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KanroBa ¢inocodis € He nwIIe oHIEIO 3 HAUBIUTMBOBIIINX B iCTOpIl, aje i oJHi€0 3
HebaraTbox, 10 PO3IIIAAAI0THCA SIK 3MiHa croco0y JayMaHHs. Alle 4M BinOyJacs us 3MiHa
CTpUOKOMOAIOHO, UM Oyia pajlie pe3yIbTaTOM IPYHTOBHOI poOOTH 3 TIONEepeaHBOI0 (io-
co(ebkoto Tpaguuiero? Y Bunaaky Kanra mieto Tpagunieto € nepeaycim meradizuka XVIII
CT., a TouHime, — dinocodepkuit quckype X VIII cr. y HiMebkoMy KOHTEKCTi, OHUAM 3 TO-
JIOBHUX TpesacTaBHUKIB skoro 0y K. Boned. ®inocodis Boasda i cama Oyna pepopmoro
cnoco0y TyMaHHS, IO TOTO X CTalia HACTUIBKH MOIYJISIPHOIO, MO y ApyTiit momosuHI X VIII
CT. 4 He BCl ¢inocoderki Kadenpu y HIMEIBKUX 3eMIISIX OysM 3aifHATI BOJIb(IaHISIMH.
KaHT 9acTo mociyroByeThcs Ha3BOK «IsiOHIIE-BoNb(iBCchka (imocodis». Lle 3 ogHOTO
00Ky, Bka3ye Ha Te, 110 KaHT po3risaas BonbdoBy dinocodiro He iHakIe, IK CUCTEMaTH-
3ali€ro Ta momyspusamnieto imocodii JIaionina (Te3a, Tka Ha CbOTOIHI BXKE HEOJHOPAa30BO
CIPOCTOBAHA), 3 IHIIIOTO X, 1110 KaHT moyiemMi3ye He Tak Oe3mocepennso 3 ¢inocodiero Bo-
nmeda, K pajie 3 3aratbHuM (inocodcebko-noHATTEBUM auckypcom X VIII cr., Sxuif BiH i
OKpecJroBaB I1i€t0 Ha3Boro. Tox KanToBa (dinocodist 6e3 cyMHIBY BUPOCTAa€ Ha MOHSTTE-
BOMY Ta MPOOJIEMHOMY IPYHTI HONEpeaHpol Tpaauuii. Y CTaTTi pO3IJISIacThCsl MATAHHS
BruMBy Bosbdooi ¢inocodii Ha dinocodito Kanra, 30kpema, npobiema Bupaszy «isio-
Hitle-Bob(iBChKa Qimocodis», BukoprucTanHs Kanrom Boibk(hoBoro moHATTEBOTO amnapary,
a TakoX TBep/pkeHHs1 KaHTa, 1m0 BiH mojonas nqormMatusMm dinocodii Bonbda. KnrouoBum
MOMEHTOM HaJIeXKHOTO PO3YMiHHS IbOro KaHTOBOTO TBEPPKEHHS € OCATHEHHS BiIMiHHOCTI
MK JOTMaTHYHUM METOAOM Ta Jormatu3sMoM. Amke KanT BBaxkae, 1110 J0J1a€ came J0rMa-
TH3M, TOOTO BHKOpHCTaHHs 4yucToi panii (Vernunft) 6e3 monepeHpoi KPUTHKY i1 BIacHOT
CIPOMOXHOCTI, TOJI SIK JOrMaTUYHHUIT METOJI, IKOMY TIepe/ly€ KPUTHKA YUCTOI pallil, Heo-
MIHHO MYCHUTb OyTH B OCHOBI Mail0yTHBOT MeTai3uKH.

Kniouosi cnosa: K. Bonsd, 1. Kant, naitbHine-sonbdisceka dinocodiss, rormatud-
HUHM METOJ, JOrMaTu3M, MeTa(i3uka, mi3HaHHS.

Beryn

I'. Taitne y TBOpi «Jo icmopii penicii i ¢pinocoii ¢ Himeyuuni» 1834 poky,
XapakTepu3ye IocTaTh, 3HaYeHHs Ta BIUMB KanTa Takmmu cnoBamu: «Die
Lebensgeschichte des Immanuel Kant ist schwer zu beschreiben. Denn er hatte
weder Leben noch Geschichte. [...] Sonderbarer Kontrast zwischen dem dufleren
Leben des Mannes und seinen zerstorenden, weltzermalmenden Gedanken!
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Wabhrlich, hitten die Biirger von Konigsberg die ganze Bedeutung dieses Gedankens
geahnt, sie wiirden vor jenem Manne eine weit grauenhaftere Scheu empfunden
haben als vor einem Scharfrichter, vor einem Scharfrichter, der nur Menschen
hinrichtet» [Heine, 1885, S. 97] — «Icropito xurts Imanyens Kanra Baxko omu-
catd. bo BiH He MaB Hi XHUTTS, Hi icTopii. [...] JIMBOBIKHII KOHTPACT Mi>K 30BHIIII-
HIiM JKHTTSIM YOJIOBIKa Ta HOTO HUIIIBHUMHU JyMKaMH, 1110 3MEIOOTH CBiT! Cripasi,
saxOu rpomajsian KpoHircOepra ocsirHy M Bce 3HAYEHHS i€l TyMKH, BOHU BlTIyBaJIA
Ou Tepes1 1M YOJIOBIKOM KyT{ MOTOPOIIHIIITY JISIKIIUBICTD, HIXK TIEpe]T KaToM, TIepet
Katowm, sxuii ui cTpadye moaei.

11i, nemo mpoBOKaTHBHI, c10Ba ["aifHe 3aCBiUyIOTh, 10 BXKE IIIOHANTTI3HIIIE B
niepriii monmosuHi XIX cT. dinocodiro KanTta moBosi movyanu ycBiZOMITIOBATH SIK CBO-
epiaHy peBoonio ¢inocodpebkoi aymMku. [IpoTe BapTo 3BepHYTH yBary Ha iHIIMH
ACTIEKT, SIKMI TaKOX BiAKPHUBAE I8 IUTATA, a caMme, IO Te3a Mpo peBotoLiiHicTh Ka-
HTOBOI (pimocodii, sika 3 mepcnexTrBr XX CT. € BXKe 3BUYHOIO Ta TPUBIATHHOIO, II1e
B XIX cT. BIMarasa Ha TEOPETUIHOMY PiBHI — JJOBEACHHS, 2 HA pPUTOPHUIHOMY — TOC-
TPOTH Ta €MaTaKy BUCIIOBIIFOBAaHHS, SIKi, 30KpeMa, i 3yctpiuaemo y ["atine. I 1ie 3ako-
HOMIpHO, amke (imocodis Kanta He mocrama y Bakyymi, a 3HAYHOKO MipOIO
IpyHTYBanacs Ha (imocodchKiit Tpamuilii, ska Ha Toi Jac icHyBana B [Ipycii Ta mo-
HIMPUIKCS Ha iHII HiMenbKkoMOoBHi 3emiti. Tox HoBaTopcTBO KaHTa cTOCOBHO IIi€i
MOTIEPEHBOT TPAHIIIT MajIo OYTH I11e OOTPYHTOBAHUM Ta OCMUCIICHUM.

Uwu He HalBIZOMIMIMM Ta HAWBILTMBOBIIINM HIMEIIbKOMOBHUM (igocodom
nepioi monosunn XVIII cr. € K. Bonsd. Moro xap’epa Gymna cTpiMKOIO Ta CKpa-
BOIO: BXKE BiJI MOYATKy CBOTO HAYKOBOTO Ta (hitocodcrkoro craHoBneHHs: Bonbg
OTPHMYBAaB IPECTIIKHI MICISl B YHIBEpCUTETaX, BU3HAHHS, a HOro TEKCTH MaJu
TaKuil BIUIMB, IO YaCTO YH HE JOCIIBHO IEPENUCYBAINCS y PI3HUX aJalTallisax Ta
iHTepnperanisx. OctaHHi qocipKeHHS BILTMBY BosibdoBoi dinocodii BkazyoTh
TaKOX Ha Te, 10 HaBiTh OaraTo craTeit Bimomoi enukionenii diapo ta Janam-
Oepa Oynu iHCcipoBaHUMH TBOpamMu Bomnbda, a Hepiako i micTiimm napadpasu i
HaBiTh JOCINIBHI BiATBOpeHHs ImMmartkiB Boibdoux Tekcri (mop.: [Carboncini,
2018, S. 478-480]). Bonbda, six i Cokpara, 3BUHYyBa4YyBaJIH Y MIOTAHOMY BILTHBI
Ha MOJIOJTh Ta aTei3mi. Bombd nepexus 3a60poHy cBo€i dinocodii B [pycii kopoiem
Opinpixom Binerensmom [, BUrHaHHS 3 11i€1 KpaiHH, a TO/I Yyepe3 CIMHAIISTH POKiB
TpiymbansHe oBepHeHHs Hazaj y [Ipycito Ha 3anpomenHs kopois Opinpixa I1.

I nume KoM NOYMHAIOTH HAOWPATH MOMYJISIPHOCTI TaKi HOBI MOTYXHI HiMe-
upKi inocodu, sik Kant i I'erens, Bonbsda nosoni 3a0yBators. OHaK TUMYACOBE
3a0yTTs Ta 3HCLIHEHHS I1I¢ HE € IiJICTABOI0 BUCHOBKY PO HE3HAYYIIICTh Ta HEB-
TUTMBOBICTh. Y CBOIW CTATTI S OKPECIIO KiJIbKa MPOOJIIEMHUX MMUTaHb, OB’ sI3aHUX
3 BIuMBOM Bonbdosoi dinocodii Ha dinocodiro Kanra, a came: Bupas «siiOHime-
BoIbQiBChKa (inocodisy, BukopuctanHs Kantom BonbshoBoro nonsrresoro ara-
pary Ta TBepuKkeHHs KaHTa rmpo Te, 1o BiH mojionas gjormarusM dinocodii Bomnbda.

KanTtoBi TBOpM LUTYBaTUMYThCS 3a 3aralbHONPUAHATIME adpeBiaTypamu: KrV
st «Kpumuku yucmoi payii» 3 BKa3iBKoro cTopiHku niepioro (A) uu apyroro (B) Bu-
nannst, AA st Akademieausgabe, i3 3a3HaueHHsIM BiIIIOBIZIHOTO TOMY Ta CTOPIHKH:

KrV = Kritik der reinen Vernunft (1781, 1787) = [Kant, 2024]

AA = Gesammelte Schriften. Akademieausgabe, 29 Bde. (1900-) = [Kant, 1900-]
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Bupa3 «isiionine-BoabdiBcbka pigocodis» sk npodiaema

Kanr y cBoix TBopax HeomHOPa30Bo 3raaye Boibda, a Takok BUKOPHCTOBYE
BUpa3 «IAHOHIe-Bonb(iBChKa (inocodis», 3a3BUUail y HETAaTUBHUX KOHTEKCTaX.
Hanpuxnan, neit Bupa3z Kant BUkopuctoBye Bxe y « Kpumuyi uucmoi payii» y KOH-
TEKCTI po3ryIsiay MoHATTS uyTTeBOCTI: «Die Leibniz-Wolffische Philosophie hat daher
allen Untersuchungen iiber die Natur und den Ursprung unserer Erkenntnisse einen
ganz unrechten Gesichtspunkt angewiesen» [KrV, B 61] — «Tox sistiiOHitie-BoIb(iB-
cpKa ¢inocodis Hagama yciM po3BigKkaM Mpo MPUPOAY Ta BUTIK HAIIKX Mi3HAHb T€Th
HETIPaBUIILHOT MEPCTIEKTHBIMY. Y IOMY 3K KOHTEKCTI KaHT nmuie npo «J1stii0Hine-Bo-
nb(iBCBKY MKOTY» B § 7 «Anumpononoaii 3 npaemamuunozo o2nadyy [mop. AA VII,
S. 140]. Bxe camuii Bupa3 «JstiiOHite-BoibdiBcbka hinocodis» BKasye Ha Te, 10
KanTt — a 3rogom i ['erens, skuii Tex 1iei BUpa3 BUKOPUCTOBYBAB — po3riisiiand Bo-
nb(a YK He BUKITIOYHO SIK iHTEpIIpeTaTopa Ta cucremarusaropa ¢inocodii JIsioHima.
3aliBUM € TOBOPUTH, IO B OCTaHHIX mociikeHHs X KiH. XX — nmod. XXI crT. 1o Ta
IHII TOMIOHI Te3W 3HAYHOIO MIpOI0 CIIPOCTOBAHO, a TAKOXK IMOKa3aHo, mo Bombd,
X04a i 3a3HaB JICAKOro BILIUBY JIAHOHILA, MPOTE CTBOPUB OPHUIiHANBHY (itocodiro,
sKa aX HISK HE € cucTeMaru3aliero JIaiioHimeBoi, 30kpeMa, Mmpo e MHIIe TaKoX i
ykpaincbkuit qociinauk Cepriii Cekynmant (nuB.: [Cexynmant, 2021, c. 44-45]). Tu-
mIMMHU cJioBamu, Bosbha MOXHA Ha3BaTH iHTepriperaTropoM JIsiiOHilia He Ouiblie,
Hixx Kanra — intepnperatopom Bosbda.

Tox y Kanrogiit omiaii ¢inocodii Bonsda € monaiimenme asa mpobdiema-
TH4HI MOMeHTH. [To-niepie, xoya KaHTOBI 3rajiku po Tak 3BaHYy JISHOHIIE-BOIb-
¢iBcbKyY (inocodito MalTh JIOBOJI HETaTHBHE 3a0apBIICHHS, OJHAK CTAHOBIICHHS
Kanra BinmOyBamocs came Ha rpyHTI (imocodii Bonbsda Ta #ioro mocmioBHHKIB.
To6To Bonbdora dinmocodis BrummHyna Ha KanTa npuHaiiMHI Ha PiBHI mpeaMera
muckycii. [To-gpyre, konmu KaHT KpuTHKY€ Tak 3BaHy JIsiiOHIIIE-BOIb(IBCHKY (islo-
codiro, To mocrae pariiiHe TUTaHHA: A KOTO i1 II0 caMe BiH, BIIAaCHE, KPUTUKYE?
AJpKe icHyBaja IpoCcTo BeNnYe3Ha KUTbKICTh TOCiIOBHUKIB Bolbda, a Takox THX,
Ha KOTO BIUIMHYJIM Ti UM iHII aCTeKTH Horo ¢inocodii: Bij OiibIIO0 Miporo aaar-
TaTopis, Ha 3pa3ok [oTmena uu Baymaiictepa, 10 GLIBIIOK MipOK OPHUIiHATBLHHUX
¢inocodis, moniono 1o baymraprena, Maepa un Mennenbc3oHa. 3Bakatodu Ha Te,
10 BIIPOJIOBXK yCi€i cBO€T yHiBepcuTeTChKOI Kap’epu KaHT unrtaB nexirii 3 meradi-
3WKHU 32 KHUTOI0 Bbaymraprena (3poOuBIIM JIUIIIE OJTHOTO CEMECTPY BHUHSITOK), MO-
JKHA MPUITYCTUTH, L0 3HAYHOIO Mipoto came y dpinocodii baymraprena Kanr sObauas
CHCTEMaTH3aLiI0 TOTo, 10 Ha3MBaB JIsHOHIe-BONb(iBCHKOIO (inocodiero. Ane i1y
BUTIAJIKY, 1110 TaKe MPUITYIIEHHS PaBHIIbHE, 3HOBY ITOCTAE MTUTAHHS: HACKUIbKY ba-
yMrapTeH B3araii ciiaye 3a Boibdowm, a jie tiae cBoiM nuisixom? 30KpemMa, CydacHH
HiMeubkui inocod Anekcanaep Aiixese BBaxkae, o bayMmrapreHa skio i Mo>xHa
3apaxoByBaTH JI0 BOJIb(IaHIIB, TO Xi0a B ICTOPUYHOMY CEHCI, aJie He CUCTeMaTHY-
Homy (mop.: [Aichele, 2010, S. 164]).

Tox y BUnaaKy Bupasy «isiiOHine-Bonb¢iBchKa pinocodis», 3 0AHOTo OOKY,
M0CTa€ MUTaHHA, AKOI0 Mipoto ¢inocodiro Bonbda B3arani MoxHa Ha3BaTH J141i0-
Hiye-BONIb(IBCHKOIO, a 3 IHIIOTO, — 3 YAM Ta KUM Hacnpasi nosemizye Kant: 6es-
nmocepenHb0 3 BombpoM, KOTpowCh 13 PO3MOBCIOKEHUX —ajuamnTaliiii Ta
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iHTEepIIpeTanii oro ¢dimocodii, u Te3amu opuTiHANBHIIMX (iTocodiB, AKi y TOH
YM IHINWH croci0 3a3Hanu BILIMBY BonbdoBux ineii?

IIpo0iema nonsiTTeBOro anapary y Boasga ta Kanra

3Bakarouu Ha Te, 10 X04a O Ha piBHI mpeameTa auckycii ¢imocodis Bomsda
npsiMo a0o ormocepeAKOBaHo BIUIMHYIA Ha KaHTa, € oueBuIHNM, 10 KaHT MycuB mpa-
IIOBATH 3 TIOHATTEBUM amaparoM, po3podienum Bombsdom. | Bxxe 3ragane Bukopuc-
taHaa KanToM y cBOiX nekmisx 3 meradizuku baymraprenoBoi «Memagizukuy e
TiINBKH TiATBepIKye. OdueBuaHO, Mo 6arato BombdoBux TepMiHiB Ta moHaTs KanT
Moau(ikye, mepeTaymadye, a To if Hajae iM reTh 1HIIOro 3HAYeHHS, aje B Oy Ib-IKOMY
pa3i MO)KHa CTBEPIKYBaTH HarleBHe, 1m0 KanToBa ¢inocodis moctae Bce K Ha TepMi-
HOJIOT1YHO-TIOHATTEBOMY amnapaTi Bonbda, abo TouHime KaKydu — TEPMIHOIOTIYHO-
MIOHSTTEBOMY arnapaTi, SKAM IOCIYTOBYBAIHCS TAKOK YUCIICHHI TOCIiIOBHUKH Bo-
nb(da 1 siKuif 3aranoM OyB TOMiHAHTHUM y HIMEIIbKOMOBHI disocodii neproi moo-
BuHN XVIII cT. ToMy 3 cyTO TepMiHONOTIYHO-TIOHATTEBOI TepcriekTnBr KaHT 10
MIEBHOI MipH Mae parlio, MMiJCyMOBYIOUH BUPA3OM «ISHOHIIE-BOIb(IBChKa (iT0CcO-
¢is» 1eit moHITTEBO-TepMiHONOTUHUE TucKypc nepoi nojgouau X VIII cr., xait
HaBITh IIe¥ BUpa3 1 HE 30BCIM BAAIWH.

IHma cnipaBa, yn He € KTFOYOBI i7ei KaHTa sKot0Ch Miporo 3amo3uyeHi i po3-
BUHYTI 3 pinmocodii Bonbda? 5 3apa3 He Oepycs BiAMOBifaTH HA 1€ TUTAHHSA, & XOUY
JIMIIE BKa3aTW Ha TIEPCIIEKTUBHICTh JOCIIKEHHS Y 1IboMy HampsiMi. TyT s nuime
KOPOTKO HaBey OJIMH MPHUKIIA, IO LTFOCTPYE K HACTYITHUIITBO, TaK 1 BIAMIHHICTh
¢inocodiit Bonbga ta Kanra.

Bonbd y cBoeMy MeTadhi3MIHOMY MTPOEKTI MOALIsIE MeTa]i3uKy K HAYKY PO
MiJICTaBH JIFOICHKOTO Ti3HAHHS Ha OHTOJIOTIIO, eMITIPUYHY TICUXOJIOTII0, 3arainbHy
KOCMOJIOTi10, pallioHAIbHY TICUXOJIOTIIO Ta MPUPOIHY TEOJIOT 0. Takuii mosin Bijgo-
Opakae pO3TJsII TPhOX OCHOBHUX BHJIB CYHIOTO, JOCTYITHHX JIIOJICHBKOMY IIi-
3HaHHIO, a caMme, Ay, CBiTy Ta bora: B OHTOJOTIT H1eTHCS PO Mi/ICTaBH Mi3HAHHS
pedell B 3aralbHOMY, Y TICHXOJIOTI] %, KOCMOJIOTI] Ta TEOJIOTii — MpO MiACTaBH Ti-
3HaHHS OKPEMHUX OCHOBHHUX BHJIIB peuell (OCHOBHMX BUIB CyIioro). [lomin ncuxo-
JoTi1 Ha eMIIPUYHY Ta pallioOHAIBHY MTOKa3ye, o Bonbg posrisaae ayury criouyaTky
Ha OCHOBI TOTO, IO MU PO Hei MokeMmo 3HaTH 3 nocsimy (Erfahrung), a Toni Ha
OCHOBI TOTO, 1[0 MU TIPO HEi MOXKEMO BHCHYBaTHu 3a gornomoru pamii (Vernunft).
Pazom emmipuynHa Ta palfioHajgbHa ICHUXOJIOTI] PO3IJISAAIOTh IMiJCTaBH ITi3HAHHS
Jymni. 3arajibHa KOCMOJIOTISl PO3TJIsIae, BiANOBITHO, MiJCTaBH ITi3HAHHS CBITY, a
npupoiHa abo K pallioHaJbHA TEOJIOTiS — IMiJCTaBH IMi3HaHHA bora, Tow Mipoto,
SIKOIO ITPO HHOI'O MOXKHA II0Ch CKa3aTH 3a JA0NoMOrH paitii. ¥ baymraprena tei mo-
I MeTadi3uKu CIPOCTHBCS JI0: OHTOJIOTISI, KOCMOJIOTIs, TICHXOJIOTisI, IPUPOJIHA
TEOJIOTis. 3r0I0M 3’ IBUBCS ITOJILT Ha 3aralibHy MeTadi3uky (metaphysica generalis),
10 OXOIUTIOBAIa OHTOJIOTI0, Ta cremiaabHy MeTadisuky (metaphysica specialis),
10 OXOTUTIOBAJIa KOCMOJIOT110, TICHXOJIOTIIO Ta TEOJIOTit0. | X04a TepMiHOIOTIYHOTO
po3pizHeHHs1 metaphysica generalis Ta metaphysica specialis y Bonbda He Oyro,
HOMy 4YacTO NPUNMCYBaJIX BUHUKHEHHS LbOTO IMOJLTY, IO MEBHOIO MIPOI0 MaJo
CEeHC, OCKUIbKH Ha 3HAYEHHEBOMY PiBHI 1ieii o1t OyB 00rpyHTOBaHMH came Boib-
¢om. Tox kocmonoris, ncuxonoria ta Teosoris y XVIII cr. posrnsganics gk



32 Irop IMaciunuk

YaCTHHU MeTa]i3uKH, 0 PO3KPHUBAIOTH ii MEPITy YaCTHHY — OHTOJIOTIIO, a came,
OKpPEMO PO3TIISAAI0YH TPU OCHOBHI BHJH CYLIOTO: CBiT, Ayury Ta bora.

KanT y cBoeMy MmpoekTi TpaHCUeHAEHTabHOI (istocodii pakTUIHO BiAIITOBXY-
eTbes Bin cpoekroBaHoi Bombom Metadizumku XVIII cr. YV HamaranHi BUSBUTH Ta
BUITPaBUTH XUOU noniepeqHpoi Metadizuku KaHT mocayroByeThes ii TEpMIHOIOTTYHIM
araparoM Ta repeOyBae y KOHTEKCTI il ipobiieM Ta (opMyJTroBaHb. 30KpeMa, BUCHHS
PO CBIT, Iymry Ta bora sk Tpu ocHOBHI Buau cymioro Kant tpanchopmye y BYSHHS
PO TP OCHOBHI KJIaCH TpaHCUEHAEHTaIbHUX i7ei. ToOTo cBiT, aymry Ta bora Kant
po3miiAfae  TepemyciM  SK  TPaHCUEHACHTAJbHI ifei, TOOTO TOHATTS parii
(Vernunftbegriffe), skum, Ha Bimminy Bin noHsTs po3ymy (Verstandesbegriffe), ne
MO’Ke OyTH JTaHO y TOCBiJli TIOBHICTIO BiJIIOBITHOTO TIpEeIMETA:

«Das denkende Subjekt ist der Gegenstand der Psychologie, der Inbegriff al-
ler Erscheinungen (die Welt) der Gegenstand der Kosmologie, und das Ding, wel-
ches die oberste Bedingung der Moglichkeit von allem, was gedacht werden kann,
enthdlt, (das Wesen aller Wesen) der Gegenstand der Theologie. Also gibt die reine
Vernunft die Idee zu einer transzendentalen Seelenlehre (psychologia rationalis), zu
einer transzendentalen Weltwissenschaft (cosmologia rationalis), endlich auch zu
einer transzendentalen Gotteserkenntnis (Theologia transzendentalis) an die Hand»
[KrV, B 391-392]. — «Cy0’€kT, 1110 AyMae, € MPEAMETOM NCUX0A02ii, CYKYTTHICTD
ycix sBUI (CBIT) — NPEAMETOM KOCMOI02Il, a piy, KA MICTHTh HaWBEPXOBHIIIY
YMOBY MOXJIMBOCTI BCBHOTO, IO MOYKHA TMOAYMaTH (CYTHICTh YCiX CyTHOCTEH) — €
npeaMeToM meosioeii. Tox dmcTa paiis 1a€e y [Haiie] po3nopspKeHHs 7St s
TpaHCILEHICHTaIbHOrO BYCHHs 1po ayiry (psychologia rationalis), mis TpancueH-
JIeHTaIbHOI HayKH po cBiT (cosmologia rationalis), Bpemiri, TakoX J1st TpaHCIIEH-
nenranpHoro misHanHs bora (Theologia transzendentalis)».

Lleit npuknaz €, 3 0IHOTO OOKY, ICKPaBUM CBiTueHHsIM HoBaTopcTBa KaHTa,
3 1HIIIOTO 3K, BiH JIEMOHCTpYE, ik KaHToBa (hinocodist — i TepMiHOJIOTIYHO, 1 IPO-
OyieMaTHYHO — TMOCTA€E 3 MorepeaHboi Tpaauiii. Yu Oyma dinocodis Kanra cyro
zanepeueHHs M MeTadizuku XVIII cT., a un ii MOkHA TakoX pO3rsAaTh K Ipo-
JIOBKECHHS Ta PO3BUTOK Ii€l MeTadi3uku, — 11e HeoOXiaHo gociainuTh. Te, sk Kant
caM OaumB Micie cBoei dinocodii crocoBHo (inocodii Bomwda, Oyne kopoTko
BHCBITJICHO Y HACTYITHOMY PO3[IiJi.

TBepmxennsa Kanra npo Te, mo Bin nogoJsiaB gormatusm Boabdosoi ¢i-
Jocodii

Hanexne TIIYMA4YCHHS TBCPPKCHHS KaHTa, 1o BiH IoaoJJ1aB A0IrMaTHU3M Bo-
ne(oBoi pinocodii, nependayac 4itke po3yMiHHS TOTO, 110 came KaHT Ha3uBaB 10-
rmatu3MoM. CBO€ MOHATTA J0rMaTusmy Kanr JOCUTDH LIiTKO Ta JIAKOHIYHO
dopmyIoe y miepeMoBi 10 ApYroro BuaaHHs «Kpumuxu uwucmoi payii» y KOH-
TEKCTI OMHCY CBOTO KPUTUYHOTO TPOEKTY:

«Die Kritik ist nicht dem dogmatischen Verfahren der Vernunft
entgegengesetzt, (denn diese mul} jederzeit dogmatisch, d. i. aus sicheren Prinzipien a
priori strenge beweisend sein,) sondern dem Dogmatismus, d.i. der Anmafung, mit
einer reinen Erkenntnis aus Begriffen (der philosophischen), nach Prinzipien, so wie
sie die Vernunft lingst im Gebrauche hat, ohne Erkundigung der Art und des Rechts,
womit sie dazu gelangt ist, allein fortzukommen. Dogmatismus ist also das
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dogmatische Verfahren der reinen Vernunft, ohne vorangehende Kritik ihres eigenen
Vermégens» [KrV, B XXXV]. — «Kputuka He NMPOTHCTABISAETBCS O0CMAMUYHOMY
MemoQy pailii, (00 BOHa 3aBK¥ MyCUTh OyTH JJOTMaTHYHOIO, TOOTO CTPOTO J0BE/IC-
HO¥O 3 ITIEBHUX IIPHUHITUIIIB a Priori), ajie BOHA MPOTUCTABIIIETHCS doamMamusmy, TOOTO
3yXBaJIOCTi POCYBATHUCS BIIEPE JIUIIIE 32 JOMTOMOTH YHCTOTO Mi3HAHHSA 3 TIOHSATH ((hi-
nocochkrx), 3a MPUHLIUIIAMH, SKi pallisi JaBHO Ma€ y BXKHUTKY, HE JOBiIaBIINCh
croco0y Ta mpaBa, AKUMH pallis iX Jocsria. A oTe, JOTMaTH3M € JOTMaTHIYHUM
METOJOM YHCTOI parlii 6e3 nonepedHvoi Kpumuku ii 61aCHOI CHPOMONCHOCHLI.

Tobto KaHT po3pi3Hsie JOrMaTudHUi METOJ Ta JAOTMAaTH3M, W BUCTYyNAaE HE
NPOTH JOTMAaTHUYHOTO METOIY, SKHH pO3yMi€ SIK CTPOTe TOBEACHHS 3 amlpiopHHX
MIPUHIIMIIIB, a IPOTH IOTMATH3MY, TOOTO 3aCTOCYBaHHS IOTMAaTUYHOTO METOAY Oe3
NoTepeTHBO MTPOPOOIICHOT KPUTHKH, a caMe, IONEPEIHBO 3IHCHEHOTO TOCHIPKEHHS
NPUPOJH Ta MEXK Mi3HABAUILHHUX CIIPOMOXKHOCTEH moauHu. ba Ginbine, KanT creep-
JDKY€, 10 MalOyTHS MeTadizuka, TO0To MeTadizvka, SKild mepeayBaTiMe KPUTHKA,
MYCHUTHME Jalli PO3ropTaThcs came 3TiAHO JOTMaTHYHOTO Mertomy: «In der
Ausflihrung also des Plans, den die Kritik vorschreibt, d. i. im kiinftigen System der
Metaphysik, miissen wir dereinst der strengen Methode des beriihmten Wolff, des
grofiten unter allen dogmatischen Philosophen, folgen» [KrV, B XXXVI]. — «Tox y
peaizanii miaHy, MpOJUKTOBAaHOTO KPUTHUKOIO, TOOTO B MallOyTHil cuctemi metadi-
3WKH, MU MYCHTHMEMO 3TOJIOM CIIiIyBaTH CTPOTOMY METONy ciaBeTHOro Bonbda,
HAMBETMYHIIIOT0 TIOMiXK yCiX TOTMATHYHUX (iI0CO(iBY.

A omxe Kant npunmcye Bonedy normatism He B ceHci, mo Bonbsd HaueoTo
3aJIMIIIAE CBOI TBEPIPKEHHS 03 I0BEACHHS, a TOMY, 1110, Ha AyMKy Kanra, Bonbg noc-
JYTOBY€ETHCS JJOTMATUYHUM METO/IOM Oe3 MonepeIHb0 MPOBEACHOI KPUTUKH TTi3HABa-
JHHUX CIIPOMOKHOCTEH. AJlKe Bech naroc Qisocodii Bombda sikpas i monsrae y Tomy,
o Bonbd Hamaraetbest BUOymyBaTh cBOIO (histocodiro — 30kpema, MeTadizuky — siK
HayKy, pPO3yMitOuH TIiji HayKOI TeBHe 1 noka3oBe 3HaHHs: «Durch die Wissenschaft
verstehe ich eine Fertigkeit des Verstandes alles, was man behauptet, aus unwider-
sprechlichen Griinden unumstélich darzuthuny [Wolff, 1978, § 2]. — «ITix nayxoio s
PO3YMit0 BMIJIICTh PO3yMY BC€, IO CTBEPIDKYETHCS, HECIPOCTOBHO BHBOJIUTH 3 HECY-
nepewtnBHX Miactasy. «Per Scientiam hic intelligo habitum asserta demonstrandi, hoc
est, ex principiis certis & immotis per legitimam consequentiam inferendi» [WOoIff,
1996, § 30]. — «Ilix HayKOIO ST PO3YyMit0 BMUIICTh JJOBOJUTH CBOI TBEPIHKECHHS, TOOTO
BUBOJIUTH iX 3 IEBHHUX 1 HETIOPYILIHUX MPUHLIMIIIB IUTSIXOM HAJIEKHOTO BUCHYBaHHSD).

Tob6to Kant nomae normatusm Bonbsga y ToMy po3yminHi, mo Bonsgposnit
MeTon, skuii KanT Ha3zuBae doemamuunum memooom, BiH JOTIOBHIOE TOTIEPEIHIM
0COOJIMBUM aHAJII30M CIIPOMOXKHOCTEH MI3HAHHS, KU Ha3UBa€ Kpumukoio. 3 miel
nepcnekTnBr KanToBy ¢iocodiro MOXKHa IEBHOIO MipOIO PO3IIISAATH K PO3BUTOK
Ta nepeocMucienHs ¢dizocodii Bonbda, un npuHaiMHI TOTO MPOOIEMHOTO Ta MO-
HATTEBOTO AUCKypcy nepioi nosoBuHu X VIII cr., sikuii KaHT 3arajibHO OKpecittoe
K JIHOHIIe-BONIb(DIBCHKY (histocodito.

BucHoBkn

3 MepcreKTUBH 3a3HAYCHOT0 MOXKHA MIOHAWMEHIe 3pOOUTH MPHITYIICHHS,
mo Kanr y cBoili ¢inocodii posroprae ta 10xyMye Te, M0 TAKOXK BXKE YaCTKOBO
npucyTtHe y inocodii Bonsda. besnepeuno, Kant € opurinansaum ¢inocopom 3
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HAJA3BUYaHO BETTMKOIO c(heporo BILIMBY, MPO M0 CBIAYNTH X04a O BeIrde3Ha Kilb-
KICTh JTOCIITHUIILKOI JTiTeparypH, nmpucBsiueHoi Kantogiii ¢inocodii, ogHak 11e me
OinpIe BigTiHIOE Te, 110 BILIMB ¢inocodii Bonsda Ha Kanrta noci He mocmimxeHo
BrioBHi. [Ilompasaa, 31 30impIIeHHAM iHTEpECy 10 BombhoBoi dinocodii B octanHi
JECATIUTITTS 3pOCTa€E TaKOXK 1 KIBKICTh MOCTipKeHs ii BBy Ha Kanra. Hampu-
KJaJ, MokHa 3ragati myomikaunii H. 'incke, mpucBsiueHi BrmuBy BonbgoBoi diso-
cooii 3araiom [Hinske, 1999a] ta ctocyrky BosbhoBoi eMITipuaHOi ICUX0IOTIT 10
KanroBoi nparmarmanoi anTpomnomorii [Hinske, 1999b], crarrio M. Krona mpo mo-
HATTS 06’ekTa y Bonbga i Kanra [Kuehn, 1999], crarrio 1. Kapaceka npo Bosb-
¢ose i Kanrose obrpynryBanus cuctemu metadizuku [Karasek, 2007]. A takox
JocIipKeHHs BITMBY Bomb(oBoi MopansHOi (hinocodii Ha MopansHy (inocodito
KanTa y Takux gocmigaukis, sk A. Tomac [Thomas, 2004], JI. JIsurmioa [Langlois,
2018] ta M. T'toninr [Hiining, 2018]. TuTepec 10 1iei TeMu MEBHOIO MipOI0 MOKHA
CIIOCTEPIraTH TaKOX B YKPaiHCHKOMY KOHTEKCTi, 30KpeMa, MOYKHA BHIUTHTH JTOCITi-
mxeras C. CekyHmaHTa, KWW CIIemiali3oBaHo 3aiiMaeTbes BombdoBoro ¢inoco-
dieto (auB., Hanmpukiaa, Bxe nuroBaHud Tekct [Cexynmant, 2021]), Ta crarTio
B. Tepnernpkoro, y siKiif MOMiX 1HIIOTO PO3TIAAAETHCS TTPOOIIeMa BIUTHBY MTPAKTH-
yHOi (inocodii Bonbda Ha popmyBanus MeTadizuku 38uuais Kanra [Tepienpkuii,
2024]. Tox nocmimpkenss BBy BombshoBoi dinocodii Ha dizocodito Kanra Ha-
Oupae momyIApHOCTI i MOXKe OYTH TOCUTH MEPCIEKTHBHUM HAMPSIMOM JIOCIIDKEHb
(30Kpema, KaHTO3HABYMX ) IPUHANMHI Y HAWOIMKYi KUTbKA JECATUITD.
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I. Kant’s philosophy is not only one of the most influential in history, but also one
of the few that is seen as changing the way of thinking. But was this change a leap, or rather
the result of thorough work with the previous philosophical tradition? In Kant’s case, this
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tradition is primarily the metaphysics of the 18th century or, more precisely, the philosoph-
ical discourse of the 18th century in the German context, one of the main representatives of
which was C. Wolff. Wolff’s philosophy itself was a reform of the way of thinking and it
became so popular that in the second half of the 18th century almost all philosophical de-
partments in German lands were headed by Wolffians. Kant often uses the name «Leibniz-
Wolffian philosophy». This, on the one hand, indicates that Kant viewed Wolft’s philosophy
in no other way than the systematization and popularization of Leibniz’s philosophy (the
assertion that has been repeatedly refuted today), on the other hand, that Kant argues not
directly with Wolff’s philosophy, but rather with the general philosophical and conceptual
discourse of the 18th century, which he outlined with this name. Therefore, Kant’s philoso-
phy undoubtedly grows on the conceptual and problematic ground of the previous tradition.
The paper discusses the influence of Wolff’s philosophy on Kant, in particular, the problem
of the term «Leibniz-Wolffian philosophy», Kant’s use of Wolff’s conceptual apparatus, as
well as Kant’s assertion that he overcame the dogmatism of Wolff’s philosophy. The crucial
point to properly understanding this Kant’s assertion is to understand the difference between
dogmatic method and dogmatism. So Kant believes that he overcomes precisely dogmatism,
that is, the use of pure reason without prior critique of its own faculty, while the dogmatic
method, which is preceded by a critique of pure reason, must necessarily be the basis of a
future metaphysics.

Keywords: C. Wolff, I. Kant, Leibniz-Wolffian philosophy, dogmatic method,
dogmatism, metaphysics, cognition.
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