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Preface 

I undertook this paper with the hope of work~c5 

on th- problem of existence , It soon bec~me evident 

tl1:... t I needed fi:r·st to uor•k out on the :::moblem of epis 

temology . This •;-.re.s manifestly too broc:d for me to make 

any headway in a frontGl attack . Therefore , I resorted 

to the more modest and )romising aim of working in the 

Critiaue of Pure Reason of I mmanuel e.nt . 

The Critique uas still too much to handle o.dequate 

ly in a brief ~:mDer , i;·Ti th or without my simple under

gradu.?. te back5round . Therefore , I finally linited my 

self to 1.rnrking ':ith rnt ' s generc..l epistemology and 

especially with the problem o! snace and time . This 

l atter is a gr an d probl em in i t self , but as presented 

in the Critique it is more nearly managabl e than any

thing else ihich I corsidered , 

et , when I ,ms thro·15h , I had come bac.J: to the 

problem of existence , and I had a few clues as to direc 

tions for further progress . 

In this paper I have tried ~rimarily to introduce 

original insights into the questions which ant a imed 

to solwe . I have tried to raise questions more than to 

answer them , because in my present intellectu· 1 pos ition 

it would be foolish to pretend for a moment that I hc:ve 

answers . 

There has been much good work dons on ant , but I 



havG tried to do uh· .. t oths r 1,!ri ters have not one , th~ t 

is , I hav tried to criticize i.o..nt fron the JoL t o · 

viGw of a oun· man of the t~entieth century , ~ youn 

an 1ho has trouble ta_i~E anything for aranted ~- d 11ho 

furt1crmore hes a ·reat sUGJicion of t1e me~nin 1 fulne, s 

of' "lot ic :. l n cessi ty'' . 

Gr&.Jfred B Gray 

April 23 , 1961 
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n Introduc~ on to 

nt ' s eason 

he Pr·ob em 

n he Immanuel ant at -

t ts tor solve the ~r o· le of o ·tis JOssibl for 

1en to ake synthet ic a riori jud ments . his i,ias a 

robl.m wnich ha been a VElop ng in his thinking or 

m·ny years o His encounter 11th Hume t p att c_ 01 ~he 

princ le of c us~lity , howev r , b ou~nt hi thinli 

ce to f&ce ith,.. threat to 11 .. noule e , a thr~at 

wni hews co~~ell a to chal l en e . ant ~bs the first 

to realize fully the i Plic• tions of Humc 1 s a -lysis : 

e cams to the conclusion that , if thE Humian analysis 

o caus~lity corrEct , a 0 imilar n ljsis would e lim-

inat a ll c~rt int, ·n mathematics and in all scienc . 

' 11 empiric 1 no,ledgr- ocld be reduced to ask t· -

c l morass from whic. there was no escaue . nt set 

for himself the t ask of s aving m n 1 
• _ n- 1led6e fro1 

this &t o 

Human knowl -dge may be divided into t .ob- ic t s : 

a uosteriori and a priori . Hume had acknowl ed ed th-

11 ited valid i ty of a posteriori knowl edge which is th t 

no led e riv:d from experienc- o uch a -p osteriori 

-nowled e h d one cruci· 1 ,e'"" ness : it ,as lwe y;s con-

t in ent and unc~rtcin . nt q reed with him on this 

o · nt o 
II The f ndame ntal pres 'JOSi ti on u Jon wh ch 'nt 1 s 
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·r u nt rests-- presu )Osition ever itself invEsti 

ted ut alway'"' · ssu ed -- is tlr t univer•salit,r an ne 

e s, ity cannot be reMche( by ny orocsoa that is ~m1ir 
L 

ical in char cteP . 11 

ant w s firm y convinced that m n does h ve ~ ri 

ori rnowled e of~ synthetic nature in m~th-rnatics and 

oh s·cs o He beli v-a th t , if Hu€ h~d re lize th~ 

imn icatio.s of th · D)lic tion of his ana ysi~ of cau

s· i ty to the fundamental rinc iple s o sc · enc and hi 

loso hy , i oE= . , they iOuld lose their universclity an 

16cess·tr , he 1ould have i 

ha to go :1'urther on ii. order to find the trutl"I of the 

m tter . Kant 1 0 earliest O'"'itio J l•/ s that the exi. tence 

of a nriori m the atics ~nd hysi ~ proved th ir possi 

bi ity nd that t~EY 1ere of undoubted validity . He 

uFt , ho,ev r , o ~.r beyo1d this to establish a solu-

·ion ,o his ro· lem In the rit i guc 's his ar ume .t 

d-ve o s he do s not assune th 1r V'tlidity as a premi_i2 , 

but thro ~h the use o the tr~nscendent 1 m thod he tri= 

to ."OVe the r v· lidity nd to :st· bl"sh the limits o 

their validity o By~ process o analysis o th condi 

tionu of the po sibil i ty of exnerience (a rocess {noan 

as Le transcendental 1et'10d ) ne works toward a solution . 

In ~he t r anscend ntal met" od ant ssumes , as brsic · sy 

cholo ical fact , that we have perce· tions of i nd~vidu· 1 

'-'rnith , 1 vr it i aue 
_0 _1 ______ s _o_J. ' , Lo o., 1930 , 
p . xxxi ii. 
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objects , and the quE:stion arises as to hou thi~ experi 

~nce is Dossible o 

The is the rEsult of ant ' s effort to de -

termine what are the _rinciples of a Jriori knowled e of 

a synthetic ature o hich ~11 such knowledge is ulti 

mately grounded o 

IL Definitions 

Since 1ant was the first major Germ n "'Jhilosopher 

to 1 n-1 ite in his native German l anguogc , he had the pr iv

ilege of establishin~ many definitions as he wanted . ;s 

some of his definitions are peculi rly ~antian it is 

n~cessary in the be inn ing to set forth just hat he 

me~nt by his more im ort~ ~ t terms . 

_ priori is a term used to denotE that element in 

kno1vledge which is completely inde endent of all exper 

i ,_ nce . .H.. priori know Ed e , then , is that kno 1 'ledge rh ich 

is hsd independently of a ll experience . It is OJDOsed 

to e nosteriori kn o1'!1Ed e 1,1h ich is had only through ex

perience and which is comuletely contingent on exuerience o 

p1rii0Pi jud· ments or pronosi tions are those 11hich make 

assertions on thE b_sis of a nriori knoHledge . nrio·i 

jud mcnts are not , owever , necessarily pure , or they 

may contain some e 11pirical elemen to 71 0r instance , they 

may involve ern~irical concepts bet 1 een which a relation 

is asserted with necessity o Only ju~~ments b sea on a 

oriori knowledge can be m· de 1th nec€ssity . The 
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judgment that " caus dB" involves reference to t w 

empirical concepts , events~ · nd B, and the synth~tic 

assertion of a relation bet~een them which , ~ccording 

to - an t , can be mown a priori only . priori knowlPd e 

is inde ekdent of Experience and it is Durely for~al . 

priori judgm nts are alwa s jud~m 2nts of relatio~s 

bctWEcn objects . Judgmen~s to th effect thut a ar

ticular object exists or has certain sensuous character

istics can never be made on an~ Jriori basis . 

11 The §:. -0ri ori , then , is me rely re lat i o!'.lal , with
out inh(rcnt content; 1- is synthetic , and there 
fore incapable of indEJ€ndent or meta,hysical 
proof ; it is rel&tive to an exi:Jcri nee '::hich is 
on 1 y cap a c) 1 c of y i e 1 di n5 a une ara n c e s o " 2 • 

ithout sense experience of objEcts or innEr Exuerience 

of the activities of the self a priori knowl d5e has no 

objects and is not truly kno ledge o Fithout objects a 

priori forms are empty o 

There are two criteria by uhich a priori knm,1ledge 

can always be distin uished from a posteriori o 11 a 

priori knowledge and jud ments have the characteriotics 

o necessity nd universelity , and only a nriori know

le dg has these characteristics . 

11 irst , then , if we have a proposition which in 
bein thoucht is thou ht as necesscry , it is an 
~ ur·ori judgm nt ••• If , then , a ~udgment is thought 
with strict universality , tnlt is , in such manner 
that no e x c e pt i on i s .s. 11 o HE d ,.. s u o s s i b 1 e , i t is 
not derived from ex eri ence , but is valid absolute 
ly§. nriori o11 3 . 
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.ither of these ch· racteristics is , by itself , a suffi -

cient test of th- riori nbture of a ju gmen t since 

no E irical judgment could have either . This fo lows 

from th f act th~t a ny ~m irictl jud ment is contingent 

on past experience and hence cannot give logical n-ces 

sity or emuiric·.l universality vhich Fould be unvEr-ifi 

able . Thou h either universality or neces~ity se arate 

ly may be more easily established for a articul~r jud -

ment , it will ctill be true that both are char· cteris 

tics o~ the judgment . 

prior· then denotes the formal el ment in exper

ience ~nd in knowl~dge of the world of ~oQ ible ex er

ience h· d indEpendently of all cxnerience o 

.. further nalysis of · 01, ledge indicates that 

there are t 'O iri ..,d s of judgm nts which c·"n be made : 

analytic ~nd synthetic . 11 jud:ments f• 11 into on or 

the oth::::r of thes e t1rn cate g ories . The first of th 

, 10 , the analytic , adds nothing to man ' s kno ,1ledge but 

clarif·es vhat is already resent in it . These judg-

nts - erform an EX)lic• tive unction in human ex eri 

encE o .na.lyt · c judgments takE such forms as " 11 v uto

mobi le s have motors . " The redicatE here adds nothing 

to our -no 1ledge of the subject 11
c: utomob· les 11 since the 

n a, ing of motors " is !'.'lready t 1ou ht as a necess ry 

part o · th_ concept of "automobil .s 11 
o The having of 

motors may be thou ht of as p rt oi t1- concent o 

11 utomobiles" in n unclear manner , but sine,... thE redicate 
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is eces~ary art of the definition of the subject , 

it can ot be said th't thE a ss rtion as an thiPg to 

our· knovle ge of uto obile s . 11 analytic jud ments 

. re m· de a. riori. It 1·ould b absurd an V€11 i pos~ 

si le to mak C 11 a oster Ol"'i arJc lytic judgment : for , 

if the nre icate is not thought as &n attribute o the 

subject , th-- assErtion _is synthetic , r nd i t' E reai 

cate ie thoucht as an attribut_ of the subject , it can 

01 y be so 1 no n analytic lly si ce co ce ts can never 

b ~ ... no n a nosteriori . here is no roblsm in under-

t Jdin ho1 1 one con makE an- lytic jud ·ments since ey 

are mer ly the dissection of conepts present in the 

iP.d . 

On the othvr h~nd nnt cells synthetic j udgments 

ampliative , becaus~ they act ally add to our knowl edge . 

s h t~c jud_ment is one in ~nich the red icate adds 

to the cocce~t of the subject so ethir. not already 

contained in the CJnc e t of th€ subject o RDY judgment 

in \1hich an 2.nal sis of the subject can reveal the pred 

icate is an~lytic , but i n as nthct ic jud ment no anou t 

o 1"' i La of . n a 1 y s i s of the c once o t of the subj e ct c o u a 

ever extract the redicat: o _ 11 a uoQtGriori jud m~nts 

· re synt etic . Th . t,.,tEment , 11 T is house is bro,,, 11
, 

is n ost rior· synthetic ju memt . o an' ly sis of 

the conce t "house " C' n ever r veal the color of this 

lo s: o It ie trnd£rstan a· le how one C' --::i akE a post€1"'-

iori jud ment~ , for o e is sim ly ass€rtin "connection 
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found in xperi_nc- . But ho· C .n 0 € '"'esert a r1ori , 

th· -c is, it neces ity a unlversrlity , a s th t ·· C 

jud.m ·t and . ·ho.t it 111 bE V':' 1 d? I 0 a<: s ume s 

that m(;. n does VE V-lid a r·ior-1 synthetic , t.1i is in -

·roble which de_ands solution . 

"U on su h synt etic , t he t i s , amnli~tive ··winci 
_ 1 s , · 11 our£ riori s e cula tive kn o l edge must 
· l t i m ... t 1 y r s t ; an a 1 y t · c j u 1 _ :n 1. t s ... : v r "tr i , -
or !1t , c;;. a i de-d nece .... s· ry but only or ob

t . i n). .a.:L; t . t C 1 G I'- e s s i n t . C O C e u t s • 11 i 1 i G 

rEC ... uisi..!·e ·or ~ucn .... ur · a ·i e synth: si s as 
·1ill lead to ·1ui11ely ne. ad ition to ..... 11 rc -
vi-us ~nowl-d e . 11 4 

er cial t-rm £or th. ,rit1aue sine 

.t uses x_erience ~s the st~rting oint of his analy-

sis o umen nowled c o x eri :~ce mi ht initi~~ly be 

c llcd th stuff of emir cal knowled r- , that is , ex-

perL:nce is t e way ·1E rno · ths 1orld . Y )e· i nee , t 1e11 , 

rill oe thG lo~ic~l b. in.i 

de· ·n~s ex -ri nee ins v ral - laces with inor varic 

tions . The ~ollo1in definition giVGG his most e er

-rs ect · ve o h"' s t. eory of no .. led c : 

erience is an - a1 · r 1cal kno~ledge 
.owledNt wh_ch detcr1ines n obj ct 

rc-ptio· tis a synthesis of rccntio.o , 
not co t~ined in nerceJtio1 but itsslf co1L~inin 
in or, consciousness th 0 ynthctic unity of the 
anifo11: of· rceJtions . " 5 o 

neri nc~ , 7- t.ie ~st e essent1~1 Joint of th ae·i -

nition for nt , involves unity of knowle c , is in 

act itself a unity and as such has 'n ord~r amoJg its 

4 . 9- 10 : B 13- 14 . 
77 : B 218 0 
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P=rts x sriencc then is so .ething more tha mere sen

sat·on , hich is clearly by itself unordered sn tithout 

any form 

is the last term wh"ch n ~ds to be a: -

fined at tis )o·nt . es· ite the imJortance of this 

term :i..or his theory .. c.nt only d fines it in two ~)laces 

i:i.1 the entire ritiou€ . -no 1 led_e is n,?. l obj~ctive Er

ce tion 11 in 11 eithEr intuition or concept . The for·mer 

r-lates i1mediate y to the obj:ct and is single, ·he 

l~tter refers to it mediately by means of a feature 
60 

·which severc.l things may hl.ve in c ommon . " The im li -

cation o this definition which is of sp~cial imnortance 

for his e~istemolo~y is that t h re can be no knowledge 

v1ithout objec.J..s or at least poss ible objects of' uerceu-

tion o s .ant succinctly expresses this in t e ri tiQUt· , 

11 
• ou_shts v1it out content c..r-:: empty , intuitions uithout 

7. 
concepts r blind . n 

II c The opernican Revolution and the TranscEndental 

•1 thod. 

~nt ' s presuppos ition th. certainty c=n nEver come 

from em irical recesses counled 11th his belief that 

man docs have a nriori synthetic knoil~dge led him to 

a startling con clusion . If ~e do have synt1etic a ur1 0 ·1 

kaowledre of the iorld of ex~erience and can oredict 

6 o .t 3 20 : B 3 7 o 

7 . 51 : B 75 0 
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the oraer o-P events , perh ps t e condition of 'he .. cs -

s bility of th n led E is the · . ct t ha.... th obj - ct s 

conform thEmselves in EX €_ience to the a riori forms . 

1 i 't it be t' c.. t obj ects are 'Tla de to conform to thE a 

pri ori orms , th~t i~ , the eynthet·c rel~tions , rather 

than the a riori knowlecge of the relatio1s co for in · 

to condition~ of things in the selves? This is ant ' s 

oJern· can evolutio. , and whether his an lo y is in 

any sense a· Jl" .. ri te or mot is irrelevant . tis a 

signif"cant revolution in the develo~ment of hum~n 

thou ht . 

"Hitherto it has o en "'2numed tn tall our knou
led emus~ conform to objects . But all, ttem ts 
toe tAnd our kncwled'""e of objects by est blish~ 
in so ethi:c i n re ard tot em~ 1~iori, by 
means of co 1 ae,ts ha1e , on this arr n tio1 , 
ended in f ilure . t 8 . 

· tartin from this co.tentio , ·nt s:ts out on an in

vesti~ tion which leads him to the conclusion that the 

e xt ern 1 rnrld ·l ich · know can eA~ist as it oes only 

if our 1 inds are co11stituted and function in certain 

1a7s ~hie determine the c onstitution of the e xt ernal 

The Copernican ievo ution le~ds n 1 turally to his 

tr nscEndental Et od of roof . 

" ' ira nscEndcntal ' is nr imarily c 
as "" n•:11 for a certai .. ind o~· 
cc~dental k owled - is pno led ·e 
but of t~e nature nd conditions 

·t· .c, th " 9 co~~i 10n o~ m. • 

0 o :i3 XVi o 
9 . 1 . ~mp Jmith , OJ oCit . , p . 74. 

loyed by Tan t 
:10 ,ledge . Trans 
not of objects , 
of our a riori 
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iith tnis method ant ·must establish that the world of 

experience could not exist without the resence in our 

minds o · a )riori sy~thet·c princi· lea which detGrmine 

it nd through wnich we can have a oriori synthetic 

kno\1ledge of the constitution of that 1orld . This is 
lO o 

"proof by reference to the nossibili ty of exp rience . '' 

The - esult of such r,roof ~rill be to establish lo,·ically 

both tna we do have a 9riori synthetic nowled~e ~nd 

that it is valid in xperience . 

"This new transcendental method is uroof by rcf -
rence to the _ossibility of cxJErience . ~xperi 

encE is 8iven as psychological act . Tae condi 
tions which can alone ~ccount for it as psycho
lo:ical fact , also suffice o ~rove its objectiv 
validity; but at the sam~ time they limit that 
validity to the phenomencl rea.lm o" lO o 

Thus , the proc dure which \.:::nt follo.rn in th€ ritigue 

is a thorough am .... ·ysis of Experience o determine 

1 ether it has any universal and necessary char cteris

tics and ihat mi-ht be tne source of such characteris-

tics . In the courss of the analysis ant determines 

'hat space , time , and the reletions specifie d by the 

cate,_ot ies of the understar din~ are univcrsaJ.ly neces 

sary to explain the uni t y and the fact of experience . 

IVo Phenomena and rloumena 

n overall vi w o the ~antian world is us eful in 

any attempt to understand th. role of its s ~cific ele -

m2nts . :Cant divides reality into t~,o parts wnich are 
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~ ... r-· ously c lled re li ty an ·)"')ear nee , t e thiniz in 

itself an repre2entation , noumenon nd p eno enon . 

Due to his im_recision in he use o is terms - nt is 

o t n s e .l in~ o'"' rea i ty when e means p e· re.nee or 

h~nomenon , out the imJortGnce 01 the distinction is 

nonetheless r al or his . istemology o henomena cua 

enomena exi 0 • only for minds They are products of 

the ind cr~ated in accordance ,ith its b sic constitu

tion . They 1ave no ~xistence indEpendent of the kno,

in 1ind , but uhenomena ~o·nt b~yond tens lves to an 

unLnom ad unknowable re lity or nou enal realm o~ ob

j -cts which throL h tneir relution to the noumenal self 

evo - LhE h nom nal represent· tion . esuite their 

)Oi t · n b yond h"' he om na t .ey i ve no kno~ e d r o .. 

th oum·_a other tnan that ths y exist o '"'nt in t e 

not c · r even in h"s ss rL"on 01 tne ex

ist-nee of the no msna 1hich ere es to with ter ~ 

uc as "Jro 1 ma ic" . Thi s 1 d ~om critics , e. -

_ -=C • ally those ·. i th ,.,n ide_ li. L c 11t , to .l.h. conclu-

..... ion th_ t he o. tul··ted th- nou en Erel;y a ay o 

limi tin he henomenal d , 1d th t · e d"' d not e 

1 n ny ay to co·-::cede th· ir ex· stEnce i nde endent of 

mi ds . .ov,eve1 , in t 112 i ht of t t to-cal caut of -· S 

henom.n· lis wh·ch hem de very effort to ~een froill 

ecom ___ an iuee i.. .. "1 , L. ls seem. an um arr nte 1,;onclu-

sio o i urther or , in th role o·--1.: rL h rE= is on 

c er st e, nt of ais ositio1 1ith r ~rd to thE 
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"vo1 r.quently I ra t by 11 me s t1. ... --t ther e 
o · · _ s Fit 1.out us , tha i. i s 1h · ch , t 11 

qu1.t.~ u non to us .... to .y r. e in 
s lve~ , e yet or by the resenta~iOJ _ 
L eir L_flu nee on ours nsib.litJ )rocures uP ., 
and 1hich e c 1 bodie , at rn signifj in 
ly th :..r nee of ti-... Lin ·hich i 0 UJ 

o us , b t ot ther .Lore 7Ess actuu. l." 11 

1 1 s 1- on E i s \. 1 11 n t o ho 1 t hc:1. t ~ n t r Ca EX r· -

enc to~ state of _rpetu h 1 ucinatio~ n to di -

r rd the im_ lie· tio s or s c 1 uor ds as re rescntat· on 

( of uha t?) , the conclusio i. 

VE t ~t thcr~ l ~~w: d ~e dEnt y existing real ob-

ccts which are not d i cct y · .. _o . b., tL1~ 1ind o The 

objects would be th· subject of a tr~n .... crn ent m 

h ;y c- •• c i r· i t ,, ere o s s i b 1 c o 

.,_ 
l -

V. The , i st e . o 1 o y 

brief st tem nt oft · ntian e1 istc".llolo y will 

make this conclusio. cle rer . twill also be well to 

17 0 

Lt 1 s oin summ· ry st te ent in mi .c . 

'
1 ThL s n ,. no' lE d ~ be i s i th i it ors , 

th .1 c e t o c o c e .i. s , a.n e 11 1 th 
h in res~ect of a.l three - ement o 

o Gs rJ' ori o rces o::' tnoulsd ,c , ' ich 
on :i_ o sideratio SEE tor rn the ~i~its 
of orou 1go criti ue con-
vi ·n ite s ul tiv loy-

c c i -s e tr n U e 
~1---, o e ~ n t o Gr 

i s c ~ . _ :no ,tl is 
t c· l~s of these 

ct ods , y for the ose of fnetr t · to 
t e i1111~rr '"'ecret s of ur( , in ace ore ance 
with ~v -ry ~ bl; r-=n e o·" unit: oo• " 1-- o 

ul arus , 
o rt , 933 , J 

02 : B 730 0 

omErn, , .1ica o: o- en 
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en two or ore oumen , the sel~ · nd s01e otler 

1 om _on o noum-nal obj-etc , come into a certain u1. 

pec· :ied an uns cifi bl€ rel' ·1011 h. , certa·n en

sat·ons are -Voted tn ou h intuitio~ and simul.l.. neou~l 

or de re d by .:. · e act vi t y of the prod u c ti v - i a _ i at i o ( 1 , 

wLicn is r unconscious mec ni 1 into erce)tio7s of 

i dividual o· jECtL o hese roe tio ~ re kno·n Q 

r r> sc nt t · on s or h _ om n • _ e un· er and are 

orderad on y wit Jin he p ropri te for s of tn~ sensi -

bility , th orms of 1hich ar- tie an s ce . There 

tre o reJresent~tions .hich o not pear under the 

fo so.: t € s nei 1:..1 Yo ~hr·o gh - ea_; licatior1 of 

'h c tegpri.s h· ndc1~t-na·n~ th n orders the h non

.na ,-,ith relat10·1 to one another in oth _ . .., tl an s t tial 

nd te poral t~r ~ o Py this roc£J r~ h- reJresent~-

tions ar~ tr ns orm a fro IDGPE indi i ual o".Jjects 0 

parts 0.1.· ~ Enomenal qorld , th 1·1orld of' natur To 

.l..his -,)oint the activities of h d av been .I- • 
CO .. s wl -

ut i ve; t y h· ve ~ ctually d ter· ed the for al rGla-

tion ..... a·.d th- seconacry qualitiEs (if I may b llo ed 

that ter~) o the obj~cts of xp riencc o Th- fin· 1 

uDction of the mind is a r~~ulative 01e c rried out by 

, hat ~nt rl. r·r to as thE Pure .. e,...son . T E Pure Rea -

son attFmpts to order the conce ts o the mind with 

r erencE to certain id~as or princiul es o Thes~ idea 

~oint beyond the world of exnerienc- 9 however , for the 

ultimate ground of their unity , nd hence hs unity 
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tho r see'r is un· tt inaol. in human k1101'llsd 0 nee , 

tne ~ henomenal world as only a C rt ..... in hi h d gree of 

un·t but not abso ut rational unity . 

In sh ort , t' e enomeno.l world is ure product 

0 --h constitution 0 the min ctinc in res 0118- to 

the stimulus rovide byte rel• tion et en tie nou-

mEt 1 self and noumenal obj cts . 1th t1. re~1·zation 

tat ex erienc is the product o the mid ,e must give 

u the notion t &t e c~ · in from ex.ericnc any kno1-

ledg€ of t ·1e ,; orl :i of · in._s in the selvcs o fe h v b -

solutely 10 ~roun s or ex ecting an corr spondence 

b~tw n our r res nt~tions and the thi ls in themselves . 

E c. n only know in the way in which w- can kno··1 , and 

h· way preclud-s our ever havin_ ~nowled e of thins 

in h~mselvss . But the con s titution o· our minds , due 

to its cons titutive rolt in ex eri€nce , also uaranteEs 

the ac u~lity of a riori _no11~a e o th phenomena l 

world o 
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cornmen·ary on 

TranscEndental csthetic 

I . Ge -ral Introduction 

"The capacity (recentivity) for receiving repre 
sentations tnrough the mode in which ue are af .... 
fected by objects , is entitl~d sensibility o b 
jects are civen to us by means of s~nsibility , 
and it alo11€ yi lds us intui tio:.1s; they arc 
thout ht throu5h the understandinG , and from the 
understanding arise concepts . But all 'hought 
must , directly or indirectly , by way of ce r tain 
characters , relctE ultimately to intuitions , and 
there:ore , with us , to se sibility , b~cause in no 
other w y can an object be -ziven to us" 1 

fuen a noumenal ebj~ct is in proner rel&tion to 

the noumsnal sel , a man· old of sens:tion arises thr ou~h 

the sensibility within the forms of the sensibility o The 

sens· tions as such have no order ; they arc.ure sense 

resuonses o . ouGver , simultaneously with their birth 

they are formed and ordere d under the forms of the sen

sibility and by th€ activity of the productive imagina

tio~ o~Eratin~ unconscious l y . ThE result of this qctiv-

ity is the ormstion of a rGprcsentation . 

If one t~kes away rom Lhis reuresent~tion by a 

rocess of na ysis the Elements of s€nsGtion ano the 

concepts added to the manifold by the understanding , he 

finds a very specific rEsiduum . He finds th·~t fi:ure 

and extension are the u~ivers~l clartcteris t ics of all 

objects thou ht as cxtsrnal to the k:no-uer . These must 

a1"1 i s e f rom a pri ori conditions in th mind . " These 

1 . 19 : B 33 . 
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oelon3 to pure intuition, 1vhich , even ;,li thout any c~ctual 

object of the senses or o sens· tioa , E~ists in the mind 
2 o 

nriori a.Sa mere form of sEnsibility o" J:1Urther Ex-

amination reveals th: t there is 01 -2 other ch ractEristic 

of all objects , · 1hcther th = self as objt:Ct or objects 

~erceive as xternal to tae self : all objects a re 

knoNn nder Lhe form of time . 

Fi6 urc and extension ~re limitations of s;ace . 

Only objects lrno.m as objec~s in~e e11dent of th~ knm·J6r 

are t ouL.ht as in s) .c , , nd all objects k1101·n~ as inc(: 

endent are thou6ht as in s .,_Ja ce . s·r ce is the form of 

outer sens: , t:~t ) rt of sens'bility hich de~ls ex

lusively 1:ith obj -cts ncrceivEd as existing i11de Jenaent 

of the 'n1ower . Ul tirnately all . ppeai1 c .. 1.1cE:s are ..r1101.m 

nder t1 form of time , the form of inner sens_ . 1hese 

are ~ure for s of sensible L1tu1 tion a1.d are t e ro n 

o ,., ce r tain a - riori u:-cL-:ci les of ·rnouled.___c . ,i thout 

th~sc forms experience 1 self wotld not be ryossi" le . 

ince they are r quis1tc ~or exp:rience anr are pure 

orms , they Jl~y a constitutive role in exn rience 

.... it cG th _y arc c;, 'Y)riori , they c'-"n bs ·10Hn 2 nr io1 i .1 ith 

29od~ictic certain·y ~1d serve as a· ~s·s ~or uynthetic 

) X"' ori jud~merto 

The first r~sult o toe a~~licat ·on of th- tr£n

sc.:ndent<.,ul method is th_ estcbl"si1.mcnt of the forms of 

··- 1 ...,ensi bili y as a source of a Jriori :1101.1ledg-:.. . 

2 . 21 : B 35 
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L .. ant mainto.ins th t thE·r , I 1 € t ~round of ~he possibil-

ity of pure m"thenatics an~ cometry o 

· 1 t e -~ at · v e. po 0 it i o ·. s th~-- t mi ...... ht bE he 1 d 01 this q u E s -

tion . T ey 1i3ht be consider·a real thi1gs in LhEm

selves , ind€pcndent existent s . The.., i1i.._ht be considered 

r r-1 charact-ris·'·.:.cs of t .. _in ·s in th~rnselves independent 

oft eir being intuited . They might finally be merely 

th~ ~or~s of our intuition under which all objects must 

be intui tea but ,·ihich 0 1 ve no :r::o.1ledge of the relations 

or forms of thin....,s in themse lves . ant ' s answer is t c 

latter st te ent . His Droc-dure in establishing this 

cont~ttion ·. , mt~~ ysic 1 and tr~ns end ntel ex)osi -

"By ex· osition (cx.'Jositio) meant e cle r , 
thou:h not neccss~ril: cxh~ustive , reorcs~ntL
tion of th~t which beloJ~s to c concept; the ex-
.1osi tion is LlEtv: hycic<.,,l i1 en it co:1t" i 1G thgt 
1icn exi.1 ·bits th,.. corce t as ~·i 7~ 11 ~ nriori 11 3 . 

"I undL"stana by c.. tr' nscen :nh' 1 ex~)osi tio'1 the 
exolana·ion of . concc0t , ~E~a nrinci~le from 
11~ ich th - )Osn ib1li ty o:: othe, §:. "1rior· synt:1etic 
l:rnow edgE c=n oe u11c.erstood o II l~ . 

rom is ex osi tio ... s of th - co ;cents of s .__,ce and time 

sior.w 

II . 1s ~xpositio3s of Auace 

11 order to refer sensatio1s to so Et ing out 0 ide 

3 0 • 23 : 38 
L~ o 1 25 : B 41 . 
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t 1- mind ;f t J. ~ •• -. o·:cr s Y- ce mu. t c lo ..... ically 1·c cu -

oo6ed o I o~a~r further too er the objects to 1hich 

CE ir: t' ~ r·c s )-

· oo.,;it·ol- of -'c re erencc of· e sensat on~ to obj~ct~ , 

8 )f'vC€ i ts -..lf Qc;.: not b. an Em iricv<,l conce t . ' fem_ 

u. ith stat L is apg men t as f ollo·rn : 

11 
.... s ·ns t c,l"C no. - n oa io.l ,_, _1 on::..., 

qua 11 t · t · v - e r C' ,.. s ~ 11 t ,... .... i o -l of e~ c - .l u F t 
1 ve bGen added to th€rn • . 1d not bci g su li · 

ivcn sens~tio s , ·t must , ~st e only 1 -
ern t1ve , ve b en co~tribut c by t1e mind o h~ 

re r seatation of s ace , ~o ar fro bing d: -
ri ved ext-::1"nal \.p-ri nee , is \Th .t first rEn-
d er s i Jo cs i o - - o _ sub J ct i ve or t at l · c 
"Ee.. r . .,. i -. t .. 1-.. .1L.t'"' , it "'r cedes ex rienc - and 
co- o-,e '"'te s in en<~r'"' ting it . " 5 . 

This saw: eneral ar cment c:n be a 1li d to t:e con

cept of cL • 

e can think of em_ ty s )ac, , b t ·JC c nnot re re -

sent t e ~bsenc- of s~~c- . tis , t1en , .,_he con·ition 

of all ou~er a ue r nces . hu~ it mus t b an a riori 

re res ta io 

"I.,_ is n riori re res nk t~o u.1ich necEss ri· y 
• 

underlies outer c )e·"'rc>.nces . 11 

TE co cc t of s &ce has cert&in Jee li[ritiec 

1-1hich c ifferenti tE it from ·en.:r 1 or iscursi VG con-

several se)ar~te ces as ind endent of one another , 

but e do reprecent diDf~rent s ~cee ~~ ~rts or limi

t c.. .. t i o ~1 s Yi t in s · c e , t e hole s )ace • But the s 

em wit , OP cit o, D. 101 • 
. 24 : B 39 
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di f.: · nt .... _ ces r-E not thou~ .. t of as arts of ..... , '.Lal 

rhich is m .... ~de u· of the · the1" s 1ace is t' ou ht 

s n€ce sarily >r·ecediL · aE , hole t.. e ) rts 1 ich are 

~.it1·1 it o Our em ·rical intuitio·s re of arts of 

SJ c~ , ~nd cc nnot hav en e1p" rica l intuition o the 

one sp c • ) ce must , therefo:~e , be .. urc intu · t101 , 

an riori intuition . Lr~h rmort , tnat e ace son 

c· ~ e kno,n from th fLct that intui ion ·ires only 

perceptions end uerce tions are ~1,ays o sin~l ob-

j-cts . ace 'h. is necessarily one nd ~n - riori 

in iti01 o 

~ conce tis commo~l~ thoL ht o as eubsu ing a 

numb r of renresent~tions under it , frequ~ntly an in

fini t nuubcr . But co c"0ts ar .... not thou ··ht as cor 

t aining an infinite number o re resen tions 1ithin 

th nselves . S_ace , however , is reJresente~ as infinite 

and as containin an in initc numb-r of re resentations 

Hithin it o 11 ths infinite number o~ · rts of s·· c-

exist vit · it . " 0 .. 1 equently , .l..hE: 01~i inal re resen -

· .l..io~ o s · c s ~a~ nriori int itio , not a co 

In t 1.e tranccc::iacntal exnosi tio·1 o: .... ·o, cc -(ant 

7 
e t • " 

m:;.,. - c:- ex lici is ass ·m· ti 0·1 ~ta· odcictic certain-

t- c ,ot be dra ·J from empiricc... l concep s or d ta o 

till he does no.l.. a~tc pt to justify this presu,~ositio1 , 

al tho \:h it is th- crux of hie ~r· um~·nt at this 11 01· t . 

7 2 40 . 



e ruues t~at gGometry is a sci ce 1hich reduces syn

thetic' priori jud~TI~nts . ~ince mere conce ts cannot 

uive rise to synthetic ju g ents (~h.y 7roduc onl~ 

naly ·c jud~m n~s) and eupiricrl dat g ive~ only con-

tin,. ent j ud.::.,m nt , -!. • co.Jee t of s-ryace must com - from 

an a priori intuition in order to account for the a~o

deictic cErt~inty of ~11 eom trical ~ronositions . But 

none o-- his is ossibl u 1less "t 1 
2 intuition ha 0 its 

seat i~ t1€ subject on~y , s ta~ formal ch racter of 

the s bject , in virt e of 1hi h , i bein affected by 

obJEcts , it obt~irs im t: rL~rcsc~ta ion , tl:t is , 
0 

II . . . Thu.... · ·1 t co1lte ds t at his 

ex, lanation alo~s ma· es reasonable the ossibility of 

e or etry as body Oi synthe ~ca ~riori tr thw about 

t'1e 'iOrld of ex eriEnce 

II . onclusio s from t, E xpoi.;;i tiona of i:l )_ Ct... 

.. nt draws ti.·o co .. clusio·1s from his EX:)O itions of 

s ~ cc o ~ irst , 11 "1ace does not repr1e sent any ~roucrty 

of thins in themselves , nor don it reJrescnt them in 
9 o 

their rtlc1tion to o e another . ti T1is follo·1s o-:;Cc..USc 

no dctc1-i. in· tio of t. i s i t -::mse lves can be intui -

tcd a riorL rom thi s it then follo1s t ts c- is 

t1~ orm of outers nsE and nothin. ore . It is the 

subjective condition of or sensibili ty o ~ince th 

8 . B 41 .. 
9 . 2u : B 42 . 
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co1a·t on o r c cep ivit y mus· precede the rec€ ~tion o~ 

da a , th6 orm must ea riori and a ) Ure intu· ion . 

Bee use it i s c... • or· , ·t c e. i.1 g ive ris o sy thet ic 

r· n c i p l e s r. ove rning th ph enomena uhic occur unde it , 

pri ncinles \hi ch dete r mine a D ior· tl e r e l · tion~ bet1een 

,he phe nome na . 

H t i c , t .. 1er ·o e , so Ely from the h um2,n stand
oi t that ~~ can s ~ea~ of sp~ce , o~ ex nde d 
hi' ._s , etc . _ ue dE)o.r t fr om the subject·vE con 

d ition under ·1h "ch a lo1.e ·we can :.... ve out er i tu· 
t·on , .ame l y , l i ab i it y to be a ffcc·ed by objectR , 
tl: e re res n t-· t ion of ")a E stands "'or nothi ~ 
w .c ts OG Ve r . fl 10 0 .• ...... 

c C c. se space .,, s t' e "' or of our 1Je c liar se .121 b · li t y , 

.i ust a cce t -'-- e ·act h:.... t tnere ay be other b e inc;s 

1 ic i ntu·t a) ~earanccs under ot er forns nno th2 t 

s~cce is m~r- ya - orm of our s cn sib il" ty rathe r t n 

C · r· C e ri st. C of .J.hin s in the uE VE S o Pro:>os. tio• S 

about obj - cts n s o& c€ , hoievc r , ~r- v~ i d s o on as 

· t i s ~ p t · n nd ht the a re ·rue only ~bout ap-

E:ara cEs co 1stitut · by h~ form o our sc_s.bil i y 

and h~ t they ~re meani n l ess i aJp i d -'-o r ans cenden t 

objEcts . 

T is a r ~um:nt is summ=d ~ i n '~n t 1 s se o the 

-, _p v c 1.: i s e ·n ·· r · C- 11 y r E 1 ; 1 t i c n obj E c t i v 'X- · ... t of 

-'-' - ph o tna worl d ~na c:.s s·ch · s the Ero nd o'"' a 

p r ior 1 synt e tc ri~c i pl ~s descr"b i n7 n d c nut ituting i . 

2 



)~ Ce i Obj Ct i e D€ Ca US i t . S a C c,r Ct i St ::_ C , 1 
, E 

or , or al l obj~cts or O er setSC o n the o · ner '-,nd , 

i h rEf renc to thin~s 

n · h mselvr:s it is 11ot i e: b t .n id · i 

co"ldit·o--1 , namely , ·ts 1~ ··tc..t o::-i to 0°sibl X -r• -

enc , and so loo u on · t s so Et 1.in ~ t · t undc lies 
lL, 

themse 1 ve s o" 

"'l o Th pos i tio. 0 of Tie 

T C U ·m € 1.1 t Of c, 0 2 X • E E n C - 0 r SU CC :: SC • on i S d 

. nd o~ .:1=:: r u ') Os t·o..:1 o.co tim • nc time ust 

be )rE: s u ') -:>os i · or~ r to a e · _:n the . re 1 t · o ~s o 

e 1i1 • P c 1 obj _ ct r , it c, mot ~ E d r i VG d r o th~ o 

~m c.nnot b n c o C p L 

Tim~ , 

Ti - , therefore , · t 

8 .J.. 

C 1 - l"cDCE.. it llU . Oe a r•or• o 

-- ca i.:.se o· ti or c a c-'-cr c t·me ·t serv ~ 

a tn r o u d o 1 • o e · ct :i. pr · n c J G s of ' e r ~ ,., t i on 

0 VE ts . t 0 , is follo· s a 11 PO .. t 1 s l; 1-

r cal co.tin·enc TE con t·tutiv~ 

11 . .. 28 : 4-4 0 
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:rol of t · n~ l :n us to no1 ,1 bou 

t · n tL rou 1 t 1 

rJ. s o t ... e s me ti , e . 

e t 1 c .. be i ven o l y .1.h o h 
2 . 

... y re P -

sin· 1 o -

:th.r or 

b deri v 

ea Ot1 r, s th .Lie ju., ___ ent ~:hie 1 c· :mot 

s , . L , 

co .. t · ne a. · n e 'ntu·tion 
13 0 

.,_ t·on o ti . II 8 . 0 t € CO.1. C U t 

€11 r~ ._ co ce t bu · n n..i.. .. t · o 

i · t ui .. o • 

1 , a s J' cc , s · n~ · nit • ' t -· 1 1 s art o 

t. s·n 1~ ti i1 "'{i ._,ts .. i t • nt c.. rgu - r t ' 

s·nce ti. is h- 101 - co1 ti n cs c r t s vhic a -

e ~.mm throu h em: · r i cal i n .:. t·· on , t · m 

1 r- t b 

ar t s of t i me c ~ b re 

ch cont i n all i 

nly the 

y con c_ t s ; th on 

c n onlJ be r re-_ ta 

throu hi di te pure intuition . 

t et ·nsc n r, n .L r ur.:: s on 

t ~ b· sis of h~ exnerie : o t r· t. Oi.1 0 t12ration 

i uni tel · ible - CL.pt int· e , u t b~ 

her tha kno n ·brou h 1 xcc t · sue -

ce .., ive times ·ti. · C01."9reh 1sibl e hou 1--.1e c..,1. c 

l~ o 31 : B 47 0 
13 32 : 47 . 
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cter ; in sue ssivr • n s an objec 

C .1. • re... ct ·-i s o th t it fi: .... t o or- nd tl n Oi 

1 i e then is t· e ro c o t. e ·jos -

. S 0 o ·'· i on c 1 c t r t ion • 

an~ riori 

V. o. c us-" ons 0 ro the ... ') OPi tio ,.;;, of Time 

PO l "'·h ... 6 -- osit·ons L...n onclu GS t 1at t ·me 

do s ot of it € f or .• s l; rel· Lion of hi -..... 

J. 
E s- l v::s . H. 1""1 ·u 1 nt a a·n°t s be·· n a th·n~ 

il ·ts on s ... 1 tenc . II ~ . .... e f - subs·s ent , . . 
·t ,Jould be sonethi i c uo 1 be c:..ctu d t 

14 . 
, c.J.u l obj -c • 11 

.c it 1;1erc a cond· on of 

it could ot c 7 DO n 

ut onl r • (.. \ ovl -

i...: 1 · ty · nd th_ :r>ior · s b -

jcct ve con "tion o~ our scn .... i bil"t; . 

n ~ t t o co.1. clu,..·· or.s .. nt im;o v~ 

n r.:i co1trrc·ction . H sys tat · ime "c--mot be a 

-'-ion o o r 

-"tL1 s ape or ,) os ·t··o. , o , ~1 e r-..1 i o .. o re rG -

7 5 • 
..__e t t on in our · ner st t o" Yet , o · of thE de er -

14 . . 3 2- 33 · B ~9 o 

o _ 3:; : B 40 . 



11 i s - = r.:, v · o c:i s t · t = ~ n t F .. ay s , " T 1· c. J·. ~ - ... J. ·,;:. ..... -., J.:..l-... ' - - ~ - .::: 

t e ·'"0_111- Dr· or· c ona·t ·on of al l ,.. ., e ..., r ncG l a t -
16 . 

r .... .oormc.r co::..1 ent · 01""2 is inconsis <:nt rt 1 

t 1 
--: lo~i c of h i s rgu c n t to hi ~) oint an· · s )Oor y 

sup )Ort ea . ~ ..., ~ys t t the lLc _ of shap i n inn r i: -

J-uition l:,;;,ds us ~o us such cxaTIDl es e.s a liri e o rep-

rEsen tim: . e o se such r e resGnt ctio1.s , b t .Jh· t 

oes this · ve -o do w·th w e ther t· e is ·he for of 

out :r ~- nse a ,. euranc-s bj cts :; J' ~e ri enced 

as e ~tcr a l a r c our di mEns·onal : t1ey h~ve the t' ree 

s ~ ~ ial di en i o~s ~na the tem~or~l d i me n ..... ion o dura -

t ion . e m s .1old th.· t hi" re' 1 conclusion 1s}. hE Co -

ter onE. T •• s ar 11ent -"o :r this 1 tt er co .cl , on is 

· at al prese1tet io~s e · st · n our m"nds and hence 

u- d r the arm of ·nner sense , w ·ch i s timL o 

"Just a.s I can s av a riori tnat 11 o .t er ap· ea r 
a ccs arE in soa c~ , - I can a so ...,&y , ro~ he nr1n 
ci~le of · ~ner seLse , that a l auJenrLnces 1h: t 
socv-r , thit is , al l ob jects of the senses , a re 
i n t·me , ~d nEcess~r· ly stand i n ti"'Ile - re::: a tions . 1 17 . 

Time must be the a ·r ori or1 o al l ap~-~ranccs both 

o i nner a a o · out r sens . 

T-m th-n , ts t he for of or i nner sensib"lity 

.nd , ·r L is pec u1· ~r ty e o cen ibili y 1 c~s tr cte 

~ram our exper·~nc , time h· s no v l" dity f or obj cts 

~S th"ng int em ElVES o r~nt st~tes th·s as fol ows : 

tr t as objcct·ve va11a·ty on l y i n EspF.c of a .I.; )Ear-

16. 34 : B 50 0 
17 o ' 34 : B 1 . 
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a CGS , t CS € 

8 . 
our se scs . 11 

' in ~ s H h · c h ~ E t alt c c;. s ob j e c t s .Q_ 

The italics are ~ant ' s , but we_ ust 

a s me thtt lE actu'--lly m2ant to say ''as ob.j ect o 

our s'bility ' , · or oth-rw·sc 1 - is om·t~in~ th self 

~s bject which occurs on y under t - f'or-m o"' inner 

o assert ht time i s ~ure 

,· co·1di io o · our subjective sensibili y and c(;;nnot 

b6 h,..ld to )e . condi ion o th"n s in t hcmsel\ES o Bu 

because time is t e c ond~ i o o a ll a··me"'rances , it is 

ant sum up ·nth s ame ter she used with s~ac- . 

T'ms i s e pir1ca lly real , objectively ~ lid or all 

ape ranees u~ ppEar~~ces o It is the universal and 

n~cessary cor.dit i on of all a~ oc~rances . But _tis only 

t 1 es b ~ct·v~ cond· i on of our se sibility . y no 

reach of the ima~in .t ion can~ assert th t time iveu 

us an knoul d -e of thi _gs ·n t' c se l ves . Time is 

tr& see nde t all · · dea L 

". at we me n by thi s hra s i s tho.t i ,-e b -
s r~c ~rom t e subj-ctive cond i io_s of sensi 
b l e intuitio , t·me ·s no i n , an c~n ot be rs 
cr"bed o th: ob j ects in tLemsGlves ( ~ ar t f rom 
the ·r relation o our intuition) n he ry 
either of ubl.;liste.L1ce or o.o in crence . 11 9 . 

a eels t t the ors of SJ cc and tim are b. L 

t' · s - o· n t sec r ly sk b isn -d s pure intuitions on 

t~ b~s·s of ,hich ,e can arrive a~odeict ·c rinci-

p l es for cxptricnce . imila:lv he Q closed the door 

1 8 0 3l.i- : B 5 • 
19 0 36 : B 52 . 
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on ~ny at t c t o uses ce nd ~1e to de cribe the 

nou . cn . ,_, j CE and imE 1hc n u e to 

rst·nd t t r eal y ~ ich i u b yond al , os~i ol e 

enc • id 1· "'C a· rd s u s u ant ' s c c: s·on ~s 

,., as .ny o th,.. critic • 

11 -nc ·1e cann ot s· y th'" t 11 Lin ·s arc · ime 
o i ns cc , but ·e can say t c t a 1 )henomcn , 
! •£ 0, al l h 1~ 0 s th nt t~emsclvcs i n 

sut i on to us , are and ~11 t ~ na 
- omcna arc a lso i n -'o Dr-ssed 
D b· nay~n a r 
E e 1 "nd t ___ ;!. , 
r r au t ey i 
ob j ec ts (;.,,re "'J t c::d to · · sense , r --
th~ , o of o t 'ry co~~c 
or o~ r L b u-'- id en 1e loo 'he 

o· n v· .::\ o.c< dist t10i bE. t ,e n 
--= J. ..t. he € 1 v _ s ~ nd s f O!' , ·1hi ch ,-
i 1 v·c oft e ~ u CU f ~DO d:e force~ 

us -'- o alt-= o 
11 20 0 

- : t Oi S o 

i s real ~s E .s:-or o ·:mer i t u.:. t i o :1 o 

b . Ti and s ·.ce are OL recs o:i. , · r ior· 1.rno l ed -

c . sac vrE t : 0 ly forms 0~ i ty o 

ke: n 

h (. U C St i Q_., to •)'-' - ~is"d , c:...S " s not- earlL:r , 

-· nd o-- re ·ty ti.€ has - si 11 ly , 
' 

"' nd o.!:I r c. l · ty ac- .. s . ~ant .... r. C. t,..; ·r r · ly on 

o_ t • IS ' .:; ' d been ost u€VE:i...,El 

20 . 
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rit~ciz d ~o~ -"s doct in~ oI ti - c..; t L .. sure t 

,e c · d- ·t cle~r th_t tie c n o b re arce 

·. l ) rt o .. lOUii € uor s bj :c ti vc 

nt i n L : v e 1 of r e it y i' L. h .n k ,;,; -" t o ·"" j c ct iv e n 

,in 

re r s 

·] - .i 0 

t 0 

0 .::n 

r €S€ 

11 .-· r t in y time is so t 11:-1g real , n e l y , t 1 

real form of ·n er i ntu· ion . t as t. _r_for 
c 1 ivc r_ l i ty ·n re a ~ec t of i nner exoeri enc 
hat i s , I re a 1 y ave · ~ · ._ . .., e :1 c .I. • o :. of t i me 

=nd f d ter ina. · o.~ i t . Tie i s .I. r-for- . 
to c re ~rce~ as~- 1 , not .deed Es object but 

s · e rn o a - of re "'Jre s n ta. t i on of rJy s c 1 ,., 0 o o j c c t • " 21 o 

t .:iu ..... t be s te:d t .I. t il € is l""'o th mode of l. 

nt .J-ioJ. 0 .,1 0 j cct of OU er €X ri nc - s 

- E s oar.I.. of' a ll o:' one ' e.J .. E:i: ~nc - • 

- l S € 
~ 

eri ence i •J &l m ys ) e nomena l anc on y ")hC -

~ o·· ,.. 0 .I. ·1.1 s 0:1 y i h-"""' 1 d .na the r , _ 

o.s : -· s l nd i~e 0 enc~ ' ot thin s i 

to ..t..•. : , e on 

our ·hcory , ·tis o ly 
?2 . 

Th. ar.u nt 

.,_•+Ct 
i,; ..... abs o ut e r e t ""to 

OJlj oc -

c rs , or is co )re nsibl~ , · 

a s t 1 - ch, n__: · n s 1 in 

order for L ~ ch'n · t s E; 1 ~ t o b :;_,. c:: ,..~ 1 • T i r , n o · e r , 

i · 1 s e -i c o t omy e 1 - e . obj e ct s of outer . n s nd 

c o • • ),.. : B 3- 5L~ . 
22 . . 3 : B ?4 . 
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00 ECt;S 0 . j .,_ i.11er sEnsc.,, The: a.pe both 1 ... no· m · n t 1€ Sb.Le 

nccs . H nee , the ~r umcn t ~or uay , hat -· s , ~-..., 

t' e bsolutc r e lity of time ·s no .ore l i d th___._ 1 thr: 

~r· u 2n~ for t~e absol ute re· lity of s ace ~ ich n t 

ee s '~s b~-n thoro uGh f tro need bo hoy th~ i eal "sts 

and by his ar ··umsnts . Bot 1 out r ouj _ct,... c.n inne.1.,.. ob -

011· as re~r sentatio~e . Te se i O r oun no :10re i ~ -

m~ L. t ly t· _: re: t e objects of outer se:1s€ . 

' o o o i n nc ·· thE r cc.sc ce1.n tne i r rs ;- lit.: ,.., s re"l') r E-
e e tetio.:s be q .:st· o:1ed , ~nd · _1 both c"ses they 
be oL onl y o ap -cr~ncc , which clwey= ha~ t ~o 
sides , he o:e by w1ic th- object is viewed i n 
and by taclt (1ithout re ~t rd to th_ mod o~ · __ 
tLi-'-~ : it -- t □ nA'ur. t1exefore re i .i nc el~ay~ 
~roblcmatic ) , -'-he other by 1hic1 th: form of t he 
intui t i on of th " s ob·ec s a en i nto ~~c co u t . 11 23 . 

o on, as one i deal i n 1 it h 2. ear•ancE s , he must take 

· nto e.ccount -'-' _e _ct 1 t h :. s a a 1 i n6 with obj e ct s 

• u cons itute~ by the forms o t ensi i lity o · t he 

01,•1 · 15 m nd lr ich · .... noJ· a -oassi v '":. re cs 1tor but a for 

m ~tor &16 orry n i zE r of all th rEsJonses rh· cn nou-

m n~ l el-t:on i _ s cive rise to in i t . 

s a r · or orils s ace n t: e are sourcGs o 

i n c e · 11 

under t_ i'o' .s o s ..... ce an t · ~ , their forms cc::n be 

mo-:. "" pri or L a t ·1 a· ntains · ,. t -o .re m __ thE.ma tics 

is an exa,nule o · 10 1led ~e baced on t ese forms . T1 is 
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f o_'"l ns o"' 

our J€C U i ar -;: · d of s - n°·· b ·1·t . rrh us the f ct·o of 

the G'"'ns i-i · ty mar __ s of .f t G DO n .sry of t s Ve.li d. ty 

of" t - -" orms : J. 1ey h ct. VE 0 1 ~i t no eoni n~ , 110 I., 

' 
de cri t ive V lu-:: b ... yo 1 :l the re b. m of "'J OSS i b G re ressn-

t · t · or: • 11 Thi o i d 1 i t y o J. s [.. cc a n c t i 

€ v ~ r , the cc r a r t y of E ) • r i c 1 no u c d 

le· ve s , o 1-

or le ·.r -cm - 1· ur - o..c, . t ' • ! ,. e her th _s,.. or s ne -

C€ S ari l y r- th·· .1 : s n t Emselvc or only in 0 

2~- . 
t1Ji ion 0 t m. II B--- cc us t :y are 1 · . it ed to 

y ~h~t t hey are nd bec~use thsy 

u~iv~ r sell y V lid i ~ ·t , th-y 

)Fior· sy th t i c jud~ ents o 

i;:el 7 - sn · n of 

an t co4tends th t :ere cunn o be· ot er th n 

..i. ,.. oc two f o:-.ms of s ns i i li ty . is onl recson ~o'"l 

t ·s co~tent·o. is th tot er _os s i bili t i €s ~ 11 r ec ire 

somtt in~ em_ir·ca l as a )rG~ u ~osit i on while e. erie1ce 

. s 1 res ·)poses s __ ce c d Eo Th s. r UIDLUt i s 

V · •y 1 , nd it ,. o l d 

1€ 

the only t···o forms hie sensibi it y doe hav,. 1hich 

ar- revealed. t ro u~h t~s r anscen cn ~·1 m- o . 

I I . 

E<""'t hetic 

-I
I,; 

The orl c e :no t~ G1 · not2in but aJn~· r -nce o 

T .. e se - ces aris . i1 s thro Gh th SPU i b ility 

24 . 39 : 56 . 
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or our 2..b ili ty to b..: a,., ·ec c by .!. o 1men • nt ui J_ - on 

r ve~l b olutely nothinc abo t the nature of t1e n ou -

cnu. . e intuit t in ·s on y ·· n the ways t· at ,rE can , 

.1..1 t is , 1de 1€ orms of S)f'.cc and t ·m , and these 

or1 s ar Jecu i r to our om cin of sens"bility . e 
•• I 

ao .ot intuit -h" n s as the r rr , but only ~s we a e 

able to ·ntuit t em bein.:2, co-Jsti.1..uted , s ·e are . I •I-

r.re r -mo1Gd or ·h -1cc li'"' ,.;Gn ibility vc b:.v- were 

a 1 t r c d , -~)(.,. c - 2~ a t L e rot' 1 d be not 1 J i n5 ; the a 1')pe r -

an c est Gmeelves \ould no - List as t ey do c ~11 ex

D=r · ence is cona · t101e d b~ or sensioil "t y o It is our 

sens b"l~ty alon e 1 hich ~e c~n k ow . T natter o~ sen

s i bi 1 · t • , 1 c 1 s sens-:. t i on , cc.. n on y b E t o ,., n a o s -

c ior· , out the for s , ~iJa ce a d time , cc..n b~- .. now 

a :9riori . T rou c2reful an .. ysi...~ 1·:0 ID' y co e o ~ nou 

t G sens ibil · ty ver·y t orouihl v , b t no de Gree of a al 

ysis o the ens "b"l"ty and its prod ct , he re resen-

-atiors , could e er (/Ve us any knot1 l e ...;E o·!:I t i n.__s in 

s is · )l ie·· t · n his ·1holc develo) ent ant ·mnts 

to es abl · s' the Tr ___ _ _ ~-, i th a bs ili lut G 

c - rta·nty . -ri s to make its validity erfect ly c Ear 

by an·e~ampls o T G crucial role in 1~ ex.mule i~ ulayed 

by i 

or L s e p , a so ass mes t 
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o __ Eom try a uur. m t hemat ic s as srnthe tic knoiled e 

.,_ional , :) li -:d • 

t-'0·1s o·"· thi n,_>.:) i nt emselvss , he aslrn , what ·)rob :ms 

Hor c~n w lave he ap odeictic cert a i nt of 

·s ome r bot oojcc ts i n s,~ce Tant a rg Es th:t Go 

mctri., p o. os i ion s a r e synthc t ·c and p odc" c ic , b ut 

w ~re o t cy cofle ro t-'th such cert - ·n y 

roLl e· her in uitions or concc~ts 

\ L C ID' y be E i th r ure or em . rical , '"v nr ior· or 

"':)ostcriori . "r ica cone pts derived a nos r iori 

sure l y c~nn ot serve as a basi for syn hct i c anode·ctic 

jud nts be ca us oft 1e em "ric~l co 1tin ency ass p

once~ s , even a ~rior· o ~s , ~-~sub j ct onl y 

o ana ence c:n ot : ·ve rie o synthEtic j d3 -

mcnt . The · efore , the onl source o~ such knowled 0 e is 

Jure i · t u · t · o ·1 • ., o J • s t i s Joss i b 1 c B. g ivin: one -

s 1 an o' jcct in 9 re i tu·t10·.1 0 _.e resr.:nt a I)U··e a 

prio · object in intc"tio , ~nc on th"s one cGn ~ound 

sy1thet ic a priori jud ment 

o , could o = ay mor- t.a th i s? Ho~ could ona s~y 

th ..: t thi ,. s i n thcmsr-:lvcs .re the same as the s bj~c 

t i v: c ond itions under which one nows or r e resen t s h m7 
11 t i O , he re ..c- o ~ c , not me r G 1 y ·Jo s i - 1 e o :1 r o· ....:. b 1 e , 
out · n d b i t 0 b 1 y c e rt .... i 11 , 1 t s a cc :;. nr... t · m E , ,.-1 .. s 
ch€ n ccssc:.ry coi1d · · o~,,s of a 1 outer B,na in· .. c r 
x Ari ~ce , r· marel s bj~ct· ve condit i o~s of 

a 11 our in u it i on , and t · (., t in re L.. t · o· t o .,_ 1c w G 
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c o di ·ons all o J ec t, are t er- ore mere a -
ear ne e ... , a ..:i ot i- ive us s hin s i t· e -

sel v - which e ist in this a nn<::r . 11 25 . 

To s y onE no n object is cer a i l y to s~y mor 

t han t c.;..t one Ye t , 

c.;..n ex ·net i on of our nowl d of obj€cts as r pres€n-

t utiot s r-v a l s t t nE vcr rno-w any in more than 

e l ct io . s , r e c tio.Js b t ,e-n o j f cts in t he forms o" 

s p::..c a C: 1me . n i ntu ·t1on we ave on y r l ~t io .s 

n obj ccts o 

t ad been objected ate the 1r t ea·t·o. o 

t e t t ant had d ~ e· r nces tote _ 

1 -ve o mere · l usioLo T. i s r1as , of c ourse , f , r fro 

h is intent . s s o dis ·n ui sh bt we n thin s 

· n th2ms lv sand t · s as they a re prese ted to us 

s e res ent ~ti ons o Th"s d st·nc io must be de oim-

Jl y be cause ,,,e are act i e i n th cr .... a t · i o ~ th r eure -

se t - tions ; w - a re not me e ~s sivc rec -~tors o m·· cs 

nor r € l cctors o t h ... mo But th f act t t ue a rc ac tive 

er a o of h ~ rE re en t Et ons does not m- an 

l USO y • nl he -=>t t m_ t to 

rd J- ranees n t l e ds 

~o the ere t · o o n · l usio o e t (; ·. t o e c rd 

c em · t ' ·n.._s n t emselves r e ces to a y , 

Sc,ys .:.-.n t , bE.. a us e TE ha,; to r e .rd sp ce n t · e __ ,s 

uroo ·rties of t hin s as phGno · ·- na , but only s p ouer-

ore a r d soace a nd tie , ic 



i nf init e ad neccss~r vithout bc i ~ anyth ·n i nh2r · 

· n sub 0 ta. ces or havi · s ub ~nee , as ro~crt i Es o 

thin: int em el~6s ~s to b(co ~ · nvolv ed in absurdity o 

~u e ly to hold this nosit~on wou d be to r(duce a ~pesr-

ccfo o · us on , 

na ar ..._ um t is th t ue do _ ot co 1.10n y 

ma·nta i n t' at Go~ is ~ s: ce and t·rn . Yet , ifs ace 

and t me a e thG universa ch r~c Gristle oft i ns 

themse lv s , ~c must do so . The only altern· tivc i~ to 

view th m ts s ubj ect ive 01 s of ·ntuitioc ich c..r e 

o':)jEc, · vc c!Ud Vu.li d o y . or rEpre;sentations o B so 

do i n: e sha 1 'Void 1 t h~ ab urm~ t·es wn i ch t e -

ort to reg rd n-ou.ce and t~me s "~ ··ngs i n "·hemselves 

or he co1iciit·o:s o thi n._s iD hemselvcs r oduc€s . 



o tho 

m dl. ment 

ant ' s ct1c 11 1ch is relev=nc to th - - - --
be, on uhr. t h · 

:. ,. Ct , ' - '"" O S 

· s co:"Cl sio s 

c. bo J. n • ne of t 

s .__, :t 1 ot Le; cen b,.~ _r 10 n o·· the no mena , but 

h- r'EJt y s qu·te ec re n n mcrou,~ ro -

t 1r c .r· cts·-ist · cz c mot be . Either th no . na 

,. r. bGyo d c...l co:.1 en.J. and re cloced to c .. 11 rui t ·ul 

hatsocv r c ~ be d of 

.,_h.:: 
' 

or th -y ar in cor '= 1·:C:.. :1. ouo..b and C .') 
c; - b~ .. :1vE .... -

ti ·c tea to '"'O I,., 

n E ch c· se • 1 n ;._ nts to asert so·ic t· L 

abo· t ~E nou en._ 
' 

'1e do s so o:: the roL11d tn' t 11h ri t 

h ~ ·· r:, s yin...., ·· s 1 o...., · c 11 y · 1 c e s .,, :r . n d .J..1 E _,. :: or-: , · 1--i c -

.1 ' r us t be l; ::::; C,., SE • t 1e ct 

__ u n re s. 

- l y l nov ',.., s~'~ce o .J..i cou d 

, V , be: C 0. CE i V d .:. 0 0 , 101 :: ..., 0 i 11 

EV ..... r 1c · t in rE l· t o:. to 



ossibl r: ·v C ny l in bu t , priori rnm. ed~c of ~t o 

0 ic ca "1 0:_.., in Ci:..~ .i.. E. ,: o r 1 ~~L .. · .,C) r· i ce me n i 1y·fully -

0 t'1 ·c 17,._ ...,.n 111 nipul ate i t . E -:1cs , to a.,_., ,:: 
L - 1pt to de -

scri C or e,n-· nul tc C r.CE~O of h e noum n 0.1. 
.1., -. w 

s is of 1 o s i c c 1 .L"> or s i s s i n c. i c t c .,_ o ... .,~ -': · ... .!' but c t o 

t - c r actcri nt · cs o c olor or t emp rc..ture , .!' ..c TS 

T 1e ... ca 1 i z ion t r. t t e .! 4 d ·· c : , t , m · l'' r or r;. st 

be ca 1 6d over in i·s imulica tio u to.,,_~ lo0 ic o 

i - is as r· nt:!c ndentall i deb.l cs are .i..hc ormn o· t 1 

of ic n ·'- ' c asser i o:. · .i.., t sensa. t .io.., ES 

.L 0 1 ~ ..!n l.v..l':!t t <,;. u ~nt one is _..,e lCE to 

enc.::. s bj-~c :1e·4--- o € c~ ..... °'--

- .O'\·l 
. ..,,... ·ner - ! J.. th . re :1 ..., 11<.. .I.hey arE not :1or -· ....... L -

of ..., €11Ribil 0 tJ cannot cor ee·,01.d to c trac t c ri~tics of 

or 11 e.1... Ull1Gl1.i.. , i .. V i "' o hose u'.o ·.10 ld o c1 , -"lor 



( 

11 t s t ~ - e to d j it · ~fro e tis r· ...... 1 ,. n 
su· s·ster:··- non- c~tities (, .,'Jc..c and 
rrG °i:hEr€ ( J t :·t .. 01Jt th'i'.:rG bi::in 
onl 1 in orcc to co~ t ... · 11 in .,_h: 1s 

i e re t.., l o" 1 . 

· 1:f·· ·te s-1 -
tim ) , .1hic 1 
r.n:,rth:_. ___ rt": e. 
es 1.: 1 t hL. t 

Th· s r ume t in- ol VE s ·- c once· t of the substc1ne,E o the 

.... o long .:. one o -8 :.10 · --~:ou es bet· ~cc of th lti -

m~tely re~l , t G noLm- n , it· in· ossiblc to tsse~t 

Of t l:; DOLID ra o 

I . Conclusions Unac cept~b c to -a,t 

- o_ t· € ot Er · icc.;.t io .E oi s c 1 'po'"' it·on is 

tha 

r L · l, o o j ... c ·: I.) r c: t c r than one re i · y w _. t. o t a .1y 1 · m · ta -

l y 11~c€SSc..ry to e:x:ola.:.n racprEsent t i ons · c !lC t t.. 1 1.y>;;, • cc.1 -

y uort 1 ..... . ence , the dist inc ion bet, -En the object 

.. s r) cr:c:nL .. t·o __ an t1e thi in i tscl b: co 1e s · nval-

· a ~nd us~ ess , because 01ever loc·cally neccs ~r- • -L 

L 

... y be . (' € .:..p : s ·call• · an· Jg l c.._s • f OD € ol s 

w·th d..nt th t em"'Ji:r i c 1 date. CATI r ive n o kno•1 l ed.:..e of 

t he thins in thsms e lves nd t ~ton y . priori not ed e 

- o 39 : B 56 0 
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cc.. h._ v - .. y ce· t c · n t y , the h i s e,b o utcl-1 bo un d f or

e er• to deal on y ,.nth )h nomcn£, an to rG ·er to t.1'"'se 

as a,li Y• t be cores Dut·1~ to ~ct as·~ the r -Ll 

re nythina O her thnn that ~i th ~ · ch JO ce~ l in GJ -

pc·· En c e . ertl inl , e;vcn c n would i1ot ho vc ,r.ntcd 

t o fo ow t esc co~c usiocs . e t , I thin th:..t he u o 1 

ho.. VE ·- .. a .1.. 0 . f h~ had b. - n :p ushed • 

1c... t · v c c o u r e 

I o Trt ns c endcr t &.. l c cthe t ic o..s an ·_ t inom 

I n h i s entir e d i s cu usi on o~ sp ce and t~m~ t se~ms 

· '1 t 1.8. n t i S C 1 OS e t O , if n O t 8 Ct U '- 11 y in VO 1 VE d i n , c,n 

a~t · no yo~ Pr _ es on o Th a~t: _oDy ~~ st~ ed in the 

1 
<. :,.,st COi.; ict O thG Tr nsccnd ntr. _dee s " , fol lo 'lS : 

" The sis 
hG ,or d haG c,; bs~inn·ng ·n time , and is 

a l s o l ' rii.l..ed -..,1,J .,,..,ee;c:,rds s- _,ce . 

i - S ") CE ; 

t ·m ..... n d 

~s n o b e• nn i n c , ~ne n o 1· mit s 
it i O L · · i te r e__,ards boJ·h 
p CG . 11 2 o 

s rn t p oint s Ol , b ot s de ~ h ~ve lo5·ci y soun p o

s"tions , an c it -r coul 

1 cticc: lly o is co:.. clua io '1. s · 11 .1.. e an ino1 cs i s t · t 

we m s r e c 1 ize that ·,,e h c:. ve no c,ns ,,e r and t 1 
(., t t 1 -se 

p os itions ar . rely to s erve a : uidcs in our 

for order i· c Der i e nce . 

c. .. rc 1 

11 I f · n e p loy· ng t e J rinc i ~J l s o ders t andin 
w d o not E r c y a j _ 1 y ou r r E t . ..., on t o ob · e ct s of 
e xper i Gn c - , b ut v ntur to e t Gnd these ~r inc· p l e · 
ocyon"' t c 1 · 1its o · c J._D-:: i e1 ce , t hc rE ar· e 
usc ud o- r L octrines ,. ic cvn ·e ·the r ho-)e 

2o 426 : B 454 . 
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J:> or con i r a t i on in xpe ri nc - n or ··ear r e ut a -
o· by it . 11 

o 

i nce t : co 1cep t s o sp~ce and t ·me a r e t he nuc l eus o 

on oft e an~~ n o i es of P r e Reas on , we ce r t ~ · n1y can 

n ot a r ~ e tha t t hEy .rG 5no nd f or an ap odeict ·c ~rin-

I V. h e pr esen ·a tion of pa ce an Ti me 

oe , · t r e ... lly m l.Ce sens e to sse rt t c t re i n tu i 

s u~ c as a whole No , t e con cept of spa ce ~s one i s 

jus t th~t and no more , CO"'} Cept of a s i n l e thi n,( o 

_01,·1 c '" n one i n t e 1 · ibly s a t c t ue can r e· r •~ sent an 

i n ..:..n·t E entity Bee· use of t he s · 1: l e f a c t hc t we ce n 

n ve r s e ore t han o e s i de o n ob j e ct a t one n oment , 

e ven a s ph eno ena , we c.:::.nn o a th2. t we a i vcn i n -

d" i dua l o j ect s a s who l e s in pe rce _tion . The a ttr"bu~ 

t i on of · ndivi d a i ty to an obj e ct i~ a r es l t o~ b ot 

c o~ceu a l an pe rc €ptual a ctivit y o Li xe ,i se , we do n ot 

r c~rcsen t a ll oD sJ~ce at once , ut b l o 1ca l i nfer -

onc e de ens ion of our em~i rica l expcr nee con-

ce i ve i t as a 

s n -· or r e pre sc t i n , spc c e as a rhole thr o gh : r e i n -

t i t"o7 · s a mi s _ke n ~a fe 

d o not co2;ni :-»e t he uh ole of spa c e or o tim E: i n a n ,, 

th whol nG s an c~ i n our mi nd and no h ns more o 

.,. ant I s ,r c u nt s o the · n i n i t uae of .... p::.... ce C;,nd 

3 . 21 : B 448- 449. 
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tim a sJccious ; .Lhcy u =e very m c1 li~e 

.Ct ..1 i ty o T c -·nc an l yse o ~ modern 

ou1a .Lhi s roblGm to be onE o th 

a e pest ys t c:r i e s of' the ,01'"' both from -he e nir·cc l 

t S 1,;;. :ur. G t 

i s t o b c .Ctu- the .,.. disc o n t , b E co u cc it i s s i , ·) y . G a.n -

e 02 n co:.cc Ve of 0·1c , b .L • e C' nnot r - r-e 0 e nt to 

ours~ v s in Ln 

i der.is o · he m·nd wh i ch ~ :ivo vc o- c ·1 end ess '"' . ti·1 -

0 • 

v. 0 , C 

r • t C r = u l. s th-.. s~~ce ca ot b a - erp_rica l con-

oe d b or .., u: C " 11 fe to n os tio 0 uSid 

C O'"' ·1 l .Li - seq enc . It 1 y .. r 1 be t t lot..:: i c 1 y 

J. 
COY:C ~ of G) .. C ust .. o~ .Lo the rc ferer cc oi 

-'- :.. n e .L. o ) o c · - · o u in ° ,. c e • .t:. t t o · ,h .J. d oc. s · · 

c a d 

• 

r10· i ·n a nure l y lo~i c~ 
0 CE ( or j dr_::_:1.L. ,_ SC id 

-'- o b~ ~no r r ~qu~r.s to be 
:. Lee in orde r : 1

1 t E c o ce t 
to , h s · ,.,,y oc :JC 1 fect c et."lr ,., 

· sti - t..1. jud__:1:1. nt ma.y be 1--.·--.1vcd 8.t 
b Jr oc ~ss o~ ·n -r - c-) ! " 4 . 

C iu:__~ric- , 
ondo 1: •J.ac i l l 

y or :L .. v.Pt , 



c nit be cla·med t et logic 1 riorit 

proves substantia l prior it y or c ronolo~~c~l _r ~or·ty 

or tha · t proves t t t e logic~. l l y rio quo.l ty con-

n ot c ~ c1ar· cter·ut co .... the tin i it self ant 

does not ~ns~ er the quent·o . · n ~- - satis ctory 

C d Tie as n i r~a l i n Er e: i .CG 

e .c 1 t to cs 1 · sl s ae ( e.nd .J. • nc ) as a 

" nc cc ss:...ry :::. ~r-. or i 

11 _ C .....,"'} r . r sc:1t ..1. 0 O'H SC VG C taG c.;,,bS"' TIC C 

of suacc , tt1ou r• € c · n ~ i ·c 11cl tl-i- __ : 
,.. ,. p t y of obj "' c t s • t c- e :' o •-i e b c=. 

as t,. co a.it ibil"..1../ of , 
nc, -~ o -.:i~s · a :., ti 0~1 de:)en 

0 5. 
. i u e .t i ·1.J. b. Jresentr 

c c, t ~- ,... f o 11 m 18 • . '"' can 

n-v r r- n" s- i.. to o n se vc.s ... , 
L '-' c.bscnce o 

t' 0 HE C 1 C O ·1 CC • Ve 0 

c c. ce I,; L-::ot Yi tL1g . Th-: ·en,, se .!. , tion o obj e cts 

a, t~- condition of the 0 7 -

e· r,:i.1C o""' ,.:> .c s·· .C 31 v..Ce u 
..... ve" €" r EsEnted 

c~ Jt .J. t n 1hic1i o"ojscts e., i st e ven in r~ 
. 
nt ...... u I.: 

- 0 '\ . s , t € -" ct t 1~ t s '.) CE ~.nd t im<: ['"...,E U- vc- sal 

co.co 

24 : B 38- 39 . 
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iu t e un· srs 1 concomitE'"J t o·· t. c: ren~escnt·.tion of 

s l)cvC C v,nd t imE • 

I 0 -·st ·· c i s l:il.' ng bc-'·v·e €11 Inn r L nd 0 tCl'"' -nse 

II -ecessit and un Ve s 0 re thu s S :l''G cri-' 

i of' nriori _mowlsd~c , •~; na are n ..._ PLvrable .c.. m one 
b . 

c,;:.:.1 ot er . 11 If u c:.ccc .J... th·s , HE sha h&ve to s·.y 

L-1~.t ...,')ace s no an c ·,1,,iori ·orm , fo:'"' i t i s not n ivc:;."' -

saJ i n it s co:.rnt· t ut·- c v. ole a'"' s time o u·ace is t e 

form o· · some only o · our €.t perie c e , and i i s onl • in 

c dn det · r..1 i ~tit is on of t10 e uh·ch occur nder 

the -" orm o . spac e o 
I l1ere for e , ..., ·_Jc. CE: m st be an empiri -

C- 1 co1cept ,~·ch i s ::own only ·n a thro gh experi -

enc c , or e l s- ther e m J. ( so e pri c i · G, never n-

tio .. ca by ant , ~t \rhi ch J. • c r La n sense, -

i ons to object..., e te na l to s . B .t i f t h-re i s ome 

between EX_JE: i ~nces n 11hich the ac -'-i i t y oft e ...,e l 

is t sou·ce and those in 1hi ch ext e r nal objects are 

·he source , an t n~ vcr ~ives it · n any conclus·ve □an-

nE r o he on y ap_ o.re .,_ bc.r.ii s o· ,nic ,-,e d cide i e 

t at O f . r' C Ct 6 :; ") ... r . € n C Of 8 0 C Obj E C t S c. S E L. r n&. 

. a separc.. from o rselve s i n th · r r epr sc tation • 

'p•·cs i s cs em · r i c '- 1 ..., are objects . 

6 . • 



( 

V I . To C ts o t c:: •u:.t e. of T. e 

sa ity o · ime i ex~er nc also o n both hi -1 leve l 

m sti cL..l c per i ences i i' it · s JlC O-:J r to s";,.. ,_- of eve ls 

of o n r y men , es pe ciall y aesthet ic e eri snces , ther~ 

is reported an bscnee o~ ~n 

i en ce does no. oc c ur nde"• ·h form of ti·!D.,:. . Th. s 1-rnul d 

inc 1 L e o :1 e t o cJ. u : st i on · 1 he the ·--a t i me c · n b E c [.., 11 e a 

or o an exper~ ,cc . I n r c t--ao snec~ the 

G ~er·enc is sho1n t o heve occured in t i me , to t~vG 

E c ured thro ,... pe riod of tine not SE t by tne min:, of 

the person ha, , 

des~i e its eb se1ce in he re~r~ce~t~tions oft s eJp e -

·ent , it se ms , must have h~ some k in of existcnc ~ 

i ndep- d nt of the represcnt a. tions o The e-:"9 rirncc oc 

curred i t ·n - b t n ot under the form of time , end he ce 

it c nnot bL m~·n t a·· ea th t the scns i bi · ty o ·then r 

sor: con t ribut the fo: .. m of ti:mf' o t 1e e J .. p rL:n e . The 

-x~e i enc occurred in ~ ~ime i ndepenae- to~ the erson o 

_ PJ;>'"'ren tly , unle..,s 1e are to i sc oun the te st :mon of 

8ny pers ons , we m st co~c ~de _th~ t ·here are ex eri e ccs 

1;-·~ ich do no t occur unde r the form of time , e )E.L i - 1cc c 

in wh::.ch t·me does no~ •) c...y e, co ut·tuti e ro l e o 

i enc 

of' t 

But ~here · s an €Ve mor e un ·vErs 1 for of exp r -

hich se ms to i nc i c~~e t1a t time i s i nd endc t 

mind o~ t ne ind· vi dua l . Prob b ... r c v --a Jon h s 
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t - E .. p i nee of t · P 1 ssne 

lhere ·o in the ae □ory 

-mor of SOwe drecm~ , 

t en c. : c ... ,-1 t r - n E s o 1 e · :1 · aw<;;, L ... n a be 1.: f t c t o ·1 

has oc-n"" l EED o 

rson , ho ·'E ... t to s ecp t1ho u o~ e u , b t o Hhat c ro 1 ds 

d o Ci.€ thin ~ssert·on Te cor inuity o priva te 

t· € B :t m 0 
. J. 

L~ s l ~e er is brol n . H"s min~ 

di not co.tribu e the fo1m of ime to n1s e DPr ence 

of sl i ng . Yet , t er- is en a~ arert of t.:. 

s .... L std by other ersons aro nd h _. ~nd by th 

ch·n._es i hi :1hy i c .... l env ro r.::n t such cs c oc ... :c , J.h 

po i .L. o .. 1 of t - u 1 nd th~ mo on , Et o TL_ " ers o:ri t n 

· tt . "bu es · tim· l a.1.J e tot e er · od or r i c is 

· nor is bl~.n· nd 4e c ~l s a pE iod of s ecp . 

B t he ttribut s a ery s·)ec.: fie c'.. o n t of t me to 

th s per iodo o~ c n Le a o this _101? do-s one tt 1 -

uu t an e !)
0 ric . l me'1sure::1ent to a for u1"ch c hns , 

C y should he co·.·ccde .L.L1e ·::,ossib_. li ty t' t th-

amo unt of timG , ~ it i s de t er 1·n d so l e l y by his r -

v~ ... t e ~n subject i vc s s i bili ty , . · ...... ht be ·ir on· I 

t im is th form o·,:, · nne "l sens , ho"•T ca.· t'1 · e be 

t ion of · t sue as cloc: im n-

doubte:dly .: s 

p re eoi st i tuti ve e l ment · · e pE: ,..nee 
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contribu.£. d by the mind of th ex~)Cr · e t _, leads to so 

naff - roblsms , ··hich are Lmans er able in terms o the 

nL · an )Osition , hMt it o ~t be re ~a ded s basic~ ly 

a l u e o 1e are to begin our analys i s wi h e~p r -

i Enc , 1 mus ace pt th r. e per·enc= o~ i cont~n·ity 

of ime and ven of experienc al~ the merely · nierrcd 

cort · nui t y of tne exJer~rnt i ~l worl - o Pei he~ ~ace 

nor t·~ care univ-rs~1 condi io~s of uman ~~~rie ce o 

To a ser~ t ~t the ~re is to i norc th- ~es i ony of 

and ~o :gnore the 

lo ·ic of the exp rlcnc -d ~orl ·ts: f . here ors , 

nei hsr t1m ·1or space s ~roun _or a ~r or s-n-

.,_ 
l; 

I Xo T11ou,..,.hts on t .. 1E orr:1cvt: on of h ~no Gna 

1~ ·1t r 2 cor1 snt ion th .J. the e '"'re no .L r-1 & .. l obj0ct 

ex~s in ~n ependently of or ercep on c~. e ad to 

furth-r co·· licts 1'th 

tee i2tencc o~ no 

ch of hi epiRtemolo:y . Once 

na is co --cc de d t -re !!l.t .. y ue 11 be 

some t&y of kno~~n- ~b out t ' e • This, ossibility o~ens 

u ..c. 

.:.o so·:= r·el· tio1 bet .. 'e n noL e 1a nd ·1 noumenLl self . 

r iori 



,,,. 
- .- o-

oll 1· s -1-h t .L. y L t be x·e ·ul r or cons· c:. tc.~t in 

LE form 'i • ch th:y ·ive to ") Gl1O en. "f '\?E cvl"- :ob..; 

c;;.blE to acco nt .._,i nif i c ?.nt ly fo: ... thE f ct t:1· t the sLmc. 

_ 0 :em i S ,... i Ve 11 t O m i1? n i vi rou u of 

0 C .... Pticu ar Tilc.n .: f'olr of 

for 

E · ,l o ··1. ·:r mc...n· .colds of ~c .s~.t·· on on otl Er· occos::.onc , 

L: r is i. de - d s ·he or c, ni za -

t. 0.1. o::. s 118 tion i,..to ~- rec )t o. of 11 ooj ct n 

arbi trr rvr act or s • .L. in s o E ~ :rfo r ti c lari zc b"I• • J. 
L l.:i...; 

J:- - l a .. _ . on t o ,rt·c l.r noum:non 

··· the ·or·m of -L c -EilOillED'" .• ~ arbitr ... ry , HE f' C"2 

c ..... er·o·s difficulty in 

1 n ome n.... ar<:: ) .r ro uct s of me~ - 1 

\'E h e ·10 ,...rou:.ds :'or b _ 1 · ev· n..,. tL1:, t tnere r .. ·"e no· m-1.: , ..... . 

f · ;c o 10~1 0 

0 , t ' " must cone 

• J. 
l. iv s .J.. .. s 0 -

: □ t:: n a a J.. l0 0 ") ( , 0 -- ~ .,L_ ._ ._ - ..__ I; J. ~ ..... • .J,.; 

11 e c 11 o t ... c c o , i1 t f or ) ·) 1 i c :: r · :i.. E n c e · i tho· t t 1 

mi a .... o al l 

t l c o 1 · 1 r .-. t o - o ·· t" ( o 1 . "J s . 2 • 

Il . l e for a re; s lt o.C· th 
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h:~om nal · or a ~s JU -lY a o~ ct o~ th. co~stitu -

mind . tis a nrodu t 01 the 

nou · nd the noum ,. 2. l s f o I t · · 

.co 

Jurely prod c t of the· ctiv1 ~ o our ninds , ·t m ~

~ct.:.:_c in r €sponse to reL.-

·- · or~ s n the --=-· th ... 1oumenLul rcl::.t io.!s 

nor: er 1 · 1 or f o h r e 

t_ere ~ st be ch n:~ in J. -
L .J.. 

se ch·n _p r in so.e ay re -

10::.., l • .. his 

t 1 t th " 1 e O - ; o :~ r. • · ~ a c -

- ~ J ·• t" of t 1e 1 n i..., ... 0 .... 

nc eo co .. tribut ~..., to t E 

0 • € C TI 8' ~1 

te ot -:: 1 e : .-::: 13 .,_ · o~. r -· 1 .J. 1. -

a·., 1 o o us o :-- ., i: c . noi.: enal ,:0··111 o 

~ 

I... 

o:' ~- t · 7 , 
.: 01'"' tL.. _ _,o· v r c.... 

e- a ct -
tL e u tc.ti ,.. by 

Jt ~1 01GVe r , I b~l thct 
fro·1 ...... F se · ,oi nt s c v · lo-i)s ~ 101 r-n i i --~ ._, 

er'" ·:t ine s .,_.._~om t :10...,2 'LLlGt foll o 
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i o 01.1 ! i:-n n ~1 

!€ ll .Gt t .te 

o~ t1 ·.heno ene 0 l le r o 1 c ". :.1 :i t e 

rol~ of · 1- n~ 8J~C. ::. tic CO sti tut. € a °t V V 
v ' 

of Lh or er or the ~omen b 

s~-c·f·cally e j ect Lni~ eort oi ·ntern~e a t~on , · ut he 

~id cot develo~ ·t e"ther . :1ot t ninl 

th: t tLi:: "')Osi t 10 coL,l h VE • n 1 sic.:11if i c ,i1ce in t e 

11
~ 01 · t..in_· in i•s _· c 11 be ,-::r1 u:.. gh 
e~e r lLtio s; and,- 1a t rcfore con c ~1 

s i :1 c e out e r s"' n s 6 :_· ·· -, e · ~ e l a -
t' o:.. E , th. 8 S nsr C :. C 0 !1 t; _ _ L 1i .:_ 0 

t · or: on.., J the r--lc, ~ ~ Oi.. of ·:: obj -ct 
ice· , c..n- .aot t:1e i--:.n ___ _)r on ~r t · :s o 
L .• ts,.., lf' 0 II 8 . 

f on_ holc"'s ~o ~ ·vi u o: ·sic..., 11 _.:.c r- c.,_ r ..., 

c. ity , this oci ion ca n h &.ve: no s_.'""n'f " c• c--- '"•or 

met )hysics . C ' 

t im a t G n' t ure o · r'e <:-.li ty is :Jrocr- ss , t__ · t the ult i me. t e 

n t:1. t sube'· ;. :1c~ ·· s nercl. 

a f .lse a~ 

•. i c:.. 1c2 . : th t c sea e~2 hysic ~o a de~l s01~1y 

uith t e relttions ,.it.1in reality . T_ere is :1 0 :ee non 

or oein: t·e tot· e notion L t ~ meta hysic 

iit thL ntt re of ltim~ ere· lit a s bs nee . The 

8 . B 67 0 



a~ c f eet o e n:ri-~ce i s ch·nGe and not e·man n ee , 

~n~ thi my be revel·tory o the besic nature of . eal -

. t a'"" r oc E ss . This approac to met·, ohys ic laces 

u.vy bur ::non our ab11·ty to conceive o reLlity , 

b t · t · s ma ·inly e. b :i."den b€ cLus it r 1"'1e 8 a c 1· n._:e 

· n not b: c · u t e · t · s .:. n con c e i va b 1 -- • 

0 rn-'het ic (nowl e C 

f , en , t e )h,_nom.::12. are revel· tory in some 1..ay 

o t h r e 0 t io;:.1q bet•·ee: noums a -~na t - oumcn..... sG l "' , 

t _::: c is open a e ·1 co "'lsG for eJ l a inin, t _e p ossib i l -

i ty of synthet i c no l ed - w·tL he un vers~ it y and 

ne ces s ity ch~r ac t erist c , ~c cora· : to anL, of pri -

ori ! nowled e . mh is wo d be -~ p o. t er ·· ori _._ .o rl edce 

11 t rms o 1- s ori · n , ,.., u -'.:: 1e ao not h~vE to ac ce ·o t 

· 11t ' s p r e su )position t · t t ere c 11 be n o cert :. inty 

from cm~iric~l data o If the phe no en~ 5 ive c es t o 

t he r e l t i on oft ~ noum= ~ nd the noumrna e pert 

o an ordere d e~l m, we sho·ld b: abl to de termine 

some L'.~c ts ab o t th:;. t 1 o:r l d which 1· i l l e 1able u, o 

m~ e u.iverc ~l and nece ei ry 7ropos ~t i ons ab out e p r 

i nee . , - ca~ have u~i eroe:1 v _id ~ynthctic n ow-

1 d~ e ,1o t be C ,} L GE our mind 0 dE tErrnine the order o phs

nom na , bu· b c~ sc he o de r oft e phe nome a cor E

sponds ind·rcctly b ut s stcm-t i c~l l y to the order of 

he noum_na which h rvc b en sys em t ica ly as or ed i n 

the ct o p rce on . 



- 50-

I f re· is not c d·sor er re lm , it ~ s : o t , ..... s 

nt ...... ss imJoos·b1- to dcr · e ccrta· t, from~ 

e for ·tis -- , )Ossibl- th~t i n obs r -

so.cone ui 7 com~Y"e e a ~he or e r of the nou en 

\.L~ • h € c n t en syl'.'-cmc.tize a st1" ctl a 1 sue m 1 -

n r th ..... t 

for · 

C 11 prE ]ict t1 10men .... ,l O der . Bv Lrt...nS -

i ducti -1 derived syst~ i·.to ....,n · bs-'·1"~ ct 

Il OCJ~ ..... d t.. .. lo n ,.., d- ucti ve s., s ten ..c-ron it on e c·n 

b, t 0 C 1 .G c ,.. ss . .L. ~T . O' C 1 TIGCESSi y co es , 

o-'- rom th ori sin OJ. the ,..,.t. 
u m c;. .. ncJ co C ... ts , b .t om 

.L. e form · 1 uhfu ch t· ey ' e re .. tion ,l y 

IDcl1°pL ated o I n. ~.ct , UC ic":;n ,.,.E OI!lr::tr , ·1h"ch K(,;n t 

rou· o"' s nth C riori 

tr ts , cu. SE ho· t· i sort o · tr JSfo:cma.L.ior: h .. '"ES 

and t en und th- Gr=e 1-S .t. • -::can: 11 abstrc.ct ~ciE e . 

JOC. t Uc.. te s i t ..... c. i ne o_:ic• 1 cert ~~ nJ·y bu · no ot e r 

- "nd . T. e Jr o··· 0.:: 
I., e 0 .J y n th l. neJ.ee t 

center: ~ I 1 n it wao d "' scovcred .t.• t oth-= con_ J.. :ir iE s L.J. 

o 1 d b C: c vc 1 o: e d , -- int t 1 ntie.L.h cc ~t ure t G 

i r · t e us c u 1 n e • s of · u c id i 2. n 5 e o ry uas rovcn 

nomenal oc c r r enCES o Th s e:ans J_ ·t JGt h i ch he e 

lo i c[... cer i.1. ty ' s,, 8 .•. (, I U rh.:..ch me..: __ ant 1 s Ste.: n ""r 

o·" ap o e ic.1...• c tr t c~· be n 1 LS b il t , but t 11e y 



( 
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n ot n E c e s n •' r i 1 y co . st i t u e - c.. rt o-'-

cxce ~ t -· n so Lr s t· EY ~, r·e Lrded .s obJect~ in 

t n -mse l V E s O S:r thet.:.c Cv r. or.::. j L: d ment s c· 1 b IDL,dE 

order of ... h--n onen' 1 obj c c· s , G.n · o tr.., c .J. S" s · em c n be 

b ·ilt ded c ively 1 ~ic n- desc~ i be J1cnomenL l ex, e r -

s nce i f ' th co i - · Oi s o~ L1 - E "'in tion s '"' l .... c ,J.. 

- L • 

T co 1 -· t · on , 1: i ch male: s · t )Os s · b l e for the s E q 

)rio~· judLmcnts to be .no1lG a ~ , i s _ot .L>,.~c t of the 

ri of t: no men .. un · c is sy2.···e ti -

i c th_ sens~bi lity 

R G v o 1 1 t · o __ · s .. Jo.:. s u o c e s ~ ·" 1 • 
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Co1cluding rnhoushts 

n thE ri iouE of Pure a S 011 i.C n t C.. c O D 1 i ('.'.! he s 

t 10 i ortant t· s:s o irst , he n~~es abund~ntly clear 

the constitut ve , constructive rol o th- nind in all 

h man .. owled ~e o -Jic t ure of 

human kn J 1led.ge c..s ...., very 1 · i tea r1·1a of E. li hte _e 

1:nor·nce . Eac of these seens toda~ ob vious to Ql-

10ut evrry tin i 5 uerson , but one ID st remember th& 

t .sc not·o s 11erc not well accepted ·n ~_c.nt 1 s ay . 

rfue · e~s had cropped u_ ea~11 r in tle n"story of 

P~ i o o~hy , but~· nt m d t ce tr~l · n all di cs -

sioJ o epistemolo0y o 

The 6 itiguc is .... jc.ct , as is 'ny rnr: o man 

w hi ch m st be a one , 1 t t' E ... :no 11 ._. v c1- • ab 1 at t c 

t· e of ·ts 0rc~~ o~ , to various cri - c sm both of a 

as an a n i evem nt of undena ablc v· lue in th~ history of 

-es~er thou~ t . One c~nnot st y it ~ithout cotin. to 

.;.... d e ~ a ·a··ene~s of thG fin" t .d of h um' n kno iled.___e , a 

prec~o s sens o ·them stery of t1e worl d {1ich some -

i es seems so sim when re ".re able to L cc:::: ss ully 

control some rt of it . 



- 53-

Bi blio3raphy : .lorks Dr3.wn U"'"lon 

1 . 2.ird , Ydward , The Critical Philoso1)hy of I 1na.nue l 
Kant , J-l as13ow: Maclehose , 1909 , V. I , p . 209 - 294 0 

2 o Carus , Paul , ant ' s Prole gome a , Chicago : Open ourt , 
1933 . 

3 . E.l!lmet , Dor othy , Tl e e.. t ure of [e tanhysica l Tl in:dng , 
London : ~clillan , 1957 , p . 19- 67 , nassim . 

4 . ~an t , - 1!1 anuel , I mmanue l Ko.nt 1 s Critique 
_eas on , translGtcd by rorman Kemu Smith , 
1•Iac \.i i llan , 1958 . 

of Pure 
or.do " : 

5. i g wick , Henry , Lectures on the Philoconhv of an t , 
; -w 'ork : JI c! illan , 1905 , n . 21- 57 . 

6 . □ith , 'orman emp , Commentary to h.s.nt 1 s 1 Cr"tiaue 
of Pure ~eas on 1 , Londo1: : •IacHillan , 1930 , p . ·· x
lxi , 1- 166 , nascim. 



- 54-

Bi blio5r aphy : orks onsulted 

1 . Ad&:nson , Robert , 11 ~c..nt i a n Philos oDhy" , :3:ncyc lonae -
di a Britannica , 1953 , v . 13 , n . 269- 272. 

2 . Cassi~er , Ennest , Rous s ea ::nt Goethe , Princeton : 
Pr i nceton University Press , 1947 , ~assim . 

3 . C2.ssi r e r , i .. [rnt 1 s First Cl"iticuG , !Jei:1 York : i:, ... ac::111 n , 
1954 , 9 . 212- 237 . 

L~ . .,..,.r i edrich , .J. , " ~n roduction" , The Philoso ,hy of 
~ant , kw Yori~: Modern Libr ary , 1949 . 

5 . Greene , The odore~ . , esthe;t ·c and Rel i ~ious 
I nsi ·ht , rs , 1957 , p . 10- 36 , 
117- 141 . 

6 . Prichard , :Li..::. n t I s T'L1.E ory of _.::i owlc dp:c , Oxford : 
'l rendon , 1909 , p . 1- 100 . 


	RG38_Gray_thesis_1961_01
	RG38_Gray_thesis_1961_02

