object. In this case (also),
transcendental object as the “non-sensible [or intelligible] cause of appearance (thus not
itself appearance)” [A288/B344; A494/B522] determines the objective objective—
objectual (gegenstdinslich) nature of our knowledge/intuition/appearances (the function

of objectification of appearances)13. Through transcendental object all manifoldness is
combined (cf. “to take together” [A99]) into one (pre—)object, so that we appearance not
just apprehended sensuous manifold, but synthesized into the [one] (pre—)object some
“unity of intuition to come from this manifold” [A99]. This is transcendental object’s
function of ‘uniting in the (pre—)object™ ™’ (or the function of objectification**) of
sensuous manifold “through which all of the manifold given in an intuition is united in a



concept of the object” [B139]14 (see also the passage (footnote) from my texts ; comp.

with Cassirer’s maxim (thesis)16]). [Then we finish extension-of-definition of already
constituted (pre—)object in the full-fledged object using the concepts [empirical and
a priori] of understanding (through Kant’s synthesis of recognition and/or schematism)].

9 Together with that, Kantian objective appearance acts as a part of one more
referential relation, namely, the relation of appearance to [empirical] thing—in—itself,
which affect our sensibility [B1; B33]. Thus appearance, on the one hand, refers to

[empirical] thing—in—itself (see [B306]17), and on the other — to the transcendental

object. This double correspondence of appearance18 can be expressed by transcendental
[semantic] triangle ‘appearance — sense — meaning (reference)’ (comp. with Frege’s

semantic trianglelg): [empirical] thing—in—itself — is the meaning (reference) of

appearance, and the transcendental object — is its sense?V,

10

transcendental object appearance

.......

object (empirical thing-in-itself) Fl g 3

1 3. On the Correlation of the Appearance and Representation (in addition)

12 The position of appearance between the ‘objective’ and ‘subjective’ poles,
between the real object (thing-in-itself) and the mental representation, requires the
specification of its correlation not only with thing—in—itself and transcendental object
(‘objective’ pole), but also with representation (‘subjective’ poles), especially since Kant
often characterizes appearance (is it appearance 1 or 2?) as representation
(“representation in us’ [A373]). Let’s limit ourselves here to two remarks. Firstly,
appearance can not be identified with representation, because it is not representation
itself, but only its object**, or the content of representation. More precisely, appearance
is an ‘intermediate’ object®* (as object—1), which, as we emphasized above (see footnote

Ne 11), with necessity refers to the ‘ultimate’ object®* (0bject—2)21. Secondly,
appearance is composed of representation, or appearance is no more than a complex of
representations: “the appearance, despite the fact that it is nothing more than a sum of
these representations, is considered to be their object.” [A191/B236]. If each perception
of an object gives us some particular projection of an object (comp. with the perception
of three-dimensional bodies), then appearance is a generalized synthesis (sum) of these
projections as ‘undetermined object of [series of] empirical intuitions’ (paraphrase of

[B236]22). And given that Kant defines apprehension as ‘the synthesis of the [sensuous]

manifold’ [A100]23, then appearance is a double ‘whole’ (or ‘unity’): the unity of
synthesis of manifold in the being apprehension representations (“representations of
apprehension” [B236]; appearance as object of intuition(s)) and the unity (object) of the
representation series, for example, the sum of the particular perceptions of the three-
dimensional house. Let me note in this connection that the expression “manifold of
appearance” seems somewhat inaccurate (ambivalent), since Kant speaks rather about
“manifold in appearance”.



13 Richard Aquila

14
Reply to Sergey Katrechko, “Some comments to R. Aquila's paper

”Kantian Appearances, Intentional Objects (Gegenstinde), and Some Varieties of
Phenomenalism”

15 Sergey Katrechko sees an “intentional” approach as “aimed at analyzing the
‘internal’ relationship” between acts of consciousness and their Gegenstdinde in such a
way that, despite the attempt, could be of very limited help in understanding the
possibility of reference to independently existing things. As for Kant, Katrechko takes
him to waver between an intentional and a “semantic” approach, where the latter — while
at least allowing for (subjective) “appearances” as merely intentional Gegenstinde —
accommodates a notion of appearances as senses grounding the possibility of reference
to independently existingthings. Blurring the distinction between sense and reference,
Kant thus ends up (like Aquila?) “transferring the results” of an inquiry regarding
“subjective” to that of “objective” appearances, or ordinary physical things.

16 I have, quite possibly unsuccessfully, tried to show not only how a certain sort
of “intentional” approach can do justice to reference to empirically independent things,
at least to the extent of recognizing an irreducible mental directedness, on the part of
perceptual (or imaginative) states, where the latter bear the semnse precisely of being
instances of directedness fo such things. But I also suggest that, at the opposite extreme,
while this fundamental directedness is admittedly, and crucially, capable of bearing a
sense of directedness to nothing more than merely subjective appearances, it is also so
determinable as to bear the sense of directedness even to transcendentally independent
things. (A question would remain as to any necessity supposed to attach to such
determination in anything more than a problematic mode.)

17 I see this emphasis on what I take to be the primacy of an irreducible mental
directedness introduced by Kant in the Aesthetic, as at least a fundamental part of the a
priori form of cognitivity, to distinguish the sort of intentional approach that I have in

mind from one that might be drawn from BrentanoZ+. Although I am not confident
about it, it seems to me more in the spirit of Husserl, at least in Ideas. In any case, just as
Katrechko suggests, a more standard intentional approach would (while also identifying
it with a certain sort of “Gegenstand”’) give priority to internal “content” (and so, as I
take it, conflating it with some sort of “sense”) on which the very possibility of mental
directedness would depend.

18 Perhaps sticking too closely to my own earlier point of view, I have perhaps
over-emphasized intentional “Gegenstinde,” and their “multiple determinability,” as
opposed to intentional directedness and its determinability. To my present mind, this
way of putting it should best be regarded, in a reading of Kant, as a noematic expression
of the possibility of a variety of noetic determinations. But this does not mean that, on
the approach in question, consciousness is unable to get out of the noetic dimension. As
I see it, Kant should be credited with offering an appealing analysis of the way in which
we can and do get out, namely, precisely with an account of how mental states
characterized by intrinsic directedness — and not simply bearing a sense of directedness
— might, and even necessarily must, be so enriched as to yet bear the sense of



directedness to independently existing things. (Whether that sense is merely illusory
must of course be left for a “Refutation of Idealism,” if the need for such be felt.)

19 Whether or not Kant is in the end guilty of conflation, or wavering, regarding
the distinction between appearances as intentional “Gegenstinde” and appearances
viewed as “senses,” I therefore conclude by emphasizing (and as argued in my
discussion of the connection between the Aesthetic’s notion of irreducible directedness
and the Analytic’s notion of a “transcendental Gegenstand”) that there is in any case a
sense of sheer directedness as such for Kant. It was this that I had in mind in suggesting
that this sort of intentional approach might be compatible with recognizing mental states
characterized by intrinsic directedness, and not simply a sense thereof, but precisely also
bearing the sense of directedness to transcendental “things in themselves.”

20 Cepeeit Kampeuko
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Kommenrapuit k crarbe P. AxBuanl ‘Kantian Appearances, Intentional

Gegenstiinde, and Some Varieties of Phenomenalism’

22

1. O nyaaucruyeckoii (aMOMBAaJIEHTHOM) TPAKTOBKE SIBJICHMSI Y KanraZ0

23 Tepmun «saBinenue» wucnonbdyercs Kantom B Kpumuke amOUBanI€HTHO

(,Z[yaJILHO)27. Bo-niepBrIX, Kak yka3aHue Ha oOvekmusHvle sIBICHUS (ABJICHUSA-1 Kak
«mpenmeTtsl onbiTay [BXXVII, BXXX, A8/B12, B51-2, A93/B126, B165, A141/B180,

A182/B225, A 238/B 298, A246/B303]28 unu «tena» [A373]; cp. ¢ mpumepom
cxBarbiBaHuss Jgoma u3 [A190-1/B235-6]) wu, BO-BTOpbIX, Kak o00O3HaYEHUE
CYObeKMuUBHbIX SIBJICHUHN, KOTOPBIE CYIIECTBYIOT «TOJBKO [KaK MPEACTABICHUSI| B HACH
[B59] (cp. ¢ [A371-2]: sABieHUSA-2 KaK «IPEAMETHI CO3HAHUS», «SABICHUS B JyIIE»
[A189/B235], unu kak «mnpeamersl Bocmpustus» ([B207; Al120]; cp. c¢ [B376]:
BOCIIPUSITUE — €CTh «OCO3HAHHOE MPEACTABICHUE», WIH nepyenyus), Win Jaxe Kak

«OIIYIICHUSD) [B125]29. ITpuuem KanT, kak mpaBuio, CIEUAIBHO HE OTOBAPUBAET CBOE
UCIOJIb30BAHKME JAHHOTO TEPMHHA M, MO3TOMY HAJ0 MPHUBJIEKATh KOHTEKCT, ISl TOTO

YTOOBI TIOHSATH B KaKOM CMBICJIE OH MOHMMAeT TEPMHH «sBreHmenV. Bropoii knacc
KaHTOBCKHX SIBICHUU SIBISIETCS AMAUPUHECKUM, TIOCKOIBbKY 00pa3zyeTcsi MOCpPEICTBOM
CXBAaTbIBaHUS  [WJM  CHHTE3a  BOOOpaXXEHMsI|  UYYyBCTBEHHOTO  MHOTooOpasus
(MHOTOOOpa3zHoro) [A76/B102; A100, B143]. IlepBsIii ke KJlacC BBICTYIIA€T B Kaue€CTBE
SIBJICHUH JIUIIIb B TPAHCLIEH/ICHTAJIBLHOM CMBICIIE — 3TO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE «ITPEAMETHI
ombiTay, Wik OObYHBIE Tena. C HIMOUPHUUECKON (JO0—KAHTOBCKOW) TOYKH 3pPCHHUS
KaHTOBCKHE 00BbeKmuseHvle 56l1eHUsi — 3TO PEeajbHO CYIIECTBYIOIIME MaTepuajbHbIe
(pusuueckue) BemM, KOTOPhIE MPUOOPETAIOT CTaTyC SBJICHHUS JIMIIb B paMKax
[TpaHCUEHAEHTANbHOTO| pa3IuYeHHsl «BEllb—Ccama—Ii0—ceOe Vvs. sBJIEHHE». XOTs o0a
KJIacca SIBJICHUH CBS3aHBI JAPYT C IPYTOM, OJTHAKO OHU HE TOXICCTBEHHBI: OObCKTHUBHBIC
SIBJICHUS TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBI, CYObEKTHBHBIC sIBICHHS — HeT. Ha mkanme «mpemmer—
MpEACTaBICHNE» OOBEKTHUBHBIE M CYyOBEKTHBHBIE SIBJICHHUS (MIPEACTABICHUS) MOXKHO
pPaCIONOXKUTh CIEAYIOIMIMM 00pa3oM: MpeaMer — sBiIeHUus—1 — sBlIeHUS—2 (WIH
npencrabnenus) [cm. fig.l u fig.2 Moero aHMIMHCKOTO KOMMEHTapus, WIHA MO0

crarpios | ].



24 C cemanTtuueckoir Touku 3penus (cMm. ¢p. [A108-9]), cyObeKTUBHBIC SIBICHUS

OTCBUIAIOT K OOBEKTHBHBIM SIBJICHUSIM (KaK HX TMpeaMeTaM; Gegenstand32), a
IPEIMETOM/ICHOTaTOM OOBEKTHUBHBIX SIBJICHUH BBICTYMACT YK€ TPAHCICHICHTAIbHBIN
npenmet. [[ns yrouHeHust craryca OOBEKTHBHBIX SIBJICHUN BOCIIOJIb3YEMCS aHAJIOTHEH
Teneckorna. OOBEKTUBHBIM SIBIICHUSM COOTBETCTBYET M300paskeHue rpeamera (JIlynor) Ha
JIMH3E TEJIeCKONa, a CyOBEKTUBHBIM SIBICHUSM — HAIIM MEHTaJIbHBIE 00pa3bl TaHHOTO
npenmera (Jlyner). B 3TOM cMbIciie HalM OpraHbl 4YyBCTB MOXHO YIHOJOOWTH
«pu3nUecKuM» YCTPOMCTBAM BBOJA WH(OpPMAIIMU: OHM CHAOXKAIOT HAIl YM HCXOTHOU
uHpopManMe o BHEHNIHEM MHpEe Ui ee JalbHelmed o0padoTku (mepepadoTku),
KakoBbIM y KaHTa BBICTYIIaeT CHHTE3 CXBaThIBaHUS (resp. TPOSIKUU CHUHTE3). 3aMETHM
Takxke, 4ro korna KaHT roBopuT 00 MHTYUTHBHBIX aKTaX, MOCPEICTBOM KOTOPBIX HAM
JAIOT TIPEAMETHI (OTIBITa), OH UMEET B BUAY UMEHHO OOBEKTHBHBIC SIBJICHUS, XOTS TIOPOM
OMHCHIBAET MX B TEPMUHAX aKTa CXBAaTbIBaHUA (CM., HANpUMeEp, IOCIEA0BaTEIHHOE
cXBaThIBaHUE TOTO ke aoMa u3 ¢p. [B235]). Tem cambim KaHT kak Obl «cpariuBaeT»
OOBEKTHBHBIE U CYOBEKTUBHBIC SBJICHHS, HEMPABOMEPHO TEPEHOCS MpOoIece
oOpa3zoBaHus (KOHCTHUTYUPOBaHMsI) CyOBEKTUBHBIX SIBICHHHA (ITOCPEICTBOM CHHTE3a
CXBaTbIBaHUs) HA OOBEKTUBHBIC siBJICHUS: KaHT TIpaB B TOM, YTO OOBbEKTUBHBIC SBICHUS
TaK)ke KOHCTPYUPYIOTCS HAIlUM yMOM, HO HCITOJIb30BaHUE CHHTE3a CXBATBIBAHUS IS
00pa3oBaHus HE TOJILKO 00pa3oB, HO U MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX Ted (TUMA JIOMA) SBIISIETCS
JUIIh aHanorueil. HecoMHEHHO, 4TO mena SBISIOTCS CUHTE30M aAlpPHOPHOU (POPMBI
NPOCTPAHCTBA M JaBaE€MOr0 MHTYWUIIMEW  (MOCIEAOBATEIbHO  CXBAThIBAEMOTO)
qyBCTBEHHOT0 Marepuana (Kak «MaTepun» SIBICHHWH), WM YTO MbI «KOHCTPYHUPYEM»
OpsSMyI0  JIMHMIO  TOCPEJICTBOM €€ TMpOBENEHUs  (IBIKEHHs), T.€. MyTeM
MOCJIETIOBATEIbHOTO CUHTE3a MHOT000pasus Touek [B138; 154; 292] (uznueckue (1om)
VS. TeOMETpUYECKHE (JIMHUA) 0OBEKTHI), HO Kak numieT KaHT «s kak Obl PHCYI0 06pa3
atoro goma [sBienue—2]» ([B162]; kypcus moii. — K.C.), HO He caM dom [sBiaeHue—1],
KOTOPBIM «CYIIECTBYET» HE B Hameill nayme (kak o0pa3), a Kak TeJo B MPOCTPAHCTBE.
[TosToMy mpuMeHeHne (HeHOMEHOIOTUYECKOTO (MHTEHIIMOHAIBHOTO) TI0JIX0/1a, KOTOPBIA

pakTuKyer P. Axpumasd , TIpU aHaJIN3e/TPaKkTOBKE OOBEKTHBHBIX fABJICHUN—] myTem
nepeHoca pe3ysbTaToB, MOTYUYEHHBIX MPU aHaIU3€ CyObEKTUBHBIX SBICHHUI—2, a TaKxkKe
BOMPOC O TOUHOM COOTHECEHUH SIBIIEHUH O00OUX TUIIOB TPEOyeT CBOEr0 0OOCHOBAHUS U
YTOYHEHHS.

25 2. O0 MHTEHIMOHAJIBLHOM H CEMAaHTHYECKOM I0AX0/Ie K TPAKTOBKE fIBJICHHS
(TpaHCcHeHaeHTaJIu3Ma)

26 NutennmonanpHbIi monxo, Bocxoasimuii k bpenrtano u I'yccepiio (P. AxkBuia),
HaIlpaBJICH Ha aHAJIN3 «BHYTPEHHEr0» OTHOIIEHUSI MEXy aKTaMU CO3HaHHMs (HO33UC) U
ero mpeaMeTroM (HOSMa, HWHTEHUUOHANIbHBIM mnpeamer). CeMaHTHYeCKUW MOIXO,

Bocxomammn Kk [ .@pere (C.Kanquo34), HALlEJIEH Ha aHajdu3 CEMAHTUYECKOIrO
(pedepeHranbHOr0 OTHOLICHUSI MEXKYy MPEICTABICHUEM (SIBICHUEM) U €r0 JICHOTATOM

KaK «BHCIIHHUM» HpeIIMCTOM35. HpI/I ATOM «BHEIIHUM» CEMAHTUYCCKHUN aHAJIU3 MOXKET
BKJIFOYATh B ce0s (KaK CBOIO IIaCTb) 151 ((BHYTpeHHHﬁ)) I/IHTCHIII/IOHaJ'IBHIJﬁ aHaJIn3.

27 KitoueBbiM B 1anHOM ciiyuae BeictynaeT gp. [A108-9], koTopslit s, B ominune

or P. AKBI/IJ'IBI, TPaKTYIO CCMaHTI/I‘-IeCKI/I36Z TpaHCHeHI[GHTaHBHBII;'I npeaMeT npuaacTt

37

BCCM HaIllUM SMITUPUYCCKHUM ITOHATHAM 06’b€Kmu8Hy}0 peairbrHocmyv™ *, a 9TO 3HAYUT, UYTO



TPAHCIECHICHTAJIbHBIN MPEAMET, HE SABJISSACH CO3EpPLIAHUEM, HE MPUHAJJICKUT K HaIlen
YYBCTBEHHOCTH (CyOBEKTUBHOCTH), SBJISICTCS HE «BHYTPEHHUMY» (MHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIM), a
«BHEHTHUM» (B TpPaHCHEHJEHTAJIBHOM  CMbICie) mnpeameroM. Ilpu  sTom
TPAHCLICHJACHTAIbHBIA MpPEIMET B KaueCTBE «[HEUYBCTBEHHOW| HWHTEUIMTHOEIbHON
NpUYUHBEI sBIeHUN» [B522] onpenensieT npeomemmoiii (0ObEKTUBHBIN) XapaKTep HAIIETO

NO3HAHUSA/MHTYULUW/ABICHUS ((PYHKIUS OOBEKTHBALUS SIBJIeHHﬁ)3 8 [Bmecte ¢ Tem
TpaHCUEHACHTANbHbIA OOBEKT BhIMONHAET y KanTa (Kak oOvexmuenwili aHauIor
TPAHCLUEHJACHTAIBHOTO  €IUHCTBA  ammIepleNnuuu) Takke  (QYHKIMIO  CHHTE3a
YyBCTBEHHOTO MHOT00Opa3us [B Mpea—00beKT|, «Omaromaps KOTOPOMY BCE€ JIaHHOE B

CO3epIlaHui MHOTOOOpa3HOe OOBEAUHSETCS B MOHATHE 00 OOBEKTE» [B139]39; cp. C
MaKCHUMOM 3.Kaccmpepa40).

28 I[Ipy 9STOM KAaHTOBCKOE SIBIICHHE BBICTYIMA€T WICHOM €II¢  OJHOTO
CEMaHTHUYECKOTO — pegepeHyuaibH020 — OTHOIIEHUS, & UMEHHO OTHOIICHUS SIBICHUS
K Belu—camoii—-1o—cebe, kotopas addunupyer Hamry gyyBcTBeHHOCTh [B1; B33]. Tem

CaMbIM SIBJIGHHUE, C OJTHOM CTOPOHBI, OTChUIAET K BEIIU—CaMoi—T10—cele, a, ¢ Apyrou, —
41

42

K TPaHCUEHJICHTAIbHOMY NpEeAMETY. DTy IBONCTBEHHYIO COOTHECEHHOCTH SIBJICHUS
MOKHO BBIPA3UTh C MOMOUIBIO MOCPENCTBOM MPAHCYEHOEHMAbHO20 MPeyeoNbHUKA
(cp. ¢ ceMaHTUYECKUM TPEYTOJIbHUKOM [ .CDpere43): [BMOupuyeckas| Belb—caMa—I0—

cebe [B306]44 BBICTYIIaeT 3HaYCHUEM (pedepeHTOM) SBJICHHUS, a TPAHCIICHICHTAIbHBIN
45

pPEeAMET — €T0 CMbICIOM '~ .
29 3. O cooTHeceHMHU SBJICHUS U NMPEACTABJICHUS

30 Mecto (pacnonoxeHue) sIBICHUE MEXKIY «OObEKTUBHBIM» U «CYObEKTHUBHBIM
MOJIIOCAMHU, MEXKIY pealbHBIM MPEIMETOM M MEHTANbHBIM IpEACTaBICHHEM Tpelyer
YTOUHEHHUSI €r0  COOTHECEHHsS HEe TOJIbKO C  Bellplo—camMoii—no—cede U
TPaHCUEHACHTAIBHBIM MPEAMETOM (IOJIOC OOBEKTUBHOCTH), HO M IMPEACTABICHUEM
(montoc CyOBbEKTUBHOCTH), TeM Ooiiee, 4To KaHT Hepenko XapakTepHu3yeT SsBIICHUE
(0OBEeKTHBHOE WU CYOBEKTUBHOE?) Kak «mpezacTaBieHue B Hacy [A373]. Orpannuumcs
30ech JIByMsl 3aMeuyaHUsIMU. Bo-nepBbIX, SBJIEHHE HENb3S OTOXKAECTBISATH C
Ipe/ICTaBIEHUEM, TTOCKOJIBKY OHO HE MPE/ICTaBIICHUE, a JIUIb €ro npeomem (MpeamMeT—
1), unu coodeporcanue npenctasieHus. TouHee, BIEHUE €CTh TAKOW «IIPOMEKYTOUHBIIN
npeamMeT—1, KOTOpbIil, KaKk Mbl TOAYEPKUBAIH BBIIIEC, C HEOOXOAUMOCTBHIO OTCHUIAET K

«puHanbHOMY»  (BHELIHEMY) npez[MeTy—246. Bo—BTOpBIX, sIBI€HHME KakK Obl
«COCTaBJICHO» W3 TMPEACTABICHHUIN, «OHO €CTh He 0ojiee Kak COBOKYNHOCTb 3THX
[mocnenoBaTeIbHO CXBaThIBAEMbIX | MPEJCTABICHUIN [B KauecTBe| MX TpeameTa» (CM.
[B236] u nanee). Ecnu kaxaoe BocnpusiTue (= MpeACTaBICHUE) MpeIMeTa JAaeT Ham
HEKOTOPYIO YacCTHYIO IPOEKIUI0 IpeaMeTa (Cp. ¢ HallUM «IUIOCKMM« BOCIPUATHEM
TPEXMEPHBIX TeN), TO SIBJICHUE SBJISETCA OOOOIIEHHBIM CHUHTE30M 3THUX NPOEKIU B
KaueCTBE  «HEOINPENEJIEHHOT0 MpeAMEeTa [3TOro  psAja/cepuu]|  SMIUPUYECKHUX

co3epuanuii» (mapadpas [B34])47. A C y4eToM TOro, 4TO CXBaThIBaHUE («CXBaThIBAEMOE
npeactasienue» [B236]) Kant ompeaenser kak cuHTe3 MHorooOpasust [A100], to
SBJICHUE SIBIISICTCS JIBOMHBIM IIEJIbIM: €IAWHCTBOM CHHTE3a MHOIO00Opa3HOroO B
CXBaThIBAEMOM IMIPEJICTABICHUU (SIBJICHUE KaK MPEIMET UHTYULIMH) U €UHCTBOM, WJIU




IIPEAMETOM, COBOKYITHOCTH IIPEACTABIEHUM, HAPUMEP CYMMbl YAaCTHBIX BOCHPHUSATHI
TPEXMEPHOTO J0Ma.

31 3ameuy B JTOH CBSI3M, YTO HECKOJIBKO HETOYHBIM TpeJCTaBisieTcs Bare
BBIpaXKEHUE «MHOroooOpasue smieHui» (manifold of appearance), mockonabky KanT
TOBOPHUT, CKOPEE, O «[CUHTE3€] MHOTOOOpAa3usl 8 SIBICHUM).

32 Puuapo Axeuna

33
OtBer Ceprerwo Karpeuko Ha «HekoTropble kKOMMeHTapuWm K crarbe P.

AxBUIbI «KaHTOBCKHE SIBJICHMS], MHTCEHHHOHAJIbHbIE O0BEKTbI W HEKOTOpbIE
BApPUAHTHI (PEHOMEHAJIM3MA»

34 Cepreit Katpeuko moHUMaeT «MHTCHITMOHAIBHBINY MOAX0/] KaK «HAIPaBICHHBIN

Ha aHaJlu3 «BHYTPEHHUX)» OTHOIICHWI» MEXIy aKTaMH CO3HAHUS M WX IPEIMETaMH
TakuM 00pa3oM, YTO, HECMOTpPS Ha TMOMBITKY, TaKOW MOIXOA MOXKET OBITh BechbMa
OTpaHUYCHHBIM B TIOHMMAHUHM BO3MOKHOCTH OTCBHIJIKM K HE3aBHUCHUMO CYIIECTBYIOIIUM
oobekTam. Uto kacaercs Kanra, To Karpeuko mpeacTaBisieT ero KoineOmomuMes MeXIy
WHTEHIIMOHAIBHBIM M «CEMAaHTUYECKUM)» TOAXOJaMH, TAE TMOCICAHUH — XOTS H
JIOTTYCKAIOMIHH (CYObEKTUBHBIC) «SIBICHHS KaK MPOCTO HHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIE OOBEKTHl —
UCIIOJIb3YET TMOHSTUE SBICHUM B 3HaueHuu O0OOCHOBAHHS BO3ZMOXXHOCTH PEePEPEHINH K
HE3aBUCUMO CYIICCTBYIOIIMM OOBeKTaM. Pa3MbpIBas pa3iudme MEXAY YyBCTBOM H
pedepennueii, Kant, Takum oOpa3oM, B KOHEYHOM wurtore (momo0HO AKBUIIE?)
TMEPEHOCUT PE3ybTaTb» HWCCIEAOBAaHWS B OTHOIICHHH «CyOBEKTUBHOTO» Ha
«OOBEKTUBHBIE» SBJICHUS UM HA OOBIYHBIC (PU3UUECKHUE OOBEKTHI.

35 BrioiHe BO3MOXHO, 9TO s O€3yCHEINIHO CTapajcs MoKa3aTh HE TOJIBKO TO, Kak
onpeoenenHblli 8U0 «MHTCHIIMOHAIIBHOTO» IO/IX0Aa MOXET JOCTOBEPHO OTCHUIATH K
SMIIUPUYECKA HE3aBHCHMBIM OOBEKTaM, IO KpalHeW Mepe, 0 CTCICHU IPU3HAHUS
MUHAMAJIbHON MEHTAJIbHON  HAINPaBICHHOCTH CO CTOPOHBI BOCHPHSITHS  (WIIH
MPENICTABIICHUS), TJA€ TOCIEAHUE HECYT 3HA4eHue BCIEICTBUE TOTO, YTO SIBISIOTCS
npUMEpaMH HAMpaBICHHOCTH K TakuM Bemiam. Ho, HampoTuB, s Takxke Npearnosarao,
YTO XOTs 3Ta (yHJIaMEHTAJIbHAs HaIlPaBJICHHOCTh OOIICNpU3HAHHA M KpaiiHEe Ba)KHA, U,
YTO OCOOEHHO Ba)XHO, CnOCOOHa HECTH YYBCTBO HAINPABICHHOCTH Ha HE Oosee, yeM
IPOCTO CYOBEKTUBHBIC SIBJICHUS, OHA TAK)KE OMpEeNeIuMa B TOW CTEICHU, YTOOBI UMETh
3HAYEHUE HANPABICHHOCTH JlaX€ Ha TPAHCICHJACHTAIBHO HE3aBUCUMBIC BEIIH.
(Octaetcst BOIPOC OTHOCUTEIIBHO JIFDOOM MpeArnoiaraeMol Heobxooumocmu, CBI3aHHON
C TaKUM OMpEJICICHUEM YeM-TO 0oJiee, 4eM MpoOIeMaTUYHbIN MOTYC).

36 S oOpamaro ocoboe BHHMaHHE€ HA TO, YTO CUHTAIO HPUOPUMEMHOL
HEPEAyUUPYEMOW  MEHTAJIBHOM  HAIPaBICHHOCTHIO,  BBeJEeHHOM  KaHTOM B
TpaHCleHIEHTAaTFHOW ACTETHKE, IO KpaiHeW Mepe, Kak (yHIaMEHTaIbHOW 4YacTH
anpuopHoti  QOPMBI  TIO3HABATENLHON  JESATENIBHOCTH, 4YTOOBI  pa3auyarh  TOT
WHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIN TMOJXO0/, KOTOPBIM s MMEW B BHUIY, OT TOrO, YTO MOXKET OBITh

IIOYEPIIHYT Y BpeHTaHo49.

37 Ckopee, 310 B nyxe «Hoeu» T'yccepinsi, X0Ts s HE yBEPEH B 3TOM, HO MHE, 110
KpaiiHeil mepe, Tak Kaxercs. B mobom cimyuae, kak mpezmaraer Karpeuko, Oonee
CTaHJAPTHBIN MHTCHIIMOHAJILHBIN MOAX0M (B TO K€ BpeMs Takke UASHTU(MUIUPYS €ro C



OTIPEJICIICHHBIM BHUJIOM «00BEKTa») OTAAEeT MPUOPUTET BHYTPEHHEMY coaepkaHUio (H,
MO3TOMY, KakK s MMOHUMAIO, CMEIIMBAasi €ro ¢ HEKUM BUJOM «UYyBCTBa»), OT KOTOPOTO
3aBHCHUT CamMa BO3MOXXHOCTh MEHTAJIbHOW HAMPABJIECHHOCTH.

38 Bo3mM0XXHO, cOXpaHsisi CIMIIKOM TECHYK) CBA3b CO CBOEH MPEKHEW TOUKOMN
3peHus, S TPUAAT YPEe3MEPHOE 3HAUYCHHUE HWHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIM «OOBEKTaM» M WX
«MHOXECTBEHHOHN OMPEISTUMOCTH» B OTIIMYNAE OT MHTCHIIMOHAIIBHONW HAIPaBICHHOCTH
u ee omnpeaenumoctu. [lo-MoeMy MHEHHUIO, 3TOT CITOCO0 M3JIOKEeHUs mpouteHus Kanra
Jy4Ille BCEro CUUTATh HOAMATHYECKHUM BblpadiceHuemM BO3MOXKHOCTH Pa3HOOOpa3HBIX
HOATHYCCKHUX ompezaeneHnii. Ho 3To He 03HayaeT, 4To MpU paccMaTpuBaeMOM ITOIXOC
CO3HAHWE HE MOXKET TMOKWHYTh MPEAeSbl HOATHYECKOTo m3MepeHus. Ha Mol B3msf,
ciemyer oTAarhk AoibkHOe KaHTy 3a mpejcraBieHHE ero MOJIKYITAroIIero aHaiu3a Toro,
KaKuM 00pa3oM MBI ModiceM U OeliCm8UumenvpHo 6bllidem 3a dTH Mpeleibl. A UMEHHO:
YYHUTBIBasE TO, YTO MCHTAJIBbHBIC COCTOSHHUS  XapaKTEPHU3YIOTCS  BHYTPCHHEH
HANPABIICHHOCTBIO — a He NPOCMO Hecym Y)y8cmeo HANPaBIEHHOCTH — aHAIIA3 MOXET
U Jaxe o0s3aTebHO JIODKEH OBITh HACTOJBKO OOOTaIleH, 4TOOBI €I nopodcoamsb
YyBCTBO HaIlPaBJIEHHOCTH Ha HE3aBUCHUMO cylecTByroue Bemu. (HezaBucumo ot toro,
SIBJIICTCSI JTU 3TO YYBCTBO MPOCTO OOMAaHUYMBBIM, €T0, KOHEYHO, CICAYET OCTABUTH JIJIS
«Omnposepxenus Maeanmsmay, eciii B 3TOM €CTh HEOOXOAMMOCTB ).

39 IloBuHeH, B KOHIIE KOHIIOB, KaHT WM HET B CIUSHUU WIM KOJICOAHUSAX B
OTHOILICHUM PA3IUYUN MEXKIY SBICHUSIMU KaK HMHTEIMOHAIbHBIMU «OOBEKTAMU» U
SIBIICHUSIMU, PAcCCMaTpUBAEMBIMH KaK «4YyBCTBa», CJICIOBATEIbHO, S JEJAK0 BBIBO/I,
nouepkuBas (M Kak s ye TOBOPHIJI B MOEH TUCKYCCHH O CBSI3M MEXy MPE/ICTaBICHUEM
«TpaHCUEHIEHTaTbHOU ICTETUKU 0 MHUHHUMAJILHOU HAIPaBJIEHHOCTHU u
«AHATATHYECKUM TIPEACTABICHUEM) O «TPAHCIICHICHTAIIBHOM O0BEKTE»), 9TO B JTIOOOM
ciaydae g Kanrta smo — 3HaU€HUE yucmou HanpasieHHocmu kak maxkogoe. VIMEHHO
3TO 1 WM UMEJ B BUJY, Ipeijiarasi, 4To 3TOT BHJ MHTECHIMOHAJIBHOTO MOIX0Aa MOXKET
ObITh COBMECTHMM C T[OHMMAHUEM MEHTAJIBHBIX COCTOSIHUM, XapaKTepHU3YIOUIUXCS
BHYTPEHHEW HAIPABICHHOCTBIO, a HE IPOCTO YYBCTBO ITOT0, HO TOYHO MAKH#CE
Hecyuwum B ceOe IyBCTBO HAMPABICHHOCTH Ha TPAHCIIEHCHTAJIbHBIC «BEIIH—CaMH—TI0—
ceoer.

IIpumeuanus:

1. In my letter to R. Aquila (July 19, 2018) I supplemented my comments with some relevant (explanatory) fragments from
my texts and unpublished reports in the form of annexes. Here I publish my comments without these applications.

2. More precisely, it is better to speak about ‘outer appearances’ [A366—80], or appearances of ‘outer intuition [A372], or
appearances of ‘outer sense/perception’ [A374-5].

7. Here 1 distinguish the ‘object’ (germ. das Objekt) and the ‘object™*’ (germ. der Gegenstand). For more
details, see: «Let us note that Kant uses a number of objective terms: thing, object (germ. das Objekt), object™*
(germ. der Gegenstcmd) — which, along with the general semantic core (“objectness”), have different semantic

nuances... Here we distinguishan object and an object™*... an object (Objekt) is an epistemological
something that opposes the subject in one way or another (distinctions/differences "object vs. subject"; cf.: ‘An object,

however, is that in the concept of which the manifold of a given intuition is united.” [B137]). An object**
(Gegenstand) is a Semantic (or intentional - ?) something, the object** (Gegenstand) of representation as
sign (distinctions/differences "object™* (Gegenstand) vs. representation (VOFSZ@[ ung)"; see pass. [A108-9]: ‘All
representations, as representations, have their object (object™*; Gegenstand)... ‘[A108]». See [Katrechko S.L. The
Nature of Appearance in Kant’s Transcendentalism: a Semantico—Cognitive Analysis // Kantovskiiy sbornik, 2018, T.37, Ne
3.pp.31-55; >>>>)).

8. See: “I make the empirical intuition of a house into perception through apprehension of its manifold, my ground is the


https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=36930196&
https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=36930196&

necessary unity of space and of outer sensible intuition in general, and I as it were draw its shape in agreement with this
synthetic unity of the manifold in space.” [B162].

9. See: [Katrechko S.L. Priroda kantovskogo javlenija: semanticheskiiy analiz [The Nature of the Kantian Appearance:
Semantic Analysis] // Transcendental'nyiy povorot v sovremennoiy filosofii (3): priroda transcendentalnoiy filosofii.
Sbornik tezisov mej dunarodnogo seminara «Transcendental'nyiy povorot v sovremennoiy filosofii». Moskva: Fond CGI,

2018, pp.36-49; >>>>]. See also: [Katrechko S.L. The Nature of Appearance in Kant’s Transcendentalism: a Semantico—
Cognitive Analysis //Kantovskiiy sbornik, 2018, T.37, Ne 3. pp.31-55; >>>>].

10. In both cases, we talk about the correlation of a representation with an object o (see footnote No7 above), but in the
case of intentional analysis, the object** acts as an ‘internal’ [intentional] object** (object-1) or content of
representation, and in the case of semantic analysis, — as an ‘external’ object** (object-2; reference), or what the
representation refers to. Thus, it can be said that object—1 refers to object—2, but intentional approach neutralizes this
reference.

11. See footnote Nel1 above. For more details, see [Katrechko S.L. The Nature of Appearance in Kant’s Transcendentalism:
a Semantico—Cognitive Analysis // Kantovskiiy sbornik, 2018, T.37, Ne 3. pp.31-55; >>>> . But (although) the pass. “All
representations, as representations, have their object (object®*; Gegenstand)” [A108] (as the presence of the
representation of its object**, or the indication of representation on/to the object), we can treat Semantically (as I: the
transcendental object as sense (Frege)) or intentionally (as you: the transcendental object as
intentional object (Brentano, Husserl).

12. See: “The pure concept of this transcendental object (which in all of our cognitions is really always one and the same =
X) is that which in all of our empirical concepts in general can provide relation to an object, i.e. objective reality.” [109]. Cf.
‘That is the aim of the copula is in them : to distinguish the objective unity of given representations from the
subjective.” ((B141-2]; my italics — K.S.)

13. For more details see [Katrechko, S.L. Kant's Appearance as an Objective—Objectual [gegenstindlich]
Representation, in: Proceedings of the International Workshop “Transcendental Turn in
Contemporary Philosophy-2: Kant's appearance, its ontological and epistemic status”,
Moscow: Foundation for Humanities, p. 33-40; =>>> [Russian] or [Katrecl%ko S.L. Kant’s Appearance as an
Objective—Objectual Representation, in: Con—Textos Kantianos, Ne7, 2018, pp.44—59; >>>> 1. See also [Katrechko
S.L. Transcendentalizm Kanta kak realisticheskaja teorija opyta/poznanija (analiz struktury kantovskogo kopernikanskogo

perevorota), in: Filosofija i nauka: problemy sootnesenija. M.: RGGU, Kn.1, p213-226; >>>>
[Russian]].

14. Textually in the 2nd ed. Kant writes about ‘the transcendental unity of apperception’ [B139], but he
differs here (in pass.[B139ff])) objective unity (see title: § 18 “What objective unity of self-
consciousness is”) and subjective unity (of consciousness, self-consciousness) and the “objective unity

united in a concept of the object’ is equivalent to the Object = X, or transcendental object, of Ist ed. [A104-5;
109; 250]. In [A105] Kant writes, that “the unity that the object [i.e. =X, or transcendental object. — K.S.] makes necessary
can be nothing other than the formal unity of the consciousness in the synthesis of the manifold of the representations.”

15. «Kant in the lIst ed. of Critique ascribes transcendental object two functions: 1) denotation
( reference) Of appearance, because “appearances, not insofar as they are (as representations) objects, but rather

only insofar as they designate an object.” [A190/B235]; and 2) non-sensible (intelligible) causes Of appearance
[B344; A493-4/B522]. It seems that these functions are in conflict, and therefore =X ‘disappears’ from the 2nd ed. of
Critique (see [RObil’lSOl’l H. The Disappearing X, in: Proceedings of the 9th International Kant Congress, Berlin: De.
Gruyter, 2001, vol. 2, pp. 418-428]; see also [Allison H.E. Kant’s concept of the transcendental object, in: Kant-
Studien 59(1-4), 1968, pp.165-186]). However, it is not true. In § 18 Kant emphasizes that the transcendental
object is an object analogue of transcendental unity of apperception, i.c., the realization of its uniting
function [of synthesis]. Therefore, the transcendental object is not just denotation of appearance, but it is the ‘cause’
(ground, function) of its [object] formation and so it plays a central role in the objectiﬁcation and/or
objectlﬁcation** of appearances» [Katrechko S.L. Specifika kantovskogo transcendentalizma i koncept «vesh'—
sama—po—sebe» [Kant's transcendentalism and the thing in itself] // Kantovskiiy sbornik, 2017, T.36, Ne 4, p. 79 fn; >>>>
]. Let us pay attention that grammatically ‘formula’ of perception has to be expressed more precisely on adverbial language,
not adjectival one. If an empirical realist fixed the knowledge of the perception by adjectival-judgment ‘I see a red apple’,
than a transcendental idealist will more precisely fix this by adverbial- judgment: ‘I see something as a [red] apple’.
This adverbial reading makes clearer the primary sense of the introduced by Kant concept ‘transcendental object’, which
corresponds to the grammatical ‘something’, or ‘the object of a sensible intuition in general’ [A253], “which in all of our
cognitions is really always one and the same = X" [A109; A253].

16. “We cognize not [physical] objects/thing in the world, but we cognize the world

objective-ly [or ‘thing—ly ", through transcendental object].” [Cassirer E. Determinismus Und Indeterminismus
in der Modernen Physik Historische Und Systematische Studien Zum Kausalproblem, 1937, p.165; my inserts in [...] —
K.S)

17. In my analysis of pass. [B306] I have shown that we can talk about (distinguish) the two modes of the thing-in-itself:
the empirical thing-in-itself as a cause of affection our sensibility and the noumenal thing-in-itself as an


https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=35291720
https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=36930196&
https://www.elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=36930196&%5d
https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=30566050
https://www.con-textoskantianos.net/index.php/revista/article/view/310)
https://www.academia.edu/30347748/
https://journals.kantiana.ru/kant_collection/3699/10222/)

abstraction from the conditions of sensibility (sensual perception; intuition). See also: “Nevertheless, if we call certain
objects, as appearances, beings of sense (phaecnomena), because we distinguish the way in which we intuit them from their
constitution in itself, then it already follows from our concept that to these we as it were oppose, as objects thought merely
through the understanding, either (1) other objects conceived in accordance with the latter constitution, even though we do
not intuit it in them, or else (2) other possible things, which are not objects ¢ of our senses at all, and call these beings of
understanding (noumena).” ([B306]; underlining my — K.S.). For more details see [Katrechko S.L. Specifika kantovskogo
transcendentalizma 1 koncept «vesh'-sama—po—sebe» [Kant's transcendentalism, transcendental shift (turn) and the thing in
itself] //Kantovskiiy sbornik, 2017, T.36, Ne4, pp.76-77; >=>>> 1.

18. Cf. the Kantian problem of ‘double affection’.

19. Here we attract Frege’s semantic theory on the Sense (germ. Sinn) and reference (germ. Bedeutung), his

famous semantic triangle (Fr ege G. Uber Sinn und Bedeutung, in: Zeitschrift fiir Philosophie und philosophische Kritik,
100 pp.25-50].

20. Let us note that the semantic nature of transcendental object makes it similar to intentional object
(noema), but this requires a more thorough (detail) analysis. On the relation between Sense (Frege) and noema
(Brentano, Husserl) see [F ollesdal D. Brentano and Husserl on Intentional Objects and Perception, in: H. Dreyfus, ed.,
Husserl, Intentionality and Cognitive Science, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1982, pp.31-41] and/or [F] ollesdal D.
Husserl's Notion of Noema, in: Journal OfPhiZOSOPhy (October 1969), 66(20), pp.680—687 (see also: [F@llesdal
D. Husserl und Frege: ein Beitrag zur Beleuchtung der Entstehung der

phanomenologischen PhilOSOphie. Avhandlinger utgitt av det Norske videnskaps-akademi i Oslo. 2: Hist.-
filos. klasse, 1958, no. 2. Oslo: I kommisjon hos Aschehoug, 1958]). See also [E.M. Kersey The Noema, Husserlian, and

Beyond: An Annotated Bibliography of English Language Sources, P, hilOSOphy Research Archives 9, 19836
pp- 62-90].

21. See [BXXVII]; compare with th€0fj/ Of appearing [Barker S.F. Appearing and appearances in Kant // The
Monist. 1967. Vol. 51, Ne 3. pp. 426-441].

22. We used, in the light of pass. [B236], the plural in the quote: the appearance is the aggregate [undetermined]
Ob] ect of a series [collection/sequence] of empirical intuitions (perceptions).

23. See: “...the synthesis of the manifold that sensibility in its original receptivity provides.” [A100].

24. See my “Hans Vaihinger and Some Recent Intentionalist Readings of Kant,” Journal Of the History Of
Philosophy, v.41, 2003, pp. 231-50.

25. B cBoem mmceMme K P AxBuiie ot 19.07.2018 st momomHUI CBOM KOMMEHTApHH TOSCHSIOMIUME (hparMeHTaMH U3 CBOUX
TEKCTOB M HEOIYOJIMKOBAaHHBIX JIOKJIAJI0B B IPHIIOKEHUSIX, KOTOPBIE 3/IeCh omyiieHbl. [Ipu aTom Ha npotsbkennn 2018-2020
IT. PSIJT MOMX TEKCTOB OBIJT OIyOJIMKOBAH, TOTOMY 37IECh 1 JAI0 CCHUTKM Ha OTH MyOJIMKaIHH.

26. TouHee Bce e CIIEAyeT TOBOPUTh O «BHEIIHUX» siBIeHUsIX [A366—380] i sIBICHUSIX BHEUIHUX CO3EPLAHUNA/MHTYHUIINN
[A372]), nin sIBJICHUSIX BHEIIHETO YyBCTBa/BoctpusiThs [A374-5].

27. P. AkBuna Takxke BBIIEISICT OOBCKTHBHBIC W (DCHOMEHOJOTHUYCCKUC SBICHUS [AC] uila R. Intentional Objects and
Kantian Appearances //Philosophical Topics, Vol. 12, No. 2, Essays on Kant's Critique of Pure Reason, 1981, pp. 9-37], o
M03KE OH UX OTOXKIECTBIISIET, TOCKOIIBKY Y HUX OJIMH M TOT )K€ MHTCHI[MOHAJIBHBIN MPEMET.

28. 31ech U Jajnee CCbUIKM Ha KaHTOBCKYIO Kpumuky [em., nanpumep: Kant U. Kputnka uncroro paszyma // Kaur U.
CouMHeHHs1 HA PYCCKOM M HeMelKoM s3bikax. M.: Hayka, 1994 — 2006. T. 2. U.1, Y.2] Gynem maBaTh B OOIMICHPUHATOMN
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