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1Immanuel Kant, Religion within the Limits of Reason
Alone (N.Y.: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc., 1960}, p. 303.
"For this is at once to assert and to deny the conditions of
time, it is to say not only that what for God is eternity is
for us endless time, but that in an actual experience we have
to traverse that time in order to realise the moral law in
ourselves. But this would involve both that time is, and that
it is net a mere form of our perception,
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2Ibid., p. 304, “And from this arises a necessity for
a God, as a deus ex machina, to realise the combination of
the two terms, virtue and happiness, which are indifferent to
each other, - a comblnatlon whlch, therefore, must be merely
external."
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3H.J. Paton, Kant's Metaphysic of Experience (London :
Geéorge Allen & Unwin Ltd., 1970), II., pp. 276 -~ 77. "It is
theoretically possible that in a universe governed -throughout
by causal law there might be no repetitions. Kant himself
recognises in another connexion that, in spite of the fermal
and universal laws by which nature must be governed, the given
matter might be such that in nature no similarities could be
found, and clearly if we could find no similarities in nature,
we could .equally find no repetitions.
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This is .not. the place to examine Kant's sciution of this
problem, which concerns, not the categories, but jthe Ideas of
Reason. I doubt whéther he faced its implications as regards
causality; but if we follow the general line ef his thought,
we may, I think,~say that it is in,the nature of human, reason
to isolate, o far ‘as it can, relatively separatély chains of
causes and effects, and always to seck a further cause beyond
the proximate cause which has been found. The pessibility of
doing s0 depends on the repetitien of similar causal series in
nature; and this repetition in turn depends, not upon the nature.
of the human mind, but upon the nature of things-in-themselves
or, if we prefer it, on the grace of God. I imagine that in
this case, as in the case of teleology, our reason bids us to
examine nature as if it were the creation of an all-wise spirit
and were adapted to the needs of human understanding."
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hImmanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason quoted in Rebert
Paul Wolff {(ed.), Kant, A Collection of Critical Essays {Loncen :
Lowe and Brydone (Printers) Ltd., 1967), pp. 192 - 93, '"'Being!'
in cbviously not a real predicate; that is, it is not a concept
of something which could be added te the concept of a thing.
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It is merely  the positing ofd thing, or of certain-determina=
tions, as existing in themsslvesS. Logically, it is merely the
copula ofla judgment. The proposition, 'God is omnipotent',
contains .two concepts, each of which hagé its object - God and

" ompipotence. The small word 'is' adds no new predicate, but
.only serves to posit the predicate in its relation to the sub- 7
jeeti If, now, we take the subject (God) with all its predicates
(among which is omnipotence), and say 'Ged is', or 'There is a
God', we attach no new predicate to the concept of God, but only
posit the subject in itself with all its predicates, and indeed
posit it as being an object that stands in relation to my con-
fcept. "
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'5Edward Caird, The Critical Philoscphy of Immanuel Kant
(N.Y.: Kraus Reprint Co., 1968), I, p. 564e VSo far we may
fairly say that Kant keeps God outside of the moral life of man,
or brings him in, only as a Deus ex machina, to .connect the
inward life with the outward. This view coheres with the in-
dividualistic theory according to which each man aé a spiritual
being lives his moral life in isolated self-determination, with-
out any but external relations to other men, and a fortiori
without any but external relations to nature.” .
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6Henry Sidgwick, Lectures on the Philosophy of Kant
(New York : Kraus Reprint Co., 1968), p. 189. 'Let us trace-
the process by which the reasoner, endeavouring te prove the
existence of God by Reason apart from Revelation, finds him-
self, according to Kant, irresistibly driven back upon the !
highly abstract,metaphysical argument which I before explained.
He begins with the argument from designe A man finds a watch
and he infers.a-watchmaker, . he, finds, a.world. exhibiting manifest
marks of ‘a vast and ‘complex (adaptation of means to a definite
end : the mcre he knows of the natures of finite things and the
uniformities of their behaviour, the more difficult it scems
to regard this adaptation as the unpurposed result of natural
laws. He cannot but refer the unmistakably planned result to
designing intelligence : he cannect but infer from the systematic
unity of the plan the unity of the intelligent cause. But,
granting all this, the argument proves, as Kant says, an
Architect, not a Creater of the world : it is the origin of
the form and order in the physical werld that it explains, neot
theorigin of its matter or substance."
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of our knowledge of phenomena is alsc one ‘of the most precise
with which I am acquainted, and is in full accordance with the
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9Ge0rge Sharder, "The Thing-in~Itself in Kantian
PhllOSOphy" guoted in Robert Paul Wolff, op. cit., pes 173.
"There is no contradiction, Kant maintained, in supposing that
cne and the same will is, as an appearance, determined by the
laws of nature and yet, as a thing-in-itself, is free. He never
meant to hold that the self of the theoretical reason and the
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1OIbid., pe 175. MIf cne considers Kant's private views,
it is not difficult te understand the reason for this incrnsi-
stency, In his private views, he was a confirmed realist
throughout the critical period. Apparently he could not resist
the temptation te offer a defence of realism, and employed the
concept nf the thing-in-itself to that end."
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11Ibid., p. 176. ¢ "Ancther serious inconsistency in Kant's .
exposition-concerns the possibilities  of |applying «the categrries
to the things=-in=themselves,  On the cnel hand he suggests the
possibilities of 'thinking' thlngs—ln-themselves through the
) categorles, even though no intuiti~n can be given to furnish the
necessary empirical icontent,  In'ctheér ¢onnedtiens he|htlds that
the categories| arelabsclutely wi thout! meaning when applied beyond
the realm of appearances, Srme ¢f his interpreters have concluded
that in denying the pessibility of applying the categeries to
things-in-themselves, Kant was, for all practical purpeses, P
repudiating the n~tion of the thing-in-itself altcgether. There
would appear to be a sericus dilemma invelved in his positinon at
this point. If the categeries can be applied to things-in-them-
selves, Kant is fundamentally inccnsistent with his critical
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12Ibld., pe 175. "The sericusness ~f Kant's inconsistency
is ea51ly seen when one recognises that, on a critical basis, it
is only appearances which. are cbjects.s In his references tr the

thing-in-itself as a cause »f appearances, Kant reverses himself,

regarding appearances as subjective and the thing-in-itself as

the cbject, Objectivity, in this sense, has none of its critical
meaning. ... Appearances are objects, but not because they exist
independently. Things~in-themselves are intrinsically unknﬂwable:

hence, they are not objects, independent or otherwise." .
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131bid., ps’ 181. "The meaning and validity of the concept
of the thing-in-itself in n» way depends uptn an extension of
the categories beyrng appearances. The thing-in-itself is not
actually the cause ,0f appearances. Hence, nothing is lost if it
is found tc be impessible to apply the categery of causality to
the thing-in-itself. The thing~-in-itself is primarily a limiting
concept. A5 such it has nc positive or determinate meaning."
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1a1bid., p. 188. 'On Kantian grounds certain kndwledge of

things in themselves is impossible, Yet even Kant cruld not

avoid raising such questicns. How can the notien of a phencmenal
self be receonciled with the nction of a free self ? How can a
c-ncept ¢f a mechanically determined werld can be reconciled -with
the concept °f an crganic and teleclegical world. These are
questions which Kant cculd net avedd .. The 1mportant poxnt is -
.that while Kant flatly declared that reality in itself is
theoretical unknowable, he cruld nrt escape trying t~ formulate
meaningful thecretical concepts of it."
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W.H. Walsh, "Categories" quoted in ibid., p. 65.
"What I have tried to sheow is that it is presible to accept
the thesis that there are categ~ries, and even that there must
be categrries, without committing oneself tc Cﬂnsequences
which are repugnant tc all empirically minded perscns.
Certainly the fact that we hrld socme things to be categerial
nensense implies a limitatisn on the range ¢f empirical
pessibilities; it means, as my examples showed, that there
are some p0551bilit1es which we refuse t» entertain,”
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16Henry Sidgwick, op. ¢it., p. 81+ '"He seems to think
that because he _ha6 shown the ‘Understanding te 'be Vessentially
a faculty of Synthesis or Combination, having its rcot in the
transcendental unity of conscicus experience as referred to a
self-conseious subjeet, thereiore its fundamental forms-have
been ¢btained from a common principle, and therefcre systemati-
cally, and therefore ccmpletely. But I cannot see that he has
established any rational relaticon between the unity of a self-
conscious intelligence and the multiplicity of the recognised
logical forms of judgment : he has not shewn - I do not see that
he has even tried to shew -~ that there must be just these f-rms
and no more : the categories are no more systematised by being

_ referred to cne understanding or faculty rf synthesis than beads
are systematised by being strung on cne string.™
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17Ibid., p. 160, "Now atcording ta Kant we seem able to
prove, with'equal drresistibility, ‘ma the" ojié hand that the
world had a beginming in time @and is limited in space, and ~n
the other hand that the world had nc beginning in time and has
no limits in space. But, thcough the conclusisns are thus
symmetrically cppesed, this is snly partially the case with
reasonings : and it will conduce tr clearness to take the
questicn as to time apart frem the questirn as te space. "

18Ibid', p. 161. "Kant's argument for the thesis that
the w~rld has had a beginning in time, keeps clear °f theolegy.
it is, simply, that a series of changes at cnce past and infinite
a completed unending series, - is inc-nceivable. The series
cannot be thought as bnth endless and cver and dene. "
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19Robert Paul Welff, "The Subaect;ve Deduction' Kant's
theory of Mental Activity queted in Rebert Baul Walff (ed 5,
Op. _cit., p. 119,  '"We see,reflected herea c"nfllct which rune
all through the Critique and which Kant never successfully res~lved.
On the cne hand, his ratirnalistgerientatipn and cencern with the
conditions ofikncwledge) inclineg, him | trward an) enphasis-Cm € n-
cepts, judgments, reasecning, and the ¢ther gopscicus priocesses
of cognition, ¢n the ~ther hand, his discovery »f the problem
af conscicusness, and his distinction between appearance and
reality, fcree him te assign the generative prrcesses »f the
mind tc a pre-ccnscicus transcendental limb~, Kant cbscures
this ambiguity t~ a certain extent by attributing the ncon-ctn-
s¢ious functi~ns tr facutlies °f the mind whrse ~peraticns are
customarily crnsidered- consciocus, such as imagination. He alsa
attempts te reseclve the conflict by distinguishing synthesis
itself from the bringing of synthesis tc concepts. This w-n't
dr, hewevery for the concept is simply the rule acerrding to
which the synthesis is perfecrmed, and hence must precede, nrt
follow it
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‘ 20Henry SidgwiCky. ops. Citles pe 169.0 [MALL [that he regards
as established by the critical solution of the antinomy in which
the Speculative Reason is involved by trying to reach ithrough
the seriec;of conditiened causes a cause|that is uncongditioned
and not in turn an effect, is (%) that theClprinciple of Natural
Causality cannot completely satisfy our demand for an adequate
cause of the phenomenal world; and (2) that there is no reason
why free causality whould not be attributed to a 'Thing in
jtself', if we have other grounds for attributing ite Now in
the case of human beings he holds that our moral consciousness
give us practical grounds for attributing to ourselves such
free causality : that our apparent cognition that something in
the eye of reason 'ought to be' necessitates the assumption
that what ought to be can be, and that reason therefore can have
causality in respect to phenomena."
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21H Je Paton, OpPe citey Ty Pe 5% “"For-common sehse
this objective world is composed of thzngs-ln-themselves, that
is, of things which are what they are independently of our sen=
sations and our thoughts, and indeed independently of the con-
stitution of the human mind, When we do not fall into error,
we know things as they really are, and as they still would be,
if there were no minds to know theme A billiard ball is red
and hard and smooth and spherical, All these characteristics
it possesses in itself, and we do not make them or contribute
to them : we merely discover them,"
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22Ibid., ﬁ. 61, "yhat is the relation between things-
in-themselves and appearances ? Kant never juestions the
reality of things~-in-themselves, and never doubts that
appearances are appearances of thingseinethemselves. The
appearance is the thing as it appears to us, or as it is in
relation to us, though it is not the thing as it is in itself.”



170

" U ] v o .t c}“v v v -

wmyfaeda vﬂwu"lmﬁum; anlnl aunannua) uuee
v a

un tngnitlaouals®?

¢ I | ' ' § : v
o4 ] (% - Kd Y -~ LY ¢
Tutdsquniyiiu dyw s nui Feamnugslaul wragrroanim

RTINS
mmaL ﬂum’*‘ annjuduuamuluglutisalzang
el (rqgenamez lglaienqumaung meuys
Ayitaylnajum Laginan At viuiinedamisng
tuifuvi'a neijgmagl ApEuTgsnmImtangy Le feun
yraitis v angan tae 1 uidedasniay Ty o
70913 vﬁmuaamﬂugﬂim anggdvitiaylanu
iy i ihisition T ui ey il

mmﬂuaqﬁtmi%%gmf‘” \

- e r—
o

.23Ibid., pe 65, "The difficulties of the Kantian hypo-
thesis are indeed obvious. - If we caunot apply our human
.categories to things-in-themselves, how can we speak of thingse
in-themselves in the plural 2 Is not nuiuber for Kent bound up
with the category of guantity, and meeningless/ apart from sSpace
and time ? How can we say that our sensations are due to the
influence of things-in-themselves ? Is not !influence! siuply
a word for a special_.case of the category of cause ? Lore
generally, canwe  accepl an admittedly,unknown reality &s an
essential part of any intelligible lexplanation of the worla ?
Above all, canm we bélieve - if this is Kant's doctrine - that
the world as we experience itris due to.the interplay of two
‘unknown~perhaps motparselfs? | It ds diffieult, to,aecept one
wholly unkmown factor, JIt,is almost impossible to accent two,
If they are wholly unknown, how can they be distinguished from
one another 2." : :

athid.g pe. 64, "If the self which is known in inner

sense is only phenomenal, what are we to say of the self which

. knows ? Is the Knowing self a thing-in-itself, although the
known self is only an appearnance ? To this guestion Kant's
answer is obscure; but perhaps we may say, in the light of his
moral philosophy, that the self does belong to the realm of
things~in-themselves, although as a thing-ine~itself it can never
be known by us.® -
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Zslbld., p. 530. "For knowledge (as opposed to thought)
we require (1) intuition and (2) a concept or category, If no
-intuition is given corresponding to our concept, we are left
with only a form of thought which thinks nothing real.

Since human beings have no intellectual, but only
sensuous, intuitions, they can have knowledge only when tae
categories are applied to sensuous intuitions."
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26Robert Paul Wolff, 'The Suvbjective JDeductioni! quoted in
Robert Paul Wolff (&d.), Ops cites, pe 118, "Pirst of all, Kant
does not think that the mind has any choice in the sorts of rules
which it will apply to representations. The categories, which’
are the second-order rules by which the mind forms its empirical
concepts, are beyond a certain point inexplicable, To be sure,
they can be deduced from the general characteristics of tiue -
conscioushess, but we can neither understand why inner sense has
the forg of time, nor choose to synthesize the presented manifold
in another way. All this contrasts with the potter and the
pedestrian who can choose to follow many different rules, or none .
at all for that matter,® °
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27John Re 3ilbery, MThe goperanican Revolutiofi in Ethicss
the Good Reexamined" quoted im ibid., pe 267. "'Practical
principlet. is.a.generic.term referring to the class of all
propositions whichi\contain la/ general determigption of the will,
The will is the power of arational being to act in ‘accord with
its own idea of law rather than in mere coanformity to law, This
idea of law in terms of which the will acts is the principle of
the will, that is, a practical principle.”

28 ‘

Ibides pe 183. "Kant's position was ambivalent,
He insisted upon the autonomy of the practical reason, declaring
that the postulates of morality have no theoretical validity
whatever. At the same time, he provided a ftheoretical foundation
for the metaphysics postulated by the practical reason, main-
taining that the realm of the practical reason is the 'intelli-
gible! or tnoumenalt world. This is a fundamental inconstistency
in his position."
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o~

Edward Caird',' O Cito, II, jor 398m %, .ethe moral life

of man is no isolated self-realisation of each apart froi the
others, any more than his physical life, but that, on thé con-
trary, there is a constant reciprocal influence between the
different members of society. And he could escape from the
necessary inference, only by falling back upon the idea that
the ¢consciousness we have of ourselves as bound to act in
eccordance with an absolute moral law, must be regarded as a
consciousness of ourselves as noumena, and, therefore, as a
consciocusness against which the empirical consciousness of -
ourselves as objects has no weight,"
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30Ibid., pe 604, i"fhe imperfection of Kantl's.view of
the moral life his mainly"in the ‘onesided way-in which-he in-
sists on the idea that the moral law is the law of our own
being : a law which as rational creatures we lay down for our-
selves, and which, as it is our own law, it must be in our power
to obey., For if this be an adequate view of ¥t, the morel life
must be regarded as a life of individual self-determination,
in which neither God nor man can assist us, but in which each
individual has to carry on his separate inward struggle by his
own unaided strength," )
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31George Shrader, "The Thing-in-Itseff din Kantien
Philosoply" quoted<in Robert Paul Wolff (ed.), ops citey pe 182,
"Although he insisted that. the pract1ca1 reason is fully
autononous, he apparently believed it neGessary to provide a
theoretical’ foundaliion for, the postulatcs of moraliby. This
dogmatic and rationalistic’ tendeney in Kant's philosophy makes
it appear that the practical reason serves only to validate a
" theoretical metaphysiecs which was required but not schemathed
by the theoretical reason,"

32paward Caird, ops cite, II, pe 399, MHMorality, in fact,
springs out of the inevitable mediation of the consciousness of
self by the consciousness of our relations to others, and the
consequent necessity of judging ourselves from a social point
of view, whether it be the point of view of the family, or of
the nation, or whatever be the society to which we thus relate
ourselves."
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( 33Loc. cit. "Kant, however, elevating this transitional
divorce of the inner from the outer law into a permanent fact
of human nature, and ignoring the relation of the consciousness
" of self as a moral being to the consciousness of socisl unity,
is obliged to regard the social tie as something extraneous,
and the moral influence of individual upon each other as .sone-
thing indirect, or even.impossible, in consistency with the '
unconditional supremacy of the morcl law."
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3I+I‘r>:.d., pe 400, ‘According to Kent's principle, we
are bound. to.be purely-altruistic, as, regards, happinesss but
purely egoistic as respects goodness; or, in other words, we
arc bound  to sacrifice our happiness to the happiness of others,
except so far as such sacrifice may interfere indirectly with
our moral perfection. Kant, indeed, rather says that we are
bound to seek the happiness of others so far as in consistent
with the moral law. But strictly speaking we cannot understand
this as meaning that we are not to seek their happiness when
such happiness might impair their moral character, but only
that we are not to seek it when it involves an act that might
injure our own moral character. Thus the egoistic motive is
the ultimate one," :
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3SIbid., pe (B01, | "The secret of the possibility of
knowledge, as involving that we go beyond our oO%¥n sensations
to objects, still more the secret of the possibility of moral
life, as involving the continual surrender of immediate desire
to social ends, his in the principle thet a self-conscious
individuality only exists and maintains itself by a continual
' self-abnegation, and so by a continual return to the universal
lifes. In this respect we might say that morality is YAltruism!;
but the word Altruism rather suggests the merging of our life
in.the life of other individuals as such, the giving up of our
own happiness in order to secure on their part a happiness of
exactly the same nature as that which we give up for ourselves,"
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3SIbid., pe 402, "But the true moral self-surrender
is not simply the surrender of one self to another, but of
all to the universal principle which, working in society,
gives back to each his own individual life transformed into
an organ of itself."
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37Ibid., p. 404, “In truth, Kant admits (what is obvious
on his principles) that all duties are duties to ourselves,
when he argues that, if there are no’ duties to ourselves, there
can be no duties to others, since the law, in virtue of which
we are bound to such duties, is derived from our own practical
reason. The converse of this, that all duties to ourserves are
duties to others he is hindered from admitting by the zreat
defect of his theory, the divorce of the universal or raticnal

from the social nature of men."
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3gJulius:Ebbinghangs, #Deutung und Missdeutung des kate~
gorischen ImperativessMsStudium Genenale. (1 Jahrgang 1948),
Heft 7 translated by HeJ» Paton, Winterpretationand Misin-
terpretation of the Categorical Imperative' quoted in Robert
paul Wolff (ed.)y Opsi Citey pe 223, VThe series of fallacies
into which Kant's critics fall again and again ceuld dtavér:
have beén | coustricted ‘but for a failure to obEerve shat] in a
deécisive passage in the Goundwork of the Metaphysicsl oL o
Morals Kant has given the categorical imperative this form - Act
only on that maxim through which you can at the same tiuwe will
that it should become a universal lawe ese

«es you must be able to will the .character of law
tthrough' the maxim; that is to say, the reason for the pos-
sibility of willing the maxim as a law must be. found in the
mexim itself-not in any external circumstances of the agent
which are in no way determined by the maxin."
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39Ibid., Pe 2264, "The decisive consideration here is
obviously that .the will is.viewed .in & situation where the
object of its velition can itgelf bela yolitiom, I do will
my own happiness - thére is no further problem in that, I
can, secondly, will the happiness of others. But, in the third
place, ip~wilding-my cown happinessyq I @lso will on the principle
that others should 'will my happinesse Now if on my/side I do
not will the happiness of others, I cannot (withcut willing
contrary to my own volition) will that my maxim should be acted
on by others, and consequently I cannoct will that it should
be a lew, Hence if the categorical imperative is valid, there
follows from it as a ‘definite commend of duty fthat I wust
include within my end of happiness the happiness of otllers.s.
I cannot hope that this discussion will be enough to show in
a new light the world - wide practice of telking as if philo-
sophy were not in a position to tell men-quite precisely vhat
they ought to do and ought not to do.m
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4OJ. Kemp, "Kantls Examples of the Categorical Imperative!
quoted in ibid., pe 248, "It is clear from Kant's own argunents
that the impossibility of willing certainstypes of maxiim to be
universal laws of naturé ibdue to, ‘or at’ least comnécted| with,
the fact that it would' be' irrational’ (not impossidle) to.set
oneself to act accordingly. It is impossible for a man to will
a universal law of nature that all men let their talents rust
because 'as a rational being be necessarily wills that all his
powers should be developed, since they serve him, and are given
him, for all sorts of possible end! - i,e. it is irrational to
set oneself to produce such a state of affairs, because it is
inconsistent with purposes which one necessarily has ... The
essential point is that irrational willing, in this sense of the
word, is.for Kant a contradiction in terms; whereas settings
oneself to act irrationally is always possiblé for human beings,
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I“Ibid., pe 249, "Kant's explanation of the wrongness
of suicide rests on a teleological assumption about the
function ofsythe instinet of self-loves A system ¢f nature
(eine Natur) in which everyone who felt tired of-life“was
led by self-love to kill himself 'would contradict itself and
consequently could not subsist as a system of naturet! because
" the function of self-love is to stimulate the furtherance
of life, Now this argument is obviously open to criticism in
various ways; one might, for instance, object to basing any
duty on a belief about the purposiveness of nature or, less
sweepingly, one might say that Kant has failed to distinguish
the instinct of self-preservation (a blind tendency to preserve
onet's life at all costs) from the principle of self-love (a
calculated desire for pleasure and aversion from pain)."
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’ haIbid., ps 257, "Kant [is notgsaying that if is ifge
possible for self-love to lead everybody to commit suicide,
still less that it is_impossible for it to lead all those who
are wearypof life tovdo so0% what he 1is implying is)that such
a state of affairs could net 'form part offalsystem of rature
which also contained the law that the purpose of self~love
is to promote the furtherance of life. For a system of nature
is ex hypothese rationally ordered, and it wonld be irrational
if one and the same principle or instinct could lead fo
diametrically opposed types of behaviour. (One might, of course,
conceive of a system of nature which included beings in whom
some sort of death-wish was the guiding force, though they
would obviously not form part of this system for longj but
nature is not, in Kant's view, like that)."
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hBEdward Caird, ops cit., II, Pe.393s M"If we rigidly hold
to the conception of morality as the pure self-determination
of reason, either we must suppose that passion is to be alto-
gether excluded by rcason, or we must suppose that the opposiw
tion of reason and pAssion is merely a relative opposition, and
that there is some point of view imywhich reason overreaches
"it; i.e.y some point of view from which passion can be seen to
be itself implicitly rational and capable of becoming s0 expli-
citlya" ‘
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thulius'Ebbinghaus, "The Categorical Imperativei quoted
in Robert Paul Wolff (ede),-OPps Citey Do 227, . "So far-as 1
am concernéd, I do not think it 'the function of philosophy to
engage diregtly in man's battle for the rule of law. K1Y that
philosophy can do is to bring the struggle of opinions to a
theoretical agreement on rational grounds. Even so, the service
it renders to mankind is beyond price; for there can be no
assurance of a possible peace among men so long as the division
of opinion on ultimate matters cannot be settled. Such a set-
tlement is possible only if those who come to these affairs
with reasons can have their reasons heard. The task I had set
myself was to make it plain that as regards the reasons Kant
puts forward in his doctrine of duty he has not been adequately
heard and has not been understood at all.'
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uﬁEdward Caird, ops. cits, IT, p« 428, ™... pleasant
colours or tones furnish merely the matter brought under the
from of beauty, which may be part of the charm or attracti- ,
veness (Reiz) of objects, but strictly speaking, has nothing
to do with their beauty. Again the power of objects to wmove us
(Ruhrung) if oftem confused with beauty. But emotion, as a
pleasure produced by a 'momentary check upon the forces of lifa
succeeded by a more powerful ocutflow of themt!, is something
quite distinct from beauty; though it is, as we shall ueo,
closely connected with the sublime,.?,
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k6Ibid,. pJ U584y ML andimal Géhsation seems to be
immediately connected with the feeling of pleasure and pain,
as the feeling ‘of harmony or disharmony bLetween itself and the
particular sensation; wherefore in the animal there W& almost
on division between the |theoretical and’the practical 'con-
sciousness, But the consciousnéss of beauty is more then the
simple sensation, as the feeling of aesthetic delight is wore
than the simple feeling of pleasure.”

Q?Ibid., pe 464, "The reason, them, why Kant declares
that there is a form of adaptation in the beautiful object is,
that it does not present itself to us as an external combination
of otherwise unrelated parts, but as a unity of parts in which
‘'one Idea is manifested; and this again is subjectively explained
as due to the harmony of our mind with itseilf in contemplating
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Robért L. Zimmerman, "Kant : The Aesthetic Judguent!
_.quoted in Robert Paul Wolff (ed.), op. cite, p» 385. "It is essen-
tial to bear in mind the metaphysical 810n1f1cance of zesthetic
experiernce in order to make sense out of the so-called 'four
moments' of the aesthetic judgment. That is, it'is necessary

to bear in mind that aesthetic experience, i.e. the experience

of natural beauty, is experience of the noumenal worléd as it
filters through the phenomenal world, ond that in order to secure
the experience of natural beauty, the human mind must act
passively in receiving its contents and not actively in or-
ganizing them," '
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491bid., pe 386, "The fiprst deduction which Kant makes
is that in aesthetic experience we are not'concerned with an
object butywith the, representation of an object-in the subject's
minde It is the object' as a perceived entity ‘that produces
the fecling of beauty. For example, when one perceives & sunset,
aesthetic interest. is awakened by the visual impression made
upon the mind ... Thus Kant says, 'the judgment of taste is not
a judgment of cognition, and is consequently not logical but
aesthetical, by which we understand, that whose determining
ground can be no other than subjectivet, The aesthetic JFudgment
concerns the subjective effect of the object on consciousness,
i.e« whether or not it results in an undesigned harmony -of the
imagination and the understanding,%
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50Edward Caird, op. cite, II, pe 45, "What Kant means
by the subjectivity of the Beautiful, or of the purpose mani-
- fested in it, may be better seen if we consider from-what
point of view the Beautiful is a fiction and an illusion, and
from what point of view it is truth,w
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51Immanuel Kant, Critigue of. Judgment. quoted in 1)1d.,

ps 450, ‘“Now I say the Beautiful is the symbol of the worally
Good, and that it_is ‘only in 'this reference ... that it pgives

us a pleasure with which we call_upon every one to sympathize;
awakening in us,the .consciousness of sonething which lifts us
above the mere feeling\of pleasure received. through sense, and
making estimate the dignity of others as consisting in their
capacity for a similar satisfaction ... Hence, both on account
of this iuner possibility in the subject, and of the external
possibility of a nature that agrees with it, it must be referred
to something within the subject as well as without him something
which is neither nature nor freedom, but which yet is counected
with the supersensible ground of the latter., In this Super-
sensible ground, therefore, the theoretical faculty is bound
together with the practical, in a way that it is not possible
for us to comprehend, though it is experienced by all of us,"
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52Ibid.. pe k75, "In truth, the love of beauty in nature
is only more closely associated With moralcogoodness imgso far
as such beaduty appealsless~to hufianlpassiony and/ the joy|in is,
therefore, neceassarily'a pure delight in beauty for itsclf,
The moral dangers of the love of beauty which is satisfied in
Art, lie mainly, in the fact that the beautiful is essentially
sensuous, but also to some extent in that very disinterestedness,
which makes it shrink from that>which is directly moral.h

53Ibid.,-p. 426+ "If we compare the moral with the
sesthetic judgment, we find that, in both cases, a feeling of
pleasure is the result, and that, in both cases, that feeling
" is determined by a priori grounds."
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51}Ibid., pe 449.0 MThe referenge of beauty to the Idea
of the supersemsilbilé (may preparelus<forn the conclusion that it
is the symbol of moral Idema., To understand this we have to
distinguish symbol from schema, A schema is the 'adequate ex-
hibition or sensible envisagemént of a cenception, which,
therefore, | ¢an ‘only be ‘al conception of the ‘understandifigs On
the other hand, am Idea offréason is not capable of ‘being
adequately schematised. Hence, we are driven to symbolise it,
i.es to bring under it a perception or image which is not
adequate to it, but the relation of which to the cohception
under which it falls can be analogically used to give reality
to the Idead." ,

JRobert Paul Wolff{edsidppecits,* pe396, "Aesthetia
experience is not geared to aventuate in action, but to produce
states of feeling. That & beautiful object does produce
action is not excluded but that its purpose is to produce such:
action. is excluded, Every moral judgment is in some sense
propagandistiosevery aesthetic judgment is neutral."
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<561mmanuel Kant, Critigiue 0f Judgment quoted in Edward
Caird, op, citej II, ps %30. "To reach this ideal of beauty,
we must first ascertain the normal idea of man by anjempirical
process of fMaginationg in which tho) forms (0f many menpare
combined, 'and thesaverage result.selecteds | Then, having got
this normdl idea, we must so mould and modify it, as to uake
it the expression of the highest in man, i.e. his moral nature.
tThe visible expression of moral idems which rule man inwardly,
can indeed only be got from experience; but to connect it in
the Idea of the highest desigh with everything that our reason
recognizes as morally good, with benevolence, purity, strength,
and peace, and to make all this, as it were, visible in bodily
manifestation, requires a union of the pure Ideas of reason with
the greatest forece of imagination, even in him who would discern,
still more in him who would express it, in artistic forue" :
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1hL4
5'&bid., pe 467, UVThe perfection of a object may 1lie
either, 88 in the case of a house, in its relation to an
external purpose, or, as with organic beings and men, in its
relation to an ideal determined by its own inner nature; but,
in either case, the thought of such perfection, whenever it
comes into view, becomes paramount over the consciousness of
beauty; so that we cannot well regard the object as beautiful
unless it fulfills.its end, though it may fulfil its cnd withe-
out being beautiful .,. it is scarcely possible to call a man
beautiful by reason of his appearance, without thinking
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whéther that appearance exprésses his agreement with the higher
ends of his life. -But, just for that reascn, we speak of an
jdeal of beauty in reference to manj for the conception of ‘
man, as & being who proposes ends to himself and who ultimately
refers all particulap ends to an end determined by his own
reason, gives a point of attachment tc the peérception c¢f beaunty
of form, and brings the disinterestedness characteristic of

the aesthetic judgment,“into subordidation to the highest of
all interests."

58Robert L. Zimmerman, “"Kant ; The Aesthetic Judgement?
quoted in Robert Paul Wolff, op. cite, Pps 391 = 924 lihen one
predicatés the beauty ©f ‘@niobjecty one is|fot asserting that |
the object falls Under thé comceptual determinatiom of the
understanding; one is asserting that There is an immediate-
felt unique aesthetic satisfaction which accompanies the pure
experience of the object., This it Kant's fourth deduction
and follows from (1) the fact that all experience of beauty
pre-suppose aesthetic emotion and (2) the fact that beauty
consists not in any conceptual determination, but in the ap-
pearance of the aesthetic emotion, TFurthermore, when one
predicates beauty of an object, one is asserting that every
human subject would experience an immediately felt aesthetic
astisfaction if they experienced the object freely."
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591bid., pe 393+ "The feeling such judgments rest upon
is the result of a process whose existence is independent of
a personal disposition. That my imagination is the accord
with my understanding does not mean that the accord is limited
to me, since we all have minds that are equivalent. The
Kantian mind is a universal mind, a transcendental unity of
apperceptiop which is mine or yours not becausé it is a different
sjpdividual mind, but because of the different experiences ghich

mine undergoes and yours undergoes.”
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601bid., ps 403, | "The issue is between reason and feeling
and since Kant must side here with feeling, he obviously cannot
strictly speaking allow'reason a role either as an idea in the
art-work or as a conscious determination in art-appeeciations
Nonetheless, insofar as reason is not given an independent
-function but is tied bo feeling, it czu still add .somewhat to
aesthetic experience." ,

61Ibid., p. 405, M"Instances of natural beauty are such
eXpressions of Nature which show traces and give indications
that our postulated idea of a spiritual and rational substratum
has a counterpart in Nature.® .
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Immannel Kant, Critigue of Jbdgment quoted in fdward
caird, opsicite, II, pe 442, "Fine art is an appeal to the
sense of beauty; and, as that sense can only be appealed to by
an adaptation which is without definite desigh, so in the
products of art all the traces of conscious design must Dbe
removed «s. Further, as no rules can be laid down to determine
what is beautiful, so no rules can be laid down to produce it.
Hence we call the faculty for art genius, as a gift of which
nature is the source. Genius produces works which are exemplary,
and from which rules may be abstracted, but those rules will
never enable any one to produce new eXomplayy works,'
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631b1d., pe 448, "For, 'as the Beautiful is not to be
determined as such by conceptions, but only by a consciousness
of the imagination being attuned to one accord with the faculty
of conceptions, so it is not rules ~nd prescriptions, but only
the veery nature of the subject, ie.ce the.supersensible sub~
stratum of all his faculties (to which it is the last end of
our being to bring all our faculties into accord) - that can
serve in fine art as the subjective standard of that uncon.
ditioned aesthetic adaptation, which can justly claim to be
the object’ of necessary approval to every one.!"
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Ibid., pe. 466, ®Art and scierice, .imaginations and
reason, may-thusg be contrasted as subjective and objective =
though in so far as“geience always exists for us in a more or
less abstract form, the poetic gonsciousness of the whple as
present in.the, part, must- be- regarded rcisy an anticipative; grasp
of a truthiwhich is' beyond ordinary knowledge, and of vhich
philosophy ds a continual but never completed verificationee"

65Robert L. Zimmerman, "Kant ; The hAesthetic Judgment®

" quoted in Robert Paul Wolff (ed.), ops cite, pe 4034 ‘Dependent
beauty is beauty insofar as the intellectual content does not
destroy the formal structure of the presentation., When it
arrests the attention, it outdoes itself and works against
aesthetic satisfaction ,.. The point is that intellectual
contents force the class of man-made artifacts out of the class
of pure beautiful thingsy but this is not to say that those
man-nade artifacts cannot exhibit beauty."
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. 66Edward Caird, .op.icites.IIy P L7k, "For,cin a beauti-
ful object in nature we find a trace or indication that nature
is not merely external and indifferent to“the ends ofiéur spirits, .
but that it is itself 'an objective realisation of ideomt, i.e.
of that sense unity of self-conscioushess‘with'itsell’ which )
otherwise expresses itself in the moral law, Such an inferest
cannét accompany the Beautiful in Art; for the work of art is
not a found, but an arbitrarily produced harmony of the object
with the spirit of man. To this it may fairly be answered that -
if, as Kant himself contends, it is reason, working as nature in
man, that produces the objects of fine art, it should interest
reason at least as much to find a seinsuous expression of itself
in the natural world as remoulded by the spirit; as to .find it
in mere nature,Y
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6?Immanuel Kant, Critique of Judgment quoted in ibid.,
ps 451, "The propaedeutic to fine art lies, not in rales, but
in a culture ‘of thé mind which is {06 be got ‘from tho&s Kinds
of knowledge commonly ‘called thumalriora : on the.ground that
humanity lies, on the one hand, in the general feeling of
sympathy, and, on the other, in the faculty of communicating
our inmost thoughts and feeling ... Hardly will it be possible
for any later age to dispense with the types of excellence in
art and literature which were then produced : for a later age
must stand less close to nature, and without permanent potterns
to copy, it would be apt to love the very idea of that happy
union of the selfrestraint of culture with the force aad truth
of free nature, which were then found in one the same people.
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