3 L @E (5JPH“
"l'l. - L ‘
wh KANT

-

{i
ﬂ'\
Immanuel Kant *

{7 24-1804)




Jmmantiel Kant:

fDiscoveringftj’he Powers and
the Limits o{;@eason

L

1724

» attended the University of K6nigsberg and
later taught there

» born in Kénigsber%f‘ast Prussia, April 22,

'
.




and science

philosophical impact is so significant that the
history of modern philosophy is sometimes
divided into "pre-Kantian" and "post-Kantian'
periods

died February 12, 1804 '

5

made significant c@ﬁibutions in philosophy

[}

Immanuel Kant Immanuel Kant

— Prolegomena
Critique to Any Future
of Metaphysics

Pure Reason Second Edition

and the
Letter (o Marcus Herz, February 1772

Significant Philesephical
== \Works bylKamt




One majorinfllience
on earlier stagesion
Kant's philosephy
was Christian\Velif

- Christian Wolff
b (1679-1754) Qe




Whilelimmersealin
systemtoff ol
Kant's'thinkinghwas

overturned-andihe
embarked in alnew;
directionbecatselon

his' reading: ofFime:

cllopenly . confess my
iecollection of David Hume
wassthesvenyithing which many
yearsiagorfirst interrupted my
eogimartic slumber and gave my
imvestigations: in the field of
speetlative: philosophy a quite
new.direction. "

Ilmmantiellkant¥erolegomenaltoAny Future: Metaphysics, ed. Lewis White Beck
([GianapoliSABobbs:Meriill 1950), 8]
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Kantiembarked on the
taskiof resolving the
temsionstbetween his
eallierrationalism and
thelinsights of
empiricism.




whe Igvjl’@phér\?"@'lit‘h’e day
(the"Rationalliststand the
Empiricists) distinguished
tweykinds of truths

TMnuthslofiReason! Truths of Fact

a. Hume refenred to'themias mattens ofi
fact.

Iblogicalttiuthsi(feniestablished byitne . experiential truths (i.e., not established
logicalllawioffnenzcontradiction) by the logical law of non-contradiction)
e necessansandiuniversal . contingent and probable

I kneownsarprioki . known “a posteriori*

subjecti(Bachelorstareiunmariieds) subject. (My dog is brown.)

Kantilabeledithesesanalytic ' f. Kantlabeled these "synthetic
prepesitionstorjudgments propositions or judgments.”

g: €9, mathematicalitruth's . €.g., scientific truths




scientific truths (e.g"eausality, time, space) could

» The Rationalists, inclyding Kant, held that even
F '
ultimately be reduce@to logical truths.

However, because offthe devastating critique of
Hume, Kant was convVinced that reason could not
establish even these scientific truths.

Since they served as the falindation for the
natural sciences, Kant tookﬁ-lume’s philosophy
as a threat to the %ry survival of science itself.

Kant set out to develop a new
understanding of knowledge
that would undergird science
and steer a course between:

the dogmatism of
the rationalists

and

the skepticism of
the empiricists [i.e., Hume]

while retaining the im

insights of each. digganue! Kan
AWy 24-1804)




“There can be no doubt

that all our knowledge i
begins with experience. "4

... But though all our %
knowledge begins with &Y
experience, it does not
follow that it arises out

of experience.”

[Critique of Pure Reason, trans. Norman Kemp Smith (New York: St.

i m
Martin's Press), 41] i

dmmanuel K
54%‘724-1 804)
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Arelyife uckemenis a kinowledge

R, T 7 Ah—

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge

Anelyife fuckements & kinowledge

amr

Synthetic¥alposterioli
.

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge
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Anelyiic fucgments. ajpricriknowledge
4Ny . W

Analytic'z yosteriori

- \
\

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge

Aneliiiec uckments &
AXsyimthetic a priofi ju'gyrlnent would'glve

| necessit¥ gn*d niversafity 0@ t@e one hand
while not:merely being &l “true by definition”

Judgment on}the other.

il

Synthetic a priori

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge
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Anelyifc fucEmens ajprickiknowledge

Kalnthinks a prlor/ judgrg?ents are possible
because the ca gor/eszﬁ foa example time,
space, and causallty, are’supplled by the mind

which arranges (i.e. /mposes upon) the
data of experience.

— (]

Synthetic a priori

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge

Aneliiiec uckments & prer KnewWledge

enter the @wnd via s@vscary experience.

'Y 5%

mind's categories of, jfor example, time,

. Space, andgcausality.
Syntheticta’ priori

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge
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AReMifE fucemens alpliclilkneowledae

igealled this raw: ”Lﬂmterpreted'" date
expe erien 4ce the ~un‘e@al‘" -' alm.
This realmis the "thing ?ltself" (Ding an sich).

el

Synthetic a priori

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge

M@M@BM@@‘E@ I«newledge

y This realm is thef'thing-to-me."

el

Synthetic a priori

Syntheticljudgments a posteriori knowledge
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mheXtpshot'of Kant's philosophy was thatidwas
not pog#al*e eone to@bjeeﬁivgly know'the
physical world in"itself, but that ene” knows the
physical world only aslit appears to him.

-
The im‘pﬂlication of Kant's philosophy has

manifested in remarkable ways
even down to today.

[mmanuel Ken's Theery of Knewledge
Trenscencenal [dealfsm (Crtfeal [cealfsn)

)

We cannot know reality in itself, but only as it is to us. Our minds impose or organize the raw data of
experience according to the categories of space, time, and causality. Thus, space, time, and causality
are not true of the thing in itself (Noumenal Realm) but are only true of the thing to us (Phenomenal
Realm). This enables us to have certainty of things like causality since we never experience reali
otherwise except according to the categories that our minds impose upon experience

The mind imposes its ¢
categories on the data | ¢
of experience. H

*
*
*
*
*
.
*
*
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*
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‘t
Phenomenal Realm *

Noumenal Realm
External Reality
"Thing-in-itself"
"Ding an sich"
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“Immanuel Kant
has influenced
your life more

"% than Jesus
Christ.”

_
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1600's :1900'5

i Pragmatism

N -
Linguistic

i Analysis
Uy o :
K A N T \\J\eP\;‘\Q“S\%
Phenomenology
1/1157‘)’) H . T
i Existentialism
v
4 Major

Movements

o= Scientism <
All of reality is physical. (e.g., Richard Dawkins)

- Spiritism <
All of reality is spiritual. (e.g., New Age)

- Christian Fideism <
Reason is largely irrelevant to the Christian life.

- Christian Liberalism <
Christian doctrines should be modified to
accommodate science.

- Christian Fundamentalism <

Science should be modified to accommodate
Christian "doctrines."

I|f“‘ I K t,
= Postmodernism «< dmmanuel Kan

A7 24-1804)
. «

Truth is relative.




Christian Fideism

Reason is largely.irrelevantitothe Christian doctrines should be

com odate ChFisti, Christianulife. e modified to accommodate
;"d(actnr&__sg B | & science.

&1

/Smtlsm P—
All of reality is spiritdal:

The Skeptical Influence of Modern Philosophy

Reality (the transcendent or noumenal realm) cannot be known in itself,
but can be known only as it appears to the senses (the natural or phenomenal realm).
Thus, knowedge must be based on empirical experience.

Rejection of the transcendent realm Divorcing of the transcendent realm
and embracing of the "natural" realm from the natural realm
Naturalism Weakened Supernaturalism
|

Reality is physical Reality is spiritual

Physicalism Spiritualism Fideism Liberalism Fundamentalism
The "phenomenal® realm anscendent” realm No truths of the Natural knowledge Transcendent knowledge
is the only reality. The Iy reality. The transcendent realm can takes priority over takes priority over
“transcendent” realm is "phenomenal” realm is less be proven, butmust be  transcendent knowledge natural knowledge.
fiction or myth. Reality real or illusion. Reality accepted by faith "Science” or "academics”
can be understood only can be understood only i

(lpmmm nl'lmn must be

through the empirical experience. throug subject to "truths” of science.

myslical experience. science
110 the

Postmodernism

£ 2000 Richard G Howe, PhD.




