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ception, which accords with this presupposi-

tion. It is therefore no censure of our deduc-~"
tion of the chief principle of morality, but a

reproach, with which human reason in gene-
ral must be charged, that it cannot render
comprehensiblean unconditional practical law
(such -as the categorical 1mperative must be)
according to its absolute necessity; for, hu-
man reason cannot be blamed, because it does
not chuse to do this by a condition, namely,
by means of any one interest laid as a foun~
dation, since 1t would then be no moral, that
15, chief, law of liberty. And thus we do
not comprehend, it 1s true, the practical un-
conditional necessity of the moral imperative,
butwe comprehendits INCOMPREHENSIBILITY,
and this is all that can be equitably required
of a philosophy, which does not pursue its
researches beyond the confines of human

, 1reason. B
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1,

[niversal Conception of the Nature of
Ratiocinations.

o compare something as a mark witha thing

is named to judge. The thing itself is
the subject, the mark the predicate. The
comparison is expressed by the copula s or
are which, when it 1s used absolutely, de-
notes the predicate to be a mark of the sub-
ject's, but which, if it is accompanied with.
the negative particle, makes the predicate
known as a mark opposed to the subject. The
judgment in the first case 1s alhrmative, 1n the
second negative. It is easily understood, that,
when the predicate is denominated a mark, 1t
is not thereby said to be a mark of the sub-
ject’s; forthis is but in afirmative judgments,
but that it, thouzh it-in a%gative judgment
contradicts its subject, is considered as a mark
of any one thing whatever. Thus a spirit 18
the thing , which I think; ' composed a mark
of some one thing or another; the judgment,

15 A
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A .:?;;Jfrft 1S ot corrzposed, represents this mark
as colliding with the thing itself.

That, which 1s a mark of the mark of 3
thing, 1s named a mediate mark of 1it. Thus
necessary 1s an immediate mark of God, but
nnmutadle a mark of the mecessary’s and a
mediate mark of God. It is evident, That
the immediate between the remote and the
thing 1tself supplies the placeof an intermedial
mark (nota intermedia), because the remote
mark 1s compared with the thing itself but by
that immediate. A mark may however be
compared negatively with a thing by an in.
termediate mark, by cognising, that some-
thing clashes with the immediate mark ofz
thing. Contingent collides as a mark with
the necessary; but necessary is a mark of
God, and one cognises by means of an inter-
medial mark, that, to be necessary, 1s incon-
sistent with God.

Here 1s now my real exposition of a ratio-
cination or a syllogism of reason: Ewvery
judgiment by a mediate mark is a ratiocinatwn,
or in other words, it is the comparison of 2
mark with a thing by means of an intermedsate
mark. This intermediate mark in a ratiocms
tion is denominated also the middle principal
conception (terminus medius); as it 1§ suffi-
ciently known what the other principal con-
ceptions or terms ‘are, I need not dwell on
them. |

In order to cognise distinctly the referencet
of the mark to the thing in the judgment, th
hianan soul is a spirit, I make use of the mark,
rational, so that by means of it I consider, &

be
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be a spirit, as a mediate mark of the human
soul's. Three judgments must necessarily oc-
cur here, to wit;
‘1. to be a spirit 1s a mark of the rational’s,
o, rational is a mark of the human soul’s,
5. to be a spirit, 1s a mark of the human
sonl’s,
for, the comparison of a remote mark with
the thing 1itself is not possible but by these
three acts. |

In the form of judgments they would run
thus: All that 1s rational 15 a spirit, the soul
of man 1s rational, therefore the soul of man

15 a spirit. This 1s a positive ratiocination.
As to the negative one, it is equally obwvious,
that 1since I do mot always cognise clearly
enough the collision of a predicate and subject,
I must, when I can, use the expedient; to fa-
cilitate my introspection by an intermedial
mark. Let us suppose,thatthe negative judg-
ment were proposed to me: The duration of
God 1s not commensurable by any time, and,
as T do not find that this predicate, immediate-
ly compared with the subject, gives me a
sufliciently_ distinct idea of the collision, 1
make use of a mark, which I can represent to
myself immediately in this subject, and com-
pare the predicate therewith, and by that means
with the thing itself. To be commensurable
by time collides with all immutable, but im-
mutable is a mark of God, consequently etc.
This formally expressed would run thus: No-
- thing immutable is commensurable by time,
~ thedijration of Godis immutable, therefore etc.

2. Of
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weutt B

Of the Chfef Bules Of all BRatioctnations.

From what hasbeen said it may be éﬁgnig.
ed, that the first and universal rule of all po-
sitive ratiocinations 1s, 4 mark Of a mark is a
mark of the thing's itself (nota note est etiam
nota ret ipsius), of all negatives: What con-
tradicts the mark of a thing, contradicts the
thing itself (repugnans note repugnat rei ipsi.
Neither of these rules is susceptible of any
farther proof. For a proof is possible but by
one or more ratiocinations, for which reason
to endeavour to prove the chief formule of all
syllogisms of reason, would be to infer ina
circle. But1tis evident,that these rules com-
prise the universal and last ground of every
rational mode of syllogism, because thoss,
which have hitherto been held by all logicians
the first rules of all ratiocinations, must bor-
row the only ground of their truth from ous.
The dictumn de omni, the chief ground of all
positive ratiocinations is, That, which is un:-
versally afirmed of a conception, is likewise
affirmed of every one that is contained unde:
it. The argument of this 1s clear. * That con-
ception, under which -others are contained,
is always separated asamark from these; what
now belongs to this conception, that is a mark
of a mark, consequently a markof the things
itself, from whichitisseparated, thatis, it be-
longs to thelower ones, which are contained un-
derit. Everybody, who is insome measureln:
siructed in logical knowledge, perspects, That

this dictwin 1s true on account Of this gTOllTld
]J.lﬂl'el}r:
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merely, and that it therefore ranks under our first
rule. The dictunt de nullo stands in a similar
relation towards our second rule. 'Whatis uni-
versally negated of a conception, 1s likewise ne-
cated of allthose, which are contained under it.
For that conception, under which these others
are contained,is but a mark separated from them.
But what repugns this mark, repugns too the
things themselves; consequently that, which
repugns the higher conceptions, must clash
with the lower, which rank under them.

3
Of pure and of mixed BRatiocinations.

Every one knows, that there are immediate
syllogisms, where from one judgment the
truth of another 1s immediately cognised with-
out a middle .conception. For which reason
such syllogisms are not ratiocinations; for
instance, from the position, Every one matter
1s unalterable, follows directly, ‘What is not
alterable, is not matter. Logicians count diffe-
rent species of such immediate consequences,
among which no doubt those by the logical
conversion, as also by the contraposition are
the most eminent,

If a ratiocination happens but by three
positions, if it is but possible accerding to
the rules, which are above-propounded of
everylratiocination, I term it a pure syllogism
of reason (ratiociniun: purum), when more
than three judgments are conjoined with one
another, it isia mingled syllogism of reason
(ratiociniumn hybridumn). Suppose, that between

the
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the three head-positions an immediate conclu-
sion must be still thrown in, and thus a p031-
tion more 1s bupera&ded than a pure ratioci-
nation allows, it 1s a ratiocinium hybridum,
for example, ﬁn'ure to yourseit, thatone should
infer and conclude in this mapner:

Nothing, that is'perishable, is simple,

COIISE',qLeIlt].Y nothmrr that 1s sumple 1s pe-

rishable, |

The soul of man is simple,.

Therefore the soul of manisnot perishable,
thus he would have, it is true, no properly
compound ratiocination, because this must
consist of several ratiocinations, but the pre-
sent one, besides that, which 1s required to a
ratiocination, contains an immediate conclu-
sion by the contraposition and comprehends
four proposiuons.

But were three judgments only actually
expressed, the drawing of the conclusion from
these three judgments would be possible but
by virtue of an allowed logical conversion,
contraposition, or another logical alteration
of one of these prejudices,. the ratiocination
were a ratiocinium hybridumn nevertheless; for
it is not taken into consideration here. what
is said, but what 1s indispensably necessary
to be thought, if a correct consequence shall
exist. Let us suppose, in the ratiocination:

Nothing perishable 1s simple;

The soul of man 1s simple,
therefore the soul of man 1s not perishable,
1s but in so far a just conclusion, as I can
say by a very right conversion of the major,

Nothmﬂ‘ penshable 15 sumple, by consequence
nothing
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nothing simple is perishable, thus the ratio-
cination remains always a mixed syllogism,
because its syllogistic power rests upon the
secret superadding of this immediate conse-
quence, which one must have in thought at
least.

4.
In the first Figure, commonly so named, pure

Ratiocinations only are possible, in the
three Other Figures mixed Ones merely.

When aratiocinationis formed immediate-
ly according to one of our two chief rules
above-mentioned, it is always in the first -
cure. The first rule is, A mark B of a mark
C of a thing A is a mark of the thing A itself.
Hence arise three propositions, videlicet,

C B
C has for a mark B What is rational 1s a spirit
A C
A has fora mark C The human soul 1s rational

A

Ergo A has for a mark B Ergo the human soul
B

1S a Spirit.

It is very easy to apply more sumilar ones
and of others also to the rule of negative syl-
logisms, in order to convince one’s self, that,
when they are conformable to these, they al-
ways are in the first figure; but I endeavour
here to avoid a tiresome prolixity. It 1s easily
perceived, that these rules of ratiocinations do
not require that, besides these judgiments, any.
one immediate consequence from either of
them must be interjected, if the argument shall

be
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be cogent, therefore the ratmcmatmn in the
first ﬁwe is of the pure $ort.

In the second Figure none but mixed Ratiocina-
Lions are passible.

The rule of the second figure isthis, When
a mark is repugnant to the mark of a thing,
it isrepugnant to the thing itself. - This posi-
tion is but true, because that, which a mark
repugns, repugns too this mar]\ but\vhat re-
pugns “a 111&11\ repucns the thing itself;

therefore that, Wthh a mark of a thmg re-

pugns, collides with the thing itself. .Here
1t 15 now evident, that, merely because I can

absolutely convert the major as-a negative
position, the drawing of the conclusion by
means of the minor 1s p0531ble. Consequently
this conversion must be secretly thought, else
my positions do not conclude. But the pos-
tion acquired by the conversion 1s an inter-
jected- immediate consequence of the former,
and the ratiocination has four }11dfrments, and
is a ratiociniun hybridum, for instance, when
{ sav,

No spirit 1s divisible.

All matter 1s divisible,

. Erzo no matter i8 a Spirit;

I conclude right, and the syllogistic power
Hes therem, (m]y because from the furst po-
sition, no .s‘pmt is divisible, flows by an 1mme-
diate consequence, ergo Jzothmg divisible 15 a
spirit,and after this every thing followsrightly
the universal rule of all ratmcmatmns But as

only by virtue of this immediate ¢onsequence
to
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to be drawn from it a syllogistical capacity is
in the argument, so this pertains theieto and
it has four judgments,
‘ No spirit is divisible
And therefore nothing divisiblé'is a spirit,
All matter 1s divisible
Consequently no matter is a spirit.

In the third Figure none but mixed Ratiocina-
tions are possible

T

Theruleof thethird figureis thefollowing:
What is suitable to or inconsistent with a thing,
is either suitable to or inconsistent with some
things, which are contained under "another
mark of this thing. This position itself is
possible but because I can convert the judg-
ment, in which 1s said, that another mark is
suitable to this thing (per conversionemn logi-
cant), wherehy it becomes conformable to the
rule of all ratiocinations. Exempli gratia, it
15 said 5

All men are sinners,
ANl men are rational, *
Therefore some rational beings are sinners,

This concludes, only because I can infer
from the minor by a conversion per accidens:
therqfor'e some rational beings are men, and
then the coniceptions are compared with the
fule of all ratiocinations, but only by means
of an interjected immediate conclusion, and
one has a ratiocinuun hybridum :

All men are sinners,

All men are rational,
therefore some rational béings are men,
consequently somerational beings are sinners.
Yor.I. . Rk The

k!
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- The same may be very easily shown i the
necative mode of this hgure, but which for
the sake of brevity I omuat. -~

In the fourth F fgnre none but mixed Ratiocing-
tions are possible.

The mode of inference in this figure is so
unnatural, and is founded upon so many POs-
sible intermedial syllogisms, which must be
conceived as interjected, that the rule, which
I could propound for it universally, would be
very obscure and unintelligible. For which
reason I shall say, but on what conditions a
syllogistic power lies therein. In the negative
species of these syllogisms of reason a right
inference 1s possible, because I may alter the
places of the principal conceptions by either
logical conversion or contraposition and thus
after every major imagine its immediate con-
sequence, $o that these consequences acquire
the reference, which they must have i a 1a-
tiocination according to the universal rule in
general. But I shall shew of the positive ones,
that they are mnot at all possible in the fourth
ficure. The negative ratiocination according

to this hgure 1s represented, as it must be
thought, as follows:

No dunce 1s learned,
therefore 1o learned man is a dunce.
Some learmed men are pious,
therefore sorte pious men are learned
ergo some plous men are not dunces.

Let
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Let it be a syllogism of the second sort.
Every spirit is simple, |
all that 1s simple 1s incorruptible,
therefore some incorruptible 1s a.spirit.

It 18 evident, thatthe concluding judgment,
as it stands here, cannot by any means be in:
ferred from the premises. This 1s quicklv
perceived, when the middle term is compared
with 1t. I cannot say, some incorruptible is
a spirit, because it is simple, it is not directly
a spirit. Again, the premisses cannot beso dis-
posed by all. possible logical alterations, that the
conclusion or but another position, from which
it flows as an immediate consequence, could
bededuced, if, according to the rule establsih-

ed in all fhgures, the termini shall have
their places so, that the greater terminus shall
occur in the major, and the smaller 1 the
minor.* And though, when I totally alter the
places of the principal conceptions, so that
that becomes the smaller, which was before
the greater and wice versa, a conclusion from

which the given conclusion flows may be in-
ferred , a total transposition of the premises 13

then necessary and the so namned ratiocination
according to the fourth figure comprises the
materials, but mnot the form, according to

* This rule is founded in the synthetical ofder according
to which the remote and then the proxime mark is com-
pared wich the subject. If this were however considered
arbitrably merely, it becomes indispensably necessary, when
four fioures must be had. Tor as-soon a$ it 1s the same,
whether T bring the predicate of the conclusion into the

major or into the minor, the first figure is not at all difte-
rent from the fourth, A fault of this sort may be found in

Grusiug Logic page Ooo in the note.

‘ K 2 ' which
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which must be concluded and 15 no ratiocing.
tion at all according to the logical order, in
which only the division of the four figures is
possible, which in the negative mode of con.
clusion in the same fhigure 1s of a quite different

nature. It must be thus:

Every spirit is simple,
all that is simple is incorruptible,
therefore everv spirit is incorruptible,
consequently some incorruptible s a spirit.

This concludes quite right, but such a ra-
tiocination is not different from that in the
first ficure by another place of the middie term,
but only by the place of the premisses being
altered * and in the conclusion the places of
the principal conceptions. But theremn con-
sists niot at all the alteration of the figwe. A
fault of this sort 1s to be found in the place
above-cited of Crusius’ Logic, where, by this
liberty of altering the place of the premises,
one believes to infer maturally in the fourth
ficure. It is"a pity, that a man of great talents
should give himself the trouble to endeavour
to correct a useless thing: Nothing useful

can be done, but by destroying it entirely.

* Tor when that proposition is the major, in which the
predicate of the conclusion cceurs, the second proposinon
of the proper coriclusion, <wvhich here flows immediately
from the premises. is the major and the first the minor,
Tiren however every thing is inferred according to the fist
finnre. only ¢o that the given up conclusion is drawn by 2
lozical conversion from that, whick follows next from the

said judgments.

5. The
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5. .
The logical Division of the four sy Hogistic I' I
Buresis a ﬁzlse Subtilty,

It cannot be denied that one may infer and
conclude nghtly in all these four hpures. But
it 1s unquestionable that all of them, except
the first, determine the consequence but by a
roundabent way and intermingled intermedial
conclusions , and that the very samec conclu-
sion would follow perfectlv pure and un-
mingled from the same middle conception in
the first figure. It may be thought, on that
account, that the other three figures are very
useless, but not false, Howeéver, when one
reflects on the view, with whmh they were
mvented, and are still propounded, one wall
judee otherwise. Were tlie object, to en-
tangle a multitude of conclusions, mingled
with the principal judgments, in such a man-
ner with theSe, that, some being expressed
and others understood ; it would require great
art, to judge of their agreement with the rules
of syllogising,one would not just invent more
fioures,. but conld mevertheless devise more
emn'matlcal conclusions, which might occa-
sion brains-beating enouu*h But it 1s not the
end of logic, to implicate, “but to resolve,not to
propound obscurely, but evidently. Hence these
four modes of syllogism ought to be simple,
unmingled, and without hidden collateral
conclusions, else they are not allowed the li-
berty, to appear in.a logical proPOu:ndmcr as
forms of the most distinct representation of a
raflocination. It 1s-certain that hitherto all

| logicians
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logicians have considered them as simple ra-
tiocinations without a necessary interjection
of otherjudgnients, otherwise this burghership
had never been granted them. The other three
species of 1llation as rules of ratiocinations in
general are then right, but as such as comprise
a simple and a pure conclusion, false. This
falsitvy, which constitutes a right to involve
mtrospections, mstead of which, the proper
ends of logic are to reduce every thing to the
most simple mode of cognition, 1s the greater,
the more particular rules (of which every fi-
cgure has some proper ones) are necessary, in
order, in this side leap, not to trip one’s selk.
In fact, 1f much acuteness was ever bestowed
on a totally useless thing, and much seeming
learning lavished, 1t 1s the case here. The
moods, so named, which are possible 1n every
hgure, intimated by strange words which,
together with much secret art, contain letters
that facilitate the transforming into those,
will, when once the venerable rust of ant-
quity shall teach a more instructed postenty,
to adnre and to regret in these rests the dilli-
gent but fruitless labours of their predecessors,
comprise a vaiuable curiosity of the cast of the
human mind. It is easy to discover the first
occasion of this subtilty. He, who first wrote
a svllogism 1n three lines below one another,
considered it as a chess-board, and tried what
would be the consequence of the transposition
of the places of the middle term, was as much
surprised when he perceived that a rational
sense was produced, as one would be who dis-

covers an anagram. It was just as childish (o

be
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be ‘over-joyed with the one as with the other,
especially as it was forgotten that nothing new:
was introduced in point of perspicuity, but
only an, augmeéntatibn of indistinctness and
confusion. But it is the lot of human under-
standing, either to be inquisitive. and. fall
on trifles, or td catch at objects too vast,
and build castles in the air. Of the great crowd
of thinkers one chuses the number 666, the
other, either the origin of animals and plants,
or the mysteries of Providence. The errour
into which both fall is, according to the difte-
rence of their understandings, of a very diffe-
rent taste. -

In our days things worthy of being known
angmént very much Our capacity will soon
be too weak ; ‘and our life too short, to com-
prehend butthe most useful part of them, We
are presented with an abundal}ce of riches, to
malie room for which we must throw away a
oreat deal of useless lumber. It-had been better
never to have been occupied-about it.

I would flatter myself too much, if T be-
lieved, that the labour of afew hours would
be able to overthrow the colossus, whose head
is hidden in the clouds of antiquity; and

whose. feet are' of argil. However, as'T can-
not adjust every thing in. the lorrlcal pro-

pounding conformably to my own insight,
but must do much to please the reigning taste,
{ shall not insist arny longer:on nhm sub]ect
but shall employ the nme, which I thereby

gain, . inthe actual enlarﬂ‘mg af useful know—
1edge. L L '

R 4 There -



153 ESSAYS AND

There is still another ﬁtility of the syllo-
gistic, namely, by mears of it, to get the
better of theunwary in a learned conversation,
But, as this belongs to the athletic of the learned'
an art, which may otherwise be very useful,
but does not contribute much'to the advantaﬂ"e

of truth, I shall pass it by 1n silence,
b,

Conclusion,

We are now instructed, that the chief rules
of all pure. syllogisms of reason lead 1mme-
diatelv to that order of conceptions, -which 1s
named the first figure, that all other transpo-
siions of the middle term, yield.a right con-
sequence but because they lead to such propo-
sitions by easy immediate inferences, which
are .connected in the simple order of the first
ficure, that it-is impossible to 1nfer in a
simple and unmixed manner 1n more than one
ficure, because nothing but the first figure,
which lies hidden in a rathocination by con-
cealed consequences, comprises the illative
power, and the altering of the places of the
conceptions dccasions but a greater or a smaller
roundabout, which one has to go, in order
t0 perspect the consequence, and that the di-
vision of the figures in' general, in so far as
they shall’ contain pure conclusions mixed
with uo :intermedial judgments, 1is false and
mpossible. It may be so easily gathered:from
our exposition, how our universal fundamen-
tal rules of all pure syllogisms of reason com-
prehend

-—
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prehend at the same time the particular rules
of the first figure, as also how from the given
conclusion and the mddle principal concep-
tion -every. one ratiocination from omne of the
other figures may, without the nseless diffu-
siveness of the formules of reduction, be di-
rectly altered into the first and simple mode of
illation 4:-se that either the conclusion itself,
or a position, from which it follows by an
immediate consequence, 1s inferred, that I
shall not dwell on 1t

I cannot however quit this subject with-
out adding a few observations,. which may be
elséwhere of material use, L

In tlie [irst place 1 say, .that a distinct or
perspicuous concepiion * 1s not possible but
by a judgment, but a complete conception not
otherwise than by a ratiocination. To adistnct
conception 1s réquired, that I cognise clearly
something as a criterion of a thing, but thisis
a judgment, That I may have a:distinct con-
ception of a body, Irepresent clearly to my-
selt the impenetrability as a mark'of it, This
representation, however, is nothing but the
thought, a body is unpenetrable, - It is to be
ohserved in this, that this judgment is not the
distinct conception itself, but the act, by
which 1f becomes actual; for the representa-
tion, which arises from the thing itself after
this act, is distinct, It is easily shown, that
a complete conception 1s possible but by a

* The genealogical tieg, of this family may be scen in the
translator’s preface to THE PrinciPreEs oF CRITICAL PHI-
LOSOPHY, page XXVI~—XXVIl, ’

R 3 ratio-
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ratiocination,- one needs but peruse theé first
paragraph of this treatise. For which reasona
distinct conception may be denominated such
a one, asis clear by a judgment but a com-
plete conceptlon what-is distinct by a rato-
cination.

When the completeness is in, the hlghest
degree, the ratiocination is a simple one, when
it1s of the second or third, it is possible but
by a serles of cha:m-sylloglsms which the
understanding contracts 1n the mode of a so-
rites. Hence is evident an essential fault of
logic, asitis commonly treated, to wit, that
distinct and complete conceptions are handled
sooner, than judgments and ratiocinations,
though those are possible but by these.

Secondly, as obvious as 1t 1s, that to the
complete conception no other fundamental
power of the soul is requisite, than to the
distinct, (as the very same capability, which
cognises something immediately as a mark in
a thmg, 1S hkemse used to represent an-
other mark in this mark, and thus to cogitate
the thing by a remote mark;) 1t 1s just as ob-
vious, that understanding and reason, id est,
the facult)r of cognising chstmctly, and that
of framing ratiocinations, are not different
fundamental capabilities. Both consist in the
'faculw of judging; but one infers and con-
cludes, when one ]udﬂ'es medlately ,

Thzrdly, and lastly', it 1s likewise to be
collected from this, "that the chief power of
cognition absolutely rests but upon the faculty
to ]udcre Consequently , 1f a being can judge,

1t
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it 15 endowed with the chief capability of
cognition. If one has cause to deny it this
capability, 1t 1s not able to judge. The neglect
of such contemplations occasioned a cele~
brated man of letters to grant distinct con-
ceptions to brutes. An ox, it1is said, in his
representation of the stall has also a clear re-
presentation of its mark, the door, therefore
a distinct conception of the stall. It is easy,
to avoid the confusion here. - The distinctness
of a conception does not consistin that, which
is amark of the thing’s, being represented clear-
ly, butin its being cognised as a mark of the
thing. Thedoor 1sindeed something belonging
to thestall, and may serve for a mark of 1t, but
only he, who forms the judgment; this door
belongs to tlus stall, has a distinct conception
of the building, and this is surely above the
faculty of the brute.

I go still farther, and maintain, That it 1s.
totally difterent to distinguish things one from
another, and to cognisethe difference of things.
The latter 1s possible but by judging, and .
cannot be done by any irrational animal. The
following division may be of greatuse. To
distinguish logically 1s, to cognise that A 1s
not B, and 1s always a negative judgment;
to distinguish physically 1s, to be instigated
to different actions by diflerent representations.
A dog distinguishes roast beef from bread, be-
cause he is differently aftected by the roast
beef (for different things occasion different
sensations ) and the sensation of the former is
a ground of -another appetite in him, than

that
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that of the latter * actording to the matural
conneétion of his instincts with his represen-
tations, - Hence occasion may be given to re-
flect better on the essenital distinction between
rational and 1mrational amimals. VWere one
able to perspect what sort of a secret power
that 1s', svhereby judging becomes possible,
one would resolve the difhculty. My present
opinion is, . that this power or faculty is no-
thing but the faculty of the internal sense,
id est, . to make one’s own representations the
object of one’s thoughts. This faculiy is not
to be deduced from another,itisa fundamental
faculty in the proper signification, and in my
apprehension can belong to rational beings
merely. » Upon: this however rests the whole
higher power of cogmition. I shall conclude
with a representation, which cannot fail to
beagreeable to those, who can take pleasurein
contemplating the unity in human cognitions.
Allafirmative judgments rank undera common
formule, the position of agreement: Cuilibet
subjecto competit pradicatimn ipsi opposituni,
All afiimativeratiocinations are contained un-
der the rule: Nota note est nota rei ipsius, all
negative ones underthis: Oppositur nots op-
ponitur reipst. All judgments that rank imme-
diately under the propositions of agreement or of

* It 1s of the greatest importance indeed, to pay attention
to' this'in the investigation of animal nature. VVe perceive
in brutes extermal actions merely, whose difference poLnts
out different determinations of their appetites. VWhether the
same action of their cognoscitive power happens in their in-
teriour, as thevare conscious to themselves of the agreement

or of the disagreement of that, which is in one sensation,

with that which is to bé found in another, and therefore
to judge, is by no means a consequent therefrom,

contradiction,
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contradiction, thatis, in which neither theiden-
tity nor the repugnancy 1s perspected by an
mlermediate mark (consequently not by means
of the anatomizing of conceptions,) but 1m-
mediately, are inevincible judgments, those,
which can be mediately cognised, are evin-
cible. Human cognition teems with such in-
evincible judgments. Some of these previous-
ly occur to every definition, as soon as one,
in order to attain 1it, rePresean to one’s self
that, which one cocrmaes in a thmg as prox-
ime or 1mmedlz—1telv, as a mark of it. Those
philosophers err, who proceed as if there were
no inevincible fundamental truths at all be-
sides that. Those, who, without a suflicient
guaranty, are too liberal in giving this pre-
cedency to several of their own positions, err
just as much.



ON

THE POPULAR JUDGMENT.

THAT MAY BE RIGHT IN THEORY, BUT DOE$

NOT HOLD GOOD IN THE PRAXIS.



. INTRODUCTION:

4

he ageregate of even practical rules is de-

nominated THJ:O]HY when these rules, as
principles, are thoughtm a certain universa-.
lity, and thereby 1s. abstracted from a multi-
tude of conditions, which necessarily have
influence on their exercise. Convelselv not
every handicraft, but only that attaining of
an end, 1s named prax1s, which is thought as

the obbervance of certain principles of proce-
dure represented in the general.

It is evident, that between the theory and
the plams 2 medium of connection and of
ransition from the one to the crther 1s still
required, let the themy be ever so complete
for, to the conception of understandmg which
comprises the rule, must be superadded an
act of ]udﬂeme:nt | Wh&leb}" the p1act1L1oner
discriminates, whether somethmﬂ' be the case
of the rule or not; and, as rules by which
the judgement eould take its measures in the.
subsumption, cannot alwa; s be given, (because
that would go_to the mhmte), there may, be
theorists, who never.in their 111 es.can become
practitioners, becanse they want judgement;
for instance, ph}snmns or lewyers,f who
may have prosecuted their studies successfully,
but who, when they are to give advice, do
not 1-maw how to proceed. — But WhElE‘ thl&

oift of nature is even to be met with, there
may yet be a want of premises; thatis, the
Yor. L L theory
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theory may be incomplete andtthe*mmp]ement
of it obtained perhaps but by experimentsand
experiences to be made still, from which the
thqician the farmer, or the hnancier, on
quitting his school, ought to abstract rulea
for himself, and render his theory compl ele.
The theory however was not to be blamed, if

it did not vet suflice to the praxis, but the
fault was, that theory enough did not exist,
which the man ought to have learned from ex-
perence; and which 1s real theory, though
he 1s not able to communicate 1t, and, asa
teacher, to propound it systematically in uni-
versal positions, consequently can layv no
claim to the title of a theoretical physician,
farmer, etc. — Nobady therefore can pretend
to be practlca]l} versed in a science and at the
same time despise the theory, without expos-
ing himself to be held an ignorantin his own
province: believing, by ovoping 1n expeir-
ments and experiences, without collecting for
himself certain principles (which constitute

that, properly named theory), and without
having reflected on his business as a whole

(which, when one proceeds in this methodi-
cally, 1s termed a system), to make more pro-
gress, than the theory would permit.

- It 1s however more supportable, that an
ignorant should give out theory asunnecessary,
and which may be dispensed with in his op
nialive praxis, than thata sciolist should ad-
mit of it and of its use in the schools (in or-
der to exercise the understanding only), but
maintain at the same time, that Lhe praxis 1s

guite of another nature; that, wlien one guils
the
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thé school and goes into the world, one per-
ceives vold ideals and philosophical reveries
to be followed; 1n a word, that which is right
in theory, is of no validity for the praxis. .
(It is often expressed thus: this or that“pro-
position 1is valid, 1t is true, in thesi, but not
in hypothesi). Were empirical machinists,
to pronounce 1n this manner on universal me-
chanics, or bombardiers, on the mathematical
doctrine of the throwing of bombs, that the
theory in these sciences is indeed nicely exco-
gitated, but 1s mot at all valid in the praxis,
because in the execution experience gives
quite other results, they would be but laughed
at, (for, if to the former were superadded the
theory of friction, to the latter the resistance
of the air, consequently, but'more theory in
general, they would harmonize perfectly with
experience). But the case is quite different
with a theory, which concerns objects of in-
tuition, than with that, in which objects are
represented but by conceptions (with objects
of mathematics, and of philosophy): the
latter of which perhaps may easily be thoughe
and without censure (on the part of reason),
but perhaps not at all given, but may be void
ideas merely, of which no use whatsoever
would be made in the praxis, or a use, even
disadvantageous to it, Therefore that popular
judementmay in such cases be perfectly correct.

But in a theory, which bottoms upon the
CONCEPTION OF DUTY, the apprehension on
accourit of the void idealness of this concep-
tion ceases entirely. For it would not be duty
to proceed on a certain effect of our will, if

I. g thiS



164 .S5SAYS AND

this were not possible in- experience too
(whether it be thought as accomplished or
continually approaching to the accomplish-
ment); and this sort of theory only 1s the
subject of the present treatise. For, it 1s not
seldom pretended, of it, to the scan,dal of Phl-
losophy, that,” what may be right in it, is
however not valid for the praxis : and indeed
in an imperious disdainful tone, full of pre-
sumption, willing by expenence to reform
reason in that even, m which 1t places iis
sreatest honour; and with an arrogated wis-
dom and mole’s eyes, which are ﬁ:xed On ex-
perience, imagining to be able to see farther
and better, than with eyes, which have fallen
to the share of a being, made to stand erect
and to behold the heavens. |

This maxim, become very common in our
times, rich in sentences, but poor in facts,
when it concerns any thing moral (duty of
law or of ethics), occasions the gréatest mis-
chief. For here we have to do-with the canon
of reason (in the practical field), where the
value of the praxis rests entirely upon its suit-
ableness to the theory upon which it is built,
and all is lost, when the empirical and by
consequence iortuitous conditions of the exe-
cution of the law are made conditions of the
" law 1tself, and thus a praxis, which is calcu-
lated on a probable issue according to a prece-
dent experience, becomes entitled to master
the theory subsisting of itself.

This treatise is divided according .to the
three different stations, from which the man

of honour, accustomed to pronounce so boldly
| on
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on theories and on systems, is wont to judge
his object; consequently in a threefold qua-
Jity: 1. as a prlvate man but a MAN OF
BUSINESS, 2.4aS a4 STATESMAN, 3. aSa MAN OF
THE WORLD, (or a citizen of the world in ge-
neral). These three personages are unanimous
in falling upon the scoormaw, (who elabo-
rates theory for them all and for their greatest
good) 1n order, as they believe themselves
better qualified,  to send him to his school
(illa se jactet in aula l),asa pedant who, spoiled
for the praxis, but stands in the way of their
experienced wisdom.

We shall therefore represent therelationin
which the theory stands to the praxis in three
sections: first, in MORAL in general (with a
view to the good of every man), secondly, in
poLiTics (in reference to the good of states),
turdly, In a cosSmMOPOLITICAL consideration
(with a view to the good of the human species
in general, so far asitis engaged in advanc-
ing to that good in the series of generations
of all future times). — But the titles of the:
sections will be expressed, for reasons which
unfold themselves in the treatise itself, by the
relation of the theory to the praxis in moraAr,
In THE LAW OF STATE, and in the LAW OF
NATIONS.



ON
THE POPULAR JUDGMENT:

THAT MAY BE RIGHT IN THEORY, BUT DOES’

-

NOT HOLD GOOD IN THE PRAXIS,

SECTION L

OF THE RELATION, WHICH THE THEORY BEARS

TO THE PRANIS IN MORAL IN GENERAL.

(In answer to a few Objections started by Professor Garve)

Bcfore I come to the proper point of dispute,

concerning what may be valid in the ise
of the same conception for the theory merely,
or for the praxis; I must compare my theory,
as I have represented 1t elsewhere, with the
representation which Mr. Garve gives of it, In
order previously to sce, whether we under-
stand one another,

A. DBy way of introduction I explained
moral as a science, which teaches, not how

we shall become happy, but how we shall

* Esrays on differene Subjects moral and literary, by Irof.
Garpe Vol. I. p, 111~~—110. I name the diﬁputiug of niy
osttions objections of this worthy man's to that, w x-vhic]!_'x
e (I hope) wishes to agree with we; not attacks, which
15 positive assartions would provoke to a defence, for which.
it 15 neither the place here, nor have I the inclination,

L 4 become
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become worthy of felicity.¥ At the same time
I did not neglect to observe that it thereby
was not requlred of man, ‘that when the ob-
servance of duty was concemed he should
renounce his natural end, felicity; for he can-
not do-that, -no more than any finite rational
being in general; but he must, when the
commandment of duty is in question, totally
ab:tract from the consideration of felicity; he
must by no means make it the condition of the
observance of the law prescribed to him by
reason; nay, as much as. it 1s p'ossible for
hin, even to endeavour to become conscious
1o lumqelf that no springs derived from that
source shall imperceptibly mix themselves with
the determination of duty :- which is effectuat-
ed, by representing duty combined rather with
sacrifices, which 1ts observance (virtue) costs,
than with the advantages 1t yieldsus: 1n order
to represent, t0 ourseh'es the cominandment of
duty in its whole consequence or 1111pmtance,
Yequiring, unwndltwnal obedience, enough for
itselfand standing inneed of no other’ mﬂuence
whatever. '.

. a, '\Ir. Garve expresses this my pomtwn
thus: ‘thatl mamtamed thal: observance of

i e
* The wnrt?{‘inéés of being happy is that quahry of a per-
son resting upon the proper will of the subject ; i1i confor-
mity to whic a:nniversally legislapive reagon (’fm: nature
as well as for flu: {ree w:.ll) would harmmuse wuf-: a1l the
encs of this person. It is therefore totally different from
the address' in- procuring hapEmeas to one's self Yoz he 1s
not worthy of this cven, and of the talent, wlnch nature
has lent him for that pur 205€;. when-he has, a.,w,lll, that does
not accord with what oualy; 1s,suitable to an mufersal legis-
lation, and cannot be camprehended therein (that i is, which

1S Icpugnant t&mﬂlﬁht-?) S - NI

the
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tie moral law 1s, entirely:witheut consideration
of felicity, the only scope of mnan, that it must
be considered as the sole end of the Creator.
(According to my.theory, néither the morality
of man:of itself,  nor Telicity of itself .only,
but:the highest good possible-in: theoworld,
which: consists 'of the union and harmony of
both, is.the only-end of the Creatox). - ~
. -Bi*1 observed farther, that this conception
of duty:-has. no occasion to bottom iupon any
particular end; but rather brings about another
end forithe will of man, namely, to:-contri-
bute to the mtmost to the liighest: good possible
in:.the “warld : (universal . felicity .conjoined
with the purest morality, and that felicity
conformableto this morality in the universe):
which, as, it.is indeed in our power on one
side, but mot..on' both sides taken together,
extorts' from realon in a practical view the be-
lief in a moral Sovereign of the world and in
a futire life.. Not, ds if ‘the universal con-
ception of duty: should recerve support and
stability but’ on the presupposition’ of both,
thatis, a sure ground and the requisite strength
of a spring, but that it may receive an object
but in.that ideal of pure reason.* Tor duty
X L,Th,é,:_ ]Elié_éﬂ.‘:t'ql; in_lﬁC:E'..SSJi.ty" of supposing a,lﬁ?gkm good pPos-
sihle by, our cooperation in the world , as the scope or Enal

end- of all’ things, is ot a need for want of oral s rings, but
ju external relations, in which only, conf_ormab)f‘j’ to these
springs , an object can be produced, as end in itself (as mo-
tal seope), Tar no will can be without all end; thongh,
~when;,lagdl. necessitatign of actions merely is concerned, it
must be abstracted from and the law. only constitutes the
determinative of the, will. But every ehd..is not moral
(for example s thatgf proper felicity is not), but this must
be disinterested; and the need of a_scope given by pure
reason compreiending the whole of all ends under one prin-

L 6 in

..r_ *
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in itself 18 nothing, but lmutation of the will
to the condiuen of an universal lecisiation
possible by an assumed maxim, let the ob-
ject, or the end of the will be what 1t pleascs
(consequently even felicity); but from which
and from every end that one may have, it is
hereby totally abstracted. In the question con-
cerning the princinle of moral, the doctrine of
the chief good, as ultimate end of a will de-
termined by it and suitable to its laws, may
then (as episodisal) be passed over mn silence;
as 1t will appear 1n the sequel, that, where the
proper point of dispute 1s concerned, no're-
gard whatever 1s paid to 1t, but merely to the
universal moral.

ciple (a world as the highest good possible by our eoopera-
tion), 1s a need of the disinterested will's extending 1isclf
beyond the observation of tlie formal lawsto the production
of an object (the chief good). — This is a determination of
will of a peculiar sort, namely,. by the idea of the vvhole of
all ends, where thisis laid as a foundation, towit, that, when
we stand in certain mdoral relations to things in the world,
we must every-where obey the moral law; and more than
that the duty still survenes, to cause with all our might,
that such a relation (a woild suitable to the moral chick

*

ends) may exist,: In this man cogliates himsclf according

to the anulogy with the Deity, which, though subjective,
stands 11 need of no external thine; howwever 1t cannot be

Ablay - At
thought, that he should shut himself up within himself, bue

is destined to produce the chief cood without himself, even
by the conseiousness of his all-snthiciency :  which necessity
(which in men 1s duty) in the supreme Being caunot be xc-
presented 3 1s but as a moral need.  With man thercfore
the spring that liesin the idea of the highest good possible in
the world by his cooperation, isnot the proper felicity thercby
iuntended, but only his idea as end in itself, consequently
its observance as duty. TFor it contamns not a prospect of
happiness absolutely, but a proportion between it and the
worthiness of the snbject, whatever it be. Bur a determi-
pation of will, which limits itself and its design, to belong
to sucl a whole, to this condition, is not interested,

h. M.
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b. Mr. Garve reduces thesc positions-tothe
following expressions: ‘that the virtuous nei-
ther can, nor dares lose sight of that pointof
VIEW (pl oper feliciiv), —. because otherwise
he would totally Tose the transition to the in-
visible world, that to .the .conviction of the
existence of God and of iuunovLa]iL}r- which
however, according to this theory, 15 absolute-
ly necessary, to give the systein supporl and
stability 5 'md CDHClllC[Lb In ov qler to com-
prehend in a small space the sum of the asser-
tions ascribed to me: “The virtuous in con-
sequence of those principles aspires incessant-
Iy to be worthy of felicity, but, in so far, as
he 1s really vutuous, never to be happy.
(The expression in so fm occasions herean ani-
biguity, which must first be removed. It
may mean: n the act, in which he as virtu-
ous subjects himsclf to his duty; and in that
case this position harmomnizes cmnpletely with
my theory. Or: when he is but virtuous in
general, and even where duty 1s not concerned
and impugned, the virtuous shall pay no re-
gard at all to felicity; and that contradicts
my assertions entirely).

These objections, therefore, are nothing
but misunderstandings (for I (10 not chuse
to hold them misinterpretations); whose
possibility would scem very strange, did not
tne human propensity, to follow the train of
thought to which it is once accustomed in even
the judgment of other’s thoughts, and thus te

transfer that to this, sulliciently explain such
a phenonienon,

A
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A dogmatical assertion of the 0P Posiee fol-
lows this polemicﬂ treatment of -tlic abo e
moral principle.’” Mr. Garve concludés analy-
ticallv thus: ‘In‘thé order of conceptionsmust
precede thie perceplion and distinguishing of
states, whereby the preference is given to ihe
one over the other, to the choice of ong of
‘them , and thus to the previous deternyinaiion
of ‘a certain end. .” But a state, which a being,
endued with the ¢onsciousness of himself and
of his state, when this state is present and
perceived by him, prefers to other modes of
being, is a good state; ~ and a series of such
good states is the most general conceplion,
which the word felicity expresses.” —— Agamn:
‘A Jaw presupposes motives, but motives pre-
- suppose a previously perceived diflerence of a
worse, state from a better. This diflerence per-
ceived is the element of the conception of fe-
licity etc” Agan: ‘From felicity; 1 the
most general scnse of the wora, - sprutg the
motives to every pursuits therefore to the ob-
servance of the moral Jaw. I must first know
in general, that something is good, before I
can inquire, whether the observance ot the
moral dutics belongs to the rubric of thegood;
man must have a spring, that puts him m mo-
tion, before an aim can be set up to hum,* to

whii:h this motion shall be directed.

* That is exactly what I insist on. The spring, which
man can previously have, before.anaim (end) is set up to
him, can evideut%‘;' be nothing, but the law 1tself, byjthe
reverence, which it (undetermined, what ends one may
" have and may attain by.their observance) inspires. For the
law, 1n regard of the formal of the arbitrament, 1s inu:iecxl
the only one. that remains, when we have abstracted fron

the matter of the arbitrament (the ain,as Mr. G. names it.)
which



"TREATISES. 175

‘This argument is nothing more than’a play,
with the ambiguity of the word the good: as
this 1s ‘either in 1itself and '{mfonditiﬂnﬂly
good, 1n contradiciion to thal bad m itself;
or, never but good in a condilional manner,
compared: Wlth the better or wilh the worse,
as the state of the chojce of the former can be
but a comparatively better state, but in itself
may be bad. — The maxim of an uncondi-
tional observance of a categorically command-
ing law of the free arbilrament (that 1s, duty)
having no regard at all toendsasafoundation,
is essentially, that 1s, according to the species,
diflerent from the maxim, 'To observe that
end (whichis named telicitym general) point-
ed out to us by nature 1itself, as a motive to a
certain mode of action. F01 the first is good
in itself, but the sccond by no means; it
may in the event of the collision with duty,
be very bad. ‘Vhereas, when a certain endis
founded upon, consequemlg no law commands
unconditionally (but only on the condition
of this end), thus two opposile actions
may be both good in a conditional manner,
only, one better than the other (which latter
would therefore be named comparatively bad);
for, they are not diflerent from one another
according to the sort, but merely according to
the de “ree And of this nature are all actions,
whose motive is not the unconditional law of
reason (duty), but an end arbitrably Jaid by
us as a foundation: for this belongs to the
sum of all ends, whose attainment is deno-
minated felicity; and one action may contri-
bute more, another less, to my felicity, con-

sequently
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sequently be better ‘or worsethan the other, —
But the preferring of the one’ state-of the' de-
termination of the will to the otherisan act
of liberty merely, (rés mere facultatis, as the
jurists sav); in which, it 1s not at all taken
into consideration whether this (determination
of the will) be good or bad 1n itself, therefore
it is, 1n respect of both, equipollent.

A state of being in connection with'a cer-
tain given end, which I prefer to every other
of the same sort,1s a comparatively better state,
in the feld of felicity (which can be acknow-
ledged as good by reason but in a conditional
manner, so far as one 1s worthy of it). But
that state, in which, in case of the collision
of anv of mv ends with the moral law of duty,
I am conscilous to mvself, to preferithis, 1s
not only a better state, but that state only
good in itself: a good from a quite other
field, where we have no regard at-all to ends,
which may present themselves to us (conse-
quentlv to their sum, felicity), and where,
not the matter of the arbitrament (an object
upon which it bottomis)but the mere form of
the universal lecality of its maxim, const-
tutesits determinative. — Therefore 1t cannot
by anv means be said,-that I can reckon every
state, which I prefef 'to every other mode of
being, to felicity. For.T must first be certain
~that I do not act contrary to my duty; asl
am but then allowed to:look out for felicily,
and to see how much of it I can unite with
that my morally (not physically) good state.”

* Felicity comprises all (h;‘lt nothing more, than) thet,

with which patare can supply us; but virtue that, which

The
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The will must certainly have motives ; but
these are not certain designed objects referred

to the physical feeling, as ends, but nothing
but the unconditional law itself; for which
reason -the receptibility of the will, to find
itself under that law, as an unconditional ne-
cessitation 1s termed the moraL FEELING;.
which is therefore not the cause, but the effect
of the determination of the will, of which we

would not have the smallest perception in us,
if that hecessitation in us did not precede.
Hence the ald song, That this feeling, con-
sequently a pleasure, which we make our end,
constitutes the first cause of the determination
of the will, of course felicity (to which that
pleasure belongs as element) the ground of all
objective necessity of acting, therefore of all
obligation, pertains to the reasoning toyings.
When, in alleging a cause to a certain effect,
one cannot cease imquiring, thus at last one
makes the effect the cause of itself. |

At present I come to the point, which pro-
perly occupies us here, namely, to try by ex-

amples and to prove the interest of the theory
and of the praxis opiniatively jarmng in phi-
losophy. Mr. G. in his above-mentioned Essay

nobody but man himself can ggve himself, or can take, Did
one on the contrary say, that by deviation from virtue man
may incur at least reproaches and pure moral self-censnre,

therefore discontentment, consequeatly may make himself
unhappy; that may perhaps be granted. But the virtuous
only, or he who 'is on the way to become so, is capable of
the pure moral discontentment (notfrom the consequences of
the action pernicious to him, but from its ille alaty itself).
Therefore this discontentment is not the cause ,ﬁ::ut only the
effect of his being virtuous; and the motive for being vir-
tuous could not be taken from this mistortune (if one chooses

50 to name the pain occasioned by a misdeed).
glVBS
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gives the best testimony of this. First; days
he (speaking of the distinction, which. I find

between a doctrine, how we shall become
happy and that, how we shall become 107 thy
of felicity): "I for my part acknowledge,
that I perfectly comprehend ‘this partition of
ideas 1n my head., but that, I.do-not findthis
partition of the wishes and aspirations 1h my
heart; that it 1s even mcomprehensible tome,
how anv one person can be consciousto him-
self of having purely separated his desire for
felicity itself, and therefore discharged his

duty quite disinterestediv.’ a
I frst reply to the latter, namely, I wil-
hnely erant, that no man can with certanty
be conscious to himself of having discharged
his duty quite disinterestedly: for that bes
longs to 1nternal experience, and to this con-
sciousness of the state of his mind would be-
long a throughly clear representation of all
the co]]ateral representations ‘and considera-
dons associating themselves with the concep-
ton of duty, by imagination,. assttetude, and
inchination, which cannot be required 1n any
case; the nonexistence of something cannot
be an object of experience (consequently an
ad vantage thought 1n secret cannot). But man
15 conscious 'to himself with the greatest dis-
tinctness, that he ought to discharge his duty
quite dlsmterestedhr ~and must totally sepa-
rate his desire for fehmt}r from the conception
of duty, in order to have it quite pure;. or
did he believe not to be conscious of this, 1t
can be requived of him that he be so, as far a8
it is in his power; because just in this punty
| 13
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is. to, be met with the real value of' morality,
and he must therefore beable to be so, Perhaps.
ﬁﬁ man may have ever quite disinterestedly dis-
charged (without a mixture of other springs)
his duty, acknowledged. and even honoured:

by him: perhaps no one, notwithstanding
the greatest efforts, will ever reach so far. But,

as much as he can perceive in himself by the
most careful self-examination, to be conscious
o himself not only of no suph,co'()perating:
motives, but rather of self-denial with regard.:
to many things opposing the idea of duty, con-.
scquently of the maxim, (O aspire to that pus
rity : that heis 4ble to do; and that is enough
for the observance of his duty. Whereas, to
adopt as a maxim the favouring of the influ-:
ence of such motives, under the pretext, that
human nature does not allow such a purity
(which however he cannot maintain with cer-
titude), is the death of all morality. . o
Asto the laconic confession of Mr. G. Lo, wit,
not to find in his heart that partition (more
properly separation); I make no hesitation
to contradict ham directly in his self-accusa-
tion, and to protect his heart against his head.
He, honest man, always found it actually in
his heart (in the determination of his will);
but they would only not accord, for the be-
hoof of speculation and forthe comprehending
of what is incomprehensible (inexplicable),
namely, the possibility of categorical impera-
tives, (such as those of duty are); in his head
with the common principles of psychological

explications (which .collectively. bottom upon
the mechanism of the necessity of nature®

* Professor Garve, in his observations on Cicero on Duties

Yor, I, | M But
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But when Mr. G. at last says: ‘Such fine

distinctions become obscure in reflceting on
Particular objects; but they are lost cm?}'d-y,
when acting 18 in question, when they are Lo
be applied to appetites and views. The sim-
Pler, and quicker the step is, by which we
pass from the considerations of the motives to
rveal action, and the more divested of clear re-
presentations ; the less 1s 1t possible to cognise
precisely and certainly the determinate weight,
which every motive has added, to direct the
step sc and not otheywise’ — I must be al-
Jowed to comtradict him flatly, and with an
audible voice.

The conception of duty in its whole purity
is not only beyond all comparison suupler,
more perspicuous, more conceivable to every
body for practical use, and more natural, than
any motive taken from felicity, or mingled
wilth 1t and having regard to 1t (which alwavs
requires great art andretlecion); but, inthe
judement of even the most conumon humn
reason, when it 1s but brought to this, and

with separation irom, may, even in opposi-

p. 69. ed. 1735, makes this remarkable confession, which is
ar the same time worthy of his ingenunity:  “Liberty, a-
cording to my most Intimmate convictton, wil abwavs v
majn inextricable and will never he explained.” A proof
of actuality cannot zbsolutelvy be met with, eiher i a
immediate, or mediate f::-:pericuce; and oue cannot assume
it without all proof. As a proof of it cannor be given fiom
theoretical grounds mevely, (for these must Le songhi m
experience), thercfore from practical positions of resen
merely, but not from technically practical ones (for thes
would require grounds of expericnce), consequently tut
from morn?l}' practical positions: it is surprising that I\ G
had not recourse to the conception of hiberty, i vrder to

save the possibility, at least, of such mmperatives.
L1012
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t1ijon to these, to the will of man far more
.E’Hﬁ'“(’ﬁé‘ﬂf penetmtmg_, and ;‘;‘(‘I_l]_]i‘_;l_rg morve -
success, :than all the motives bUlIO’h ed fron
the latter interested principle. — Lat us, for
‘ mple put the case: thata certain person
11'15 in his pands another's proserty which
was intrusted to him (depositian, vhose 150-
piictor 1s dead, and that his heirs neither
know, mnor can ever hear of that property.
Let this case be propeunded evein 1o a child,
of cight or nine vears old: and at the same
time, that the detainer of this deposite is
(without his fault) exactly at this Instant to-
tallv ruined 1n his circumstances, and sees
aound him a wife and a numerous amily of
helpless children, melancholy and dejected
tlnmlﬂh want, ;h onr which chn:rres..amcr STta—
tion he would be immediately reqaeved, should
he appropriate that deposite to himse!f; let
him at the same time be humane and henefi-
cent, but that heir opulent and uncharitable,
and in the highest degree luxurivus and pro-
dieal, so that this addition to his forume
W 011]& be Iike throwing a drop of water into
the ocen And were 1t now asked, Whe-
ther the detmnu*, unaer these circun:stanc es
can be allowed to apply this deposite 10 his
own use? The answer would certainiv be;:
no! and, instead of all grounds, nothing,
bul that v is wrong, that 1s, repuenani teo
duty. Nothing 1s cleaver than this; and indeed
not that the detainer prowotes his ovin fd!fhf
by civing up the deposite. Tor, if he ex-
pectf,d the fixing of his resolution h em the
view to felicity, he mignt rcason thus: if I

].\’I o reiurn,
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return this deposite to its proper owner, with:
out its being demranded, I shall in all pmba-
bilitv be rewarded for my honesty; or, should
I not be rewarded, I shall acquire a good re-
putation, which may be highly advantageous
to me. But all this 15 very uncertain.. On
the other hand many doubts occur: if I
should Leep the deposite, 1n'order to relieve
mv distresses at once, I would, should I make
a speedv use of it, incur suspicion, and
every body would inquire how I'came to bel-
ter my fortune so suddenly; “but were I to
proceed in this slowly, the misery would in-
crease to so high a degree, that it would not
be possible atterwards to remedy it. —* The
will therefore according to the maxim of feli-
city hesitates between its springs, what it
shall conclude; for it looks to the cotnisequence
and that is very uncertain; it requires a good
understanding to' disentangle one’s self fwm
the crowd of arguments and counter- arguments
and not to deceue one’s self in the sum-
ming up. Whereas - when one questions one’s
celf, ¥vhat 1s duty here? one is ‘at no loss
at all what answer to give, but 1s immediately
certain what ought to be done. - Nay, 1t the
conception of duty has any Welﬂ‘ht with us,
we even feel an aversion to enter but on the
calculation” of advantages, which might arnse
to us from the transoression of our duty, as
af we st1ll had the choice here.

It therefore contradiits, even proper es-
perience, that these distinctions (which, as
shown above, are not so fine, as Mr. G. fan-
cies, but are written in the most legible cha-

racters
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racters in the soiillof man) are;as he expresses.
himself, totally lost, when acting is in questron.
It does not:indeed contradict that e}cperienee,
which .exhibits the history. of the maxims,
drawn from the one or from tlie other prin-
ciple: for there it evinces, -unfortunately,,
that they for the most part flow from the lat-
ter (self-interest); but the experience, which,
can be but internal, that no idea elevates the
human mind more, and animates 1t to ecstasy’
even, than that of a pure moral sentiment re-
vering duty above all, strugeling with the 3 in-
numerable evils of llfe and. even with its. ses
ducing allurcments, and yet overcoming them
(as 1t 1s supposed Wlth reason, Lthat man 18
able to do it). That man is conseious to himz
self, that he can do this, because he ought to
do it, opens in him a depth of godlike pre-
dispositions, which makes him feel, 1n a man-
ner, a.solemn shudder and reflect on the gran-
deur and sublimity of his real destination.
And were he frequently made attentive and
accustomed , to disburden virtue totally of all
the riches and spoil of the advantages, which 1t
can make from the observance of duty, and
to represent it 1o himself 1n its whole purity ;
were it a principle in the private as well as in
the public instruction to malke constant use of
it (a method of inculcating duties, which has
almost always been neglected), the morality
of men would soon be on'a better footing,
That the experience of history has notyet had
the good consequence, which moralists wished
to evince, is-the fault of the false presupposi-
tion , That the spring derived from the idea of
M 3 duty
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dut?v in itself*is far too fine for the common
conception, wheteas the coarSer spring taken
fro-u certain advantages to be expected in ihis
wor'd, nay, even in a future, from the ob-
servance of the law - (without attending.to it
as-spning), would act more forcibly on the
mind; and that to give the aspiring to feli-
eitv the preterence to that, which reason
makes the highest condition, nmamely, the
worthiness of being happy, has hitherto been
made the principle of education and of the
propounding from the pulpit. For precepts,
how one may make himself happy, or at least
avold his disadvantage, are no conunandments.
They bind nobodv absolutely; and he, after
he has been warned, may chuse what he plea-
ses, when he is content with suffering, what-
ever may happen to him. He has then no
reason to consider the evils, which may arise
to him from the neglect of the advice given
him, as punishments: for these reach, only
the free but the wrongful will; but nature
and 1inclination cannot give laws to liberty.
Quite differently circumstanced is the idea of
duty, whose transgression, without having
rezard to the disadvantages arising to men
therefrom, acts immediately on the mind, and
renders them in their own eyes culpable and

punishable.
Here is now 3 clear proof, that in moral

all that 1s right in theory, must be valid for
the praxis too. — In the quality of a man,
as a being subjected to certain duties by his
Oown reason, every oneis a man of {business;

and, as he, as a man, never grows too tall
for
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for the school of wisdom, he cannot, as opi-
niatively better versed by experience in what

a man is and what can be required of him,
with arrogant contempt send back to the school
the adherers to the theory.- For all this expe-~
rience does not help him to avoid the precept
of theory, but only to teach, how it, when
it is adopted as a principle, may be better
and more generally put in execution; but
which pragmatical address 1s not the subject
of the present discussion.



e SECTION II

OF THE RELATION WHICH THE THEORY BEARS

- TO THE PRAXIS IN THE LAW OF STATE.

(Against Hobbes).

mong all contracts, by which a number of
men combine. themselves in a society
(pactumn sociale), the contractof the foundation
of a civil constitution among them (pactum
unionis civilis) 1s of so peculiar a nature, that,
though it has indeed, with regard to the exe-
cution, .much 1n common with every other
(which is equally directed to any onearbitrable
end to be promoted 1n common), 1t is in the
principle of its establishment (constitutionis

civilis)' essentially different from all others.
The conjunction of many to any one (common)
end (which™ all have) 1s to be met with in all
contracts of society; but the conjunction of
what 1s end. in itself (which every one ought
to have), consequently that in every external
relation of men in general, who cannot avoid
falling into 4.reciprocal influence on one an-
other, .is an unconditional and the first duty:
such a-conjunction is :to be met with but in a
society, so far as it finds-itself in.the civil

state} that 1s, constitutes a commonwealth. .

‘This end now, which, in sych an external
* M ;5 relation,
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relation, is duty in itself and even the chief
formal condition (conditio sine qua non) of
every odui.. external duty, 1s the RIGHT of
nen UNDER PUBLIC COACTIVE LAWS, by
which what belongs to .every one can be de-
termined and secured from the encroachment
of every other person. a

But the conception of an external right in
general proceeds entirely from the conception
of r.iERTY In the external relations of men Los
wards one another; and has nothing at all to
do with the end which all men naturally have
(the view to felicity), and the prescribing of
the means to attain it: so that this, therefore,
must absolutely not be mixed with the laws of
that right, as their determinative. RicHT 18
the limitation of theliberty of every one tothe
condition of its agreement with the liberty of
every body, so far as this 1s possible accord-
ing to an universal law; and PuBLIC LAW 18
the complex of EXTERNAL LAWS, Which renders
such a thorough agreemert: POSSlb]E.

As every limitation of liberty by the arbi-
rament of another is named coactiow; it
follows, that the civil ‘constitution 1isa rela-
tion of fre¢e men, who (without prejudice to
their liberty in the whole of their conjunction
with others) rank undercoactive laws$ because
reason 1tself will have it so, and indeed pure
legislative reason a priori,: whlch has:no re-
gard to any empirical end: (all such ends are
comprehended under the universal*name of
felicity); as in respect: to which, and-wheremn
every one chuses to placeit, men think very

difterently, insomuch that thelr will.can be
~ brought
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brought under no common principle, 'conse-
quently under no external law harmonizing
with thetliberty of every one.

The civil state, then, considered as a ]url-
dical state merely, 18’ fo.un.ded in the fo]lowmg
principles ¢ priori:

1. The ‘LiBerTY of every member of the
s0CiEty, as @ MAN.

o. His- EQuAL1TY with every other, as a
SUBJECT.

The sELF-SUFFICIENCY of every member
of a commonwealth as a CIT1ZEN.

These prmclples are not so much laws,
which- the state already foundea gives, but
according to which only a foundation of a
state 1s possible, conformably to pure ratio-
nal principles of the external rights of menin
general. Therefore:

1. The liberty as a man, whose principle
for the constitution of a commonwealth I ex-
press in the formule: Nobody can compel
me to be happy in bis way (as he conceives
the wellbeing of other men), but every one
may seek his felicity in the way he chuses
himself, if he does not derogate from the li~
berty of others, to aspire to a similar end,
which liberty can consist with the liberty of
every one according to a possible universal
law, (that is, not to derogate from this right
of others). — A government, founded upon
the principle of benevolence towards the people
as that of a_father towards his children, that
15,4 paternal governinent (imperuan pater rmle)
where the sub]ect:, as minors or infants, who
cannot distinguish what .is really useful or

hurt-
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hurtful to them, are obliged to conduct them-
selves in.a passive mannermerely, 1n:order, to
expect, how they ought to be happy, barely from
the judement of the-head of the state; and, that
he shall be pleased to will this, from his ﬂ'ood-
ness merely, 1s the greatest-pEsPoTISM ima-
ginable (a constitution, which destroys all
liberty of the subjects, who have then norights
whatever). Not a paternal, but a patriotic go-
vernment (unperiunt, non paternale, sed pa-
trioticuint) 1s that only, which can he conceived
for men, who are capable of rights, <and at
the same time in reference to the benevolence
of the ruler. That cast of mind 1s raTRIOTIC,
where every one in the state (its head not ex-
cepted) considers the commonwealth as the
maternal womb, from which, or the country
as the paternal 1and upon whleh he took
his onngin, and whlch he must leave behind
him as a dear pledge, only in order to protect
its rights by laws of the common will, but
not to hold himself entitled, to subject it to
the use of his own unconditional will and
pleasure. — This right of liberty belongs to
him, the member of the commonweali':‘b as a
man, so far as he is a being, who-is capable
of rights in general. |
The equality as a subject, whose for-
mule may run thus: Every one member of the
commonwealth has coactive rights: against
every other, its head only excepted (be-
cause he 1s no member of it, but its creator
or preserver); who only has the nioral fa-
culty to. compel, without being subjected
himself to a coactave law. But all, that rank
under



