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Absínicl

Ka!ií's logoccHlrixin is cm aiicmpí of clcicr/ni/imiun uf liK/nan rcuson in icrms of coiicepis
a priori. In ihis poper lhe ciiiihcjr jujinis uiii foiir uspecls uffiiKiliiy of rcaso/i: (1) ihe
limiiaiion lo hiiinan cvpcríaicc; (2) ilic disciirsivc clnii acicr of rcuson; (3) in order lu conti ol
thc cxpcricncc, ilic reason is lo seurch for ilie nniversu! only hy liciiristic nilcs; (-1) ihc rcuson
ccin i fincl lhe concepis for thc cliuructcrisaiion ofsoine iniiiiiive feuitircs, organizei! cniiiics
and thc nattirc us a wliolc.

rcuson s

1. Kanfs Logocentrism:

Pliilosopliy as a System
oí’ A Priori Laws ol' Reason

For Determination and Control of Fxperienee

Pliilosophcr is, says Kam, a Icgíslalor in ihc name of reason (KRV, B 867).
Nalurally, \vc arc rclcrring to human reason, lo our superior cogniiive
capaciiy. Philosoplier Icgislales spcdíying lhe rules of applicaiion of
priori concepis. Thc icrriloiy (Boclen) lo which his Icgislalion cxlcnds iis
aulhorily (Geseizgchiaig) is tielimiled by (possible) experiencc. In ihis way,
lhe compriseü terriloiy includcs lhe whole of sensilive nauire (inalerial
as wcll as aninialeü, inside as well as ouisíde of nian) in addilion lo sen-
sible, worldly manifesialions of frcedoni.

a

Represenialions arc a priori speciilaiive concepis, insirumenls of legLslaii
in lhe name of iheorelical reason. The

l

genus Teprcseniaiion’ is prímiii
on

ve
(il cannol bc cxplaincd, LJ, A 41'2) and it coinpriscs various sjiccies, name-
ly, feelings, percepiions, emj)irical and purc concepis of knowledge (
lions) and ihe ideas of reason. This concerns diffcrcni lypes of incnial
slaics which can be used in one way or othcr in thc rcali/aiion of
cogniiive inieresis. While ihc ideas of reason can be used only in fornuila-
lion of heurislic rules of ihe scarch for objcciive knowledge, all oiher
rcseniaiions can be projccied direcily or índireclly onio ihe objccis
which ihcy reler, cilhcr in lhe sense lhal ihey presenl ihcir cmpirieal clnir-
ücicrisiics or in ilic sense lhal ihcy dcienninc ihc caicgorial framcwork

wiihin which ihcsc properlies can bc apprehcndcd, or al Icasi, hypoiheii-
cally imagincd (U, A 40).

no-

ou r

rep-
U)

The a priori concepis used in lhe Icgislalion in ilic name of praclical reason
do nol refer to objccis, nor can ihey be uscful in lhe scarch for iis
knowledge. Allhough ihcy do nol serve lhe ei)islcniological purposes, ihey
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havc an ’übjcclivc valuc" and an 'objcciivc rcalily’ in a praciical scnsc, lluil
is, in lhe conicxi oT an aclion. For ihis reason, mainiains Kam. onc can

say lhal lhe conccpis oí praclical reason 'havc objccis’, atihough ii coiild
bc spccificd in whal way ihcy reler lo objceis (KRV, A 243). Wiih ihis
correeiion, \vc may elassiíy moral coneepis also among represeiilaiions,
next lo iheoreiieal represeiilalions.'
The represcntaiional staies oí ihe spiril (Ccniíiíztisianda) (which 'reler' lo
ubjccls or 'have' objecls) should be disiingiiis.hed frinn lhe non-repre-
scnlalional ones, which are feelings of delight and disj)leasure. The feelings
ean be 'had' or 'fell', bul not 'iniuilod' {t'in<^eselicii, KU, H 39), 'eonceived'
or 'regulated'. Iniuiiive íorms of time and spaee (KRV, B .S.S), objeeiive
conccpis, or moral maxims cannol be appiied lo ihese feelings. For ihis
reason, feelings are nol represeniaiions of anyihing, nol even of a subjecí,
and cannol be used for lhe piirpose of iheoreiical or praclical legislaiion.
AIlhough ihey are differeni from represcniaiions, lhe feelings t)f delighi
and displcasure are eondilioncd by ihe former. To hegin vviih, lhe feelings
of delighl and displcasure for emp/irical ihings causalively depend on our
rcpresenlalions of lhe same. As for moral feelings, ihey also causalively
depend on lhe represeniaiions of j)ure duly (moral law). Finally, lhe feel
ings of eomplaecnee in ihe presence of beauiy and ihose of admiraiion
for lhe sublime, arise in us upon a relleelion on lhe free play beiween
iniLiilivc rcpresenlalions of objecls and iheir coneepliial rcpresenlalions
(so lhal ihey may ser\'c as a foiindaiion for aeslhelic judgcmenls, in lhe
eondilions of susiaining lhe prelension lo necessily and inlcrsubjeclive
validily in ihc same way as ihcorelical and praclical judgcmenls.)
ín lhe same way as our feelings, our aeiions are also eondilioncd by rep-
resenialions. Moral aciions are complelely and rigourously delermined by
rcpresenlalions of moral law (KU, B 125).“ Olher luinian aciions dcjiend
on teehnological or praginaiic laws. Finally, our pa.ssions, inclinalions and
disposilions are only lhe effeels of our feelings lhal are on llieir part deicr-
mined by (empirical) rcpresenlalions.
Represcntaiional aciiviiy is lluis lhe foundalion of lhe rcali/aiion of lhe
abilily lo fcel and lo wish: ihis is lhe essence of Kanfs doclrine that prac-
licing (/íusübung) of all mcnlal facullics or puwers is delermined by lhe
eognilive faeuliy, be il empirical or pure (KU, H 59), since opcraiions of
empirical eognilive laeiiiiy are on ihcir pari delermined by lhe ruies
provided by pure eognilive capaeity. Thal is why cognilion, fceling and
wili, lhe ihrec basie and irrcduciblc facullics of lhe human spiril {Geniüí)
are nol jusl an aggregalion, bul a sysiem, a hierarchically organi/ed syslcm
of powcrs (KU, H 11, 67).
One eould objeel lhe lhesis of lhe primacy (d' rcpresenlalion in Kanfs
philüsophy lhal, aceording lo Kam him.sclf, coniemplaiion of ihc world
{(lie Belrachtung der Weli) is of praclical intcresl lo lhe onc w'hom il seives
(KU, B 411); lhal even ihe exislence of lhe world becomes man's praclical
purposc; lhal our appelilive, and nol our eognilive power esiablishcd ihc
order of valucs; thal, because of lhal il is more corrcei lo say lhal wil! is
lhe siiprcmc power in lhe human being and lhal, consecjiienlly, KanTs
philosophy is not a represcntaiional logocenirism. However, ii is mii pos-
sible lo ignore lhe lact lhal lor a philosopher of lhe Entighimcni, human
wilI is nol good in ilsclf and for ilself, bul only in lhe degree in which il
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complics wiili ihc ruics oí pniclical rcason and ihui Uic suprcmc and ul-
limaic of ihcsc imcrcsls is ihc iiiicrcsi of a complcic dcicrnunaiion of
nian by mcans oT rcason {dia Besíininiung des Mensclien, KRV, B
868; cí. U, A 23), lhai is, by lhe coiicept or rcprcsciiuuion oí duiy. This
rccsiablishcs ihc i)rimacy oT rcprcscmaiion, coniraiy/ 1ü ihc prcsenl objcc-
lion.

The sinij)lc cxlcrnal appcarancc of scir-coniroi ihroiiüh
(SelbsibeheiTsdumg durch Vennuíft) {)bscr\'cs Kani, makcs us even luday
call ’anyonc a philosophcr who appears lo cxhibii sclf-conirul under ihc

guidance of rcason, lunvevcr limiled his knowicdgc may bc.’ (KRV, ibid.)
In accordancc wiih lhe mcnlioned inieresi, lhe general lask ol philosophi-
cal legislalion shoiild be lo cnsuic complcic ralional conirol over all of

lhe powers oí lhe hunian spirii {Gemüiskrafíc), and by means of lhem,
lhe scnsible naiure and frec luiman acling in lhe sensiblc world. Siich lask

develops ncecssarily inio a cerlain niimbcr of essemial bui noi uliimaie

siiblasks oí speciíicaiion oí eííeciive lypcs oí conirol. The lailcr can be
divided inio iheoreiical, lechnically-praciical or morally-praclical. Kaiil
uses lhe same word Bcsiimmung lo designale boih delerminalion oí objceis
as wcll as cdiicaiion oí aííeclions and moniioring oí aciioiis. Aceording lo
him, boih lhe legislalion oí naiure and lhe legislalion oíour aííeciiveness
and ireedom (lhe one ihai direcis oiir desiiny and iniposes ini us a niission
in ihis world) answers lo ihc same basic problem, ihc problem oí
picie Besiinimung oí luiman expericncc.

Tfic dilícreiU lasks of conirol are rcalized by mcans of proposiiions or
imperaiivcs, in lhe lirsi insiance, by mcans oí a priori proposiiions and
impcralives. The rcatizaiion oí lhe lheorelical inicresi of rcason in dcíend-

ing lhe cognoscibilily oí naiure, inside or ouiside oí man, is aceomplished
ihrough lhe médium oírz priori principies of undcrsianding. However, cí-
íective knowicdgc oí lhe scnsible naiure is deposiled in lheorelical cm-
pirical proposílions.

The intcrcsi oí rcason íor praciical conirol over naiure is rcalized by
of lechnically praciical j)ropüsilions'^ which can be divided inio lechnoiogi-
cal imj)craiívcs {Regei der Gescliicklichkeii) aimed ai lhe transíormaiion oí
naiure in accordancc wiih our arbitraiy and pragmaiic ends, and pragmaiic
impcralives {Rege! der Khigheii) lhai allow us lo use nalural luiman dis-
posilions and inclinalions íor arbitraiy purposes. Technological and prag-
malic impcralives have lhe same conieni as lheorelical
proposilions, difíeriiig írom lhem only in lhe imperalive íorm.

Finally, lhe inieresi íor ihc conirol oí human freedom, in accordancc wiih

ils uliimalc objcciive is realized by means of morally-praclical  impcralives

rcason

a com-

means

empirical

Knntian ilicory oí praciiail concepts rcniains
<1 vciy obsciiic niiillcr evcii lodiiy. Wc helieve
lhai wc can makc a signiíicanl piogrcss in ils
clarilication if wc ircat il as u priori seman-
ücs. compicmcniaiy lo llic a priori scinaniics
of spcciilalivc conccpis clahoratcil in ilic íirsi
Criiirpic.

In Ihis casc ilicrc is no sclicmalisin as aii in-
slMiincnl ol dclcianiiiaiioi). Delerminalion iM'

will is aceomplished tlinnigh ils recepiiveness
{knipfiin^lichkch) for llie calegorieal impera
live (MS. A 37).

Usiially Kani uses lhe woid 'pio|io.siiit)ir
{Siilz) lo designale imperaiives.
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or moral laws. Thcy havc no thcorctical ct)iiicnts. Thcir 'ohjcciivc valuc’
is, as wc havc said abovc, 'mcrciy’ praciical.

Bcfore bcing a founiain of knowlcdgc or diilics, human rcason is a soiircc

of fl priorí lasks for dclcrminaiion of cxpcricncc. In iis origin pliiloso|)hy
is nol a doclrinal or moral syslcm, bui an acdviiy of rcsolving lhe hicccssaiy’

problems, lhal is, problcins imposcd by lhe siruclurc of our mind. To Icarn

phüosophy mcans, firsl of all, lo Icarn lo philosophi/c, lo iisc rcason as

a response lo its own appcals. Tiiis is ihc cosinic coiicepl of philosophy
as an aciiviiy in ihc inieresls of us all (KRV, B 868b; LJ, A 24) which has
absolule dignily (IVCinle) or valuc {Wen) (LJ, A 23). The cxisiing
philosophical sysicnis are useful, ycs, bui only as cxanij)lcs of applicaiion
of lhe principies of rcason for legislativo purposes. lis siiidy is recom-
mended not in order lo Icarn Icgislalions proposed by oihcrs, bui lo prac-
lisc our own legislalive lalcius and lo ciiltivaíe our mental (cognitive,
affcciivc and, abovc all, volilive) powcrs aiways reserving ihc righi lo

crilicize lhe proposed Icgislalions, approving or rejcciing ihcm (KRV, B
412).

One should also bcar in mind lhe faci lhal lhe supreme vahie of ihc human

bcing does nol reside in w/iai he knows or in wiuii lie feels, bul in iviuii he
does, or ralher, in ihc manner in which hc does ii, in his wili {ihid.). From
lhe poinl of view of lhe uliiinaie aim of lhe human bcing, praciical a
priori moral problems are superior lo lhe ihcoreiical ones. For this rcason,

a true philosophcr is a moralist, ralher lhan a iheoretician of knowlcdgc
or of human praclice of iransforming naiure (KRV,  B 868).
The idea of an architeclonic order bciwccn diffcrcnl lasks of dclcrminaiion

and conirol, bascd on lhe ullimaic aim of reason, requires an also sys-
icmatic order bciwccn iis Solutions, bclwecn lhe diffcrcnl lypes of legis

lativo proposilions. Diffcrcnl a priori Icgislalions
harmonized, in an only hicrarchieally organized sysicm. Or as Katil says,
ii is required lhal diffcrcnl powcrs of thc human spiril bc in aceord, in

proporiion to each olher. This unificalion musl ensure in pariicular lhal
lhe conscqucnccs of lhe j)roposiuons aboul nalurc be compatible wiih lhe
imperativos of freedom. (Ent, A 125).

This is lhe form which lhe problcm of prcesiablishcd harmony assumes
in Kant. For Leibniiz (KRV, A 390, B 331-2; Enl,  A 124-5; Fort, A 75)
this word dcsignalcs a lype of uniiy bclwecn body and soul comprehendcd
as absolulcly isolaied subslances. In Kanl, this is noi aboul ihc harmony
of ihings subsisieni in ihemsclvcs, onc cxicrnal to lhe olher, any longer.
This is aboul lhe harmony of lhe manners in which lhe powcrs of lhe
human spiril work, even whcn ihcy are governed by diffcrcnl principies,
and of ihcir producls (proposilions and imperalives).

musl bc linificd.

2. Finality of Reason

Legislalive human rcason can do a loi, but ii cannot do cvct^ihing. lis
iheoreiical use has cxicrnal iimiis, limiis of lhe icrriiory of possiblc cx-
pcricnce, bcyond which il cannol impose its laws. If il wishcs to be criiieal,

reason must acknowledgc iis impoiencc in ihc prcscnce of a suprasensiblc,
ineognosciblc subsiralum of naiure (KU, B LVI, 245). In its praciical use,
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ihc Icguslalion of rcason cxlcnds also ovcr lhe suprascnsiblc, ovcr lhe

freedom of ralional beings in general. In ihis case, il also endures liniiia-

lions; il does noi have power cnough lo definiiely doublc ilie naiural forces

in us, our disposílions and oiir inclinaiions. Thiis, lhe Kaniian logos is no
longer an inlellcel (nous) injlniie in wisdom and in power (omniscieni and
omnipoicnl). The inlinilc, divino logos can see evciyihing, and can do

evcrylhing, once and for all; il iniiiils cver)'ihing and produces cveiyihing
in a single slep. Kanl’s finito human reason does noi have such powers.
He repeaiedly emphasi/.cs lhai iheoreiical human logos is noi capable of
intuiiing an objcci, lhai il is condemned lo discourse, ihai is, lo spell
{huchsiabieren) or synihesize appearances sicp by siep, by means of con-

cepis, characierisiie marks, signs, working in linear and discreei processes.

As for our praciical rcason, alihough il does noi spell expericnce, ii is
also synlhetic. lis basic insirumcni, lhe caiegorical imperaiive, syniheiically
relates our will lo our siipremc objeciive. Such objcclive is also necessarily
rcalized sicp by slep. Aceording lo Kani, human will works in a mechani-

cal manner, procceding from lhe paris lowards lhe wholc (KU, B 349).
This does noi prevení lhe supreme good lo please immediatcly. Praciical

reason does noi have lo bring forih argiimenls in order lo convince. li

convinces by cxcrcising dircci cocrcion {Nõti^ung, Zwan<^). Noi even be-
cause of ihal does il siop being discursive.

Bccause of iis discursiveness, lhe iheorciically-praciical Icgislalion in ihe
name of human rcason needs limc lo cxplain ilself and lo impose iisclf.
We can realize our supreme good, which is our cxislcnce in lhe scnsible

world under moral law, only ihrough lhe médium of  a praclical synihesis
in an cniirc lifelime. Ii is clear lhai this lime is noi lhe time of inluiiion.

This is an cnlircly dilTerenl dimension, in which we aequire a moral allilude
and in which wc aci morally, rcalizing lilllc by liiile our desliny and our
mission.

From lhe Ume of human life wc siill musi disiinguish ihc lime of ihc

rcalizalion of llic jmogress of lhe human kind. The innaic disposílions of
lhe kind (a priori laws of rcason, among olheis), by means of which lhe

forces of human nalure admil ncw rulcs and ncw objeclives, are aclivaied

in ihis progress. The lime of lhe hisiory of human logos, in which succes-
sive allcinpis at a priori Icgislalion of human mailcrs have bcen made, is
also not lhe infiniic limc of iniuiiion. Alihough iis duration is noi definiic,
il is limilcd by lhe eschalological horizon of lhe rcalm of grace which
reason projccis upon lhe hisioiy of lhe species.

The tcmporaliiy of rcason is an addilional mai k of ils finaliiy. There arc
oihcrs slill. Kani obsei-ves lhai lhere arc aspccls of human nalure w-hich

cannol be dciermined by rcason nor even by lime, aspccls lhai arc indeier-

niinable or accidenial in principie. In olher words, Kanl admils lhai he is

confronled wilh cases lhai prove lhe exislcncc of limils of ihc power of
reason inside ihc territoiy of possible cxpciience. Kani’s lheoiy of refleciivc
'acslhelic’ and Mogical’ (ihcorciical) judgemcius is a long mcdiiaiion on
ihis ncw aspecí of finalily of rcason.
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3. ,ludí»einent as liislrunieiit
üf Determiiiatioii of ICxperieiice

As \ve havc nicnlioned abüvc, rcason doniinalcs ovcr cxpcricncc applying
U) ii iis a priori conccpis. To opply a cünccpl in gciicral nicans to ò-uhstinie
somclhing undcr ihc condiiíon cxprcsscd in il, lo clelenninc soiiicihing by
mcans of ihLs cünccpl (KRV, B 171) ur siili, lo jiidga. Thus, judgcincnl is
Lhe basic inslrumenl of ihc rcali/.aiion ol' lhe inlcrcsi oT oiir rcason lo

imposc ils ruie (coniro!) ovcr üur cxpcricncc as  a wholc. The limiis of

lhe powcr of Kaniian logoccnirism arc lhe same as lhe limiis of ihc powcr
üf our faculiy of judgemcni aboiil our scnsibiliiy and freedom.

Thcorciicül jiulgemenís arc lhe paradigm of lhe dcicrmining powcr of
luiman rcason/ Tliey rcgimciu objccis given by mcans of cmpirical repre-
scníaíions. In ihis case, lo dcicrniinc somelhing by mcans of a given con-
cepi mcans lo decide if inuiiiivc rcprcscnialions lhal refer lo objccis, come
undcr lhe conccpl in qucslion. This dccision is arrived ai ihrough lhe
médium of lhe rulcs uf òy/iiliesis of inluilivc rcprcscnialions associalcd wiih

lhe conccpl lhal arc aiso callcd schemes. These rulcs fix, ihrough a linear
successivc and noi ínsianlancoiis process, lhe cxicnsion {Unijdng) of ihc
corresponding conccpls. A conccpl apj)licablc lo cmpirical rcprcscnialions
by mcans of lhe rulcs of dclcrminalion of ils cxicnsion, Kaiu calls by lhe
name of a dcicrmincd conccpl. The universal gcncraliiy and validily of a
conccpl is noi bascd on lhe fact lhal il has a conlcni {Inlialt), bui on lhe
faci lhal ihcrc are rulcs for dcicrminaiion of ils cxlcnsion.^

4. Methodological 1’riority
of Rellectioii

Kanl is a nalivisi, bui noi in rclaiion to rcprcscnialions. AIl of ihcrn, in-

cluding caiegorics, arc producis of cogniiivc opcraiions lhal arc, on ihcir

pari, innaie and aclivaied by cxicrnal ('suprasensible’) arfcciion. For ihis

reason, eveiy operaiion of judicial dclcrminalion of given rcprcscnialions
involves necessarily a momcni of produciion or of scarch for concepuial
rcprcseniaiions. Dclcrminalion prcsupposcs rcllcciion, noi as iis founda-

lion, bui as a way in lhe dircciion of lhe laiicr.

The mosí general nile of rcllcciion on rcprcscnialions, having in mind iis
dcierminablcncss by mcans of concepts (KU, H 16), siaics; il is aiways
possiblc fo dclemüne lhe forms of objccis of nalure given in intuiiion by
mcans of conccpls, or raihcr, by mcans of universal and indispensablc rulcs
(KU, H 17)/^

This principie of rcllcciion dircclly Ibllows from lhe Iransccndcnial dcduc-

lion of objcciive validily of caiegorics. An iiuiiiiivc rcprcscnlaiion, claims
Kani, which wcre noi conccivablc ilirough judgcmcnls and, ihus, dcicr

mincd by caiegorics lhal correspond to judgcmcnls, would bc nuli and

void from lhe cogniiivc j)oinl of view, or raihcr, il would noi bc a repre-
sentaiion of any objcci. Conscqucnlly, all inluilions of objccis cffcciivcly
given in our iniuiiion arc dcicrmincd by caiegorics.^
The staiemcnt aboui lhe dclcrminalion of inluilivc forms of objccis by
caiegorics can bc dcvclopcd inlo iwo sialcmcnis, namcly, lhal for cach
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form of an objcci givcn in cmpirical inuiiiion il is possiblc lo finü a
caicgory apj)licablc lo ihal form and ihat, invcrscly, for cach caicgory ii
is possiblc lü producc a priori an cmpirical form ihal excmplifics Íl. In
Ihis way il is guaraiuccd lhal lhe s}’siciu of cciiegoiies, as wcll as lhe sysicm
of all possiblc forms of judgcmcnls, can bc clícciivcly applicd lo ihc forms
of objccts givcn in iniuiiioii. In oihcr words, lhal ’logic could be applicd
10 nalurc’ (KU, H 17).

The procedure by mcaiis of which \vc find calcgorics for givcn objcclivc
forms is a logical analysis of lhe supposiüon lhal lhere are objcciivcly
valid synthciic judgcmcnls. On lhe oihcr hand, ihc procedure, or raihcr,
ü priori procedures for gcncraling inluilivc forms ihai exemplify calcgorics
are diffcrcni a /7/70/7 synihcscs lhal csiablish  a ’lransccndcnial schcmaiism’

(KU, H 18). This concerns dcfiniic opcralions in lhe ficld of scnsiblc in-

luilions lhal imposc upon aj)pcaranccs conccplual condilions expressed
in calcgorics, opcralions which realize ihc subsumplion of expcricncc
under calcgorics, or siill more prcciscly, ihcir consirucíion as expcricncc
for us. The principies of undersianding, which will bc dcmonsiraied ialcr.

‘1
of logicül rcpcciiun on givcn rcprcsciUnlions.
Il is used in llic fortnalion of conccpls (IJ,

5,6), lliai is, in lhe scarch of lhe conirnon
characlcrisiic marks of diffcrcnl coinbina-

Uons of inluilivc rcprcscniíitions. Oiicc Ihcy
liave bccn found. lhe conccpl.s can, again
ihrougli llie mcJiimi of logical rcnccliun. be
compared lo anoiher concepis fi‘uin ihc
lioinl of view of fonti. in order lo delenninc
'whclhcr bolli liave lhe same conlent,

whcllier Ihcy are coiUradicloiy or not,
svlielher soíiielliiiig is conlained wilhin llie
concept or is an addilion froni oiilside. wliich

of llie iwü is givcn and \vliich should seivc
only as a niode of Ihinking whal is givcn'
(KRV, IB 335). Logical rellcclion can be itscd
for oihcr piirposes, parlicularly to delerniine
lhe indispcn.sable iaws of ihoughí. In Ihis way
lhe form of ihouglil becomes detennined and
ordered.

Kanl divides jndgenienls inio ihetireiical,
praclical and aeslhelic (KU, !! 32). Theorai-
cal judgcmcnu are based c,\clusively on ob
jcclivc conccpls in lhe specnlative sense, lhal
is, wilh rcferenccs in lhe domaiii of cmpirical
objccis. They are divided inio detcrminalivc
and inio logicaily-relkwivc (objcciivcly
Icicological). Praclical judgcmcnls aiso use
objcclivc conccpls only in lhe praclical sense,
lhal is, they can bc applicd only in lhe
domain of frec aclions. Tliey are divided inio
tcchnically-praclical (hypolhclical impera-
tives whosc conlcnl is givcn by iheorclically
objcclivc conccpls) and morally-practical
(uncondilional impcralivcs, b.ased on pracii-
cally objcclivc conccpls). As a ralionalisi and
a rigorisl, Kanl does nol admil lhe c.xislciicc
of praclical rcllcxivc judgcmcnls. Finallv,
lhere also cxisl acslheiic jinl^c/ncnis which
cmploy valoralive icrms Cplcasani’,
'beaulifur, 'sublime' ele) withoui objcclivc
value, in addilion lo conccplual icrms, and
are divided inio judgcmcnls of feclings
(wiihoul prclcnsion lo iinivcrsalily) and ac.s-
thciic rcflc-xive judgcmcnls (subjcclivcly
icicological, wiilioul prclcnsion lo univer-
saüiy and ncccssiiy).

'riicrc is also lhe operation of íranscaulcnial
rcjlcaiun. Aceording lo Kani 'it is lhe con-
seiousness of lhe rclalion of givcn repre-
scnlaiions to our diffcrcnl sources of

knowlcdgc; and only by way of sucli con-
sciousncss can lhe rclalion of ilic sources of
knowlcdgc to One anoihcr bc righllv
dclci-mincd' (KRV, B 316, scc 13 318). ]3cla-
lions bcLwccn llic rcprcscntalions wjiicli
bclong to feclings (intuiiions) are diffcrcnl
from lhe ones lhal govern lhe repre-
scnlalions of undersianding (KRV, 13 317).

5

A conccpl which can bc applicd to an objcct
by means of lhe rulcs of detcnninalion of ils

exlcnsion is a characicrixúc niark (Mcrbnal)
of lhal objcci. Tlicrcforc. a characicrisiic
mark can be considered as llie foundaiion of

dclermination {Jksiimmiin^x^viul) and ihus
lhe foundation of knowlcilgc (Erkai-
niíiiss^vnd) of lhe ihings lhal fali in ils cx-
icnsion.

7

Tninsccndcnlal dcdiiction does noi siale in
wliai ivíjv Ihis delcnninalion is rcali/.ed. 'rhi.s

maiier is ireated in lhe chaplers of lhe Firxi
Criiiiiiic whicli .s[icak aboui Iransceiulcnial
sehcmaiisin and llie principies of under-
suinding.

6

Therc are various oilicr opcralions of rctlec-
lion in Kanl. One of ihom is ihc ojicraiion
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only confirm ihai ihis rcgiinciuaiion cíTcciivcly lakcs placo in our cx-
pcricnce, ihui our iniuiiions and jicrccpiions arc cascü classiricd undcr
caicgorics. Transccndcnlal piiilosopliy has ihc pcculiarily ihal bcsidcs ihc
rulc (or raihcr ihc universal condilion of riilcs), which is givcn in lhe puic
concepl of undcrsianding, il can also spccífy a priori lhe insiancc lo whicíi
lhe rulc is lo bc appiied’ (KRV, B 174-5). The general means of r/ priori
indiealion of ail of ihesc ca.ses is caicgorial scheniaiisin.

For Lhis rcason, undm-fanding providos tlie faculíy of jitd^in'^ wiih al! of
lhe insirumenis lhal ihis faeuliy necds for regimcniing of iniuiiive Ibrms
by pure conccpis of undersianding. On ihis Icvcl, ihc faculiy of judgeineni
does not need any of ils own principies in order Io bc ablc lo carry our
ils discursive synihescs (KU, H 18).

Il is casy lo nolicc lhal ihis general pari of ihc Kamian üocirine of tlicoreli-
cal judgcmeni is noi a sysicm of iruihs aboui ihc world in Leibnii/.ian
sensc of lhe ’mirror of natiire in ourselves’. Transccndcnlal schcnies, which
a priori deierminc lhe Ibrms of iniuiiion, arc nol operaiions of naiure,
but opcralions concerning our sensiblc reprcscnlaiions of naiure, opera-
lions lhal can be coiurolled by our reason. The princij)Ies of undersianding
do nol reedil a new onlology iipon ihe o!d one, bm only eslablish discursive
rulcs for apjilicaiiün of caicgorics. In Kanl, ihc fundamenial seiise of a
docírine is lhal of a general lheory of siibsumplion of sensiblc lorms under
caicgorics, or expressed in a more general way, of exposiiion of
in conccpis (KRV, B 303).

expcriencc

Kanl ihoughl lhal discovering of iransccndenial schemaiic proced
onc of lhe most significam discoveries in his firsi Criiiqiie (MS, A VII)
Indced, lhesc procedures are lhe ceniral pari of his a priori semamies of
dclcrniincd conccpis in general. In ihe preseiu coniexí, howcver, ii is worih

Limem

Lires was

singling oul lhe practical role of lhe sehemes, ihcir role of an inslr
of powcr {Machi) and even of coercion {Zwaíig) and violencc {Gewali) of
our rcason over our rcpreseniaiional sensibilily. Schenics arc an insiru-
menl of lhe powcr of reason! This is a daring slalcmem, more ihan a
mere mciaphor.

Alrcady in his first Crititjiie il is clear lhal Kanl conccivcs iransccndenial
schemes as being analogous lo ihc malhemaiical sehemes for lhe consiruc*
lion of georneirical figures and nuinbers. In lhe First Inirodiiciion lo ihe
Crifique of Reason, Kanl reUirns lo lhe same mailer and compares lhe
’merely mechanical’ procedure of produciion of jiurc schemes of iranseen-
dcnlal imaginalion wilh lhe manner in which ’an inslrumem’ works (KU
19). Whal lype of an inslrumem could Kanl have in niind? Undoublediy'
lhe insirumenis for consiruciion of figures of Greek gcomciricians. 1-ie
knew well ihe ’Euclidian inslrumcnls’, ihc rulcr and lhe compasses which
arc tradilionally calied 'geoincirical’ in opposilion lo oiher, more compli-
caled insirumenis for construciion (such as conic scciions), calied
mechanical' (Enl, A 12-13). In aUdiiion to inathcmatical mcchanisms
Kaiu nndoublediy thinks of purciy physical mcchanisms as well such as
Aichimedcs’s lever and Gaiilco’s iiiclined plane (KU. H25). AllOf ihese
inslrumenl,s are delerminalive nieehanisms which procíucc elTecis in an c/-
fecln’e way. Aceording lo Kanl, lhis is lhe way in which transcendenlal
imaginalion acls as well.
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Alicr having schcinalizcd mcchanlcally ihc scnsory Uala üur imaginaiion
inij)oses ün ihcm figures and, in ihis way, iransfornis physical bodies ihcni-
selvcs into mcchanisms. Indccd, whal is a 'mcchanism’ if noi a nauiral

cause, a body wliose moioric power depends on ils jbrm (MAN, A lOÜ)?
Thus, ii is noi incidcnial lliai Kaiu call by lhe name oí a 'blind mcchanism’

(KU, B 270) naiiirc ilsclf whcn il is dclcrmincd by iransccndcnial

schcmalism and by laws of undcrsianding and, parlicularly, by lhe law of
causalily. Conslilulcd, ordered by ihcorclical rcason, lhe sensiblc world

bccüincs a nnindus machina, rcigned by mcchanical coiisaliiy, conij')leiely
inielligiblc by meehanie explanadons, which consiiiule a pari of mcchanical
ilieoiy. Even wili begins to bc secn as a cause, if noi mcchanical, ilien ai

leasi fully naiural, compcllcd by lhe deierniinecl cancepis of ohjcciivcs.
Human praclice is iluis defined by conccplual (propositional) coiuciiis,
expressed in delcrminalivc judgcmenis.

5. Limits uf Operalion
of Deterniinatioii

Ncverihclcss, Kaiit knows lhal ihc iheoiy of nalurc as a mcchanism is
ihcorelically insufficicni and nuisi bc complcmcnicd in lhe favour of ihc
iillimale aim of rcason (which is, as wc have secn, a complcic deicrmina-
lion of man). Lci us look ai some of his rcasons.

The firsl rcason consisis in lhe indcicrminalcncss of lhe schemes for em-

pirical concepls. Eiiipirical schcmalism, claims Kani, ’is an ari conccaicd

in lhe dcpihs of ihc human soul, whosc real inodcs of aciiviiy nalurc is
hardly likcly ever lo allow us lo discover, and lo have opcn lo our gaze’
(KRV, B 180-81). Whal does ihis mcan if noi lhal our chances of being
ablc lo specify íhe ntlcs of applicaiion of cmpirical concepls are minimal?
If il is so, an esscniial pari of ihc problcm of deicrminalion of objccis by
means of concepls remains wiilioui solulion. Indccd, ihc iransccndcnial

schcjnaiism of caicgorics does noi give us, in ilsclf, complete objccis, Inii
only ihcir temporal (and spaiial) schemes. Comiileic objccis are givcn only
ihrough lhe médium of cmpirical schcmalism, which is ihc rcason why
cmpirical schcmalism musi bc ircaicd as a consliiueni pari of Kaniian
logoccnlrism.

Kani denies lhal il is possiblc lo formulaic clcarly ihc rulcs of cmpirical
imaginaiion. 'Nobody can cxplain’ ihc producis of cmpirical imaginaiion
(wc arc referring lo cmpirical schemes as producis), m)r derive lium ihcm

'eomprchcnsiblc concepls’ (KRV, B 598). Thcy arc. continues Kanl, ’a kind

(ú monogranu a nicrc sci of parücular qualilies, dclcrmincd by no assig-
nablc rulc, and forming ralhcr a blurred skeich diawn from diverse

pericnccs lhan a dctcrminalc image’ (ibid.). Kanl ends ihis analysis oí ilie
lechnical moment of lhe docirinc of cmpirical schcmalism as follows: ’Such

rcprcscnialions inay bc cniiilcd, ihougli iinpropcily, ideais of scnsibiliiy,
inasniuch as ihcy arc vicwcd as being modcls (noi indccd rcalisablc) of
possiblc cmpirical iniuilions, and ycl furnish no rulcs lhal allow of being
c.xplüincd and examined’ (KRV, B 598-9).

Soon aficnvarüs, Kanl compares llic monograms of cmpirical imaginaiion
U) vague images ’such as painicrs and physiognomisis profess lo carry in

cx-
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iheir hcads, and wliich llicy ircai as bcing an incoinnuinicable  shadowy

imagc of ihcir crcaliuns or cvcn thcir crilical judgcnicnls' (KRV B 59<S).
This comparison of ihc manncr oí opcraiion of cmpirical imagiiuiiioii lo
lhe work of a painicr is noi incidcnial. The idea of rcgulariiy wiihoiit ruic
(Geselzmaessi^kcil oline Geseíz) or, al Icasi wíihoul cxplicablc riilc has bc-

imporlani ihcmc of llic Criiiqne of Jiid}>cmenL Kant rcsumus il
lhe rulcs of arl of a irue

come an

scvcral limes, for insianec, when he says lhat
arlisl are diclalcd by his gf/z/fí.y, ihal is, by his laletu or naliiral disposiiion,
and lhat lhesc rulcs eannoi be cxplained eoneeplually in a single judgemeni

(KU, B LSl-2). Or, when he elaims ihai lhe spirii lhal animaies lhe soul

of ihc genius is ihe capaciiy of presenling (darsicllcn) aeslhelie ideas lhal

lack verbal expressions, capaciiy lhal 'makes us ihink aboul' niany ihings
lhal ’cannoi bc named’ {tinnen}d}(ir) by a conccpl. Sinee we cannoi com-

prehend ii, all lhal we can do in ihis case il lo lel lhe sensaiions of ihc

non-nanicablc connccl ’lhc spirii wiih lhe laiiguagc’, language in ihe sense
of a ’mcrc lellcr’ and noi a vchicle of a delcrminalive eonccpi (KU, B
198).

Whal we have here is a elear reeogniiion of lhe iniernal limii of lhe power
of logoccnirism, an allcnipl lo determine proposiiionatly lhe whole ler-

riiüiy of cognilive experienee fails in lhe presenee of ineommunicabiliiy

of ihc rulcs of an employed by naiiirc and by nian and lhe incffable ehar-

aclcr of finalily (sinee il is an infiniic finaliiy) of lhe produeis of ihis ari.
Hcrc reason elashcs againsl ihc limiis of lhe language whieh il eoniniands,

obliged 10 face lhe oihcr-ihan-reason.

Wiihoul lhe rulcs of cmpirical schemalism we cannoi a priori giiaraniec
lhe subsumplion of experienee lindcr cmpirical concepis, noi can wc a

fortiori guaranlce ils conirol by nieans of cmpirical laws. Undcrslandiiig
does noi provide lhe facully of judgemenl wiih lhe a priori guaranlce of
finding rcflexively, by means of logical analysis, cmpirical conccjils of an
incrcasing gcneraliiy for all given iniuiiive repiesenlations and, even less
Sü, of rcali/.ing our inlcresl for a delerminalion of experienee by means
oíâsysicm of cmpirical concepis and laws (KU, H 9, 18-9). In oihcr words,

superior cognilive power cannoi suppress lhe accidcninl chariicicr ofour

lhe particular. The cmpirical pariicular is noi dciennined by ihc universal
and cannol bc derived from il; nevcrihelcss, lhe pariicular, given in ihe

mulliplicity of naiurc nuisi agree wiih lhe univer.sal (ihrough cmpirical
concepis and lav\'s), in order lo bc supsumed under lhe universal.

The particular as such is only onc of lhe cascs, lhe mosl clear and general
of all, in whieh thc facully of judgemenl is abandoncd lo iiself and com-

pellcd eilhcr lo yicld lo .sceplicism or lo makc  a virluc oul of ncccssiiy
and produce ils own rulcs in order lo be abie lo search for delcrminalive

concepis and judgcmenls. Thc bcauiilul and lhe sublime provide addiiion-
al, equalJy rccalciirani cascs. Olher aspccts of experienee aiso defy lhe
power of judicial delerminalion. Wc do noi know how lo preseni lhe in
iernal siruciurc of organi/.ed beings in delcrminalive conccjus. Morcover,
we compleiely lack a priori condilions for proposilional delerminalion of

harmony beiween duiy and happiness. In all of ihcse cascs lhe accidenial,

given in experienee, seems lo resisl lo whal has bcen jirescribed by lhe
law and in ihis way lo defy lhe legislaiive posver of human reason.
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6. Techniijties
oí Kellection

Al lhe bcginning oí llic Fusl Iiuroduaion lo the Criiique of Reason Kanl
divides phiU)Süj)hy imo a docirinn! sysicni {dokíriiudcs Sysíeni) or dociriiic
{Dokirin) and a syslem oíeriiiquc {Sysieni dcrKiiiik) (H 10, 12). PhiloSDphy
as a doclrinc consisus oí^ priori ihcorciical and praeiieul synihclic judLic-
menis, all of ihcm deierniinaiive, lhe lurmer of inuiilivc fornis and ihe
lailcr of aciions. Philosophy as a criiiqiic consisls of suidies aboui ihc
condiiions of ihe po.ssibiliiy (ihcorciica! or praclical objcciive validiiy) of
dctcnninaiivc judgemcnis in general, lhai is, of ihc legislaiivc aeliviiy of
rcason.

Subsequcnlly, Kanl will announce a sceond pari of lhe sysieni of criiiquc,
ihc purposc of wlüch is noi lo siudy lhe condiiions of ihc possibiliiy of
delerminalive judgemcius, biil lhe condilions of lhe possibiliiy ofr? priori
judgcmenls in which vre rejlcci on lhe sides of our expcrience lhai resisl
lhe Icgislaling aciiviiy of reason. The objeciivc of ihis addiiional j)ari of
liic critique is lo find lhe a priori nicans which our faciiliy of jiidgcmeni
coiild use in order lo advocalc lhe judicial dcicrminalion of objccis and
aciions.

Thesc nicans are ccriain iccltniques of rejlcciion^ übt)iu ihcorclically
praclically accidcnial aspecls of luinian cxpericnce in lhe lighi of ihc con-
cepl of linalily (icieoniorphism), or raiher, ofdiffercnl concepis of finaliiy
which lhe facully of judgemem can generaie a priori. To begin wiih, lhe
suppo.silion of lhe finaiily of naiure ailows us lo iniroducc, ihinks Kanl,
an a priori logical order inlo lhe miilliplicily of nalural species. The same
concepi can be used in order lo csiablish a priori our aesiheiic agreemenis
aboul lhe beauiy of inluilivc Ibrms.^ The inicrnal consiiiuiion of organized
beings is Icss uninicliigibie if wc adniil a finaiily bclwccn an organism as
a whüle and iis paris (organs). Finally, the nulurc-nwcliina becoines in-
liabiled by nian, if il is considered a syslem al lhe Service of lhe uilimalc
moral objcciive.

Lei us consider, for ihc sakc of cxainple, in whal way ihc concepi of finaiily
of naiurc can bc used lo rcsiricl n priori lhe muliiplicily of empirical
species. The principie of the lechnique of relevam rcíleciion Kanl calls
lhe principie of spccificaiion of naiure. Tluis hc supposes lhai naiure in
lhe process of producing species acls congenially lo lhe inicresls of our
superior inlclleclual capacily. Explaining bellcr lhe conccpl of finaiily
which has bccn employcd herc, Kanl noiiccs thal we are deaiing wiih a
formal finaiily, lhai is, an infmite finaiily (lhai cannol bc explaincd by
of a dciermincd conccpl, KU, B 44) and, ihus, a mcrcly suhjeciive finaiily
(KU, H 21), which nevcrlheless favours lhe logical use of judgemeni (KU,
H 24) in lhe searc/i of incrcasingly universal empirical concepis and laws

or

means

'l'hc iccimiquc of ihc Lciilly of jmigcmcnl is
ilic Ibundaiion and noi a conscqucncc of ihc
idea of Itic leehniquc of nauire (KU, 1 í 24).

l’or idcniily of conccpl and finaiily in ihc.sc
iwo cascs, scc KU 11 556.
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(allhough il does noi give us any guaranlce lhal ii will bc possiblc lo
aclually find lhe universal KU, H 9-lü).

Anolher cxamplc of lhe use ofconcepl of finaliiy is provided by lhe j^rin-
ciplc of rcllcciion. Aceording lo ihis principie, finaliiy is noi any longer
formal, bul inalerial, which means lhal il can bc cxplained by means of
lhe dciermincd concepis of aims (relaling lo lhe deiermincd organs eic.)
and ihus ii can be objeciive (allrihuiable lo objeeis of naiure).

In what sensc is il possible lo mainlain lhal lhe principies of refleclion
of lhe facully of judgcmeni are lhe foundaiion of relleclivc or lelcological
judgemenls? The following is a drafi of ihc answer: lhe concejus of finaliiy
express a prioii condilions ol possibiliiy, ihal is, of inicrsubjeciive validity
of lelcological judgements in ihc sanie way in which categories express
lhe a priori condilions of possibiliiy, lhal is, of objcctive (cmpirical) irtiili
of delcrminaiívc ihcorctical judgenients. For insiancc, ihe conceiii of for
mal subjeclive linalily of iiUuiiive represeruaiions of objecls in every
human subjccl expresses a condiiion lhal is sufficicni for founding, ai least
ai lhe beginnin

cally csiablish in oiir aesthciic judgemenls of ihose objecls.
Aceording to Kanl, objcciivcly irue judgemenls are also iniersubjeclively
valid, but noi vice versa. This a.symmeiry beiween ihc iwo menlioncd lypes
of lhe condilions of possibilily rellecls a senianiic differcnce beiwccn
caiegories and concepis of finalily, While calegories presenl lhe dcicrmina-
lions (predicaics or relaiions) of objecls of our cmpirical iniuiiions lhal
can bc produced by inodes of aciing which can be schemaii/xd or even

niechanizcd, differenl concc|Us of finalily express fcalurcs of ihc sanie ob-
jccis or of naiure lakcn as a whole lhal rcsull froin nauire’s modes of

aciing lhal cannol bc schemalized in any way. As wc have said bclore, lhe

harmony beiwccn oiir inliiiiions of objccis and our concepis in general
(lhe formal subjeclive finalily beiween ihcsc represeniaiions) is niercly
SLibjcclivc and is noi ba.sed on explicable rulcs. Also wc cannol lindcniand
how il is possiblc lhal naiure mcchanically produces organisnis endowed
wilh inicrnal lelcomorpliic siruciures or lhal naiure ilsclf is a leleologic
sysiem.

a jirciension lo iniersubjcciive vaiidiiy which we analyii-O’

The same semaniic diffcrencc explains why lhe principies of undersianding
are ihe iransccndenial iruilis aboul cmpirical naiure lhal consiiluie lhe
ccniral pari of philosophy as a docirinc, while lhe principies of lhe facully
ol jndgcmcni are mere icchniques of rcllcciion upon lhe same. Since ihey
use lhe concepis of finalily lhal cannol bc schcnializcd lhe princijdes ol

noi say anyihing definiie aboul lhe manner of aciing of em

pírica) naiure and ihus ihey cannol bc nciiher iruc nor fal.se, nor can lhey
a fortiori securc a real power over ihcsc fornis or even over naiure. How-
ever, lhe principies of reflcciion are also noi iransccndenial: ihcy do not
say anylhing deliniie aboul lhe manner of aciing of naiure in ilself. Tíuis,
lhey righifiilly belong lo lhe facully of judgemenl and noi lo iheorciicul
rcason.

reflcciion do

In spite of lhal, ihese principies implicaie consequcnces upon ihc suprasen-
sibk siibslraíuni of empirical naiure. The principie of specificaiion of na
iure, íor insiance, which says lhal ihis subsiraium adjusis ilself lo our
cogniiive ends, implicaies, aceording lo Kanl, lhal naiure is more ihan a
mere mcchanism. To ireal naiure as if il werc definable by a sysiem of
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cmpirical conccj)Ls and laws mcans lo siipj)o.sc Uuil il does noi aci oniy
as a mere machinc, biii al Icasi in ccriaín cases, as a lalenicd anisi.

Every oilicr principie oí rcllcciion introduces ncw momcnls iiuu lhe idea
ül' lhe suprusensibic. The principie ol' rcllcciion oí icleomorphic siruciiircs
□r organized beings, Icads necessarily lo lhe concepiion of naiiire as an
uninienlional lechniquc and in lhe lasi insiancc, lo lhe one of iniclligciil
and omnipoieni engineer, a 'supreme arlisi’ (KU,  B 402), ouisidc ol nalure,
capablc of using mechanical laws in order lo produce organized bcin^s in
accordancc wiih lelcological rcprcsenlaiion of eveiyihing (KU, B^77).
Finally, lhe principie of rcneciioii on nalure as  a whole, bascd on ihc
concepi of lhe uliiinaie moral end, aims ai a suprasensiblc principie bcyond
all naiurc wliich acis as noi only an omniscieni and omnijX)icni biii aiso
as an cxiremely kind and jusl sovcrcign. Since ncilhcr
pichcndcd as a j)rodiici of a mere mechanism nor as a work of an of an
unist, nor as a fabricalion of a Ibrmidable engineer, can be ihc
virüioiis and liappy human exisicncc, \ve musi conckide, in lhe lighi of lhe
conccpi of our uliimaie moral end ihai only nalure conceived as an only
lelcological sysiau, siibordinaicd lo lhai end by  a moral creator, can olTer
lhe ncccssaiy' shclier lo moral aclion as such. Only in ihis way wil! naiurc
(which in ihis case can be called \vorld’) bc lhe home of ilie human being
(KU, B 402-3).

We have scen ihal, alihoiigh lhey cannoi be schcniaiizcd, ihc concepis
lhal express icicomorphic niodcs of aclion of nalure can be imerpreied by
an analogy wiih aclions direcied lo lhe end carried oiil by human beings,
namely, by lalenied ariisis, inlelligeni engineers and good-hearicd and jusl
sovcrcigns. In ihis way lhe concepis of finalily gel so lo speak an cm
pirical meaning which howcver is noi adequalc, nor compleic, nor direcl
and which does noi consliiuie, nor cannoi consiiiuie ihc oceasions of
schemaiism.

nalure com-

scene of

Having cnrichcd our idea of ihc suprasensiblc with a differenl nole, cach
principie of rcllcciion provides an addilional mark of finalily of human
rcason. Indeed, lo resort to lelcological concepis, and consequenily lo dif-
fercnl ideas of lhe suprasensiblc, mcans lo admil ihal ihcre cxisi
of our cxpericnce lhai cannoi be ordered by mcans of deicrminalivc judge-
mcnis. Ncverlhcless, ihc rellexive use of dilTereni concepis of finalily, hi-
icrpreicd by analogy by ihe maniier of acling of human agcnls, favours
lhe inlercsls of our facully of judgemenl in a non-conlcmplible way. Con-
sidering lhe formal subjeclive finalily of naiural spccies
prc.ssion, we can fornuilaic fruilful hcurisiic ruies in an cmpirical inquii-y
(KU, H 10). Having in mind lhe same subjeclive finalily of iniuiiive forms,

can regulaie our conicmplaiion of bcauiy in an inlersubjcciivcly  valid
nianncr. The appcal lo lhe conccpl of formal or malerial objcciivc finalily,
lypical of a compelem engineer, allows us lo Ibrmulaie aIso heurislie ruies
of lhe search for objcclively deicrminalivc causai cmpirical laws thal
operate in organi/.ed beings (KU, B 355)."

corners

as an ariisiic ex-

we

Finally, having lauglu us lo

l-’()r analogical inlcr|ircl;uioii ol' iclcologiai!
concepis, see KU. B 77, 269, 309.

Conirary lo mechanical or con.siruciivc ruies
.such as arc Iransceiulenlal schemes. hciiris-
lic ruies do noi guai'antec in all llic cases a
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look al naiiirc as ihc only iclcological sysicm subordinaicd by a bcncvolcnl

creaior lo lhe greaicst aim of purc vvill, lhe abilily lo judgc can decisivcly
favour our praciice of muraliiy.

We have scen ihc prcicnsions of ICaniian logocenirism - a compleie dcicr-
minaiion of human cxpcricnce by ineans of apriori conccpis and iis liiniia-

tions. The laiicr is ihc measure of finaliiy of rcason. Human reason is

finilc, in íhe firsl placc bccausc ils Icgilimaie use is reslricicd lo ihe icr-

rilory of possible cxpcriencc. Il is finilc, in lhe sccond place, bccausc il
is discursive, tcinporalizcd, bccausc il cannol cnibracc ils wholc tcniloiy
in a single gcsuirc. Ii is finiic also bccausc in order lo conirol cxpcricnce
il nuisi begin scarching for ilic universal, rclying only on hcurisiic ruies.
And in ihc fourih placc, Kantian rcason is finilc bccausc il cannol ihink

nor invcni dcicrmincd conccpis in order lo disiinguish ccriain iraccs of

inluilivc forms, of organi/cd beings and of naiurc as a wholc. In ihcsc
cases il clashcs wiih ihc unuUcrablc. In order lo bc clear wiih iisclf, ii

musl rccognizc a subslraiuni bcyond thc rcach of ils hand, soincihing oihcr
ihan rcprcscnlalional rcason.

Transtaied by
Koiíndii Grabar
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y.eijkd l.opiiric

Eiullichkclt

(ler Veriumlt

L'li(.TU-”iin;;fn

y.n Kiiiits l.i>K<>/cn(ristinis

Kants Lo^ozcnmmms isi cin Vcrsuch, tlic incn.wliUclic ya-iiiinft mineis apriorischer Kumepic zu
hcstimmen. In diesen Aiifiuiz ycnwisi der Amor atif fo/^ende vier Aspckie der F.ndiichkdt der
Vernunfi: (1) die líegreiizwif; der Venimifi unf mcn.schiiche Iirfu/inin^- (2) der diskurzive Oiuruk-
ler der Vernnnfi; (3) um die Erfcdirun^ kainrollieren
Siic/ie nacli dem Univcrsel/eii mir

zu kõ/i/icn, brouchí die Vermmji aiif ihrer
den Gcseizen derlleurisnk zu fol^en; (-f) die yenimifi i.si niciii

in der Laf;e. da.s Konzepl ziir Charukieiisienin}; ei/ii^cr iniuiiiver r.r.scheimmi;en
Emiiaicn sowie der Naiiir eds Gunzheií zu fmden.

, oii^aiu.sierier

Zcljk» Lopiiric

Fiualití*

(!e Ia ralson

Kóncxiiiiis siir Ic hit;i>ccn>risnic

(Ic Kiiiil

l.e lo^occniiismc de kuiii marijuc une lenwiive de dóienninaiion de la raison liiimciiiie
de concepis a priori. Dnns cei unicle, l'íiuicur mei rocccni sur cpmire a.speci.s de la fnaliié de
la raison: 1. limiiaiion de la raisun à Vcxpúriencc humainc; 1 caraciàv discursifde la redson;
3. pour coniiôler I &xpt‘riencc, la raison duii rcchercher l'universcl au seul niovcn des rè^leslieuris-
liqiics; 4. la raison nc peui irouver les concepis nécessaires à la caraciérisaiivn de certains iniiis
iniuitifs, des cniiiés organisces ei de la naiiire en lanl que luui.

en lenncs

successfui ouicome of llic opcraiion ihal
llicy are in command of. In lliis way ilic-y aiso
cliffcr from tlie ineiliod of irial and cnor be-
caiise tlicy lake into accoiiiu lhe conditions

(iiiforniation) conlaincd in a priori specula-
livc and iclcnlogical concepis on wliich iiicy
nrc based.

Tlie heurisiic riilcs of thc faculiy of jiidgc-
incnl conslitiitc (bcinselves an importam
complcincni of ilic ruies of ilie saine ivpe of
purc tlicorclical rcuson exposed in lhe first
Criiique and finindcd in spccnimivc ideas
(KRV, lí 091).




