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JlaHHBIN TEKCT SABJIETCS NEPEBOLOM Ha PycCKUil sA3bIK crarbu Pukkapno Jlanuapu, mocBsleHHON
MaJION3Y4CHHON B MEXKTYyHApORHOH (HIOCO(PCKON IHuTepaType TeMe (EeHOMEHOIOTHIeCKOH HHTep-
nperanmu «Kputukn gucroro pasyma» Mvmanyuna Kanra OlireHom OUHKOM U SBISIOMIEHCS OXHON
13 HEMHOTHX HCCIIEA0BATENBCKUX PadOT Ha JaHHYyIO TeMy. B Heil Pukkapno Jlaunapu craBut unrep-
npeTauuto, nposeaeHHyo O. @UHKOM, B ero padoTax: «Mup u KOHEUHOCThY, «Bce u HuuTo» u «2nu-
neromensl K “Kputnke uncroro pasyma” M. Kanra: ()eHOMEHOIOrMYECKUI KOMMEHTapHUil», — B s
(eHOMeHOIOrHMYEeCKNX HHTEpHpeTanuii «Kputukn urctoro pasyma». CpaBHUBas XapakTep M CIOco0
paboTHI ¢ TEKCTOM AaHHOW MHTeprpeTary OUHKA ¢ HHTePIpeTalusIMi, OCYyIIecTBIeHHbIMI M. Xaii-
nerrepom u 3. ['yccepnem, aBrop oOHapykuBaeT crieuduKy HeHOMEHOIOTHIECKONH HHTEPIPETAILIH
@uHKa 1 ee 3HAYCHMS KaK METOJA, MO3BOJIAIOIIEro (heHOMEeHOIorndeckoi punocodpun HalTH MyTh
K TIPCOIONICHUIO0 METapU3MKH U K MPOSICHEHUIO OJHOW M3 OCHOBHBIX MpoOieM ¢umocoduu, npodie-
MBI Mupa. Puxkapno Jlanuapy B JaHHOW CTaThe NOIPOOHO pa3dupaeT LEHTPAIbHBIN A TOHUMAaHUS
uHTepnperanuu «Kputuku yncroro pasyma» @uUHKOM TekcT «Mup u koHeuHocTh» 1949 ropa. As-
TOp JAHHOM CTAaThU, OMMPAsICh Ha JEHTMOTHBHYIO 1 (huocopcekoit mpican OuHKa mpobiaeMy Mupa,
MIPe/ICTaBIsAeT 0030p pa3BUTHA HHTeprpeTanun «Kpntuku grctoro pasyma» OUHKOM Ha HPOTHKEHUN
BCETO €r0 (UI0CO(CKOro TBOPUECTBA, OT MEPHUOAA ETO ACCHCTEHTCTBA y O. I'yccepris 10 ero mo3aHux
(bpaitbyprekux ceMrHapoB, NOCBsIIeHHbIX «KpuTuke uncroro pasymay. Takke aBTOp HCCIEayeT 3Ha-
YeHHe JaHHOM MHTEPIPEeTaIMu B IMCKYCCUH O IpodiieMe Mupa, kotopyto OUHK BeJeT B CBOMX paboTax
¢ enomeHoorndeckuMy npoexramu I'ycecepist u Xaiinerrepa. Uepes npusmy (GeHOMEHOIOTHIECKON
naTepnperanyu «Kpurukn uncroro pazyma» OUHKOM aBTOp HE TOJIBKO NMPOSCHSIET 3HAYEHHE TTOHATHS
Mupa B peHomeHonormyeckoit punocoduu O. OuHKA, HO U MPOBOAUT PA3TPAHHUYCHUE COOCTBEHHOTO
KOCMOJIOTH4ecKoro ¢unocodcekoro npoekra @uHka 1 peHOMEHOIOTNUECKHX MPOEKTOB €ro yuuTenen
O. I'yccepnst u M. Xaitnerrepa.

Knrouesvie cnosa: penomenonorus, O. GUHK, (heHOMEHOIOTHUYECKAs! HHTEPIPETAINs, MUpP, OSCKOHEU-
HOCTb, KOHCYHOCTb, TPAHCLICH/ICHTAJIbHAS HATICKTHKA.
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This paper is a translation into Russian of the article by Riccardo Lazzari where the poorly explored
topic of Eugen Fink’s phenomenological interpretation of Kant’s «Critique of pure reason» is
discussed. In this work he puts in a par interpretation made by Fink in his works: «Welt und
Endlichkeit», «Alles und Nichtsy», «Epilegomena zu Immanuel Kants “Kritik der reinen Vernunft”»
— with others phenom-enological interpretations of «Critique of pure reason». Comparing method of
interpretation used by Fink with interpretations made by Heidegger and Husserl author discovers a
specific of phenomeno-logical interpretation of Fink and its role as a method that allows
phenomenological philosophy to find a way to negotiate metaphysics and to clarify one of the main
philosophical problems that is the prob-lem of the world. In this article Lazzari particularly analyses
the Fink’s lecture «World and finitude» (1949) which is the most important text for understanding of
the role of «Critique of pure reason» for Fink’s own phenomenological approach. The aim of the
article is to summarize the evolution of Fink’s interpretation of Kant’s «Critique of pure reason»
during his entire philosophical research. The problem of the world is the guiding idea of this study. At
the same time, Lazzari analyzes the role of Fink’s inter-pretation of Kant in the debate about the
meaning of the world between Fink, Husserl’s phenomenology and Heidegger’s phenomenological
project.

Key words: phenomenology, E. Fink, phenomenological interpretation, world, infinity, finitude, tran-
scendental dialectic.

Oriren @UHK, ABJISIOIIUICS YYEHUKOM Cpa3y [IBYX BEJIUYaNIINUX NPEICTaBUTENEH
(benomenonornueckoit punocodpun Iamynna ['ycceprs u Mapruna Xaiigerrepa, Hau-
0oJiee U3BECTCH B PYCCKOS3BIYHON (prmocodckoit cperne, ¢ OHOM CTOPOHBI, KaK aBTOP
cBoeii paHHel paboTsl «VI KapreznaHckoil MeuTannmy, TO €CTh KaK MOCIe0BaTelb
U noJeMuK l'yccepiis, ¢ Jpyroi CTOpoHBI, OJarofaps nepeseeHHoMy emie B 1988 rony
A. Tapaxu ¢parMeHTy ero mosfaHei padorsl « OCHOBHBIC ()EHOMEHBI YeJI0BEUYECKOTO
obITHs (1979), B KOTOPO# OH 3aHMMAET TIO3UIIMIO OJIM3KYIO K IK3UCTCHIIMAIBHOW aHa-
nutuke Xainerrepa. CoOCTBeHHBIN ke peHoMeHonorndeckuil mpoekt Oiirena OuHka
0CTaeTCs I0Ka MAJIO H3yUCH B PYCCKOS3BITHON (DHITOCO(PCKOM IUTEpaType.

Taxoke 1 MupoBoe putocodckoe cooOIIECTBO BCe ele OTKphIBaeT s cedst DuHKa.
HecMmotps Ha TO, 4TO 3TOT yueHHK [yccepist BHeC CBOMW CYILIECTBEHHBINH BKJIAJ B pa3-
BUTHE ()CHOMEHOJOTHH YK€ B FOHOM BO3pacTe, 3allUTUB Auccepranuio «PernpeseHTa-
s 1 o0pasz» («Vergegenwirtigung und Bild») y Xaiinerrepa u I'yccepnst B 1929 rony
Y TIOATOTOBUB, Oyyun accuctenToM ['yccepis, B 1932 rony «VI Kapresuanckyro meau-
TaIuioy, ero GUIOCOPCKUil MyTh U akajeMuveckas Kapbepa ObUTH mpepBaHbl Bropoii
MupoBOW BoiHOW. Harmmcannpiit @unkom emie B 1932 rogy v MOCITyXKUBIIHA OCHOBOU
JUTSL 3aIIMIIEHHON MM TI0CTie BOMHBI JOKTOPCKOM nuccepranuu TekeT « VI Kapresuan-
CKOM MeaMTaluu» yBUEN cBeT uilb B 1988 rony, B cepun marepuanos k ['yccepnuane.

HORIZON 4 (1) 2015 221



Wznanue xe coOpanus counHeHn MUHKaA SBISIETCS OTHOCHTEIHHO HOBBIM IPOCKTOM
uznarenbeTBa Kapn AnpOep. Ha HacTosmuii MOMEHT M3 3alTaHUPOBAHHBIX JIBAJIIATH
TOMOB B ITOJTHOM 00beMe n3anbl ToJbKo Ba: B 2010 rony — «Urpa kak cUMBOJI MUpay
(Spiel als Weltsymbol) u B 2011 — Tpu monytoma «muieroMeH k “Kputuke uncro-
ro pazyma” Mmmanyuna Kanra» («Epilegomena zu Immanuel Kants “Kritik der reinen
Vernunft”»), Takxke ObUIH W3aHBI 1BA U3 3aITAHUPOBAHHBIX YETHIpeX TOMOB «DeHoMe-
HOJIoOTHYeCcKHuX MacTtepckux» («Phdnomenologische Werkstatty), 3anuceit ®dunka mepu-
oJ1a ero paboThl accucteHToM y J. ['yccepis.

B cBoMx mocneBoeHHbIX cOunHEeHUIX OUHK MPOI0HKaeT pa3BUTHE TEM CBOMX paH-
HUX COYMHEHH, HO METOX ero padoThl MeHseTcsa. BaxkHylo poiib B MOCIEBOECHHBIX HC-
crenoBaHusIX OUHKA 3aHUMAET PACCMOTPEHHE H HHTEPIPETALNS HCTOPHUECKUX CUCTEM
¢dunocodun, B ocobenHoctu punocopun Kanra u [eres.

[MpumeyarenpHO, YTO HEHTPAIBHBIN, ¢ TOYKU 3peHus Jlammapu, Ui MOHUMAHUS
cnenudukn naTeprnperann «Kputukmy OuakoM, TekeT «Mup 1 Koreuanoctrs» («Welt
und Endlichkeit») 6pur m3nan b B 1990 romy. B nannoi# pabote Jlammapu Takke
cchlIaeTcs Ha ceMuHapbl OuHKa, MocBsANIeHHbIe «KpUTHKE YHCTOrO pazymay, KOTOpbIe
Ha MOMEHT HallMCaHUs CTaTbU ellle He ObUTM U3/1aHbl. Pe3ynbTar 3TUX MHOTOJIETHHUX Ce-
MHUHApOB, MPOoBeIeHHBIX PuHKOM Bo Ppaiibypre, Obu1 onyonukosad B 2011 rony B BUjIE
TPEXTOMHBIX «numiieroMet k “Kpuruke uucroro pasyma” Mmmanyuna Kanra», cocro-
SIIUX W3 BYX ThICSY CTpaHull. [[nsg ynoOcTBa ynTarelns B JaHHOM MEPEBOAE K LIUTaTaM
Jlamapu u3 cemuHapoB Kanra Hapsimy ¢ ykasanusiMu Jlanmapu g1o0aBieHbI CTpaHHIBI
o n3manuto 2011 roxga.

Tesuc Jlanmapy 3akiaro4aeTcst B TOM, 4TO (JEHOMEHOJIIOTHUECKAss HHTEPIPETanus
«Kpurtukny sBisnack aus OuHka criennuaeckuM METOIOM ero (heHOMEHOJIOTHIECKO-
TO WCCIIEIOBAHUS, MPETOCTABIII CITOCO0 BRIMTH K IIEHTPAIBHOHN I HETO mpobieme,
npobneme mupa. VHTEpnpeTanus HCTOPUKO-(QHUIOCO(PCKOTO TEKCTa CTAHOBUTCS HE00-
XoIuMa Kak 00XOJHON MaHeBp I (PEHOMEHOJOTHYECKOTO MCCIEI0BaHMUs, TIOCKOIbKY
b, K KOTOPOH XoueT nmpuiiTh OUHK, MBICIUTCS UM B cpepe MEOHTHKH, TO €CTh B Ce-
pe HeTaHHOTO M (PEHOMEHOJIOTUIECKH HE CXBAThIBAEMOTO.

B XII-M 13 nukiaa CEMHHApOB, MOCBSILEHHbIX MHTepnpeTaunu «Kpurtukm», Gunk
TOBOPHUT O TOM, YTO BHIMT 3a7aqy MHTCPIPETAIUU B TOM, YTOOBI HA MBICIUTCIHHOM
mytu KaHta peamn3oBarh «(eHOMEHOIOTHIECKOTO-CIEKYISITUBHBIN CIOCO0 MBICIII
(Fink, 2011, 1421)." CnekynsaTuBHOE MBIIUIEHHE, JOJDKHOE OTKPBITh B Chepe BHYTPHU-
MHPOBOIO CYILETO 8blx00suee 3a paMKU 3TOW cdephl, 3aHUMAET B MO3AHUX paboTax
®duHKa MECTO TPAHCICHICHTAILHOTO HaOonarens (kak oH onrcad ®uHkoM B « VI Kap-
TE3MAaHCKOH MEIUTAINN»), CTPEMSIIIErOCs K PACKPBITHIO HE-OHTHYECKHX TITyOMHHBIX
IJ1aCTOB CyObEKTUBHOCTH, K MEOHUYECKOH TITyOUHE JKHU3HU.

HecMmoTpst Ha TO, 9YTO CaMO CIIOBO «MeOHUUecKuth HU pa3y He UCIOIb3yeTcss OUHKOM
B €0 paHHHX paboTax, OUYEBUIHO, UIICS MEOHUUECKOU (unocoghuu UTpaja CyIeCTBCHHYIO

I Cwm. tawke: (Fink, 2011, 1959).
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poib B HoHUMaHuu DUHKOM MPOOJIEMaTHIEeCKOTO Croco0a ObITHS aOCOMOTHON CyOh-
exkTuBHOCTH. OO 3TOM roBOpPAT padoune 3amucu DPUHKA [a)e MEPBBIX JET €ro padoThI
accucreHToM y ['yccepiist: Tak, B OJHOW U3 3aMeTOK, PHHK cirelyommM 00pa3oM CTaBUT
BOIIPOC O MPOOIEMAaTHYECKOM cIToco0e OBITHS TPAHCICHACHTAIBHON CyOBEKTUBHOCTH:
«TpaHcLeleHTalIbHBIN [IOTOK MepexuBaHuil toto coelo® ornuyaercs ot buimusi-umupa,
OH He U3 MUpa, [oH|MeoHnueckuit ??7?77—?7?7» (Fink, 2006, 29).

% %k ok

Pukkapno Jlammapu (Riccardo Lazzari) — pommncst B 1953 rogy B Munane.
C 1989 rona npenojaeT B 3HAMEHUTOM KJlaccuueckom Jiunee uMmenu I [Tapunu B Muna-
He. IlepeBonuuk u uznarens TekcToB Kaccupepa n Xaiaerrepa Ha UTAbSIHCKAM S3BIK.
Penakrop uranesHckoro punocodckoro xypHana «Magazzino di Filosofiay, aBrop cra-
Tel u acce. Paboraer B mpoekre nznanus codpanus counnenuii Oiirena OuHKa n3za-
tenbcTBOM Kapn Ans6ep (Dpaitbypr/ MioHxeH).
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