C
490 Antonio Carrano

61

noi stessi” — egli ha visto nella filosofia, nel

litico, 'unico modo di esercitare il pensiero

suo significaro Cosmopy-

) > da uor '] i n
’ K . 1 14 1 Cl1€
S1e1 dVd ¢ > < ini

lf[(, iva, I’ cr ILU) al]ChL dd “Clttadlnl martu .i” ) l

ripetuto, in tempi a noi pil vicini, da una voce cr
fede ingenua e per questo anche incondizionata

» COMe ancora ¢ gy,

1tica net confrong; delly
1ella sciengzg

—_—

61 Cfr. Fic . S«
schafrslt;litree) J(‘;l;;“?“_ g%tél)lfb: Versuch eiher neucn Darstellung der Wissen-
Akademie der Wissensch -l j'G Fichte-Gesamtausgabe der Bayerischen
Cannscate 1970 14'5('17322‘8}1. A cura di R. Lauth — H. Gliwitzky. Stuttgart-Bad
della scienza”. Iri: }’ri'ma 8’520;[;! d} C. [([:esgz “Prima Introduzione alla dottrina
¢ 8C. Cen. Roma - Bar o9, 18 o - ueione alla dorrrina delssiena. A o

r. re R . :

Know/e;gcé‘r.atl)j;]rl(llorh)al1ﬂ9‘7;gﬂlnff M{’flﬂod. Outline of an Anarchistic Theory of
(2002), 251. “Uunicy < RS C)l[ L. Sosio: Contro il metodo. Milano 1979
mente, e assolutamente 0% @ cul ll aharchico epistemologico] si oppone decisi-
versali come Verita G’. S??‘? L criterl \umversali, le leggi universali, le idce uni-
generano, anche se ¢ i lustizia, Onesta, Ragione, e i comportamenti che esse
tali leggi (criteri e id g; non nega che spesso sia una buona politica agire come s¢
and ite Role 1 § dee) esistessero e come se vi credesse” (Id.: “Science’. The Mith
176~181; . it O(Ci]efy Afltl?rword;‘ Theses on Anarchism”. In: Inquiry 18, 1975,
ot il e esi sul anarchismo” (1973). In: Sullorlo della scienza Proe
- A cura di M. Motterlini. Milano 1995, 165 s., mio il corsivo).

Kant's Conception of Philosophy, 1764-1765
Robert R. Clewis

This paper examines Kant’s notion of philosophy in texts that were pub-
lished in 1764 or 1765 and a set of unpublished notes that were written
during that period. It analyzes Inquiry concerning the Distinctness of the
Principles of Natural Theology and Morality (the so-called Prize Essay,
published in 1764), Observations on the Feeling of the Beautiful and Sub-
lime (published in 1764), the unpublished Remarks in the Observations
on the Feeling of the Beautiful and Sublime (written circa 1764 -
1765), Essay on the Maladies of the Head (published in 1764), and An-
wouncement of the Organization of His Lectures in the Winter Semester
1765-66 (published in 1765). 1 look at these texts with one specific
theme in mind: Kant's conception of philosophy.

This task seems to be worth undertaking for several reasons: 1) to
make up for the relatively little attention these early texts have received
in the literature (especially when considered together and with this
theme in mind), 2) to decipher the origins of the Critical conception
of philosophy (KrV, A 837/B 865), and 3) to depict the interesting posi-
tion that Kant defends during this period. After all, the Kant of this pe-
tiod is an intriguing thinker and writer.

Kant has several diverse influences during the period under consider-
ation: Rousseau, Shaftesbury, Hume, Hutcheson, Meier, Baumgarten,
Crusius. It is therefore important not to reduce his view of philosophy
to one simple position. Moreover, we should be sensitive to the role of
genre, audience, authorial intention, tone, and style when interpreting
these diverse texts and attributing a position to Kant.! Nevertheless, I as-
sume in this paper that nothing in the tone or style of any of these five
texts makes it impossible to characterize Kant’s conception of philosophy.
Inany case, it would be beyond the scope of this paper to examine how
these literary features shape these texts.

What does Kant think of the nature, method, and relevance of phi-
losophy? For Kant, philosophy includes metaphysics (which encompasses

1 On. ,Kant’s style, see Goetschel, Willi: Constituting Critique: Kants Writing as
Critical Praxis, translated by Eric Schwab. Durham and London 1994.
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| Inquiry concerning the Distinctness of the Principles of
Natural Theology and Morality

Kant wrote the [nquiry by the end of December 1762, but it was not

published until April 1764. Kant presents the “subsrantial'and esscmia.l”
fifferences that are found between cognition in mathematics amd3 that in
theoretical and practical philosophy (UD, AA 02: 283.17; 256). By ex-
amining Kant's views of method, we can learn about' his conception of
philosophy. He claims that his treatise contains nothing but certain yet
empirical - propositions (sichere Erfahrungssiitze) ?nd the cl‘nfererllces
drawn immediately from them. Kant repudiates relying on the d9ctrmes
of the philosophers” and on definitions (Definitionen), since he thinks the

lacter often lead to error (UD, AA 02: 275.17-21; 2'47). '
In the first of four “Reflections,” Kant distinguishes the synthetic

nethod of mathematics from the analytic method of philosophy. Synthe-

. M M . . I . . . al SiS
sis is a stipulative (willkiirlich) combination of concepts, whereas analy
istinct through the process of separation

a definition comes into being as a result
he strict sense; unlike philosophical
osophical definitions (Erklirungen)
less distinctness and complete-
e they are not created by stip-
hilosophy, the concept of a
D, AA 02: 276.21; 248).

makes a cognition or concept d
(Absonderung). In mathematics,
of synthesis. This is definition in t
definition, it is unproblematic. Phil
are the product of analysis. They admit of
ness than mathematical definitions becaus
ulation but by analysis of a given concept. Inp

thing is already given, even if confusedly (U : bl
Mere determinations of the meaning of a word are never philosophica

definitions; if they must be called definitions at all, they should be c?lle;i
only “grammatical” ones (UD, AA 02: 277.13; 249). Kant finds fault

' b ; ber-
here with Leibniz, who Kant alleges invents concepts such as the slum

ing monad out of thin air.
Kant maintains that phi
linguistic signs, or words, rather than throug
ic symbols and geometrical figures (UD, AA O
wse of language poses a potential problem for t
¢ from David Walford and Ralf

\. Theoretical Philosophy 17. .55 -
nd Ralf Meerbote. Cambridge

losophy examines the universal by means of
h visual signs such as algebra-

7. 278.31 ff.; 251). The
he philosopher. The dis-

3 Citations of the Inquiry and the Announcement ar
Meerbote’s translations, found in Kant, Immanue

1770, edited and translated by David Walford a e orks by
1992, respectively, 243-286 and 287-300. When quoting Iro

Kant in translation, I indicate the pages and lines in the origilnal dtex(; g;lrl:hshed
in the Akademie-Ausgabe, followed by the pages 11 the translated edition.
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tinctness of any cognition, and the possibility of valid inferences based
them, depend upon analysis (UD, AA 02 280.11 ff.; 252). But analysis,
which requires the employment of words, only works up to a cer(rain
point. It leads to and stops at unanalysable concepts in metaphysics, of
which Kant thinks there are many. Analysis of the party analyzable cop.
cepts leaves one with a srock of unanalysable concepts. Examples of cop.
cepts that are partially analyzable include not only space and time, by
also the feelings of the sublime, beautiful, and disgusting.4 He calls the
latter feelings the “springs [Triebfedern) of our nature” (UD, AA 03
280.265 253). It is noteworthy that Kant says that we should better yn-
derstand these drives or springs, since in the Observations he will take up
this anthropological focus from an empirical point of view. Thj
a harmony and affinity between the Observaz;
In the second “Reflection,” Kant fure
taining certainty in metaphysics,
principles of our cognition” (UD,
should not try to imirate the synthet
where such a method cannot be e
the synthetic method may be ap
texts.) The metaphysician should
perience, even if confusedly;
tion of the object s usually

AA 02: 283.29; 250).

In the third “Reflection,” Kant claims that metaphysics, “philosophy
applied to insights of reason which are more general” (UD, AA 02:
292.26 .5 266), is capable of enough certainty to produce conviction.
Philosophy uses the laws of identity and of contradiction as first formal
principles of human reason. Unanalysable propositions formed out of
basic concepts function as the material first principles of reason, for
they contain the grounds of other cognitions. Philosophy should thus
make use of these materia first principles and not adhere merely to for-

mal principles, which by themselves cannot prove anything. This point is
directed at Wolffian philosophy.

In the fourth and final “Reflection,’
and certainty of the fundam
ality. His modal argument
-

4 Although I cannot defend this claim

S suggests
ons and the Inquiry,

her elaborates his method for at-
“the philosophy of the fundament|
AA 02: 283.13 £; 256). Philosophy
ic method of mathematics in contexts
mployed. (Kant implies, however, that
propriate for philosophy in some con-
start with a concept that is given in ex-
In any case, it is not stipulated. The defini-
therefore the last thing to be known (UD,

" Kant discusses the distinctness
ental principles of natural theology and mor-
for the existence of God is similar to one of-

here, it appears that some of these unana-
ue's pure categories of the under-
nd time became pure forms of sensibility.

lysable concepts developed into the first Critig
standing, while space a
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ants P ; )4 765 4

in S Demonstration of the

ible went in Support of a
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i /
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i c
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just enomena
o J1365 end g00 lear and distinct concepts of moral ph
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(UD, AA 02: 297.33-37; 271).

» : moral con-
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d section of the “Re . d distinct (UD,
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5 Cirations of d 1 fro
5 Citations of the Observations are ' oy
Kant, Immanuel: Anthropology, History, d’(léir s olr, P
and Giinter Zéller, translated by Mary
2007, 23-62.




7 Velkley,

496 Robert R. Clewis
cal claims in the disciplines of anthro
Henrich points out, the work js part of an empirica
parts of the 1762/3 system that includes the Inguiry.

Kant claims that he casts his glance on the peculiaritics of human py.
ture more with the eye of an obserper than of a philosopher (GSE, AA ().
207.15; 23). This popular work, which underwent at lease s
Kant's lifetime, is not scholastic phil
would later cal

pology and aesthetics, As Dieter
I' reformulation of

ix editions i
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3 Remarks in the Observations on the Feel

ing of the Beautiful
and Sublime

Richard Velkley fitting]
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_—

6 Henrich, Dieter: “Kant’s Denken 1762/3: Uber den Ursprung der Untcrs;hei-
dung analytischer und synthetischer Urteile”, In: Studien zu Kants philosophischer

Enth'c,{’lung, edited by Heinz Heimsoeth, Dieter Henrich, and Giorgio Tonelli.
Hildesheim 1967, 9-38, 3¢.

Richard: Freedom gng the End of Reason: On the Moral Foundation of
Kants Critical Philosophy, Chicago 1989, 51,
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and metaphysics employ the method of analysis, “Through
gliederung] T will make it just as certain to a man that |
as the notion of a thinking body is absurd” (

Finally, what is Kant's view of tl

analysis 7.
ying is as detestable
HN, AA 20. 49.08—10).

1e relation berween aesthetics and g,
ics? Despite an occasional blending together of aesthetics and ethics i

the Remarks, Kane separates the metaphysical foundations of aesthetics
and moral philosophy. In what seems to reveal his plans 1o contribuye
to two areas of empirical philosophy, i.e., empirical aesthetics and ethics,
Kant writes: “In the metaphysical foundations of aesthetics, the nop.
moral [unmoralisch) feeling is noticed in its diversity; in the foundationg
of philosophy [ Weltweisheir], the human moral feeling is noticed in irs di-
versity according to differences in sex, in age, in education and types of
government, in races, and in climates” (HN, AA 20. 49.12—50.04). Acs-
thetics examines non-moral feelings — presumably, beauty, sublimity, dis-
BUSE, etc. — whereas practical philosophy analyzes moral feeling in its var-
ious empirical manifestations,

Kant also uses Weltweisheit in the practical, ancient sense of the love
of wisdom and mastery of desire (HN, AA 20. 179.16-18). Philosophy
in this sense s 2 way of life — not 4 speculative system but living in ac-
cordance with virtue. He thinks philosophy can and should diagnose
and provide a remedy for the social problems caused by luxury and ari-
fice. Morality and medicine are similar in this respect: it is better not to

4 Essay on the Maladies of the Head

A piece that shares some of the frivol
Dreams of 4 Spirit-Seer Elucidased
Maladies pokes fun at the “doctors
selves logicians (VKK, AA 02: 260.
be light and ironic, bur the choice

lastic and Wolffian philosophy,

ous style of the Observations and the
by Dreams of Metaphysics (1766), the
of the understanding” who call them-
03-05).” The essay is clearly meant to
of target is significant: German scho-

_—

9 Citations of the Muladies are from the translation by Holly Wilson found in

Kant, Immanyel: Anz/aropa/ogy, History, and Education, 65-77. On Kant's
essay, see Meo, Oscar: La malattia mentale nel pensiero di Kant. Genova 1982.
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est concepts and propositions — an applicar:

: pos S pplication of the 7ugyiry
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e method of instruction thar js far (o philoso,
he peculiar to philosophy '
g;;;tloom?g, fthe method of enquiry (forschend) (I}\)IEI\;)SZZ gzls ;55"”7"5 ;I;d
- hly atter reason has become more prace; ’ ben in cer
. . practiced, and only then in cer.
tain areas, should this method becog d i sive, (Noto i
° | e dogmatic and decisive. (Note th
ant leaves room for dogmatism and positive philosophical claims ;Ana;
ledge ¢ >rident may come to acquire while he is form; . d
Z);;rrc;;ngbhls own judgment and drawing inferences for himself wor:ﬁ; rll)e
philosoghylg rrnnerely suppl;rln;mtary, Because of its questioning nature
ore a way of life than icati tive
knowlfedg};le. This is probably why Kan?t1 }r:jans e municring hene
ture of philosophy to be i
practiced as a me
(NEV, AA 02- 308.08; 294).

Kant writes that his private lecture

most science » ) )
In the Section(Ha”thzsxemc./?dﬁ); logic; ethics; and physical geography.
on metaphysics, Kant endorses some of the main theses

of the Inquiry, even mentioni
; ning th : ;
The endorsement of his earl ? oo s AR 02 i o

to announce any significant
Kant says he will use Bau
slighly. Following Baumgar
psychology, or the metaph
being. Metaphysics al
ing and nonliving (
concerns “the more

ChOIOgy) Wthh exa

ds that it is contrary to the na-

s will cover metaphysics, the fore-

ter position shows that Kant is not ready
departure from the position of the Inquiry.
mgarten’s Metaphysica (1739), criticizing it
ten, for Kant metaphysics includes empirical
ysical yet experiential science of the human
S0 covers the nature of bodjes and matter, both liv-
Leblose). Tt cncompasses ontology, the science that
g.eneral PrOPCrFies of things.” It includes rational psy-
ings. It also disc mines the relation between spiritual and material be-
30925 £; 295) usses Gpd as cause of all things (NEV, AA 02:

" - Kant again applies the analytic method described in

the Inquiry, for he beoi : . i
more difficult and abs%lr;lzt,wlth the easiest subjects and proceeds to the
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Logic is divided into a critique and canon of s_ound understandin“g or
common Sense (gesunden Verstandes), and tbe critique anfl canon of “real
larning” and of “the whole of philosophy in its entirety (NEV, AA 02:
310.07 ff.5 2906). The first canon corrects logical errors and fallacies. To
weach this, Kant will use Georg Meier’s h“andbook, Aus'zuig aus d'er Ver-
nunftlehre (1752). The second canon, a complete 1oglc, functions as
enc sciences. The logic for metaphysics should be pre-
he philosopher has established some metaphysical

reflect on the proper method of metaphy-
sidera-

iffer
an organon of diff

sented only after t
Jaims. Kant states that he will
sics at the end of his lectures on the latter. Presumably, such con

ose to the method proposed in the Inquiry.
y in the first sense) leads

NEV, AA 02: 311.06f.;

y serve to elu-

fons were quite cl
For Kant, the critique of reason (presumabl

0 a “critique of taste, that is to say, aesthetics”.(
297). The rules of sound, ordinary understandmg‘naturall '
cdate the rules of aesthetics. Kant holds that here is a very cl(.)se relat}xlon—
ship between the materials examined by the first kind of logic and those

examined by this empirical critique of taste.
Kant repeats the Inquirys view that mora ‘
Welrweisheif) is neither thoroughly grounded nor a science,
has the illusion of being one since the moral feeling (Sentz'men o
rate and easy to apply. In ethics, Kant laments, a question 1s often settle
before any reasons have been given; this presumption d.oes not occur in
metaphysics (NEV, AA 02: 31 1.10—17; 297). Kant’s ?thxcs lf‘:ctures argot)o
be based on Baumgarten’s /nitia Philosophiae Practicae Przm_ﬂe (17 ; .
Kant also mentions Shaftesbury, Hutcheson, and Hume, ech01.ng the In-
quirys interest in moral sense theory. Although Kant values th;l-r theor}i?s,
he plans to add to their precision and completene§s. For .mll{, ethics
should start with the inquiry into human nature, which he thin ij 8;—
changing, and only then ask about what ought to happen (NEV,' h‘;
31130 £; 298). Descriptive anthropology thus pFecedes norm:mv}e1 ethi
cal theory. His method of practical philosophy improves upon the an-
cients, Kant thinks, for he can distinguish berween wise (civilized) inno-
cence and primitive innocence. He can start with the human being as
found in the civilized condition, as he does in the Remarks. -
Finally, Kant also considers physical geography, but there is little rﬁa—
son to think that he believes that this is part of phllosophy per 526 (r)aétffer.
than a historical, positive body of knowledge (NEV, AA 02: 312. .

298 £).

| philosophy (moralische
although it
£) is accu-
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Robert R. Clewis

6 Conclusion: Kant as a Reformer of Metaphysics

It is striking how the lizqzu'ry continues to use the Germ

guage of clarity and distinctness, which is ¢r
cartes. Kant was not a pure empiricist at tf
dencies are situated within a ration
Wolffian philosophy remains com

an scholastic gy,
aceable back at least to Des.
14s time, and hig €MPiricist tep.-
alist framework. Kant’s relatiop o

plex. He distances himself from Ger-
man school philosophy and criticizes it in the Observations, Remarks,

Maladies, and Announcement, yer the latrer states that Kant would yge

the Wolffian textbooks of Baumgarten and Mecier. Since the Inguiry offers
what Kant considers the proper meth i

abandon metaphysics altogether. Kant's

method of metaphysics would eventually lead to the Critique of Pure Re-
son.

This reveals why it is worthw!
we have examined here. Al
sertation (1770) and first
his 1762/3 system, el
1764-1765 are preser

per’s introduction. In

hile to consider the five pre-Critical texts
though Kant’s positions in the Inaugural Dis-
Critigue differ in significant ways from that of
ements of Kant's conception of philosophy in
ved in later conceptions, as mentioned in this pa-
writings such as “Wha is Enlightenment?” and the
firse Critigue, Kant would continue to maintain that philosophy should
help human beings, especially students, to think for themselves. Kant re-
tains the conviction found in the Observations, Remarks, Maladies, and
Announcement that philosophy should be oriented toward the practical
This orientation toward the essential ends of reason can be discerned
in the famous notion of denying knowledge to make room for faith
(KrV, B xxx). Accordingly, | hope the consideration of these pre-Critical

texts allows us to attain 4 more historically accurate and philosophically
sophisticated understanding of Kang’s development.
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