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Copernicus as a Source for the Kantian Transcendental Turn.
On Kant’s Tricentennial (1724), 550 Years After the Birth of 
Copernicus (1473)

Gonzalo Serrano Escallon*

I start from what I call Ptolemaism, that is, the objection according to which Kant 
is more akin to Ptolemy and his geocentrism than to Copernicus – an objection 
common among the proponents of neorealism (Meillassoux, Ferraris, Gabriel). I 
argue that this objection also points to an anthropocentrism, subjectivism, and 
even a speciesism in Kant’s proposal regarding the conditions that make knowl-
edge possible, essentially at the core of his transcendental approach to analyzing 
knowledge. Besides clearing up the fundamental misunderstanding of this inter-
pretation, based on Copernicus’ work and Kant’s own words, I will attempt to 
show the close connection that the philosopher himself saw with the astronomer, 
and how this extended to crucial passages in his Critique of Pure Reason, like the 
Transcendental Deduction, especially in its 1787 reformulation. Finally, in chal-
lenging the anthropocentrist objection, I unveil the meaning of the references to 
human nature and knowledge and how, in the author’s project, these references 
involve the transcendental perspective – this time clarified alongside the observa-
tional strategy of the revolutionary Copernican perspective.
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1.	 Introduction

It is not uncommon to come across assertions about Kant’s subjec-
tivism, often linked to a supposed and unsuccessful analogy with 
Copernicus. In this analogy, Kant is portrayed as more Ptolema-
ic than Copernican, more geocentric than heliocentric, and thus, 
more reactionary than revolutionary. Over the past two decades, 
such statements have become not only frequent but nearly unani-
mous among proponents of the so-called neorealism 1. This move-
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7271), supported by the Research Division at Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Bogotá 
campus. I extend special thanks to Tiziana Laudato for her careful and diligent translation of 
the text into English.
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