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INTRODUCTION

OLIVER THORNDIKE

In his Kant als MetaphysikeMax Wundt describes philosophy as the
attempt to comprehend theontingent as grounded onnecessary
foundations. Despite the significant changes that Kant's notioh
philosophy undergoes between the early writings #mal late Opus
postumum Wundt's dictum captures an essential aspect oht'Ka
metaphysics. In the early remarks inserted into bapy of the
Observations on the Beauty and the Suhfirdant says that Newton was
the first one to see order and regularity whereviptesly only manifold
and anomalies were perceived. Kant continues #nsark by saying that
just asNewtondiscovered the underlying unity governing physiajects,
so did Rousseaudiscover the unity underlying the manifold of huma
action® Kant's analogy consists in the claim that the doof the general
will unites all human beings into a moral worldstuas all material
substances are united through the force of univepsavitation into a
unified physical whole. In other words, what seetostingent can be
understood as necessary, and so “after Newton angdRau God is
justified.™

How precisely nature is possible as a law-govermidle, how ethical
and juridical obligations can be justified throughHaw of freedom, and
how both nature and freedom can be thought of @sdim one coherent
system Kant aims to explain in the thi@atiques Importantly, as Kant
puts it in theCritique of Pure Reasqiin transcendental philosophy reason
deals with nothing but itself. Therefore, it canmsisume any empirical

1Wundt, Max.Kant als MetaphysikeEin Beitrag zur Geschichte der Deutschen
Philosophie im 18. Jahrhunder$tuttgart: Verlag von Ferdinand Enke, 1924. 12-
27.
2 Kant, Immanuel.Bemerkungen in den ‘Beobachtungen iiber das Geféibl d
Schoénen und ErhabenerKant-Forschungen Band 3. General Editors Brandt,
Reinhard and Werner Stark. Ed. Marie RischmilleamBdurg: Felix Meiner
Verlag, 1991. 48. See also editor's commentary2pp-211.
3 .

Ibid.
* Ibid.
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objects that are givehYet, throughout his career, Kant's philosophical
thinking remains deeply influenced by empirical cifiines. The
principles of the understanding (a culminating paihthe Transcendental
Analytic), Kant's account of matter and motion ihetMetaphysical
Foundations of Natural Sciencend thetransition projectin the Opus
postumumare examples that show Kant's indebtedness to ramapi
science. The same holds for Kant's practical pbisy, which displays
an intricate connection between the law of freedmah empirically shaped
common sense. Most papers in this anthology areerard with the deep
connection between the pure and the empirical eigsnén Kant's
philosophy. | have chosen chapter titles to expréeg connection:
“Humanity and Morality,” and “Science and Critique.

I- Humanity and Morality

In the Metaphysics of Moral§1797-8), Kant holds that we might be
mistaken at times in our objective judgment as hetlver something is a
duty or not, but we cannot be mistaken in our stthje judgment as to
whether we have submitted it to “practical readueré in its role as judge)
for such a judgment”We cannot err whether we act under the subjective
consciousness that our action is ethically pertiedi This remarkable
statement raises questions about self-transparé¢heyrelation between
objective and subjective grounds of knowledge, #ra psychology of
moral experience. When, and as response to whaKalid develop this
view? In theReligion(1793-4), Kant already presents a similar view:

With respect to the actiohwant to undertake, however, | must not only
judge, and be of the opinion, that it is right; ishalso beertainthat it is.
And this is a requirement of conscience to whichpposedrobabilism
i.e., the principle that the mere opinion that aticm may well be right is
itself sufficient for undertaking it. ... Consciendees not pass judgment
upon actions as cases that stand under the lawhifois what reason does
so far as it is subjectively practical (whence tasus conscientiaand
casuistry, as a kind of dialectic of consciencedthRer, here reason judges
itself, whether it has actually undertaken, withl dlligence, the
examination of actions (whether they are right cong). (RGV 6:186)

° KrV A845/B873. KrV Axx.

® MS 6:401.

7 On this point see: Hoffmann, Thomas Séf@awissen als praktische Apperzeption.
Zur Lehre vom Gewissen in Kant’'s Ethik-Vorlesungeant-Studien 93 (2002):
424-443. 438-9.
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Although Kant also uses the notieasus conscientiai the context of
“cases where conscience is the sole judgbgre he is clearly not
interested in specifying conscience’s role as a itmsubsuming actions
under ethical laws. Rather, Kant discusses conseiess themeta-
reflection on this kind of application. Conscience is a mftan on our
own judgment. It is a consciousnékat self examination has taken place.
Susan Meld Shellargues that Kant first develops this positionigs 1791
On the Failure of all Philosophic Attempts in Thiexyd He meant it as a
response to acute political pressure, and it snairder that philosophy —
rightly understood — does not lead to Spinozistithéism.” In the context
of showing that there is a “critically based robe feligion consistent with
moral autonomy” (p.23), Kant highlightalsehoodas the main weakness
of human nature. While compleself-transparencynight not be possible,
conscientiousness.

What this might imply for specific actions is thepic of Amelie
Rorty’s paper, which analyzes the transition from morahgiples to
particular cases of their application. At the hez#rRorty’s paper is the
claim that particular natural and social conditiehsuch as an agent’s
physical and psychological constitution, her hofeats and expectations,
her intimate relation to family and friends — areexessary ingredient of
humanmorality. If this is so, what role should consial@wns of an agent’s
individuality play in determining her duties? Fotaenple, fulfilling our
duties of friendship require an emphatic understanpaf the particular
hopes and fears of our friends. Promoting the d¢amdi under which a
friend can realize her autonomy commands attentmrher specific
psychology® As Rorty points out, this can create morilemmas
Withholding a painful truth from a friend is a casepoint. While the
Aristotelian rhetorician could judge “that it is reetimes best to offer
attractive but shoddy and questionable consideratior a good causé?”

8 MS 6:440. See also Lehmann, Gerhatdnts Tugenden. Neue Beitrdge zur
Geschichte und Interpretation der Philosophie KaBtsrlin/New York: Walter de
Gruyter & Co., 1980. 31, 51. See also BaumgartenGAEthica philosophica
Halle,'1740,%1751,%1763. Reprinted in AA 27:871-1015. §190: AA 27:919.

% On this point see Moyar, Dean. “Unstable Autono@gnscience and Judgment
in Kant's Moral Philosophy.” Journal of Moral Phslephy 5.3 (2008); and
Lehmann, Gerhard (1980:43).

100On this point see also my “Understanding Kant'ai@lthat ‘Morality cannot be
without Anthropology.” Rethinking Kant Volume |. Ed. Pablo Muchnik.
Newcastle: Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2008-11371

11 Rorty, Amelie. “Aristotle on the Virtues of Rheimt The Review of Metaphysics
64 (June 2011): 715-733. 722.
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this is not a heuristic option for the Kantian moemgent. Although
casuistic treatments of moral dilemmas provide tgoig, the outcome
remains painful because casuistry cannot undertfieeuniversality of
duty “The struggles and losses within moral friendsbggur when the
obligations of respect override the duties of betence.” (p.45) For
Rorty, dilemmas of friendship display thmevitable struggle that
characterizes the phenomena of morality and thtibtéde an inquiry into
what it means to be a ratioreid human agent in the Kantian framework.
The social and anthropological dimensions of muyradiso play an
important role in the next essay. Outside @igtiques in theldea toward
a Universal History with a Cosmopolitan Aifd784), Kant provides a
definition of reason as modern in spirit as anyaaulty of widening the
purposes of the use of our natural powers, ackrdgihg no limitsin its
projectst® The sheer power, contingency and openness Kaatdseribes
to human reason might remind the contemporary reafleHelmuth
Plessner’s description of the human beingMecht und offene Frage
[power and open questiotf]~ but it seems to conflict with Kant's idea of
the vocation of the human being, a final end of afity; and the
providence argued for in theritiques Gulinter Zéller understands Kant's
critical and his empirically oriented anthropolagievritings not as being
in tension, but rather as being parallel. The thetliiat Kant's
anthropological and critical writings mutually si@ment each other is
developed through an analysis of Kant's re-integiien of Rousseau.
Zoller thus shows how the basic socio-political dispositions of the
human species lead to the cultivation, civilizatiand moralization of the
human being under the guidance of both nature amcah reason. Kant
writes that it is “the supreme end of nature,” tladit of the human
capacities be developé&dHe adds that ambition, avarice, and imperiousness
are thenatural means for the cultivation of humanifyNature provides
incentives for thecultivation and civilization of humanity. But while
technical mastery, science, and institutions oppnpassibilities as it

12.0n casuistry and conflicting duties see MS 6:388; and Guyer, PauKant’s
System of Nature and Freedo@xford: Clarendon Press, 2005. 267-274.
¥1aG 8:18-9.

14 Pplessner, Helmuth. “Macht und menschliche Natuin B/ersuch zur
Anthropologie der geschichtlichen Weltansichk&ésammelte Schrifteed. Dux,
Glnter, et al. Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp Vertb@81. Band V.

°1aG 8:22.

1%1aG 8:20, KU 5:431.
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were!” i.e., broaden and multiply our options to pursmelsein general
and thus indeed further the development of humatiigy cannot make us
moral agents. The mere capacity to set efidsjltivation, and civilization
arequite compatible with an evil disposition as masiiéel in deception,
humiliation, hypocrisy, or submissive behavior. [Edlargues that the
three-stage scheme of human development (cultivatitvilization, and
moralization) is developed by Kant as a re-intagiren of Rousseau. In
this context, Zoller analyzes Kant's reflections amthropology, where
Kant notes that moralization is a state in whichrfpct art again becomes
nature* jollkommene Kunst wird wieder zur Ndtufp.71) This perfect
art can only be realized in an ethical commonwedltie final point of
human development is the moralization of tieole species, thus an end
in which all individuals share a purpose and coafgertowards its
achievement. Kant’s critical notion of the highgsbd thus parallels his
historical and anthropological observations.
Kate Moran addresses the notion of the highest good as fellow

On the one hand, Kant sometimes describes thestigoed as the natural
result of acting morally. On the other hand, heemftlaims we have a
special duty to pursue the highest good. This, um,t raises several
puzzling questions. Why should we have a duty teyeithe highest good
if the highest good simply results from fulfillinhose duties we already
have? And if the highest good is somehow more thamesult of fulfilling
the duties described ... in the categorical impeeatitien does a duty to
pursue the highest good, with its emphasis on Im&ggi inject a
worrisome element of consequentialism into Kanttgahtheory? (p.76)

To tackle these questions, Moran traces the dermeap of Kant’'s notion
of the highest good from th@ritique of Practical Reasoto theReligion
within the Bounds of mere Reas@fe interprets Kant’s claim that there is
a duty to promote the highest good, i.e., “a dutygeneris’ — a duty the
human race has towards itself, as a “shared pro[pc®5). The link
between the individual and social perspectives onafity consists in the
structure of the moral law itself; It is precisdédgcause the moral law, as
the ground of moral action, has a necessatyject namely the highest
good, that Kant’s moral philosophy halso an essential social dimension.
Moran'’s point is that moral justification becomesagial project because
ground and object are closely intertwined in Kanti@ral theory.

7 Searle, John RMaking the Social World. The Structure of Humanili2ation.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010. Ch. 3, 5, 7.
18 Cf. MS 6:434-5.
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Ryan Kemp uses the juxtaposition of individual and sociaispectives
on moral action to resolve the tension in Kant'diom of radical evil:
How can the individual agent be autonomous whenaibservation of
human conduct at the species level suggests thaty egroup, culture,
society has a propensity to evil? Kemp writes:

Kant deliberately shifts his focus from demonstrgtévil at the individual
level to demonstrating evil at the level of thedps. ... As such, it is the
anthropological narrative of evil, the narrativatthattributes evil to the
human species and not the noumenal self, that tak@ter stage in Kant's
account of universal evil.” (p.120)

Kemp thus suggests that Kant uses two units of imamalysis, the
individual and the species level. Such a view hasemtly also been
suggested by Pablo Muchnik, who likewise rejecesdbminant readings
that

oscillate between emphasizing the empirical or &heriori aspects of
Kant's doctrine, overlooking the fact that neithean by itself be
satisfactory to explicate Kant's approach in Religion — the empirical
alone, because it clashes with the a priori demahdw®ral imputation and
responsibility; the a priori alone, because it tngks the social, empirical
dimension of the problem of evil.

Kemp rejects the view that there is a tension betwihe a priori and
empirical aspects of Kant's account of evil. Thevarsal ascription of
evil to the human species is not an empirical gdieation, Kemp argues,
but a regulative idea that reflective judgment 3saeily posits. According
to Kemp, the necessity consists in the fact thatil “&s seen as an
indispensableool by which the species progresses toward iital fiend.”
(p.117, my emphasis)

This section concludes with a paper addressing the relationship
between morality and right in Kant’s writings. Tlésa topic that has been
fiercely debated among Kant interpreters. Marcusllaathek, for
example, holds that Kant's philosophy of right ¢sseparatedrom his
moral philosophy. Very roughly, Willaschek argubattstrict right comes
down to the authorization to externallyoerce persons into lawful
behavior. For this reason, right cannot be basedthen categorical
imperative because the categorical imperative atwaguires compliance
for its own sake. Kant's doctrine of right is thost based on Kant's

19 Muchnik, PabloKant's Theory of Evil. An Essay on the Dangers elf-Bove
And the Aprioricity of HistoryLanham: Lexington Books, 2009. xvi.
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supreme principle of moral obligatih. Right merely presents the
conditions of rightful coercion, but it does notegorically prescribeto
act rightfully. Since the principle of right abstta from moramotivation
(it is exclusively concerned with external freedgih)abstracts from the
unconditional prescriptive force of practical laws. On this vijethe
prescriptivecharacter of the law becomes untenable: all gatains is the
authorization to coerce others into rightful belbavidnless we separate
the universal law of right from Kant's moral phiashy, there is a
paradox.

One might respond to this reading by saying thatatthorization to
use coercion iderivedfrom the idea of freedom anttherefore warranted.
Such a reading emphasizes that the right to useigedorce can only be
non-arbitrary if the normative validity of juridicéaws rests on a purely
rational (i.e., non-positive) basis: the concepaafonomy?* This position
has the advantage to account for Kant's claim Hthtcs and Right are
parts of a singlenetaphysicef morals.

Dean Moyar agrees with Willaschek that there is a serious lprab
with Kant's view. However, he believes that it da@ resolved with the
resources of Kant's moral theory. Moyar emphasthes the categorical
imperative contains a relation to the actual cagyout of an action. This
Moyar calls “realized agency” (p.144), which is tbentral notion of his
essay. Moyar points out that the motivational rezgmient, which lies at
the bottom of Kant's theory of morality, drops aat the test of the
universality of maxims in theGroundwork It thus seems that the
motivational requirement and the universality reguoient are separate, —
as the separationists hold. However, Moyar seds fgafuirements united
in the kingdom of ends formulation of the categalrimperative:

It is only with [the] Formula of the Kingdom of EedFKE], according to
Kant, that the motivational requirement actuallyees into the formulation
of the imperative. ... The upshot of this is thatyom following the
categorical imperative in its third formulation tise moralworth of the
maxim given a place in the testing of the maximlyGai this point, when
the form and matter (the universality and the hutyamre joined, does

20 willaschek, Marcus. “Which Imperatives for Righ®h the Non-Prescriptive
Character of Juridical Laws in Kanfidetaphysics of Morals Kant's Metaphysics
of Morals: Interpretive Essay€d. Mark Timmons. Oxford: Oxford University
Press. 65-88; and his “Right and Coercion. Can 'Ka@bnception of Right be
Derived from his Moral Theory?hternational Journal of Philosoph¥7 (2009):
49-70.

21 See Ripstein, ArthuForce and FreedorKant's Legal and Political Philosophy.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2009.
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my maxim addressitself to all others and thus call for me to egjly
renounce all material incentives and act on thevaadaif duty itself. ... [It
seems] as though the motivational requirement ie tbategorical
Imperative is simply tacked onto the universalgguirement. In FKE, the
requirement of legislatindpr othersbars interest as the incentive of my
action, thereby securing moral worth (p.133)

Thus, already th&roundworkcontains the claim that the realization of
moral values requires the context of other ageMisyar subsequently
shifts to theMetaphysics of Moralsinsofar as the realization of private
right presupposes public right, it seems again filest agency can only be
“realized through common ends.” (p.154) By incogiorg the conditions
of realization into Kant's notion of agency, Moyempes to reconcile the
externality, unconditionality, and prescriptivithietses of Kant's principle
of right.

[I- Science and Critique

The pre-critical Kant stands in the tradition oifitters whose natural
philosophy philosophia naturalis is meant to ground the science of
physics. For example, in §894-95 of Mseliminary Discourse(1728),
Christian Wolff, whom Kant praises at various pkda his writings,
formulates the foundationalist relationship betwephilosophy and
physics as follows:

If everything is to be demonstrated accurately liysics, then principles
must be borrowed from metaphysics. Physics expldiase things which
are possible through bodies ... If these things #@rebe treated
demonstratively, then the notions of body, matteature, motion, the
elements, and other such general notions must barkn... Now these
notions are explained in general cosmology andniology ... Therefore,
if all things are to be demonstrated accuratelphgsics, principles must
be borrowed from general cosmology and ontology..sTius clear that
metaphysics must precede physics2. .

Marius Stan inquires into the Leibniz-Wolffian heritage of Ké&m
philosophy of nature. He rejects the dominant rgadif Kant as a hardcore
Newtonian, and argues that “some key areas in dnily @hilosophy of

22 Quoted after: Hettche, Matt, "Christian WolffThe Stanford Encyclopedia of
Philosophy (Fall 2008 EditionEdward N. Zalta (ed.), URL =
<http://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2008/erghieolff-christian/>.
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physics, strongly marked by Wolff,” remain intadtrdughout Kant's
career. Stan writes:

In New Doctrine of Motion and ReftlL) of 1758, Kant proffers a view
amounting to arinternal revision of Wolff's philosophical mechanics—
not a Newtonian theory, as one would expect. (§.158

Stan shows in detail that almost all of Kant’s véew NL resurface, albeit
transfigured, in the matudetaphysical Foundations of Natural Science
(MAN). But how should we then interpret the Newmielements in
Kant's philosophy? Stan argues for a duality betwelnamics and
mechanics in Kant's natural philosophy: With thé&3 RNaturgeschichte
and the 1756Vlonadology Kant takes a position in favor of strongly
Newtonian “dynamical” forces, that is, action-athatance forces that
underpin a “dynamics,” i.e. a theory of matter. Buith the 1758
Lehrbegriff he outlines a theory of “mechanical” forces taet Leibniz-
Wolffian in origin. A close reading of Kant's naalirphilosophy shows
that the mature Kant strives to strike a balandsvéen Leibnizian and
Newtonian commitments. Stan is pressing to reasshss almost
universally held view of the Newtonian Kant by piiig out important
Leibniz-Wolffian components in Kant's natural pliiphy — among
which are the attempt to provide “a priori dynarhieavs, and an effort to
ground mechanics in philosophy.” (p.158) Stan's kvaeems also
important for a proper understanding of the soech®pus postumum
which deals with a transition from the metaphysi€siature to empirical
physics. The Transition Project is supposed todarithe “broad gulf
(hiatus in systemajt”™ between metaphysics and physics, which are the
two parts of the science of natughilosophia naturalis®

Certainly, Kant's critical philosophy is not onlypmcerned with the
project of aphilosophia naturalis After all, theCritique of Pure Reason
investigates into the possibility afietaphysicsKant does not doulihat
there is a natural metaphysics, but he doubtshizapredecessors have
shown how it is objectively possibl& Key to Kant's propaedeutic to
metaphysics is the separation of intuition, congephd ideas. Whereas

2 Op 21:476. Cf. Forster, Eckart. “Reply to Friedmeamd Guyer.” Inquiry 46
(2003): 228-238. 238 (note 5).

24 Op 21:407 Qctaventwurfl796).

% For the notion “metaphysica naturalis” see BauregarAlexander Gottlieb.
MetaphysicaHalle'1739 (1757). Reprinted in AA 17:5-226 and AA 15:5-45. §3.
For Kant's conception of metaphysics as a natusgasition see KrV A3, KrV B
xxxi; B21 (in the latter passage we find a dirempy of Baumgarten’s expression
“metaphysica naturalis”). See also Prol 4:365. &se Wundt (1924:196).
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the distinction between sensibility and understagds established in the
Inaugural dissertationthe insight that concepts only yield knowledge in
connection with intuition is the decisive new stépihe Critique: it is here
that Kant distinguishes phenomena from noumena, dancepts of the
understanding and ideas of reasd@olin McQuillan addresses the
historical context of Kant's distinction betweenuition and concept. Few
claims are as central to Kant's epistemology asatsertion: “Without
sensibility no object would be given to us, andhaitt understanding none
would be thought. Thoughts without content are gmiptuitions without
concepts are blind?® Henry Allison holds that Kant does not argue for,
but starts from, the discursivity thedisMcQuillan aims to elucidate
Kant's two-cognitive-capacities distinction by lugtally tracing the
heterogeneity of intuition and understanding to iBgarten’s distinction
between aesthetics (the science of perception)l@gid. In Baumgarten
“the distinction between sensible and intellectaabnition [is] areal
distinction betweerdifferent kindsof cognition.” (p.182, my emphasis).
McQuillan argues that Kant subscribes to the twmesyof-knowledge
view in thelnaugural Dissertationbut later abandons it in the context of
responding to objections raised by Lambert. Thelrés a two-elements-
of-human-cognition view — Kant's critical vieff.

The distinction between sensibility and understagdieads to an
immanent metaphysics in the Analytic of {@dtique. In the Appendix to

% Krv A51/B75.

27 Allison, Henry.Kant's Transcendental Idealism: An InterpretatiomiaDefense
New Haven and London: Yale University Pre<d ezlition, 2004. 13.

2 McQuillan’s essay also reflects a recently incegainterest in Baumgarten
among Kantians. In various influential articles dwbks, Clemens Schwaiger has
argued that Baumgarten’s work is key in understagnéiant’s terminology. Here |
just name two of his publications: Schwaiger, Clam&ategorische und Andere
Imperative. Zur Entwicklung von Kants praktischehil®sophie bis 1785
Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt, 1999. And “Vollkommenta# Moralprinzip bei Wolff,
Baumgarten and Kant.Vernunftkritik und Aufklarung. Studien zur Philobad
Kants und seines Jahrhunder&d. Michael Oberhausen. Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt:
Friedrich Frommann Verlag, Giinther Holzboog, 20817-328. Two critical
commentaries and translations in German and Engfifaumgarten’etaphysica
have just been published or are forthcoming. Bautaga Alexander Gottlieb.
Metaphysik: historisch-kritische Ausgahiersetzt, eingel. und hrsg. von Glnther
Gawlick und Lothar Kreimendahl. Stuttgart: Fromma#woizboog, 2011. There is
also an English translation and commentary in pegjmm: A critical translation of
Alexander Baumgarten’s “Metaphysics,” accompaniegl bnmanuel Kant's
marginalia and selected reflection$ranslated with an introduction and notes by
Courtney D. Fugate and John Hymers.
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the Dialecticand theDoctrine of MethodKant hints at a regulative and
practical use of metaphysics. This is to say, theegpropositions to which
we have reasons to assent even in the absence afjaective epistemic
justification. Lawrence Pasternack picks up on Kant's notion of the
doctrinal beliefin God, — a notion Kant ascribes to theoreticabom. That
this notion hasiot received much attention in the literature mightdoe
to the fact, pointed out by Pasternack, that Kasgsuthe notion of
doctrinal beliefonly in the firstCritique — ahapax legomenoras it were.
A doctrinal belief is a subjectively necessary ékliwhose objective
reality cannot be established. We have to admintKarites, that the
belief in the existence of God belongs to doctrbellef because

purposive unity is still so important a conditioftloe application of reason
to nature that | cannot pass it by, especially esiegperience liberally
supplies examples of it. But | know no other coioditfor this unity that
could serve me as a clue for the investigationadfire, except insofar as |
presuppose that a higher intelligence has arrangeerything in
accordance with the wisest ends. (KrV A826/B855)

What is the epistemological status of “doctrinaliéf@” Kant wavers
between two perspectives. On the one hand, itaisords own demand for
unconditional completeness that makes the idea ystematic unity
necessary? As Kant puts it in theProlegomena reason applies the
subjective principle of systematic unityethodologicallyfor the sake of
its self-satisfaction® On the other hand, Kant claims that there could no
be “a logical principle of rational unity among eéslunless a transcendental
principle is presupposed, through which such aesyatic unity, as
pertaining to the object itself, is assumegriori as necessary” This
transcendental principle of unity pertains to “atgethat are given to
us,” and because it is “recognized not only empirically alsoa priori,
though still indeterminately [it is] following frorthe essence of thing®®”
But why must experience be systematic all the wawr® Isn't the
guestion of the possibility of experience, i.es,cibnstitution independent
of the possibility of its systematic organizatiomhich latter point is
captured in reason’segulative idea of systematic unity? Pasternack
analyzes Kant's conceptual distinction between iopinknowing, and

2 KrV A309/B365; A508-9/B536-7; A782-795/B810-823.
%0 prol 4:349.

31 KrV A650/B679.

52 A654/B682.

33 KrV A693/B721, cf. A650/B678.

34 For such a view see Guyer (2005: 31, 23).
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believing by questioning whether and how doctrinmdlief can be
distinguished from mere opinion. He addresses #oent literature that
tries to connect Kant's terminology to contemporapistemological
debates and reflects on the metaphysical commisneait Kant's
distinctions. Pasternack emphasizes that the patassertoric assent that
comes with doctrinal belief poses interpretativebems, which are
resolved through the principle of reflective judgmhé&om theCritique of
Judgment The principle of reflective judgment solidifieket boundary
between belief and other propositional attitudesl, iktakes

away the mode of assertoric commitment to sometiinigh, according to
the Canon, is supposed to be integral to our sieennquiry. ... Of

course, we may still entertain the idea of a “wisghor” as a merdéocus
imaginarius,but no assertoric commitment is implied therepy217)

Pasternack thus interprets the principle of reiflectiudgment as a
conceptual refinement that makes the special abdisdoctrinal belief
obsolete.

The interpretive difficulties caused by Kant's n@iking of his own
philosophy become especially clear in the last papers of this volume.
For the second edition of the fir€ritique, Kant prepares Refutation of
Idealism — areductio ad absurdunof Descartes’ position, which was
supposed to turn the game that idealism plays agateelf®*® The
Refutation commences from the Cartesian starting point thaam
immediately aware of my own existence as determimedme. Kant
argues that this determination of my existenceinmetis only possible
through a thing outside me (and not through a mepeesentationof a
thing). This argument is among the most debateaepieof Kant's
transcendental idealism. What motivates it? Inftheth paralogism of the
first edition, Kant comes dangerously close to B&K's idealism — at
least according to the reviewers of the A-editi@ayve and Feder. Phrases
such as “outer perception ... is itself the r&atan certainly be read as
echoing Berkeley's position. After all, both KamdaBerkeley “deny the
reality of matter as an existent independent of thed.”” In the
ProlegomenaKant tries to distinguish his idealist accounteaperience
from Berkeley's reduction of reality to mere illosi®® The subsequent

¥ Krv B276.

% Krv A375.

37 Forster, Eckart. “Kant’s Refutation of IdealisnPhilosophy, Its History and
Historiography (1983): 287-303. 289.

% Prol 4:290-4.
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Refutationemphasizes that we do not haveirtter the existence of the
external world by means of our immediate represemts, but that the
very possibility of empirical consciousness presg®gs immediate
knowledge of things outside us. Both famlegomenaand theRefutation
attempt to defend the doctrine of transcendentalidm by contrasting it
with empirical idealism. According to Kant, thet&tentails either that we
can never be completely certain about the existarficexternal objects
(Descartes) or that experience of material objastsmere illusion
(Berkeley). However, if the determination of my &ehnce in time is only
possible through a thing outside me (and not thincaugepresentation of a
thing), then there seems to be a kind of realigking in the background:
the question arises as to whether this positioncampatible with
transcendental idealism. What is the permanentshadt in me? It cannot
be the thing in itself, because that is not in pption.

Andrew Brook reads Kant'sRefutation of Idealisnas expressing a
common sense realism that is, however, compatifite Kant’'s empirical
realism. Brook ascribes to Kant a “never-fully-ackhedged realism”
(p.221), and argues for a shift in perspective ftbemFourth Paralogism in
the first edition to theRefutationin the second edition. Whereas the A-
Edition discusses immortality and skepticism abkobwledge of the
external world together (fourth Paralogism), Kagparates these topics in
the B-Edition. He continues to discuss immortalitythe chapter on the
Paralogisms, and he moves skepticism about knowledghe external
world to the newRefutation But Brook also argues for a substantial
change in Kant's philosophy, which has to do witlmew concept of what
a real object that we know is like,” (p.242) “a neagcount of our
awareness of objects,” (ibid.), and a change intl§afoctrine of matter.
In the first edition, extension, impenetrabilitghesion, and motidh are
features of matter as appearantesccording to Brook, this doctrine of
matter as a property of appearances changes wgdan kind of realism,
through which Kant “advanced the idea ... that matendependent of
us.” (p.243) Brook concludes his realist readingkaht's Refutationby
connecting it to contemporary debates on refereligs.one thing to say
thatonly representations make me awadtds quite another to say that |
amaware only of representations(p.236-7) Brook suggests reading the
Refutationas claiming that

our acts of reference ... refer to and thus makewere of the objects
themselves, not just representations of them,rbbbth cases these acts of

39 Krv A358.
40 Krv A370.
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reference need give us no knowledge of the thiagshich we thus refer.

. The distinction between being aware of somethanmgd having
knowledge of it is supported by an important comerary theory of
reference. On it, reference can ‘reach’ all the wayits object, yet
description remain an act of constructive concgptieation, even to the
point of one not being able to know whether on@astructions are ever
accurate — reference could reach its object free junfgment or
description.” (p.246)

Such a reading of KantRefutationmight be seen as enriching the debate
regarding the distinction between ostensible se@ind judgment. As
McDowell puts it: “The point is simply that it doe®t take cognitive
work for objects to come into view for us. Mere thasis just happens, it
is not our doing; unlike making judgmentg.”

Kant's last philosophical thoughts are devoted toaasition from his
Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Sciente Physics. In moving
language, Kant likens the effect of his still uigimed critical philosophy
on him to the pain of Tantald$.On one interpretation, the origin of the
Transition Project lies in the new developmentshedmistry.

What, then, is lacking in thiletaphysical Foundatior’sWhy should it be
necessary to go beyond this work to the new prajettie Transitior? The
answer, | think, is actually quite straightforwarthe Metaphysical
Foundationsis correct as far as it goes ..., the problem is ithaimply
does not go far enough. ... Whereas khetaphysical Foundationdeals
with the universal forces of matter in general . says nothing at all about
... more specific forces of matter ... [which are] lefitirely without an a
priori foundation, and the task of tlegansitionis to fill precisely this
lacuna.*?

Friedman holds that théransition becomes necessary because an
essential task of Kant's critical philosophy is pryovide a secure
foundation for the empirical scienc€sLudmila Guenova takes up
Kant's attempts to incorporate the diverse emgifiaas of physics and
chemistry into the system of knowledge, and asksv layganisms
(biology) fit into the Kantian picture of a systetigascience. She argues
that in order to sketch the a priori classificatmnatural moving forces

41 McDowell, John. “The Logical Form of an Intuitiérl-he Journal of Philosophy
95:9 (1998): 451-470. 462.

42Br 12:257.

4 Friedman, Michael.Kant and the Exact Science€ambridge: Harvard
University Press, 1992. 237-8.

4 0Op 22:265.
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Kant introduces the notion dfebenskraftor vis vitalis. Guenova locates
this notion in the historical context provided bytseminal works by
Brown, Haller, and Blumenbach as well as in theepatic context of
Kant’'s Transition

The Opus postumum thus presents us with the fatigwgicture of the
relation between organisms, teleology and systeihati Teleological
principles are still ... necessary for the possipilitf investigating
organisms. Without them, we cannot possibly coreeif’how inorganic
matter could have first arranged itself into anamiged natural product.
Teleological principles must, of course, remainsalé the confines of our
system of genuine scientific knowledge. Yet we npessess a tool by
which we can classify organized natural producta apecific kind within
the confines of this system. And in this way ousteyn can embrace the
distinction between organisms and inorganic objestsone of its own
hierarchical divisions.” (p.262-3)

This tool, Guenova argues, is the notionLebenskraft- understood as a
moving force specific to organisms. However, operegjions remain:
How does the living force account for self-orgatima? If it is a
mechanical force, how can it be self-organizingt’'sfnot mechanical how
can it be incorporated into the system of forcedtimdtely, Guenova
rejects Kant's attempt to incorporate living forceso the system of
natural moving forces as incoherent.

The essays in this volume deal with a broad vamdti{antian topics
and their imprint on contemporary debates. | haesgnted a narrative of
these essays that focuses on Kant’s attempt to edpd the relationship
between theempirical and thenecessarycomponents of agency and
knowledge. Needless to say, the papers are muiebrriban presented in
this brief introduction.
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