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8.7, Paton, The Categorical Imperative (New York :
Harper & Row, Publishersy, Inc., 1967)s p. 227. "On the one
hand we should have the ‘worldlas' it appeats to limited and -
human finite minds; the world which may be described as the
world of appearance or the phenomenal world. Since this world -
is revealed to us only through our sensesy we may also call
it the sénsible world...; but we should have to conceive, as
it were behind it'as its' ground, the ‘world as it really-is in
itself, the world of things as they are in themselves. This
world may be described as the world of things-in-themselves
or agaln as the intelligible or noumenal world',

Ibid.. pe 228. "The sensible world is better called
the phenomenal world, since for Kant 1t is an appearance, not
to sense alone, but to sense and thought and if we are speaking
greek, we should contrast it with the noumenal worlde. But if '
we prefer to speak English, we may contrast the sensible world
with the intelligible world, so far as we can remember that
the sensible world is not merely sensible',
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3Ibig., p. 269. "He holds that the thing-in-itself

which we are bound to conceive'as the reality which is ‘the
ground of appearance,is not an object ‘of our ienses and

‘consequently connot be known' te us',

Immanuel Kant, Cr%tigue of Pure Reason quoted in Norman
Kemp Smith, Immanuel Kant's Critigue of Pure Reason (London :
Macmillan & Co. Ltd., 1970}, p. 86. "It is, therefore, not
merely possible or probable, but indubitably certain, that space
and time, as the necessary conditions of all outer and inner
experience, are merely subjective conditions c¢f all our intui--
tion, and that in relation to these conditiens all objects are
therefore mere appearances, and not given to us as things in
themselves which exist in this manner."
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5Ibld., Pe 71 '"Space does not repreSPnt any proyerty
of thlngs in themselves, nor does it represent them in their
relation to one another. That is to say, space does not
represent any determination that attaches to the objects them-
selves, and which remains even when abstraction has been made
of all the subjective conditions of intuition.,"



87

X
uaavm LR EINA mﬁma u‘lu R T aee
Fngoen vl mm'u g hﬂ mumummiﬂumﬁm rﬂu
ma;mmume 6

qmmsﬂumﬁmumm L'ﬂLB " { mﬂm’lﬂummﬂﬂ mmzm%wmu

b+
»s
1991
[ 72 ] v

. .‘..um;l1:’1%’[2@'\:}*}@:%’3’%&?% " ’lumwmﬂu
aqw‘}ag‘lum 184, ﬂmamuﬁﬁﬁmnmma u‘hmuff
moafe Tl u%hmaefl U109 WialnEm ey
amﬂmﬂfmﬂumﬁ ﬁomuimaiﬁulum“l ni3nyg
Tutau’

'v P ’ 1

fmnimnma Lo inghe muﬂumamr‘lumruﬁmmmmmq A
Lﬁu{w’wuuwLﬂuwmmawm"l,umwmlnuau ‘lutmﬂﬁmngmmma 1 Lﬂﬂ
30 uﬁ';'nha hmrmm;uamwmﬂua?q mnﬂuﬁ’ﬂrﬁ*mé’umanﬂmmmﬂlu
uaz u.m*nmv n'nlt mméfumﬂmmuﬁammmm T % - JOO PR
jiaslnide o “’amudmnmd iifine dhior L afa
| ‘1um'mﬁﬂma Avm Tanmﬂmngmwm%nmtﬁuwo'luu.mﬁuu'lummm

mfl »InuBarzanin mma

6Ibid., p. 87, ["Now a thing /in itself cannot) be known
through mere relations; and we may therefore conclude that
since outer sense gives us nothing but mere relations, this
" sense can contain in its representation only the relation of
an object to the subject, and not the inner properties of the
object in itself."

7Ibid., ps 27. *"...That though we cannot know these
objects as things in themselves, we must yet be in position
at least to think them as things in themselves; otherwise we
should be landed in the absurd conclusion that there can be
appearance without anything that appears." '
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8Ibid., p. 440, '"For since space is a form of that
intuition which we entitle outer, and since without objects in
space there would be no cempirical representation whatsoever,
we can and must regard the cxtended beings in it as real; and
the same is true of time. But this space and this time, and
with them all appearances, are not in themselves thlngs, they
are nothing but representatiecns, and cannot exist outside our
mind. "
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9Ibid., p. 266. "At the same time, if we entitle certain
objects, as appearances, sensible entities (phenomena), then
since we thus distinguish the mode in which we intuit them frem
the nature that belongs to them in themselves, it is implied in
this distinction that we place the latter, considered in their
own nature, although we do nct so intuit them, or that we place
other possible things, which are not objects of our senses but
are thought as objects merely through the understanding, (in
opposition to the former), and that in se doing we entitlec them
intelligible entitles (noumena)."
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1OImma-nuel Kant, Prolegomena quoted in Carl J. Friedrich,
The Philosophy of Kant (N.Y.: Randoem House, Inc., 1049), p. 103.
"The deistic concept (of God) is a very purs, rational cencept,
but it only represents a thing containing all reality without
"being able to determine a single (partial) reality. In order te
do so, an illustration would have te be borrowed from the world
of sense and in that case we would be dealing in every instance
with an object of scnse and not with something completely dif-
ferent, which cannot be an object of sense." ‘
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11Immanuel Kant, Religion within the Limits Of Reason
Alone (Ny¥.: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc., 1960)y 'pe 95,
"The concept of a divine will, determined according to pure
moral laws alone, allows us to think of only one religion
which is purely moral as it did of only one God. But if we
admit statutory laws of such a will and make religion consist -
of our obedience to them, knowledge of such laws is possible
"not through our own reason alone but only through revelation,
which, be it given publicly or to each individual in secret,
would have to be an historical and not a pure rational faith
in order to be propagated among men by tradition or writ."
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1ZIbid., ps 112¢ "While ‘he (the human race) 'was a
child he understodd as a chile’ and managed' tolcombine la
certain amcunt of ‘erudition, “and“even a philosophy ministering
to the church, with the pr0p081tlons which were bestowed on him
without his cooperation : 'but when he becomes a man he puts
. away childish things*. The humiliating distinction between
. laity and clergy disappears, and equality arises from: true free-
_dom, yet without anarchy, because, though each obeys the (non-
statutory) law which he prescribes to himself, he must at the
same time regard this law as the will of a World - Ruler-
revealed to him through reason, a will which by invisible means
unites all under one common government inte one state - a state
previously and inadeguately Tepresented and prepared for by the
visible church." ‘ .
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13bed., pe Ixi. "He is the only holy, the only blessed,
the only wise, because these cenceptions already imply the
absence of limitation. In the erder of these attributes
He is alko the holy lawsgiver (and creator), the good governor
(and preserver) and the just judge, three attributes which
include every thing by which God is the cbject of religion. n



ol

unaﬁaaﬂaaouuevvgntﬁuamuunﬂuaﬁuvLﬂuhqummwﬂﬂa
wxuquiﬂnaﬁﬁﬂnﬁruﬁﬂqlmﬂrwngiﬂvqtamaowrvﬂea
wnse ﬁﬁ'nwmqnnu%ﬂuuqnvv:uﬁssuﬂUﬁemnuvq iy
UﬂniuquQWtﬁuﬁﬁaW§ taqﬂnqqyuv Upngeamn by
pfladmu (unfiqatng vmvan'lumﬁ'a‘lumanu%’mmm
:qqtﬂumuzﬁmaauqaumasq)14 :

v L4 ‘4 ]

uﬂnvﬁnuu PMUnNLE8 L?ﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁ?ﬂ??ﬂ%?‘L?ﬁﬁ?ﬂhﬂiﬂﬂﬂl#ﬂ??ﬁ

’

Wr“ﬁdﬁﬂﬂ Tt ingjuaman §in2

uiuﬂmtnuaauws*uﬁﬁﬁ:aqiwﬁum:av:nﬁriuzﬂuﬂﬂz-
nemnnuﬂumuquuqﬂmtumuanwmﬂgnmﬂﬂeL:ﬁ uLiﬁlmmw
1%L3ﬁ7?nﬂ:~quﬁﬁﬁaqvlfﬂumcﬁaquvﬂaﬁxaq (BT84
‘%1ﬁmaqws~aqﬁ) sty rmssasnneas] 5w il
Lﬁﬁquﬁqu~mtﬂuﬁh yeFag I hnn ﬁﬂim? 3?n%o
uﬂdi’tTﬁﬂ@dnuiunﬁWu@“l%ﬂq?hﬂﬂnkm FEAIELY
I TN PN TE R (unmq £ a1ﬁu1ntﬂauuuﬂﬂq :
ﬁ%wng 184 maaﬁnzﬁuuu) TIPANRLE 3aumqunﬂtuaw

utﬂuﬁevﬁLﬂumanwsmdiuL?ﬂvquaﬂaawrutewur:aua
' 1uuau15

~

1thid., Pp. 08104 82.0/MAniong MirHcles \the demonic are
the most completely irreconcilable with the use of ;our reason,
For as regards theistic miracles, reasen would at least have a
negative criterion for its use, namely that even though something
is represénted as commanded, by God, through 'a direct manifestation
of Him, yet, if 1t 'flatly contradicts mordlity,.it lcannot, despite
all appearances, be of God (for example, were a father ordered
to kill his son, - who is, so far as he knows, perfectly 1nnocent).'

1slbld., ps 130, "This~ddea of a moral Governor of the
world is a "a task presented to obr practieal reascn. It concerns
us not so0 much to know what God is in Himself (His nature) as
what He is fer us as moral beings; although in order to know
the latter we must conceive.and comprehend all the attributes
of the divine nature (for instance, the unchangeableness, omnis-
cience, etc, o0f such a Being) which, in their totality, are
requisite to the carrying out of the divine will in this regard.”
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1GIbJ.d., pe 179. "The concept of a supernatural acces-
sion to our moral, though defficient, capacity and even to our
not wholly purified and certainly weak disposition to perform
our entire duty, is a transcendent concept, andis a bare.idea,
of whose reality nd experience can assure us. Evcn when accepted
as an idea, in nething but a practical context it is very hazar-
dous, and hard to reconcile with reasen, since that which is teo
be accredited to us as morally good conduct must take not through
foreign influence but sclely through the best pessible use of #ur
own powers."
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17Ib1d., ps. 137e | "New the universal true religious
belief conformable to this requirement of practical reason is
belief in God (1) as the ocmnipotent Creater of heaven and earth,
i.e., morally as holy Legislatoer, (2) as Preserver of the human
race, its benevelent Ruler ang moral Guardian, (3) as Adminis-
trator of His own holy laws, i,e., as righteous Judge,"

181b1d., pe 56, "We need, therefore, no empirical example
to make the idea of a person merally well-pleasing to Ged cur
~archetype; this idea,as an archetype is already present in our
reascn,”

v
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19Ih1d., p. 109, "The llVlng faith in the archetype of
humanity well-pleasing to Ged (in the soén of God) is bound up,
in itself, with a moral idea of reascn so far as this serves us
not ecnly as a guide~line but also as_an incentive; hence it
matters not whether I.start with . 4t as.a,raticnal faith, or
with the principle of a geod course of lifes In contrast, the
faith in the self-same archetype in its (phenomena) appearance
(faith in the God -~ Man), as an’empirical (historical), faith,
is%not interchangesble with” the principle-cf rthe) gaod, course of
life (which must be wholly raticnal ), and At would be' quite a
different matter to wish to start with such a faith (which must
base the existence of such a persen on histerical evidence) and
‘to deduce the gorod course of life from it,

To this extent, then, there wculd be a contradictien
between the twe propesitions above. And yet, in the appearance
of the God - Man (on earth), it is not that in him which strikes
the senses and can be known, through experience, but rather the-
archetype, lying in “ur reasen, that we attribute to him (since,
so far as his example can be known, he is found to confornm
therete), which is really the object of saving faith, and such
a faith does not differ frem the principle of a course of life
well-pleasing te God."
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aOIbid., p. Sk. "For God s¢ leved the world, that he
gave his Only bYegotten son, that whoscever believeth in him
should not perisgh, but have everlasting life."
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21Ib1d., pe 133. "But if this voery faith (in a divine
tri-unlt ) were.to be regarded not merely as _a_representation
of a practlcal idea but as a faith which i to describe what
Ged is in Himself, it would 'be a mystery ‘transcending all human
concepts, and hence a mystery of revelation, unsuited to man's
poewers of, comprehensiong in . this accrunty, therefore, we can
declare it to be such, Faith in it, regarded as an extensicn of
the thecretical knowledge of the divine nature, wculd be merely
the acknowledgement of a symb2l of ecclesiastical faith which is
quite incomprehensible to men or which, if they think they can
understand it, would be anthrecpomerphic, and therefeore nothing
whatscever would be accomplished for moral betterment. Only
that which, in a practical centext, can be theroughly understeod
and comprehend, but which, taken theologically (for the deter-
mining of the nature of the object in itself), transcends all
our concepts, is a mystery (in one respect) and can yet (in
ancther) be revealed,"



100

%@Liﬁﬂﬁva:weﬂumqlﬁﬂaﬁmqtaq (1ﬂuﬂﬁ?ﬁutﬁﬁ1u
Asy) ﬂownziauuuuumﬁqn CLEGEREL LY
ﬁnuquﬁqtﬂwuaﬁotﬂkaa@audhwznl:ﬂuwimiﬂuaqﬁb
qwuauﬁigqxnﬂimﬁQﬁ?:nmﬁm EATE L R ETR R
»Muluuﬁ?IUﬁTTuﬂﬂoliﬂ (ﬂqqutmdiuqnuuaw::n;mn
Turaansz19)2

v'vuu

4
ﬂuwoiinmﬁu uudﬂﬁﬂuﬂﬂliﬂQW? Laﬁmf1ﬂﬁqu1uwuau awuﬁ1ﬁ1ﬂ

e v
3ﬂ1hvﬁ?ﬁiﬂuQWﬂ”ﬁﬂﬁuﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂlmﬁuu uﬂtﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂdﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂlﬂﬂ@t#étﬂﬁ

4

ﬁﬂﬁﬁ@?ﬁtﬁ%ivﬁﬁ tuﬂuaﬂﬁnqrutmqnoﬂQQMI1nu7ﬂu§eaaaﬂ1ﬂuﬂﬂuaurﬁuqqﬂ
¢ f | 1

ﬂoﬁ Sety D11 Baiver (Jobd Hol Silber) WHALAANTARULING 1%nﬁﬁ01?
. ' 'v'

ﬁuumuwﬁﬂeﬁﬁﬂuﬁnquﬂuﬁﬂu1ﬁﬂﬂﬂdLuquaxmquuaﬁ

v e

mﬁqtﬁéuwﬁumﬁiqﬁﬂauuaaaLauu AT
ﬁﬁwquunnmuwtﬂuaﬁiuﬂﬁrtﬂuqﬂaatwﬁnﬁﬂ nI-
1WﬁﬂEﬁ?ﬂ?nﬁ1ntﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂUﬁﬁIﬁﬂ uﬂlﬂUQﬂuﬁﬁﬂuﬁ
umaﬂ1§1mtuqua menpumwﬂenq:% i en
aunsdﬁuﬂﬁnﬂQUm wnunwsaY L umannueeali A

®

221414, ,(p. 1182 “THEr € dan, “idgded, DeTthTee kinds of
illusory faith' that involve the possibility of our overstepping
the bounds of our reason the the direction of the supernatural
(which is.not, according to the laws. of reason, an object
either ofitheoretical or practical use). First, the\belief in
knowing through expericence something whose occurrence, as under
objective laws of experience, we ourselves can recognize to be
impossible (the faith in miracles). Second, the illusion of
having to include among our rational concepts, as necessary to
our best moral interests, that of which we ourselves can form,
through reasen, no concept (the faith in mysteries). Third,
the illusion of being able to bringing about, through the use
of merely natural means, an effect which is, for us, a mystery,
namely, the influence of God upon our morality (thé faith in
means of grace)."
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231b1d., P. xxxv. "As to the actual contents of the book,

Kant insists.that_his scle purpose. was to" criticize not Chri-
stianityobut the religicn of reason, whose practical sufficiency-
but speculative inadequacy he ¢laimg to have demonstrated. The
failure of natural religion to explain such problems as the
origin of evil clearly leaves reom for a divine revelation.

So -far from criticizing Christianity adversely, he has shown

his high-estimation of it by declaring thg Bible to be the best
" vehicle for the instruction of theé public in a truly moral
~religion., His sincerity in expressing these opinions, finally,

is vouched for by his age and the consideration that he ‘must
look forward to the possibility of soon rendering on account of
his life to the supreme judge."
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qubld., p. Ixvii, "all perception, he showed in the
Transcendental Analytic, involves the cooperation of the under-
standing and sensuous intuition, and the objective validity of
the categories rests on their being the necessary conditions
of our experience of the physical world. He now distinguishes
reason from the understanding and defines it as the faculty
whereby we conceive the idea of Totality, of the Whole."
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Zslbld., p. 489. "What the proposition therefore asserts
is this : that to know a thing completely, we must know every
possible (predicate), and must determine it thereby, either
affirmatively or negatively. The complete determination is thus
a concept, which, in its totality, can never be exhibited in
concrete, It is based upon an idea, which has its seat solely
in the faculty of reason - the faculty which prescribes to the
understanding the rule of its complete employment,"
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‘ 261mmanuel Kant,-GCritique-0f PureReason-gupted in Norman
Kemp Smith, op. cit.y'pp. 273 = 74, ‘'Understanding and reason
are, indeed; employed in dealing with appearances; but the
question to be answered is whether they have alseo yet another
employment, when the object is not a phenomenon (that is, a
noumenon); and it{is|im|thig Adattersense| that, the object is
taken, when it is thought .as merely intelligible, that is to say,
as being given to the understanding alone, and not to the senses.
The question, therefore, is. whether in addition to the gmpirical
employment” 0f (the) uiiderstanding -0 tol its) employment, even in the
Newtonian ~account 'of ‘the structure of the universe -, that is
likewise poSsible a transcendental employment, which has to do
with the noumenon as an object. This question we have answered
in the megative," ; '

27Ibid., p. 482, "The sensible world contains nething but
appearances, and these are mere representations which are always
sensible conditioned; in this field things in themselves are
never objects to us. It is not therefore surprising that in
dealing with a member of the empirical series, no matter what
member it may be, we are never justified in making a leap out
beyond the context of sensibility."
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aslbids, Ppe oHH0 ~ T4, _MThe objects of experience,
then, are never given in themselves, but cnly in eXperience,
and’ have no existence outside It? 'That there may be inhabi-
tants in the moon, although no pne has ever perceived them,
must certainlyrbe admittede- [This, bowever, oaly means that in
the possible advance of experience wé may encounter them, For
everything is real which stands in.connection with a perception

in accordance with the laws of empirical advance."

29Ibid., p. 483, "The empirical employment of reason,
in reference teo the conditions of existence in the sensible
world, is not affected by the admission of a purely intelligible
being; it proceeds, in accordance with the principle of therough-
going contingency, from empirical conditions to higher conditions
“which are always again empirical,"
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30 Immanuel Kant, Prolegomena guoted in Carl J. driedrich
{edw)y Op. tit.y -ps 101.  "The extension of our-insight into
mathematics and the possibility of new discoveries reaches to
infinity. The same can be said of the discovery: of new qualities
in nature, of new forces and laws through continued experience
and the linking of such experience by reason. At the same time
we cannot fail to acknowledge limits, for mathematics refer only
to phenomena and that which cannot be an object of observation
through the senses, such as the concepts of metaphysics: and morals,
lies wholly outside the sphere of mathematics. (It lies in a
region) to which mathematics can never lead, but then mathematics
does not require these concepts."
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31Immunuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason quoted in Norman
Kemp Smith, op. cit., p. 546, "The understanding is an object
for reason, just as sensibility is for the understanding. It
is the business of reason to render the unity of all possible
empirical acts of the understanding systematic; just as it is
of the understanding to connect the manifold of the appearances
by means of concepts, and to bring it under empirical laws."
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32Immanuel Kant,

(ed.), op, cit., p. 9.
for (the acquisitien of

the basis of ideas, by
object cannot be given
inherent in the_.nature
inherent in the nature
an appearance that may

Prolegomena quoted in Carl J. Fredrich

As the intellect needs the categories
) experience, so reason-contains in itself
which I mean necessary concepts whose
in any experience. These ideas are
of'reason as much as the categories are
of the intellect. 'If these dideas involve
mislead-easily, this appearance is’

unavoidable, atthough we may very well guard ourselves against

being mi%skedpby4te!
- 3d1pia., pe 102:

"Althodghall reason's (concepts and laws

of the intellect are adequate for empirical use, i.e. in the -
world of sense, reason does not find any satisfaction for itself
in such, for it is deprived of all hope of completely solving
some questions which recur an infinitum. Such problems for
reason are the transcendental ideas that aim at this completion.
Reason sees clearly that the world of sense cannot coentain per-
fection and so it can be contained just as little by these con-
cepts which serve simply for understanding the world of sense,

space and time, and by

all the concepts we have mentiosned under

the heading of pure intellectual concepts.”
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34Ibid., pp. 100 « 101. "As long as kriowledgé correspeonds
to reascn, no definite boundaries can be coficeived Tor such
. knowledge., Human reason recognizes limits_but no boundaries in
mathematics) 4an@d fatiral Scienced (Keason recognizes, that, some-
thing exists outside Iltself te which it can never attain; but
it does notrecognize that it can ever be perfected itself in
its _inner progress."

35Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason quoted in Norman
Kemp Smith, op. cit., p. 491. "It is obvious that reason,. in -
achieving its purpecse, that, namely, of representing the
necessary completely determination of things, does not presuppose
the existence of a being that corresponds te this ideal, but
only the idea of such a being; and this only for the purpcese of
deriving from an unconditioned totality of completely determinae.
tion the conditioned totality, that is, the totality of the
limited." « : '
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36Ib:.d., p. 499. "There are only three possible ways of
proving the existence of God by medns of speculative reasodn...

I propose to show that reason is as little able to make
progress on the one path, the empirical, as on the other path,
the transcendental, and that it stretches its wing in vain in
the thus attempting to soar above the world of sense by the mere
power of speculation.”
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) 37Etienne Gilsen,| and" Thomas Ldngan,| Modern Philosephy
Descartes to Kant) (NeY.:; Colotiiad Press (nc., 19630, be 431.
"¥e know only an empirical consciousness, entirely deminated by
the form of time, attaining only to the knowledge of successive
phenomena, and a pure censciousness, which is only a logical
subject, the pure function of transcendental unificatien, net
a thing, therefore nct the cbject of an intuition of a thing-in-
itself. Thus neither the materialist nor the spiritualist
philosophies are right in asserting, respectively, that there
is no soul or that there is a substantial soul, for neither has
a legitimate basis for making such assertions. The soul remains
an idea, of which it is impossible to know whether it exists or
not; in any event, the reason is led to it necessarily, and there
is nothing about it that suggests that it is impossible for it
to exist.! -
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Immanuel KAnt, Prolegomena‘quoteq in Carl J. Friedrich

(ed.} op, cit., p. 101, "But metaphysics carries us through the
dialectical efforts cf pure reason to limits (voundaries) which
are not initiated arbitrarily or rashly, but which the nature of
reason itself impels us (to discover). Since we cannot deal
with transcendental ideas and since transcendental ideas will
never allow themselves to be realized, they serve to show us not-
only the actual.boundaries of the use of pure reason, but also
the way to determine the boundaries,"
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39Immanue1 Kant, Critigue of Pure Reascn quoted in Nerman
Kemp Smith, op. cit., Dp. 558 - 59. VFor nature is properly
the only given object in regard to which reason requires :
regulative principles. “ This nature {6 twofold, either thinking
or corporeal. [To think the latter, S0 far) as régatds its inner
possibility, that is,lto determine the applicationgof the
categories to ity we need no idea, that is, no representation
. which transcgnds. experience, Nor, indeedyn i5 any ideaspossible
in this connectionj since in dealing with corpéreal nature we
are guided s0lely by sensible intuition.. . when, on ‘thel ather
hand, reason is itself regarded as the determining cause, as in
(the sphere of) freedom, that is tc say, in the case of practical
principles, we have to proceed as if we had before us an cbject,
-not of the senses, but ¢f the pure understanding. In this
practical sphere the conditicns are no longer in the series of
appearances; they can be pesited outside the series, and the
series of states can therefore be regarded as if it had an
absolute beginning, through an intelligible cause."
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aoIbid.. P 631. "The ultimate aim to‘which the specula-

ticn of reason in its transcendentil employment is directed con-
cerns three objects : the freedom of the will, the immortality of
the soul, and the existence of God."
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u1Etienne @ilscn, and Thomas Langan, Op. cit., p. 432.
"There are -four sets of ssuch cosmological antinomies, according
to whether the[world ik enuisaged/from 'the point of view of
quantity, of quality,.ofirelation, or of medality.

(1) Thesis The world is limited in space and time.
Antithesis _: The werld has no limitfeither in space or time.

(2) Thesis : “Matter is compesed of simple and indivisible
elementss |
Antithesis : There are nc simple elements, and matter can

be divided te infinity.

(3) Thesis There is in the world a free causality.

s an

Antithesis There is no liberty, rather everything happens
‘ in the world according to necessary lawss
(4) Thesis : The world implies the existence of a necessary

being. \
Antithesis : There is no necessary being whlch is cause of
. the world."
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Immanuel Kant, Crlthue of Judgment quoted in Carl J.

Friedrich (ed. )y op. cit., p. 283,
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Q}Immanuel Kant, Critique 'of Judgment ‘quoted, in Ibid.,
p. 270, ‘' "In generaly. judgment-is 'the faculty for (thinking of
the particéular as ccntained under the general... :

The determining judgment, which 48 subject t®'general
transcendental laws ‘furnished by the intellgcty, merpgly sub-
sumes; the law is prescribed for it a prierl ‘and such a-judgment
has no need to divise a law for its own guidance for sub-rdinating
the particular in nature to the general. There are such mani-
fold forms of nature; there are many modifications of the general
transcendental concepts of nature that are left undetermined by
the laws furnished by pure intellect a priori because these laws
“only concern the general prssibility of nature as an cbject of
the senses... therefore the reflecting judgment, ocbliged to
ascend from the particular in nature to the general, stands in
need of a principle."
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Ibid.y, p. 72« "The cbgject in itself always remains
unknown; s butiwhen the linking of the) images given toour imagina-
tion is.by this intellectual, conecept determined as genérally
valid through the concept that the intellect provides, the object
is determined by this relation and the judgment 1s objective.!

45Ibid., ps 271. "The principle (needed by the reflecting
judgment5 can only be this : since general laws of nature have
their foundation in our intellect which prescribes them to nature,
though only accerding te the general concept of it as nature,
particular empirical laws must be considered in regard to what
is left undetermined in them by these general laws,
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461bid.. p. 282. "The intellect. by the possibility of
its supplying 4 priori laws for mnature, Turnished aproof of the
fact that nature is understood by us onlylas al.phencmenon, and
in s¢ deing points te nature's having a supersensible substratum;
but the intellect leaves this substratum quite undetermined.
Judgment by the a priori principle of its evaluaticn of nature
according tco its pessible particular law preovides this super-
sensible substratum within, as well as witheut, us with determie-
nability through the intellectual faculty. But reasoen gives
determination to the same substratum a prirri by its practical
law. Thus judgment makes possible the transitien from the realm
of the concept of nature te that of the cencept of freedea.’
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%?Immanuel Eant, op,. citl y'p. Ix. ("The moral principle
admits as ‘prssible only the concepticn of an Author of the
world possessed of the highest perfecticn. He must be cmniscient,
in erder to kncw my conduct up to the inmest roet of my mental
state in all pessible cases and into all future time; omniprtent,
in erder to allet te it its fitting consequences; similarly.
He must be omnipresent, eternal, etc. Thus the mcral law, by
means of the conception of the summum bonum as the ~bject of a
pure practical reason, determines the cencept of the First Being
as the Supreme Being,"
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SImmanuel Kant, Critigue of Judgment queted in Carl J.
Friedrich (ed.), op. cit., p. 290. "But the notion that there
is any intrinsic in the real existence of a man who nmerely
lives for emjoeyment, however busy he may be in this respect,
even when in so deing he serves cthers - all like him intent
only on enjeyment - as an excellent means to that cne end, and
dees sC, mereover, because threough sympathy, he shares all their
gratifications -~ this is a view to which reason will never let
- itself be breught round.”
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lﬁgﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ% (Critigue of Pure Practical ﬁeason) M.

s
3

hglmmanuel Kant, Groundwork of the ‘Metapbysic cf Morals
gquoted in H.J. Paton, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals
(N.Y.: Harper & Row,.Publishers, ,(Ing.., 1964),. p..51." ''Reascn
cannet bé satisfied\with the merely contingent and always
seeks for:knowledge of the necessary. But it can grasp the
necessary cnly by finding its condition. Unless the ceondition
is itself necessary reason must still be unsatisfied, so it
must seek the condition of the condition and s¢ on ad infinitum,
Thus it is brund to coenceive the Idea of the totality of con-
ditions a totality which, if it is a totality, cam have no fur-
ther conditirn and s must be unconditionally necessary if there
is to be anythingvnecessary at all. . Such an Idea of the
unconditionally necessary cannct, however, give us knowledge

since it has nc crrrespanding sensible cbject.”
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5OImmanuel Kant, Critigue of Pure Practical Reason auoted
in Carl J. Friedrich (ed.)y '¢p. cit., p. 246. “"To decide
whether somthing is an object of pure practical reason or not,
means discerning the possibility or impossibility of willing
the action by which a certain object would be realized if we
. had the required power about which experience must decide. ...
For it is not the object, but the will that is deter-
‘mining principle of the action. The only objects of practical
reasen are therefore those of good and evil., For by good is
meant and object necessarily desired according te a principle
of reason, by evil an object which is necessarily shunned,
also according to a principle of reason."
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51Immanuel Kant, . 0p. cit., . p. Ivi.  "The mersl law must
be the sole detérmining principle ofla will that 18 to be
judged good; it is even dangerous to allow-cther, metives to
cooperate with the moral law, Man., Kant is never weary of
declaringy, must-do-his duty eut of pure respect for the law
of reasonand never from ipclination, never frem an ulterior
motive such as the anticipation of happiness... Sincey However,
man must exclude the desire for his own happiness from his
" motives, if his will is to be pure, this demand for happiness
is never merely the subjective desire of the individual that
his own inclination be satisfied. Rather, 'reason, in prescribing
the moral law, prescribes, as the final and complete end of all
our actions, the Summum Bonum, i.e., happiness proportioned to
moral worth. The inclusion of happiness as an element in the
Summum Bonum is therefore reascn's demand and the Summum Bonum
is man's raticnal ideal.™ :
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52Immanuel Kant, Critique of Practical Reason gquoted in

Carl J. Friedrich-{eds )3 pe.ccitn 4 ps 247 o MIf jthe .concept
of the good is not, to be derived from an antecgdent practical
law, but on the contrary is te serve as its foundation, this
concept can cnly be the concept of something whose existence
promises pleasure and thus determines the subject (as a cause)
for producting it; that is to.say, it thus determines the

faculty of desire.” .

531bid., ps 252. "This is the proper place to explain
the paradox of method in a critique cof practical reason;
namely, that the concept of geod and evil must not be defined
prior to the moral law of which it seems to be the foundation,

but only after the moral law and by means of it."
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sklbxd., PPe 250 - 251, "Man is a being belonging to
the wcrld of sense whg has wants and in connection with these
his reason has & (task| which) it] cannot)refusey <namely, to
attend to the interest of his senses and te form practical
maxims with a view to the happiness in this life andj if
pessible even that of a futuré (life). «But he is not' so com-
pletely ‘an ‘énimal. that he is indifferent to what réason says
nn its own account, ‘and that helusés reaSon merely as ah
instrument for satisfying his wants as a being of sense... Unce
this arrangement of nature has been made for him, no d-ubt he
needs reason in order to take account of his weal and his woe,
But he also possesses reascn for a higher purpese; namely, to
consider what is good or evil in itself. unly pure reaseon
uninfluenced by a sense interest can judge about this and must
thoroughly distinguish this estimate from the former (judgment
concerning the necessity to fulfill his wants) and make this
judgment the supreme conditicn thereof."

s
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55Ibid., pe 224k. "As stated, this principle is not
limited to _men only, but applies to all finite beings that
prssess xreason and will; indeed, it evenl/includes the Infinite
Being as the supreme intelligence."

sélbld., p. 240. '"Moral law is actually a law of the

causality of free agents, and is therefere (a law) of the
possibility of a supersensible system of nature, just as the
metaphysical law of events in the world of sense is a law of"
causality of the sensible system of nature. Therefore, moral
law determines the law for a causality which speculative
philoscphy was ccmpelled to leave undetermined and only as a
negat%ve concept.” :
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5?Loc. ci#. "Thus for the first time reason can be given
‘an objective, though as yet only a practical, realitys (whereas
before) rédecn always bécCane extravagant when procetding
speculatively with' its ideas. (The prssibility ofsuchia
causality) thus changes the transcendent use cf reastn inte an
immanent use in which, by means cf ideas, reascn is itself an
effecient cause in the field of experience."

58Ibid., p. 254, 'However, acticns on the cne side come
under a law which is not a physical law but a law cof freedom,
and these actions consequently belong tco the conduct of intel-
ligible beings, yet, on the cther side, as events in the werld
of sense, such acticns belong to phenonmena."
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59 Rebept Pagl Wolfs (€d.)y Kantsy Ancellecticn~cf) Critical
Essays (London : Lewe and Brnydone (Printers) Ltd., 1967}, p. 293.
faccording to Kant, the mement s~mecne sets up a Categerical }
Imperative for himself and submits teé it, he is governed by
Reascn., And being governed by.Reason, when Reascon is no longer
the servant of his desires but their master, he impeses certain
limitaticns on himself. He asks himself whether he could wish
sther pecple to act in the way in which he is just prepesing to
act, By doing this he already assumes other men to be possessed
of raticnality, ' of free will, in short, of a will. which can be
determined by the moral law.® - : - '
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601mmanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Ppactical Reason quoted
in Carl J, Friedrich (ed.Jy ©p. cits, p.-259."The rule of
judgment accerding to laws of pure practical reason is this 3
If the action you propese were to take place by a law of the
system of nature of which ycu are a part yourself, ask yocurself
whether you could regard it as a pessible result of your own
will. Everyone does, in fact, decide by this rule as to whether
actions are gooed or evil." '

61H.J. Paton, 0p., citey P 88, Mact only cn that maxim
through which you can at the same time will that it sheuld
become a universal law."
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621mmanuel Kant, Lritique of Pure Practical Reason quoted
in Carl J. Friedrighy feds?, 0ps Cites Pe 211 !"Practical
Principles are propesitions which|/ crntain a general determination
of the will whengseveral practical rules cfme under such a de-
termination., They are subjective or maxims when the conditirn
(determindti 64) is »egarded by, the|subject, as|valid ~nly for
this own will., They are objectivel or practical laws when the
condition i6 recognized as cbjective, that is, as valid for the
will of every rational being." *

. 631bid..'p.'212. "The practical rule is always a prrduct
»f reason because it prescribes acticn as a means to an intended
effect. But in the case of a being whose will is not determined
by reascn, this rule is an imperative. That is, it is a rule
characterized by 'shall' expressing the cbjective obligation of
the action and signifying that if reason completely determined
the will, the action would inevitable take place accerding to
this rule, Imperatives are cbjectively valid and are quite dis-
tinet from maxims which are subjective principles.'™
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6“Robert'Paul Wolff (ed.?), op. cit., pe 296.° "In
accordance with ‘His-new method Kant grounded meral virtue,
which he now calls the groeod will, in its determination by the
categerical imperative, that is in the determinati®n of will
by reasth.’ The possibitity of a will determined by reason, he
deduced from the presupposed pessibitity ©f freedom. ——(n. the
~ther hand, he viewed Human Nature as split in two parts, one
irrational and sensual, and cne raticnal part. Inner werth and
dignity are made conditicnal on the domination and determinaticn
of the irraticnal part by the raticnal. That is ultimately <n
the freedem cof the human will which enables man t~ determine
himself in accordance with the dictates cf his reascn and
regardless of his sensual desires and impulses. In shert, the
dignity of man is made tc depend cn the ability of man t¢ per-
form moral actions and bear moral responsibilities, that is in
the last instances on the freedrm of the will."
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65Jean/- Paul ~ Sartre, Being and Nothingness gquoted in
Ibid., p. 303. "Sin€e Gnd does not exist, man's freedom is
absrlute and he can méver escape it. No.cbjective truth, ne
meral principle, no religicus conviction, no intrinsic value
_exist apart from manhs ch-gsing &g believe ,in them, Thus man
is responsible for the truth he believes in as well as for
previding the proofs in its favour. Man i responsible for his
very experience, since the respective significance and interpre-
tation of Jeltperierce(are determined by the selectirn-he makes.
Man thus Selects bhe'manner of bing he chifcses to become., In
consequence freedrm is not simply an attribute of man, but his -
very essence (la liberty est 1' éteffe de son etre), and any
action, theught, impulse, which denies this freedem is an act
~f bad faith.

+»+ Whatever man chroses to de or to bey he must chrose

in the conscicusness of his absolute liberty and full respensi-
bility... Man is compelled (by the logical necessity of his
mataphysical situation) to ch~rse the freedom of cthers when
he chooses his own., It is factually impcssible far man to pur-
sue his own liberty without pursuing at the same time the liber-
ty of others." '
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66Immanuel Kant, Critigue of Pure Practical Reascn
quoted in Carl®J. Friedrich (ed.), ops cit., p. 224, '"Pure
- reason is practical by itself-alone and gives 'td Han a universal
law which we call the moral law."

67H.J. Patony 2Pe Citsy Do g, ' nThel conicept Of (freedom
is an Idea 0f reaton without ‘which! therelcould be ne moral
judgments, just as the concept of natural necessity (or of cause
and effect) is a category of the understanding without which
there could be no knowledge of nature. Yet the tw2 concepts
are apparently incempatible with each other. Accerding to the
first concept ocur actions must be free; and according to the
second concept our actions (as events in the known world of
nature) must be governed by the laws of cause and effect.
Reascn has tc show that there is no genuine contradicticn between
the two concept or else t~fabanden freedem in favour of natural
necessity, which has at least the advantage of being confirmed
in experience." ‘
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68Immanuel Kant, ‘Critigue cf Pure Practical Reason gucted
in Carl J. Friedrich (ed.), 2p.cit., p. 223. !"For pure reaswu,
which is practical in itself and by itself, is directly legisla-
tive in this case. The will is thought of as independent of
empirical conditisns and therefore it is thought of as pure will
determined by the mere form of the law; this principle of deter-
mination is regarded as the supreme condition »f all maxims."
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| 74 ‘ o | “
f3intaernmin imanalin

’691bid., p.'| 255 | '"These categories ‘of 'freedpm,l for s
we propese te call them in ‘contrast to the thecretic categories
of nature, have an Ccbvious advantage over thecretic categories
inasmuch as these latter are only forms of thought. Thecretic
categeries designate cbjects in an infinite manner by means °f
general ccncept for every prssible thing seen. Categories ©
freedom, on the cintrary, refer to the determination of a free
choice for which we cannct indicate anything seen as exactly
corresponding, for such free choice is based upon a pure, prac-
tical, a pricri law, which is not the case with any concepts
belonging tc the theoretic use of our cognitive faculties,"”
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Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason quoted in Norman Kemp

Smith, op. citsy pe 113,
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721mmanuel Kanty |Critique | ¢f | Practical Resson quoted in
HeJ. Paton, op., cite,.pe 65, MNThus the moral worth of an action
does not depend Ton the result expected from it, and .so too does
not depend on any principle of ‘action thab. needs to borrow its
motive from this expected ‘results For all these results
(agreeable states and even‘the promotion of ‘happiness’ in others)
could have been brought about by other causes as well, and
consequently their production did not require the will of a
rational being, in which, howevexr, the highest and unconditioned
good can alone be founds, Therefore nothing but the idea of the
law in itself, which admittedly is present only in a rational
being - so0 for as it, and not an expected result, is the ground
determining the will « can constitute that pre-eminent good which
we call moral, a good which is already present in the person
acting on this idea and has not to be awaited merely from the
result,."




v | Iy

v e, ’ '] s

P « L  d ‘ .
AMUVUTBEANADNY T 2T AL FAULVS LARUA LMW WATOYAR

o, v
uluaRvmng tnomaadnutedln &

R |
uﬂﬁiqpﬂqﬂiquﬁT?Qﬁgﬁ nemmaaiulunwng
tﬂﬂqgﬂﬁmuuetugustwﬁuuwﬁﬁhuﬁalunﬁ;ns:mﬁTu
ﬁgﬁﬁaﬂqﬁhuTﬁﬁn1ngaﬁhngﬁajnutae NAYIADEEN
AqRtLNANN 1Y aznat niinLtalesnsulnly
1uﬂtuqualﬁgumﬂéqﬂ;tWﬂngﬂnﬂsns:whaanuﬁvﬁn
- ng tgpvwenuedlilaos L routen 9ndgEe. nom C ‘
gt ea™?

”4 z : & v v P '4
ua:?uWﬁquﬂu t:qazlmuﬁﬂaﬂ AN AL TS LATOL YA T3 tHe

‘e o £ . TR : Voo
ﬂﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁ?Nﬁ?iﬁﬁT?MﬂﬂQNQﬁﬁ ﬂ@mt%quaﬂawﬁuzﬁ11uuueaaiﬁnqﬂuuuaﬂ7unn—

v3

sinmNResssy 191

]
‘dgﬂijmgﬁu;ﬁnqﬂ:zﬁﬂ;lﬁuzgﬂcuﬁbgarqnsﬁutan
N0 thomuNa 2 8 TUAT UGN TR nuelnn 7
QQQWuﬁﬁﬁ@qgitaelﬂuﬂﬂfﬁaﬁo}ﬂﬂjmﬂs:qoaéﬁuwa?a
voulu nlagragiiaseapiomsiu usysanedetnen
aenymn A lun s |

v
]
u

?BIbid., pe 80. HEverything in nature works in‘accore
dance with iaws. Only & rational being has the powerwto act in
accordance with his ‘idea of'laws ="that isy in accordance with
principles « and only so has he a will, Since reason is required
in order to derive actions from laws, the will is nothing but
practical reason."

7hImmanuel Kant, Groundwork of the Metashysic of Morals
quoted in HeJ, Paton, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals
(N.Ye: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc,, 1964}, p. 60, 'The sole
aim of the present Groundwork is to seek out and establish the
supreme principle of moralitys This by itself is a business
which by its very purpose constitutes a whole and has to be
separated off from every other enquiry."
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