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1Immanuel Kant, Critigque of Pure Reason gueted in HNorman
Kemp Smith, Immanuel hant's Critigue of Pure Reason (London :
Macmillan & Co. Ltd., 19?0), De 23¢ (In-dealiBg withs those
concepts  and principles)which we a@opt) a pricrd, all) that we
can do i& to contrive that they be used for viewing objects
from two different points of view - on the one hand, in connec-
tion with experience, as objects of the senses and of the under-
standing, and on the other hand, for the isolated reason that
. can strives to transcend all limits of experience, as objects
which are thought merely. If, when things are viewed from this
twofold standpoint, we find that there is agreement with the
principle of pure reason, but that when we regard them only from
a single point of view reason in involved in unavoidable self-
conflict, the experiment decides in favour of the correctness
of this distincfion.”
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2Ibid., ps 24 « 25.  “But when all progress inthe field
of the supersénsible‘has thus been denied ta &peculativé reason,
it is still open to“us to enquire whethery in' the practical .
knowledge of reason, data may not be found sufficient to determine
reasont's Transcendent concept of the unconditioned, and so %o :
enable us, in accordance with the wish of metaphysics, and by
means of knowledge that is possible a priori, though only irom a
practical point of view, to pass beyond the limits of all possible
experience. Speculative reason has thus at least made room for
such an extension; and if it must at the same time leave it empty,
yet none the less we are at liberty, indeed we are sumioned,
to take occupation of it, if we can, by practical data of recason.!
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3Ibid., ps 26, MAt least this is so, immediately we are
convinced that there is an absolutely necessary practigal
employment of pure reason, the moral in which it inevitobly goes

beyond the.limits of sensibpility."
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quid., pe 475. "Pure reason, =& a faculty, intelligible
faculty, is not subject to the form of time, nor consequently
to the conditions of succession in times The causality of
reason in its intelligible character does not, in’producing an
effect, arise or begin to be at a certain time, For in that
case it would itself be subject to the natural law of appearances,
in accordance with which causal series are determined in time;
and its causality would then be nature, not freedom.!
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5I‘oid., Pe 633.. "All practical concepts relate to objects
of satisTaction or dissatisfaction, that is, of pleasure and
pain, and therefore, at least indirectly, to the objects of our
feelings. But as feeling is not a faculty whereby we represent
things, but lies outside our whole faculty of knowledge, the
elements of our judgments so far as they relate to pleasure or
pain, that is, the elements of practical judgments do not belong
to transcendental philosophy, which is exclusively concerned with
pure a priori modes of knowledge," : ‘
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6Ibid., pa27¢ | "'That lspace and time are only foruws of
sensible intuition, and so only conditions of the existence of .
things as appearances; that, moreover, we have no concepts of
understanding, and consequently no eleuents for the knowledge
of things, save in so far as intuition can be given ccrresponding
to these concepts; and that we can therefore have nc knowledge .
of any object as things in itself, but only in so far as it is
an object of sensible intuition, that is, and appearance - all
this is proved in the analytical part of the critique. Thus
it does indeed follow that all possinle speculative knowledge
of reason is limited to mere objects of aexperience,"
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7Ibid., ps 61, "By way of introduction or anticipation
we need only say that there are two stems of human knowledge,
namely, sensibility and understanding, which perhaps spring
from a common, but to us unknown, root, Through the former,
objects are given to us; through the latter, they are *::ought.
Now in so far as sensibility may be found to contain & priori
representations constituting the condition under which objects
.are given to us, it will belong to transcendental philosophy.,
And since the conditions under which alone the objects of human
knowledge are given must precede those under which they are
thought,ese"
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8Immanuel Kant, Religion within The lLimits of Reason
 Alone (N,Yi: Harper & ROwy PublishersysInc., 1960), p. xii.
"Speculative reason,| he insists again dnd againg cannot prove
anything regarding man's démmortality, transcendental freedom,

an intelligible world, or an unconditioned Being., It can merely
point out that nothing in the empirical world, as we Know it,
contradicts! thasel notions, and) that 'théy aréd /theréfote plausible
possibilities.’ Thus once again limits havie been settolspecula=-
tive reason, and the pretensions of both positive and negative
dogmatism have been disclosed. Specutative reason can never
afford us knowledge of the nature of ultimete reality; but for
identical reasons, materialism, -tcc, can never prove its case.™

-

9Ibid., p. Iii. '"Each specific moral decision, however,
calls for the active use of reason. Here reason becomes
fpractical'. Whereas 'speculative' reason aims solely at knewledge
for its own sake,'practical'’ reason competes with the inclina-
tions in determining man's will and guiding his ccnduct.'
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100451 J. Friedrich (ed.), The Philosophy of Kant (N.Y.:
Random House, Inc, 1949), p. 98. '"Pure reason does not have
particular objects in view which lie outside the field of
experience, but has in view objects denoted by its itdeas. Pure
réason requires completeness in the use of the intellect in
dealing with experiences "




63

uﬁumanaaqnquwﬁﬂwnauwLﬂutmquaﬂqﬁﬂgﬁﬁ Bl Ramoauduad ugau Sy
» ¢ ]

TEIATUNBL IUIN ﬂﬂﬁ&i?ﬂﬂﬂu ﬂ!ﬂu%ﬁ?ﬂlﬂﬁﬁ lﬁquﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁU”%ﬂQﬂﬁuwﬁﬂﬁlﬂ

lwuqﬁﬂeﬁrznq:lnquu ﬂalﬂuluquanﬁﬂmqngua:1mquanQﬂﬂaﬁﬁ

1, lﬁﬂﬂﬁlﬂuﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂlﬂu M nﬂsqg

. v 4 -~ ' -~
Wuuuﬁﬂﬁqnﬁwlgqﬂfﬁmﬁwtﬁuannnﬂ1ﬂﬂmaaLuQUﬂ 17121700 1 fBanL

v v t 1

1ntﬂuuu1n1qq 92 uuqaq lﬁqmﬁlﬂuuﬁ?ﬁéﬁ?ﬂlﬂﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂ??ﬁlﬁq

Uﬁtﬂuuﬂfﬂd AN EAININI l?ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬁqﬂﬂﬁﬁnjﬁu'lMHU£ﬂﬁW1"l?ﬂ lﬁﬁﬂﬁ

(] ] v

L
ﬂUﬂﬁlUﬂaQ%GMﬂﬂURUﬁﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ Wae 0 Eang1INN 1uqnatﬂuaqwnnﬁfﬁe f

v v

4
nnﬁﬂﬂaquaﬂ lmquaulﬁtﬂuﬁournluanraqa ﬁqaqzﬁuuﬁlﬂ:urﬂﬂ~1r1ﬂuuarqq
V

WuTan ﬂ@nnlnquq 2 wind @-uﬁlﬂﬂ;sﬂqmaqnaﬁaguawnmquﬂﬂe‘nqualuw

4
qn iﬂﬂtﬂWﬂ”ﬂUﬂﬁﬁq ﬂﬁuerqngluQﬁu1ﬂauﬂﬂoﬁwuw

v ¥

ALTEE 704 Tuofiyd (Protisus, 204~ 270) tmqua‘uﬁquuﬁrqq

I » ¥ v v

ua-aamnnﬁrwq umnutﬂuﬂﬁtﬁanuaquuavﬁomnnﬁ:qe1ﬂqﬂ1ﬁﬂu patram 114

4"
AITIN 34 2B uunﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂﬂl%ﬂ%ﬂ?ﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁuﬂ uﬂﬂU’?ﬁ l%qmﬂtﬂuﬁﬁiﬂﬂ‘

v v v [} i

R tWWUﬁ?ﬁqan Lo MRz TaenTANEAEUY TN

. uqumw¢vﬂaﬂw~wsaloﬁqﬂnnwtﬂuaggqmﬂuﬁfvnan
1ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ? J@quQﬂqNﬂnqwua'mHyulnﬁquqfnmae1uu e
W?‘ﬁQﬁlﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ'uﬂﬂf‘uuW?“ﬂéﬂnw?qﬁﬁuﬂ0W1 A
tﬂqlmuguﬁda\nntuuiﬂTna@wrvunnuuenq:wtaﬁ?ﬁq
SUPWRAIIT NG 7 TeARTZgN LATASRsUU AULRAY
uumﬂgtﬁaangm*naqugﬁ&wy 1aqm?ﬂnq9-uuanﬁitﬂu
WT 2 L VAONT 2UAT 1g LU nﬂQQUUﬁ}ﬁﬂﬂUﬂqﬁlﬂ
ﬂﬂ?ﬂ?ﬁiﬂ@%l%ﬁ1 MUBINT BYINT2 2aand thlule
naqmqggnqwaunqﬁ?wﬂQW?vQQﬁ sauweﬁnﬁ1~ﬂ1ﬁutﬂu
w2 1Mty ﬂﬁfﬂﬂgmﬂﬂuUTrﬂqarswﬁawa~ﬂ4ﬂ



N

El

18 :qQﬁuluﬂrﬂﬁﬁ:qqian ﬂquu ‘wwwenaﬂU?alu
nﬂawwvunnvlm (w1 2 209

¢ v

uu1ﬁ01Uﬂﬂwqaﬂtamﬁﬂﬁuwﬂqnﬁqa 09 IRRT Z tvqmratﬂu?§gqmwﬂ
4 4
ygn ﬁavvﬂaqeﬂnﬂuweuuqnaa m:q1ﬂu1mmﬁmw61ﬂtéﬁ?ﬁ@tﬂqﬁﬁﬂﬂluwsvuuﬁ

X
uﬁ‘1UﬂQ?ﬂﬂﬂI l?ﬂlﬂﬂlﬂﬂ&@ gﬁﬂﬂ?’ﬂﬂﬂﬂ?Gﬁ?ﬁ@ﬁl?ﬂﬁuuﬁﬂﬁﬂulﬂulﬂuazt

tv

nwuqﬂna:anﬂathqua Quuquaqvnaﬁelﬂﬁﬁ tﬁnualﬂuuﬂqu

1qu4ﬂ1qnuﬂ1u uUQﬂﬁﬁuﬂﬂlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬂ Nﬂ@l“ﬂl“ﬂﬂﬂtﬂﬂ%dﬂﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ
'
19U WﬂU"ﬂﬂGWﬁﬂ?ﬁTﬁﬁﬂ ﬁﬁlﬁﬂWﬁﬂ?ﬂQﬁﬂHﬁﬂQ%ﬂlﬂﬂ lﬁuﬁﬁ UNQIﬁuUﬁTﬁQ%ﬂ

v d
r?mmolwquanau ﬂdﬂ fr, %ﬂfuﬁ (Dr. Chandradhar Sharma) Ulﬁﬂ?%ﬁmﬂﬂi

wquﬂrﬁmq%ulﬂuuavqwﬁﬂsﬁmﬂ {adadata2a

ﬁw1wnr1qn0ﬂn:u113qmqa8?rqnﬂﬂﬁﬁqmaa ﬁd ﬂ
un fu uq 1w Wzt At tﬁﬂinuanrnﬁﬁqm

v [

w1 fa ﬂtqpr sz tsaaundutle vansnee

[

aqafaiutnumiu Twvites fvanu 3 elLaz, -
191 ﬂqaﬂvdianuuqnnnﬂ tifn aqnemaquwuﬂu
arqqnaqrnanin nﬂqqﬂuaunuaaaaumaqanﬂmﬁu
uﬁﬂqnu ﬂﬁqtuawutﬂuagpwvt inSTLERPRY

nan@q1ﬂvaunqﬂinana?qqazsﬂ uavﬁuwutﬁﬂuaaqu

- [ 4 d v [ L4
M gyapunindinmans st innend, sl zesnilussndndafy

¢ AR v v v 3
(Thvern : T anonsnatesr  Widlajueun uhsan Tolan, | 1949,

»

WU 45,

1P‘Chandradhar Sharma, Indian Philesophy : A Critical Survey
(London : Rider & Company, 1962}, p. 32. "The Charvaka admits the
existence of four elements -~ earth, water, fire and air - only and
he rejects the fifth, the ether, because it is not perceived but
inferred. Similarly, soul and god and the Hereafter are rejected.
Everything which exists, including the mind, is due to a parti=-
cular combination of these four elements. The elements are eternal,
but their combinations undergo productlon and dissolution."




65

: bt o % 4. t w v 'y
| MUNAEZ I09INTATIN UBNINTARAU U Al L' ﬁatﬂuﬁﬂquaa 1
| v 4 - Ty ) ) -
azlshome nuum%nntﬁﬂaqnnqiuauﬂum@Qﬁﬁqﬁ'nzﬁutuqmaﬂqnmﬁu:ﬂﬂqqu
[ ] »i 34 L 4 A . v - (3
A nanrtern 1tudediongdr ag Taﬂtnﬂvqnnﬁrmannumaaﬁqqéluamrqﬁau

¢ - ”.,:"v

v v.' [ 4 [ |
ALY NHUZT2937T N L TUlIn 1N lﬂuWﬁu:ﬁqﬁTﬂa1ﬂ1quqnuq folyuay
u'é vdv""
?naqmﬁ?:ﬁqwauuﬁ?ngiuiﬂ
[ 3 - va

) o L4 P I\‘ - ]
un " tnguar 1uWﬁu:ﬁﬂQﬁﬂum_1n1%1ﬁqugasﬂqiaaua:an:aqa LU

v o . - 04 - ”0";..:!'4
W?Sl?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁuzuUﬁlﬂﬁﬂUM (Theism) 13ﬁdﬁﬂlﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁuwLﬂﬂlﬂﬂﬂ@QQﬂQ
. o v i !f':f 4

NN TR LARUAT LB UaETATENAND DY M LARUAY | ugusharaY AT

., A qé

] L&) ) ; ¥ © v ' = P
ﬂﬁﬁ?iﬁﬁﬁ l%ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂugﬁ?WﬁﬂﬁﬁuzuatﬁﬁuﬂﬂﬂgﬂﬂﬂQﬂﬁﬂ?UHQBH LasdysTOmn,

v v 2
'y

3 o~ pr t
ﬁﬁqlﬁﬂﬂﬂl%uuﬁﬂgquﬂ1u§uﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁuﬂlﬁﬂuaﬁ nﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ

] 1

| qaﬁigt?nwnqqiuﬁ%maq;ﬁqﬁﬁvn?fqn?qﬂ§éﬁqe
wiquen tnile Tl aanus zaamducd Laannlumzeq
tniigunsingial. wivipgor udnganie fo
Wﬁj““fgl“ %;ﬁqmuqqﬂaquﬁﬂdyunﬁﬂmtﬁnﬁ?unqw
(ifiwanudoiay inflgtienls) gsetuaon tgnaog
g2 dmaied u@:lyﬂﬁ?UnjﬁﬂUﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬂ%1ﬂ Luga
umﬂﬂqq?wnﬂaqutﬁqT?ﬂiémLmquaugﬁofrsumﬂﬁ

L
uf qvg thids zanns s amdndalnofuge’ 2
v . . TR LTS,
Tt s sdmdusau s Haganyonay pe e tlufuugnn
v v L1 L) ' v,
ninquar TulatRewnvinds s dmentdeunsuiuen " twquar thsitoglumdos

13Immanuel Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals

quoted in H.J. Paton, Immanuel Kant : Groundwork of the Metaphysic
_of Morals (N.Y.: Harper & Row, Publishers, Inc., 1964), p. 44,

Now man actually finds in himself a pure activity apart from
sense. He finds in himself a power of reason. ...'Reason', on
the other hand. is a power of Ideas - that is, it produces con-
cepts (of the unconditioned) which go beyond sense altogether
and can have no examples given to sense. Unlike understanding,
reason shows a pure spontaneity which is entirely independent of
sense." ' .
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1qibid., p. 64, "For since reason is not sufficiently
serviceable for guiding the will safely as regards its objects
and the satisfaction of. all our needs ... and since none the
‘less reason has been imparted tc us as a practical power - that
is as one which is to have influence on the will; its true func-
tion must be to produce a will which is good, not as a means t@o
some further end, but in itself; and for this function reason was
absolutely necessary in a world where nature, in distributing her
aptitudes, has everywhere else gone to work in a purposive manner."
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its power, it is also ncot able to answer."
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16Immanuel Kant, Groundwork.of the Metaphysic of Morals
quoted in H.J. 'paton, op. ¢it., p. 96. | "The principle of
humanity and inggeneral of every rational agent, as an end in
itself (a principle which is the supreme_limiting condition of
every man‘'sifreedom ofcaction) is|not-vorrowed, from-expericnce;
firstly, because &t is| universal, applying as it does to all
raticnal beings .as such, and no experience is adequate to
determine universality; secondly, because in it humanity is
conceived, not as matter of fact, happens to be made an end~
but as an objective and - one which, be our ends what they may,
must, as a law, constitute the supreme limiting, cendition of
all subjective ends and sc must spring from pure reasen, Tha ¢
is to say, theé ground for ewvery enactment of practical law lies
objectively in the rule and in the form of universality which
(according to our first principle) makes the rule capable cf
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17Immanuel Kant, Critigue of Pure Reason quoted/in Norman
Kemp Smithl, 0p. cifisy P. %7. | "It is, 1ndeed, thé |common fate
of human reason to complete its (speculative structures.as
speedily as may be, and only afterwards to enquire whether the
foundations are reliable., All sorts of excuses will then be
appealed to, in order to reassure us of their solidity, or
rather indeed to enable us to dispense altogether with so late
and do dangerous an enquiry. But what keeps us, during the
actual building, free from all apprehension and suspicion, and
flatters us with a seeming thoroughness, is this other
circumstance, namely, that a great, perhaps the greatest, part
‘of the business of our reason consists in analysis of the
concepts which we already have of objects.™ ‘
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181mmanuel Kant,, op. ccit. s P« 1111. Y ew s Man it Says,
ought te obey moral'reason instead of following sensugus in-
clination; he ought, as a morally rational being, to look upon
the law of reason as the object of his highest allegiance.
The voice of duty, accordingly, is a ‘categorical imperative!
which men cannot ignore; whereas prudential ceonsiderations take
the forms of 'hypothetical imperatives' which may be disregarded
with impunity. It is dictated to each individual by his own
moral reason. Thus man, as a meral agent, is autonomous and
his reason is self-legislative, Man is under no absolute obli-
gation to obey the laws of another, not even the laws of god
because they are god's laws. Man's own conscience i& the highest

moral tribunal,"
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19Ib1d.. p. 3. "So far as morality is based upon the
conception on of man as a free agent whe, just because he is free,
binds himself through his reason to unconditioned laws, it
stands in need neither of the idea of another Being over him,
for him to apprehend his duty, nor of an incentive other than.
the law itself, for him to do his duty."
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201mmanuel Kanty Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals
quoted in H.J. Paton, op. cit., pp. 65 -~ 66, '"Un the other hand,
to preserye one's life is _a duty, and besides this ewéryone
has also an immediate inclination to |do so.| But on accrunt of
this the often anxicus precautions taken by the greater part
of manking for this purpose have no inner worth, and the maxim
of their action is without moral content. They do protect their
lives in conformity with duty, but not from the motive of duty.
When on the contrary, disappeintments and hopeless misery have
quite taken away the taste for life; when a wretched man, strong
in soul and more angered at his fate than faint-hearted or cast
down, longs for death and still preserves his life without loving
it-not from inc¢linatiosn or fear but from duty; then indeed his
maxim has a moral content," ‘ '
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21Immanue1 Kant, op. cit.; pe. Iiv. _'"As part of the pheno-
menal world,,therefore he ds. notyfree.~ In the (Critieus,of Pure
Reason. it'was shown, ‘however, fthat speculative reason conceives
of & possible noumenal realm underlying the phenomenal realm as
its non-spatial and non~temporal ground, and suggests that man
may be possessed of a dual nature, 'sensible' and 'intelligible’,
thus enabling him te participate in both realms and to achieve
fintelligible' freedom while still subject to ‘'sensible' deter-
minations. What speculative reason could advance merely as an
hypothesis, practical reason now asserts to be morally certain.,"

22Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason quoted in Norman
Kemp Smith, op. cite, p. 602. "lhis freedom will carry with it
the right to sulmit openly for discussion the thoughts and doubts
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w#ith which we find ourselves unable to deal, and to de
s0 without being decried as troublesome and dangerous, ¢itizens,
This is ofie ©f theleriginal rights|of human (redaspn; which
recognises no ‘cther judge thanithat universal Human reas¢én in
which everyone has his say. And since all improvement of which
our state is capable must be obtained from this source, such a
right is sacred and must not be curtailed."

231pid., p. 249, "To enquire whether the fisld of
possibility is larger than the field which contains all
actuality, and this latter, again, larger than the sum of that
which is necessary, is to raise somewhat subtle questicns wvhich
.demand a synthetic soluticn and yet come under the jurisdictioen
of reason alone.'™
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ahimmaquel Kant, op. cit., p, Ixix. '"Without’'men the whele
creation would be a mere waste, in vain, and without final
purpose. But it is not in reference to man's cognitive faculty
(Theoretical Reason) that the being of everything else in the
world gets its worth; he is not there merely that there may be
someone to contemplate the world."
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251mmanuel Kant, Groundwork of the Metaphysic of Morals
quoted in H.J. Paton, op. cit.y p. 18 #%.. we haveito presuppcse
that in° organic life every Organ has a purpose or fuaction to
which it is ‘well adapted. U This ‘applies dlso ! to mental Yife;
and in human beings reason is, as it were, the organ which con=-
trols action, just as instinct is the crgan which centrelse acticn
in animals. If the function of reason in action were merely to
attain happiness, this is a purpose for which instinct w~uld have
been a very much better guide...

In particular we should noticethat reason in actien has
for him twe main functions, the first of waich has to be
subordinated to the second, The first function is to secure the
individual's own happiness (a cenditioned good), while the second
is to manifest a will grod in itself (an unconditioned gorod)."
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261bid., P. 23. "The ordinary ge¢cd man does not formulate

. this meral principle in abstraction, but he does use this principle
in making particular meral judgments. Indeed in practical af-
fairse (theough not. in speculation), ordinary human reason is

almost a better guide than philosophy. Might it not then be
advisakle to leave moral questions to the ordinary man and t»
regard moral philosophy as the cccupation (er the game) of the
philoscphical speeialist 7"
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E?Ibid., p. 47. "Man must~from different points ~f view=
consider nimself both as a member of the intelligible wrrld and
as a part of the sensible world. OUnce this is grasped the con-
tradiction disappears. Man can, and indeed must, consider hime
‘self to be free as a member of the intelligible world and deter-
mined as a part of the sensible world; nor is there any contrae
diction in suppesing that as‘'an appearance in the sensible w-rld
he is subject to laws which de not apply to him as a thing in
jtself. Thus man dnes not consider himself responsible for his
desires and inclinations, but he dres consider himself respensible
for indulging them to the detriment of the moral law." ~
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28

ez T 1bEd ey Po 339 ¢ MNow man actwally find in himself a prwer
which distinguishe® hinm fromnall other disugr 1K) even from himself-
so far as he is affected by objects.: This power is reason. As
pure spontaneity reasen is elerated even above understanding in
the following respect. Understanding - although it toe is
spontancous activity is not, like sense, ‘confined to.idea which
arise ocnly wher we’are affécted by things (and ‘therefcre are
passive) - understanding cannot produce by its own activity any
concepts cther than those whese sole service is to bring sensurus
ideas under rules and s> to unite them in cne consciousness
without this employment of sensibility it would think nothing

at all. Reason, on the cther hand - in vhat are called 'Ideas!

-~ shows a spontaneity so pure that it goes far beycnd anything
sensibility can offer : it manifests 1ts highest functi~n in
distinguishing the sensible and intelligible werlds from ~ne
another and.sc in marking cut limits for understanding itself."
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29gdward «Caird, The Critical Philostphy of Immanuel Kant
(N.Y.: Kraus Reprint Cec., 1968), II, p..305. '"In sg far,
therefore) (&8 man isl determined) byl the Yawy efphis, own cbeingghe
is nat determined by.a merely subjective  principley which ~ther
things and beings may resist ©n equal terms, in virtue ~f.the
subjective principle of their existence. Rather, he is deter-
mined by a principle of freedom, which underlies all the
necessity of nature, and which therefore, nature cannct resist.
Man is a micrecosm in which the werld first shews its meaning .
or returns te its principle; and, therefore, the werld is to
be regarded cnly as the means which that principle has prepared
for the manifestation of itself. The world cannct resist him
if he is true te himself, for, in being true to himself, he is
true to-it."
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