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so rr:uanueL ltsnt helongs the hônor of d^isooverfng to the philo-
ophla world- Ð. now' more thorough, arrd arore aorrect method. of luquizy: lnto the orlglu,nature, anû eond.ftlon of knolvleilge. $ensatlonalism und.er

loske and- Hr¡¡ue had' ascrlbed. to natter the plaae of $trpreÐð iruportanae,
whflst iclealisrl,und.or Ðescartee and. i{orff, had. virtr¿ally elone the same

stand.polnt, and' both Led. their a¿il.oates lnto sceptfcisnr, fhe oae sohool,
ðenylng the lnneteness of ld.eae, maLntaÍ.ned. that our hnow:Led.ge of thlngs
ls exalusively gf-ven in, and. reaeÍved. from exBerfence, and. is therefore a
posteriorf ¡ the other,equaLly dog¡naticraeserted. that our .id.eas üo nst

' oom* lato the uínd- flrou wíthgut, but are proðuced by the r.ind. ltse1f,and.
I that theref,ore our hrovd.od.ge Ís a prlorl, Ëut Ka¿t,whiJ.st he agreed with_r.,+-É-v_++r

i both ín somè ueasure - with the emBlrÍ,olsts ln that he regerd.ed" knowLedge

I as bogfnning wtth exlnrlenee n ånd rEith the ratf oaaLtets tn that he heLd.
:

some heswLed.8e ìtras açquLred by thê mind. absoLutely ind.epencl.eat of al_l ex_
perlehee - whilst he d.ld thns unlte the two curronts of phtlosophfc

, thought, he set out upon his lnquiry frær e¡o entirely d.tfferent stendBoiut,
' He percefved. that the aa{se of the failure of the prevf.orrs philosophles to

satfsfy the clemand.s of reason, I-ay ln the faet that they ,,p€re buftrt up on
the supposttlon thst alL our knowLeilge must adapt Ítse1f to objeots. But

: how wouLd j.t clo,he asks, to revers€ the order? Bba^les, êaLfle3ffi;ä"åiiå,._,
.had.'rrought a oomBlete revolution fn the seLer-ltifia rryorLcl, bJr al1owlng
Ïe8'soa to put into nature that rvhlch 1t oì¡talns frorn nature. [,rhg not try
the seme rnothocl' 1n the investigatJ.on of lmov,rled.ge? îhen ínsteac1 of the
mincl ancl its obieots beXug vl.ewed. as existing iad.epend"entl.y, it wi1l be
founÔ that there ts an eseentlåI and. Lnd.frsolnbLe eonnectLon between ,Èhem.
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.ellse and und.erstand.íng wÍII be seen to be lnseparably weven the one luto
the othe::. Both must operate ln ord-er to the proÕuctlon of lrnovrLed-go.

ñow the oJ"d.er sehools bad. soustantLy i.nqufrod. lnto the nature of
howled-ge, but they had. neve¡r raíseel tbe questfon,- flow is knowlerlge

possible? Kantrhowever, 'rnakes thts the startlng pof.nt of his system of
philosopÏry. Ia answer to this questlon he has given us hÍs great work
rrThe 0rÍtlc¡ue of Pure Resson", d.lvlåtng it in asaord.anoe with the thrso

prevaLent psychoX.ogloal ðivfslons, lm.owlng, raI.trl1ng,anÕ feellng, In the

flrEt of these, 'rfhe Çrlttque 0f Pure,or $peeulative Reasortt, he soLves

the probJ.ou of the posstbllity of a prlorl ,s¡rnthetic Judgments; fn tbe

secoud. d.lvislon,tshe Critf que of FraatÌaa1 Rßason'n,he exlround.s,analytic-

ally and. rlialeatfcaLly, l:is ethlsal theoryo or ttoetrine of the lltghest

Gooci.; e$t}' ån the thlrd. d.ívlslonn ilïhê Crf.tlque of Jud.groentn, h€ d-isousses

tn-e nature anù vaïue of ass*hlttcs, onil final, causes.

The eubject of thls thesls requ1res us to oonfine o11r attention
chiefly to the second. part of the erpositlon of; hls ethloa1 theoryn

narnely: the ÐÍaLeotlo of ?rae'üiaal Reasoa¡ but ln passing to e, statement

of hls d.ootrine, we shall brlefly outllne the reLati.on subsisting between

the s0ritique of Puro,'T and- that of nlraotical. Reason. r! .

I'She Critfque of lure Reason'r gj.ves an exposftton of the trans-
eendental. element of sense-perceptlon, but in "Ílre CrS.ttqne of Practloal
Reasouf' the transçond.ental ldea d.oes not appear, because moral prinolples,
thoug'h e Briori, 8.r'€ roletíve to empiricaÏ. aonseptlons, for exaraple:

pl.easure, pain, clesire, and. the llko. So that, whlle the aím of pure

reason J.s, to shov¡ hoïq it fs posslble for reason to have e prlori knowledg

of obJectsn the aj.rn of praotical reason is to d.emonstænte hor¡ the Trr1l

ls d.eternalned to aotion in an aprlorÍ rn&nner. fhe tws Critfques,thereforc
have a wid.eJ.y d.i3ferent end. ån vfeTq. [he one enqnlres how the souJ. 1s

. tlr...



-\, i
I

-.5- 
.-'a

e.bLq to kuowi the other, how ft 1s able to cf111.

He.n'itts method. of oond.uctlng the enquiry 1s very simiJ.ar ln both

Critiques. Both have their S,nalytio and. t{al.estlc. fn the analytic of pure

reå.sûl, a prfori kno'mled.ge is proveÞ by neåns of the puye Beraeptions of
J

8pat6 e$d. t5rne, while ln the anal$lo of practlcal res.son, the lnvestigatlon
ls rnad.e by refererrce to prtncfples, tfr.ø Erestlon bef.ng whether enpirioal
prinolp3-es are the onlg ones that d.sterrsine the ¡v1Ll,, oT whether there üey.
be a higher regul"ative foree gf.ven in, æ.nd. by re&son ltself, .A.ga1n, bJ'a.

sêries of arg:umeats, Kant, ÍR the ûLaLectlo of pure rea,son, examínes the

posslbility of 1rho extensÌon of our knowJ.edge beyoncl" sxperlenc€; anc[, bF â

s{rr¡ils.r ¡nothod., in the dfal-eotls of practlcaL reason he enqufres into the.
nature of the reLatlon subsistlng bettyeen the two essentlal eLements tn the

Highest Oood., uai:rely: virtue and. happiness.

fhe regults of the two critiques differ. Fure roason had. show:r

that we cannot have knor,vLedge of thlngs-in-themñe1"¡es, btr-t onl¡¡ of appear-

, nxlces, that is to Ëay, of thfngs as they s.ppeâ,r to,us und.or the forrns of
tlme and- space. It had. aLso shorryn that, whilst an uneond-itloned- canse of
the hnovnr aond.Ltioned. rnrlst exist, yet a know}ed.ge of that unoond.itloned.

ls beyond the reash of res,sorl. Ehus F,ant was leil" into a scepticism almost

a.s gross ad tnat of Hume; ã scepticism frora whioh, however, he escaþes by

showfug 1n the seeond.0ritiqqo,that certaln ld.eas vfnLoh for pure res.son a,re

"transeend.entn become for practiael reeson,"lrumanentn¡ so that whJ-lst the

former aould. obtain ao poslti.ve knowled.ge of objects beyonrS- the llmlts of
experlenee, the l*tter, through the Hore-l Iaç¡ furnishes rea,son with ade-

quate proof of a supersensfbLe world., of freed-o¡1, Ood", and. i-nunortality;

and. al.so of the possiblllty of a lligheet Goocl", an0. the obllgatlon fo attaln
to i-t" l{everthé].ese theoretlcal. reasou gafns no fnc::ease of aotual know-

Ieåge from f,he result of praotical rês.son. It 1s onl;r &sslrrerl of the
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certalnty of that whloh ft haå merel,y ooneelved posslble, nameþ: the ob-

jeetive reallty of 1;he Ë¡lpersengibLe world., freed.om, J-mmortalfty nn¿ eoa.

lhus, 1Ð the praotiaaL crttlqne we have an lnner reLation between reasoÌr

aa¿ wllL, tnstead. of ari outer rel-atiot¡ between reaËoÞ aad. obJects as ln

tlre trar:.scendental crltigliê. Ëhat the "0rltique of Pure ReasoRil had- d.eniei

tbe ,,Critique of praetloal Roasonn affirned.. The former is the negatíve,

the latter is the posltive sid.e of Kantts posltlon, fhe sum total- of the

,'CritÍc1ue of Fure Reasonn 1s that'Tit is impossfb}e to reconolle knowled-ge

wtth thouglrt , or t o bring experlenc€ lnto aonforrrd.ty rvith the 1d.eaI d-e-

maud. of reason.n Ehfs loapes room for the tîCritique of Praatical Reason"

wb.ioh establ"tshes the faot sf the moral law, s.nd, d.lseerás the realíty of

freed.ors a.nd. the nnoral ord"er of the worlfl, trh1Ist the'r0rttfque of Pure

Reasonn teaohes that thg thíng-ln-1tself und-erlles ou.r theoretical" rea80t1'

the ,rüritÍque of prastisaL Reason" that this thing-ia-ltseLf is l{j-lL, In

Kuno Fissher's langua,ge: "The wiLl ts that thLng-f.n-Ltself whtch uncl.er-

J"Les the ooasËltutlon of our facul-tles of knowledge whiah is the oa,use

of our ínte1lectua1 d.eveJ.opruent, and. makeg tlrls subserve the moral-*n

' It wilj.'begome evlü.ent, 1n the d.lscussJ.on of our then'ie, that

Kantrs d.ootrf¡e of, the Eighest ttoaå pr@sltpposes B. theory of inrow]-ed'ge

suoh as he aËMg5:ü, eil-va¡aeed', and. that hle d"ostrine bears a d-lstlnot f,@-

Lation to the conclusLone of the analytio of practiaal- reÐsoll' Íhere-

fore we shall glve, i¡r two Brel-iminary remarks, firsto a short acooünt

of his theory of knor¡.Lerige, Ê,nrl secon&n a brlef outLlne of the Gon-

clusiops of the analytic of the praotical rêasolt.

All knowLedge sonslsts 1n the frænlng of Juctgmem.ts, which Hry k

be either anal-ytie or sSrnthetic. -A.n analytto Jud"3'ment j-s merely

nex¡llleatlve'r, sinse nCI new thoug?rt ís a¡Id.edi a sg:othetic ;'Tuågment is

'ar¿ï¡llativen', & new pred.icate befng ad.d-ed. Synt?rettc Judgurents uay be
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etther a posterlorl,or 8. priorl. îo Brove the former ls not d"lfflouJ.t,
bnt lt 1s difficul,t to prove h.ow s;rnthetlc judagrents a pr!.ori oan be

posslbl,e. It 1s the fiznotíon of puro, or theorstlcal reason to fnrni-sh

that proof, and. lt carrles out that ftrnst1on by showf.ng tlrat alL trnrow-

Ieûge 1s the prod"uot of Êense ancl unri.erstanci.lng. fhrou.gh the senses we

obtain Berceptlons of obJeote, from the und.ersiúa.nü.ing ïçe get the oon-

oeptfons of l.d.eas. In other røordls, sense supplles the raw materiaL for
the und..erotand.ing to y,uprk on, Knowled6e thns arlses flroÐ the aorsbiaed

operatfon of sense e^u.d. ua&erstand.lng. From one withont the other we cå,11

recelve no lmowled.ge. OnJ.y as we nrake our oonoeptlons sensü.ous, ånð brlng
oTrr perceptf.ons und.er ooneeptl.one d.o we fncreage our kaowletlgo.

Íhe couôltlons tnd.er whfeh Ðense peryeptions Expe posslbl-ef &te

sp8,çe ¿nd" tlme, two orlgfual forms of intuitlon, prlor to and. inctepend-ent

of all experienee, so that whåLe knovfled.ge may begln wiih experience ft
d"oes not originate iu exBer{ence. Ehus knowlerige and. experLence ere not

co'*äxteasive, &$ they åppeã.r to be, for lnstanee, ln rookers theory.
fhese two apriori fntuttlons, Ëpece and, tirne ] ä.16 percoptf.uo*,ort conoept-

10ns; they ere purely our id"eas, aad a¡rs presûppoeeû ln aLL experionce.

From this it wi.LL be reaû.iIy Ëoen that wo oån know only thÍngs as they

appear to us uniter the for¡ss of s¡nae and. tlme; ne oa.n have no knowLorlge

of what nthings-Ín-themselvesn &f,Ê¡ lïe can know only phenornena, ve c&rr-

uot kaow the nouaêlr&.

It ls the firaotlon of the und"erstand.lng to fornr jnd.gments, but
fa ord.er to d.s so it must er,npLoy certain general coneeBts or categorLes,

À I1tt1e reflectlon vr1ll Ies,d. us to see thåt there ean be only forrr klnd.s

of Judgments, Tre can Judge of the quantity, the quallty, the relatlon,
and- mod-al1ty of obJects. Und"er these four geaera3. collcepts there ä,re

tro¡elve oaiegoríes, which the und.erstand.Lng employs in the for¡ratlon of
Jud.grrrents. We cennot thirir without the afd" of these categorLes; nor c&n
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rqe knol{ aJo¡nobJect un}ess we have pereeptions whísh oorrespond to ths cate-

gortes. ïIence experlence is possible onLy when peroeptíons aro brought
u'ú-into right i:eLatlonnconaeptions of the nn&erstanú1ng lry the æld of the

eategories. fhe und.ersta,niLing has tlre power ilr ltsel"f to brlng into its
foruns or eoneeptlone, the neoesga.ry matter, or perCIeptlonsl and- for knorn¡-

Led,ge it qnst do eo, for eã peroeptionCI sithont ooneeptíons rrre lrllnd.o so

also Ere cenco1¡tfons withont Beroeptfons empty. ';IrIe mÍght be able to

,tþJ.+4 obJecto, but could. never lm.ow them untll the unrlerstanûing had. re*
eefverl into lts eonoepts the neoes$â,ry sense-perceptions of the obJeots.

Bfu.ah ]-ess eould. we have a priort knowLed-ge wfthorrt the pure conceptLon of
the und.erstand{ng, bS whish aIJ. expe¡rienoe fs macle BoBsfble.

But nou¿ a dileu¡¡nÞ å.rfses, for on the one hand" conoeptions belong

to the uad.erEtand.s.ng,lwhi.ch has no conneotios vrith the ÊðrrËg-rrorLf,) end.

on the other hand., perçëþtfoae bêT.oug to sensatlon. $ince it:1s necessary

that these be brought tøþetlror, to malre experionee poseihLe, how Ls this
unlön to be effeoteÕ? Ke¡et repl-ícs, by the íuagination,fo:r this facult;r,
ôtf power of the soì;.l,f.s ßepen&ont both ü.ï)gn usterstanü.f.ng e.nfsensibfltty;
on the former, fsr'Ttire unity Bf its inteLleetr¿e,L synthcsls'r,and. on the

latter, for the "oompleñåty of apprehensior..'î By means of i;he synthetfa
unÍty of appsrception, or the unf.ty of self-corrsoíor¿sness, these å,re held.

1n time, so that w'e Õoue to recogïríøe theur in codoeptiorr** Bhete nre thus

tlrree d"lstinat steps ln the aoqttisition of the knor-qLedge of obJee.ls. F'irst
apprehensfon lrr perception, seeonû, reproduction ín irnaginatlon,',Etnd. third.
recognition ln conception. It nust be borne iu mind. i;hat the:norq e,?te-

gory or forru of the unð.erstand.fug c¿¡,nnot of itseJ.f alone furníeh'Ig.owled.ge,

tlrere inust be combined. wlth 1t the sense-pereeBtton¡ for in thls l.les the

ri.lstinetlon of tile Bheaomenal and. noirneaal wcrLrj.st and ín tj:1s fact elqo,
is found. the li¡nit of pure reason, beeause ii; is evlôeat tnat iye o&.n. have
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äo h-otslqÔge of a $upersensíbl-e world.. lËe rnight be able tq couoeLve, but
ooulrJ. never know of fts exletenoë¡ Trlkerrise we ma,Jr thlnk a äuprene Being
exlsts, but' &Ê vre ean heve no ser1se-peroeption of 3Iiu, lrye ear:not ¡now that
Ee rLoes exiet. It 1s thls ol.ear eut d.istinetlon between the Bheno¡renel and.

nouuenal, whloh mekes possíbl-e suah a theor¡r of the sunriÌutr bonum as ;taat
hol-d.sf Ês lve shal,l have occasron, &t a later stag.e, to poiRt out.

å.s the trnd-erste,nü5.ng has Íts categorles, Ëo the reason has its
û¿eas. These are not aonstttutfve as the oategoríes s,re, but reguLative.
Tt ls the aÍm of theso regulative id.eas of ree.son tio flaå a hi.glrer con-
d'itfon for that v¡hlch 1s cond.ltloned, and. so to make more ancî more conplete
the Stnow1eÈSe supplf ed by the sensibillty ancî nnd,.;rstand.ing, F.eaËon en-
deavors to get beyond. f;he Lirnj.ts of experieace to the jLbsc,lrrte, an¿ in ñ"ofn¿

so, r*rrongT'y tveats thege regulatlvø ldeas,as though the¡¡ r,"¡ere conntltutÈve,
wåth the resul"t that i'ü 1s land.od iuto vartou.s contrsd.ictìons, a faul"t wj.th
shieh the older rational psychology, cosmology and. theology i¡dere chargeab1e.

Kanttg tlreory of hrowl"edgerthereforermay þe sruninerL as follows:
-Â.L1 lmov¡Ledge is a s¡rnthesls of tb.e unfts of ðensê-poreeptË.on, .,4rfo?r åre re-
coivedl und-er the forme of spaee end- tfune, lnto the pure ooncepts €Er eate-
gorles of the untrerstanrlång, the oonrection being nå.ite possibLe b,y the .faot
of tlle unity of the seJ-f-aone6lott*ness, Our Imowl.eiige ie pure1¡r relative.
.ffe a.re capable of posltiveL¡r kuowing things onl¡r as i;hey e,ppeer to us un-
d-er the forms of space and. tÍmei we can have ÌIo knovûed.ge of 'thlngs-in-
thenselves*. F.eason eannot go be¡r6¿d experlence, a,nd. if 1t attempts to Õo

so it tnevj-tably faltr-s into conï;vad.lattons. Thls mep.Ës that theoretlcal
rea.son Gannot prove su.c?¿ ideas as tl:Lose qf freed.om, Í:;¡Eortality and God..

It may tbink tlie$r $oneoÍve tb.ern possfble, but that ie alI. It renairns for
practlaaL reason to firrnish the proof .

'Ii:e objeet of the seoond":remerk prelÍnrinary to the dlscussion og
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our ffib jeot ' ls ts exhfbit the co:rneatlon of tho Ðialoatic w.ith the :lnal-
ytte of the ?raetiaa,l Reagon, Thls wllL Ì¡e d-one bes'b by stating"t,he Gon-

clusious reached fn the latter,
FLrst then it shoulil be noted. that the etarting polnt of tÏ¡e

practieaL reagon n¡ugt be prfnalï¡lee, or fiind.a,mental ooaoepti.oïts, e,nê. ihsse
must ï:e such as have ptwer to determine the w111. îhey are not aaterial ,

sush as pleasu're ' bu'b ere of the natnre of unÍversal laçr. The sup:reme

and' unLversaL law of praetfcal rea,õoll. rtay be statecl thus: *.A.ot so that the
s¡axims of your wtLl may be ln perfoot hernouy v*'1th a rrniversal system of
lôrq¡$.'Ì IncLivid-ua1 rnaxims c¡an be regard.ecl as rrniversal laws only v¿hon tlie'r
d'etermine'bhe will by their fonri and- not.Ìry thefr eontent; in other r,vords,
tqhea that whiah they aLl_olr¡ rolght safely beoome a -trníversal mÐ.xls. fo
iI]ustrate: fiuppose r make it my maxini to vrin i;he hf.gheet position of fame
possthle to rnan, bul: f ind. the wery barrec by a aertain persorz¡ aÐd. sï.ppoÐe

th"e't one d.a.y'bhe opportunlty Ís afford.ed. n¡e of tak].ng thet person,s lffe,
and' so eteppfag ínto the desítÊå plaoe. l{ow if - keeplng before lxe H}y

partloular marË1m- I seize that opportunity, ï shalJ, be aoting in a way
the;t I should. not wish to bo uni.v'ersalLy toLerated, for, ï myself, nrigh:b

be stand-ing' in the Llght of ano'üher persou, a,nd. therefore be slanghtered..
$inae then I should. not wish it to be r¿ni"versally carried out, I onght not
so to oct, but sb'or¿lc1 snbsrd.inate riy ind.Íviðua1 ¡naxi¡n.i;o a higher 1aw, or
nnÞx1n that mlght be uniyersalLy obc¡ervecì.

Ehls sllpre$e law Ís not ii"eri'r,eci from exper6.ence, but fron res.son
itself , v¡híoh mekes us eonscíot¡s af a law to s,¡hiclr alL our ¡oaxims must con-
forrn, &nd- so prod.uces the fåea of a super-eeasible eystem of nature to
mirLch we give objeative reallty.

sotne laws are only h¡zpothetioall-y bind.ing. 3'or exanpler' *nu en-
pfrloal law that an krtllvlil-rt¿l shoul,l. seek hÍs owa, happi.ness, \rrr-teh only
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d.etermines the wil.]- uüder certain conriitioas o T¡ut a- suprenìe law rcgst h

abl,e to ðeterinlne it u.nconditlonallf, *¿;et a la$ ís t.ll$ "d"oterrninate
i

laç' of eausality ln an intelliglble world.'T, rvhioh ls the moraJ- law;

for it f.q ind.epend.ent of, all $rbjeetive clfff,eFences, arid. hoLd"s good' in
i,r'\

thc oe"se of ¿lL betngs, lvhether ftnlte of riùflnlte, rqho possþes vflill-. I¡I
fiaite belnglr:, .lrowever, thi,s law takes the fqrm of a oategorleaL ¡nper-

i

s.tive, since although they pos6es$ plrrÊ wÍll - they eannot have a wilL
Luaapable of w'5-shlng ¡naxlurs oontrary f,o the moral law; 1n other word.s,

they easnot h¿rve a holy wi"lL sueh as that possessed by the Tnfiníte
Belng, -1lor finlte ratíonal belngs, then, the moraL lg"w eornes &g Ð oate*

gorical linpi;p¿f,ise,

Tllls ånnplies il'lat the noral l-ar¡¡ is uninflu.enced bg the sr:licit*
atlons of fJen$e, hecantse a Iaw which is capal¡le of d.eternrlning tho wilL
imrst be free from all senstlouË lmpreselons. CItherwÈse, it worrld.frrnftrl.-

Gal, s.nd, henee rsg-Lì.ld" only rorfle &s & hy¡rothetical lmperatÍ.ve.

fhis i.s equinal^ent to asserïlng i;he autonomy of the will; for
ff the wiLL ln not üeterrnined soleiJr by its own lawn but is partiaJ-Iy'

d.oterniaed by other motlves whlah have their sou.rse in the seneibilities,
then rnorel" obllgatÍon woulú coase, fhat is to say, hetorononÐr of r-u111.

üestrsys the priuoiples of obltgatloa and. mora3.1'by, whoreas arrtonol'ry of
will estabLishes the¡n.

Tt is not sr¿ffioient t}:at {;he will be 1n harraony witlr t}:.e rnoraL

1&w, 1t ¡nnst also be d.lreatly åeterrnined- by that 18.w, which ioust be the

only inotive of a huruau wtlL. Any other motlve tha¡r the categorical ln-
peratlve of the moral law nnskes the wilJ, h.eterenolnous, &nit tLeprives its
aats of thetr ethicel character. Reverence fov that uÞlvers&I law rrot

nerely sonstltuteË a motive of purÊ prs,rltieal re-ason, sr morallty, but is.
1n itself morallty. Reverence for the ruoral law is the only feeling whloh

can be knoçvn a priori, a¡rd. whloh can be pereeived" to be aecess&rlr. lhe

I

ô
I

'¿t-..--
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only objects of pure i:ractioal reason are good. and- evil, the forner Ïrofng

a nesessary objeci; of d.esire, the ialter a ileoe$Ëar¡¡ obJect of aversåoll,

)
ile, ;ave ïì,Õ,¡r re$tþeÈ. ihrc stage'øhere 1t is neces$arJ¡ to gibe a

oonoise etatelnent of Kantts d.octrlne of the sulunu¡a bonum; besrlng 1n mind.

tba'b the chief oonsl-'.r.efsn of the ana].¡,rtio of pure practioal reason 1s:

the rnoraL lau¡,anc1 not the ÊlËîniun homrn,rteternlines the wfl-l. 
,.

ffo prooee'l theru,we rern1nd. ourse1ves, f,þrst of a1L, that rea.son

both in ite, speeulatlve and. practlce-l use seeks Ín the osnd.itioneü tho

absolute'botality of cond.ltions. Às vre sa'lv in the 1;heory of Fno'ofled.ge,

we cerinot have conceptl-ons s,ps,rt frorn perceptlons. But iregarrs@ ÞerceFtions

are seasuon$ they cn,n 6tbe us no kuowledgo of the nouuenË, but only cf

Xrheuoraena. Tïence i'h is lmpossible to flnd the unoond.itÍoned., and- if we

tfy to ðo so v¡e only glve rise to an illusion which betraye ltsel-f 1n the

Contr¿d.ictlon into rn¡Ìrlcþ ï.ee,so¡. fail.s çhen í1, sïr{s¿\roïs to apply tho prfn

oiBle thatl:the oond.itfoned presuBposes the u.nconð.1tic¡nerL, as happens,for

instance, iü the rti*Leetj,c cf pure reasou.. 3rr.t fron thíe error i,ïe are

Ied. to a hi.¿.her o::d.e¡r cf reeson v¡here an r¿nchangeable order of thÍngs lles
before u.e, Il'ow 1:reretfeal reason fs ï-iable to fall lnto as great a contra-

diction as epecu1atlrre reason, tn&sruch as j.t endeavors to find" l"n the
given

wants BËd" inclinetisns of hrrman s'ee.son; i.€. to fiad tn the¡aorrd-itionedt\

the uncon<litioned, or liigh.est Good-, which 1s the unco¡ad-lticned- totallty of
praeËteal reason. ït I'nrst be note<Ì" that, whiLst ibe Highest Good. 1s always

tire vzhole object of ¿¿ praetiotå r'€asorr,or pure rvill", it d-oes n.ot rÌietermine

the will; the ¡noraL law alone car d-o'¡hå,t, Érnd it åoes so bJr euppl;itng the

form of that rnaxill whi-ch cair becoïrre a u.nlversal lav¡.

ghe qr,restion 1s; i'#rat is that Hi-ghest Good-. af'r;errryhich rnan strivesr

In ord.er to e right unåe'r:ntardi.r6 of tìris qu.estion 1ì; v,,i11 be well to
observo tÏ:.at the terrq n'highest'r convey$ tv¡o id-eas; first, the iclea of râ.nk,
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for it may üìean ñÊupreme'!, that which i,s suborcllnate to.nothing e't se; .*nct

seeoäd-, the fd.ea of qtr-antity, for 1t also ïneåns the tcorupLeten good - the
whole, vrhich 1s ¡rot a part of a larger goorl. It lvil1 be roa,flJ-y acce¿e¿

that virtue is the suprerûe cond.ition r,,h1oh all men d.esire to attaln, *"nd

therefore vÍrtrre may be regard.etl. as the supreae] gooti-¡ but it is not the
v¿llole Sooit ihat hn¡na¡t belngs ûeslre, for al-ï men alço rrä.ve for happf.ness,
by whícir 1s ¡near¡t a life-l"ong,unbroken feellng of pl-easure, $o r;hat v¡hi1e
virtue is the supreme,it is not the coruplete good. sj.nce tirat ¡rust i¡clud.e
happlness' Thus 1n Kantts ooneeption of the riumrnln bomun, virtue is aI-
ways the suBreme good.; happiness is onLy a geiod. when 1t ís the resuLt of
conðuot vrhloh 1s fa eonforrnit¡r rrith the moral law. lhe tiighest Goocl for
rnan rvill therefore cQnsist Ln thr¡ union of vírtï.e anct ïrappÍness.

rrìxã.t then is the nature of this unlon of yirtue and- happi.ness in
the Hlghest üood.? It rvnrst be either analytla or s;nnthetic; that 1n, the
i'fea of happiness mnst bo reg'ardeel as &ed,u-cibe, by anaLysis,-grom the i-d.ea

of good'ness or virtne; or elee gaod-ness tlrrst be the eË{tlso of which happi-
ness i-s the effeat. If lt be the former, the two elerienl;s,vir.trre and.

happinesÊ,muet be the ssJne in kind.. But 1t has Ju.st been shoq?Þ tÏre;t they
d.íffer, virtue belng the supreuie,happtness only a cond.Ítionnl- good. There-
fore, the relatlon betiaeen them i:nm.st be tha.t of a sJ¡nthetic unity such
8,Ë exists, 'fot instance, botwr:en c&use .snd" effecL. TÏence qre have tv,,o

propositions. i'ìíther happiness is the calrse and- virtue tlie effect, or
vioe verse,. Irr other word.s, d"eËÍre for haBpine"ss ïfltì.st be the niotirre for
¡naximg of virtue, or else the n:axims of virtue nusl, be the effiol-ent caüse

of happineËs. Br¡J the first.of these tr*o'propositions is contrary to faet
and. at¡soJ.utely inpostlibl-e, because such uraxir:s Lre without moral force.
Ând. the seeond. proposition\,whi1e not absolu.tely false,is inpossí.ble, bs_

sause the actuaL experienee of rqar.ürj.ni1 ís just the opposf üe. I{ence,rv¡en

we try to ecnceíve the ÉuniEìlrm bomr¡n as actrrally'realizod, there arises å^u
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aEtinony, for 1t 1,s evLd.ent that evên th.e strlctest obsertfanee of tire lawr

of rnoral-ity cannot combine vlrtue end happÍaess with one aaother ln fllch

å, ìråy ëxs to result Ln the attair:maat of the ï{ighest Goocl.

, Iüow the way of eeoape out of tjrls d.ilemrna is found. 1n the fact
i;hat wili.lst tlre proposf.tloÐ,n liappinoss ls ihe errlrse cf w]:ich vlrtue ts thei.

effeet,ri is rrbsolutely false, the proposition tliat virtrrre is the effiaient'r'' 
píneas is on1¡ y false; tirat is to.say, ít ís un-oåu$e' of lrapplneiäs is only cond.itionalf

true only,, if virtue be regard.eci. as causall'by lnlUhenol*enaJ. or senËible

r"'orId," lho entinoiny ¡ea.liy arises out of a false assumption that noluûen&
,,1

a.re relateö to 3:ltenoinena in the s¿{.¡ne.¡¡e"y âs ¡:honorrena a.Te rel-albed to one

B.ltoi:hêtr'i' Sutoalthough vir"tue ancl happiuess r::a¿r ¡16f, seem to be relate,å Ín
the sensiblo world-, 1n i;he $llrersensíbl.e world. iiappiness is a3.wa¡¡s pro-

'\
pCIrflonÈto to virtue, So that the liighest Good. in spite of the apparent

c,oni;rad.fetlon,stiil renrains the true oi¡Jeat af a ¡noral- trilJ,.
t..

¡': l

'.,i ' I So further expound- this d.oetríne of the surnmlrm bonum, reasolr
rl ' i

rurst postulate tlree ideas. ?hese ideas åre oonoeptions not peraepticins,
j '.: i

*Ìt*y are not theoretÍcaL d.ogrnas, and- - Kan# Bays emphatic&l1-¡r - d-o not 1n
;ì

a4ðr ïÊay fnorease orrr knorr¡}ed,Se. -ïhey are only- pre$u.ppositf ons of reason.
\

TheseÌ,,postuLates are the it1eas of freeclorn, CIf Go1L, and. of íi"rmortaLity.
1\

Eaah of, these postulates is d.erived from the existence of the rtoral 1aw,
ltrhielt,,as l,vaË remarked. before, alone ci-iroatl;r deternines the wiLl end

furnishes the motlve to moral aetíon. The oate6orical lnperative of the] ,]

j

noral Larl 1s, that aIJ- men ought to seek the ÏIighest Çood., tnat is 'to såy,

tirey ougtrrt to strive to abtaj.rn to'blrat cond.ition which is aharaeterized

b]'a perf'ect uaicn of vir'hue lvith happÍ-ness. I{orc¡ this ii':perative ímpl1es
ìt\ree things. l'1retn that m¿-;¡. is feee to carry it iato effeat. For, if

there be a ruoraL l&vr,whtchr &s a ce.tegloricaL irnperative'is bintling upon

mau., thon man must be free to orrler h1Ë conAuct in accorôanae ¡vitlr this\
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Êu.Preme 19,1v. [he n$hou oughtest'r lmplios the "thou eangtn" But fs ma¡l

actually free? lhe ind.icat ions are tÏ¡at he is not whollJr so. Kant ff ud.s

& strlu-tion.of this apparent ccntraðietíon 1n viewíng n&it as e, d-ouhle being
moyin8 lu tivo worl-d.s, 1tÌ the phenornenal or senrle-v¡orldn and 1ü the nouuen-

aJ, or. sllper,lenstbLe rryorlcl. fn the former rnan is to a great extent d.eter-
rnined. by pliysical Law; in the latter he nust be free, of;herwiso tire lnrper.

atíve o.f ti"tø moral la;w is a moekery, ¿ef;ions could- have no moral vslue,
¡uen worrld ceaÊe to be a rssponsible a$eut, i:aoraLlty en¿ rel1gion riqouL¿L be

u.nlmollE" Freed-ou¡ is tire properlry of atL ratlonal beings, since only
rationaï. bei-ngs ar-e, and. canr be, u-n{er uroral law. I[an is a ratlona[ bsing
&ntl,, therefore, ltntler the rnoral- Iow¡ anÕ., sLnce norality is possÍhLb only
in e. free being, since the c.s,tegorj-ca1 imperatlve eâÐ be blnding only
uBsn one v+ho is free to order hla cond"uct in oonformity with that !aw,

\

raaælnust be regerd-er1 8.s free so far ae his ections are eonçerned.. Kant

maintaÍns that t?re fd.ea of fYeeclcm is not obtained" a ¡rríori beeause ouf
fjrsi'c-oirceBtfon of ii; is nogatÍve; neåther ie it a postoriori for ex-

'-perÍencq only furnLshes ns i."'Íth knovùed.ge of the Law of phenomeu&, "rv¡ùah

1s Jus'ü'the oppor¡i'ue of freed.om. Bnt 'tit ís of the moral Laty that ìÌre s,re

prímarily and. cIíreatly coneclous'', and. frsm it we obtain otr.r 1&ea of free-
dom. [irrrs the proof that må.n is free l1es 1n the verJr d.euaaü. of the moral
l&vf . 

I

ß. second. thlng that tl^¡.ls categorÍcal- lmperative irnpites is that
a perfect unlovr of vl-rtue and. happÍness is poesible. lire moral 1¿lr¡¡ shor/s

lls'chat hapiliness - fi.n el-einent in the Ïlighest Good. - f-s possibl-e. Brrt

for everJ¡ effeet there rut¿sf; be a {}alrËe preðxisting rind. artec¡ate. }To,r',1

i.rappiner.ls is;'birat conditj-on 1n v¡hich a ma.sL experS.ences the com?l-t+te grati-
.fic¿rtlon of his riesires eontinrrousl¡r throu.gh l1fe. This wonLd- 1nply that
the whole Go-rtrse of aatr.iye'is in perfect harmony wítlr tnånts wilt, But the
inoral larv rleman:.cLs that a :rì&n sh¿l-l òften aet ln a wa5¡ that doçs not har-
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alonilte rJith ne,ture, and- which lviiI" therefore c¿]trse hÍm rnoro er lei*s un-

?rapplness. i{ow shall t}ris harnony be-L-ween i;he d-ernsnd of th.e moral law

and. the ord"ev of nature be seorrre{i? ÌvI¿en is powerless to bríng it a.bout,

si.nce his',vfl.I. i!ã not tiie Gauss of the ivorlrl,ol'the oyd.er of nature.

therafore it is nÊcêssary tô postrrlate the existenoe of a c&us@,whioh fs

altogether above natrrre,B.nú wilieh is, at'clte same ti-me, ai:le to bring

a¡out t1:.e neoe^sËiìqr hannony between víriue and. happinessn betv,,reen the Enoral

law ç.nd. the eharErcter of the rnoraÏ agent, whlch gonstitutes tire Slghest

Goocl for r¿an" $ince this Suprerne Befng must be conscious both of the moral

le,w û.nd the nai;rú:'e o-f the yatlonai tseing, flnú- since äe must be powerful

enough to establish tTre harnony, .Ee nrust be both am. Intellf.gence and. e

1ïi11. 'Ihin,suprerne Bei:rg 1rÍe may oeIl G.ocl. $o that ff we e,re jristifled.

ín sayi:rg there ls a Hlghest Gooö, vre are also justifieii. Ín assertS.ng the

exíetsnce of tioð. Ànd. firrther, sln{ie tiie moraJ. J-aw irr¡poses upr¡r. rrs tlæ

d-uty of see1.-ing the llighest ßood., it ls mc¡ralJ.y necesËo.Ty for rts to hol"d.

the s;":istence of God.. ìsfhereg,s in the't0-rítÍque of Fure Rea$o.nft Kant lraå

siateti.'çi:et God raay posslbly extst, (thou6h tbÍs id.ea of cr, Supreme Seing

Ít nust be remembered., f.s nothing but a rog,uLatlve prinoiple of reason)

ln thlo, the ethical portion of liis workn h@ majnte,åns thetj the existenre

of Goõ 1s proverl t<¡ 1ie n'oeessar3r; for no other re&sonrhower.er, tha,r:. that
of Tr::i-nging the fovm a.ri.d. eontent of moraLf.ty lnto proper â,gre*roent wli;h

ine nat.ure ald. ehar:a,eter of the rnoral- agent. îhrrs the po,ssibillty of a

perf,eot unlon between virtue and- happinegs, ivhich 1s implled in the Ëu.p-

:reûìe üeurarrrL of tho noral 18.v,r, p-¡efllpposes the existence of God-.

',. tlr.lrd. ivoplleatlon lu thls irnperatiue of the noral Law 1$ that
'ihe so-u.1 of rne,n mrzst retain íts life and. ind.ivlduaLity in an inflnite
tinne. For the ,5.gsiand. fs for ÏrollnesÊ, T{ow holiness - by whieh is meant

¡¿

perfeo'ü herrton¡,r hetr,veen the lrt1ll of a ratlonal being anú the ¡aorp,l. iaw--
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is the suprene oond.ltlon of the su¡Trwtrrr] boilrn. But r,rano llvlng ia a worl(l

of sensen environed. about and. chaÍned d.own as he is to;r the d.eternin¡ing

cond.ltions of thfs time-and.-.sps.ce world.,is unable to attaia ¡hat ]roly

state, and. is not oapable of eornplete holiness at a.ny morseat of his Lífe.
He may rise from a l-ower to a hfgher degree of hollaess, oy of r:roral Þêr-

feotion, but that ís all. SÍnce thon,thfs 1s so, ånd" slnoe the inoraJ. l-s.w

"Lby *ts verjr natttre,d.emanrls h.ríl"ínoiss o:f o'v.:ry ratlonal agent, w€ cetl con-

ceive cf this holinesË ss a'i;'ûa1nab3-e, onl¡r b;r supposing the sorzJ- of man

to be irmrortal, whích is the se.¡ile as sa¡rit:.g that åts existence is pro-

longed. to infinity,rvirilst the personaLit;r is retained.. lhus the posslb-

i-1"ity of perfect "rirtne prG$upposes irn¡æortaJ.ity.

flrese i;Ïirroe irLe¿¡.s, freedorn, GoCl ar-io lmmcr.ä,ality,are the pre-

ÊlÌppo;lec. oond-itions which rnake "bire Highest Sood. possible ffi*r, But

noi; onl¡i inu$t these conclitions be presupliosed; the very possibílit;r of

tire I'Iig'Ìrest üood- itself Ís aLso preËupposed-n by reasori of the fact that

the ulorä1. Lar¿ roqu.ires man to seek the Elghest GooÕ. Hent:e falth - thr{t

is e convietio¿'chat â,,stiti¡Lr','ur.ir1 bonun ls possibLe in a neeil^ öf pure,

praetice,l reason; for u¡ith.out such falth rsau wîil not stri.ve to perform

his ñnpt:eme d.uty of rn:ðLloting his Higlrest Good., åB he ir¡ required. to åo

by the categoi:íaaL iriçerati.ve of the inoral 1s.\¡¡,

lhe K¡.ntian ðccu.irine of tl:e Tilghest Gooa nay be oonpïes$ed Lnto

one se:iteüce thrrs: rIþe noral law Í-rnperatlvely ctemand.e tlial, everJr Han shaLl

seek the ï{lghest Good. procticall¡r vuor-i.zahle by hirn, w}rleh ls thàt per:feot

union of virtue and. happinÊ$b*, r*¡hereLn the l-etter aLira¡rs reenlts :þn::r the

fo:riner ås ¿ì,n effect foll-ows its aause; but th.e a.'1;tsij-ru:nent cf tnfsl good j-s

&n ingrossi'i:ility if nau has not faitir in the exlstenae of a I{i.gho.st i}ood.;

if rran bs not free to Ëromote ii;; if God. d.oos, not exist to establish the

l:ieteÊfå&r¡¡ haïmony between virúue Etncl'hti,pplr.ress; ancl if the'¡oul ha$ net
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an end.les6 exlstence ín whloh to accompS"ish its tash. In a worcl-, happL-

ness proportione,l to morality, 1s Kantrs eonoeption of the i{ighest Good.

for uag.

Havlng steteù &antrs doctrine of 'ehe surìïffi.ul bonum, T.¡e proceeü

to ind.Íeate sonte of ita merÍts, ¿¿nd. to show Íucid"entally, wlrat rcas his

co:rtribirtlon to phi}osoBhi-o thought, b¡r lnstiiuting a oouipt"r'ison between

Hantf s and. verious other eonceptions of the Highesi; Good-.

tra *lsnoe first at the Greek conceptlon. Soorates does noti-w lJ QvvLr suvrJ ¿¡vr

â,ppeâr to have ad-veuced any weLl-clefined. theor] as to tTre nature of th.e

Jîlghe.st Good-" But that the way to tt 1a;r througir the path of lcnov,¡led-ge

he ha,å rio d-oirht; for, tVirtrze is ltnowled.ge". Tl:e r:roral encl c orrld. onl-y
u1t1

be atta{óed by the lnd.irrid.ual wiren he irari- sorne }rrowleC"ge of l;:lat end.

0nly beoause rrrerl arÊ lgnorant of their Ï{i¿1hest (ìood. ,l,o iirey coi:rcrit .¡.É-oïrg

acts, for it staird.s to reaeon ths,t "those',vlto ]rnew wl:at were jus-i; and"

righteous actlons çqoulû prefer nothfng e1se, "r,,hils o't,hÊrã'rfho d-id not

knos coulC" not ù o tliem if they woriïd.. n Th'ns o wh"ile Haat ls,ys stresi: on

the irnporlianoe of 'bhe uill i¡i hts dostríne af 'bhe suuû1nti1 þonum, Socrete$,

so far &õ ho has & d-oetrine, eraphaqires the lmpoi:tenee of lruowled"ge.

Fl-ato ureJreÉ å, d,i.stiinction betv¡een the e.bsahi.te a.rrd. the concv'ete,

gooû.. $.lthorrgh in onê v{ovk he had afflrmed- that Plessure is the çoncrete

good., Ðü.d. ln two othere had" rlenied- ít to bo a good. at ¿Ll; he eve:itually

held- tiia'b PLeasure"whiJ.e not a part of the absolute good for man, rnlght

be a part of the coacrete good-, thel; iß, a part of tha'¡; v¡etl^-ireing to

nliieb. imun can ettain in e. sen,qe ,=rorid-. He ¡neJres rro rr*;ternpt to i-'-ed.uce

frora tire hnoisl-edge af the ebeoLute good, the perticulars o:f hrulan rqell-

bef.ng. "Exa1-tation to the iaeal-, the only-bruæ heing, ls'both. Ín ltse1f
and- for men that v¡hieh is ebupl¡.ìJeiy good-. This exal-tation ls tc be

a.;taLned. by fleetn$ frsn liw¡s,rd- sr,d on'üvt&rd evils of Ðense, or bo,ï¡" ard
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ûireoti¡g the r:rtaú to thø truth. In ftne, 1t caa only be attaLnerl by a
pirÍlosophez'. Du'tnas Lf resllzing tha,t thls corcep4;lûn of th€ ili.ghest

Good. was too abstract for the praettcal na¡inhe reeognløed. a lolver gooC.

¡,vhLch TEs.u eg a citLzen urlght attain, Ifl. the analJ¡sls of this good he

wa,s ou*d"istanaeô b). Arlstotle, whon in tlre lij.oomachea4 ¡Çthics tea,ehes

i;hat the.thief Good- is I'Ia.ppi-ne$s¡. The terms ind-eed- nrey be userl $Jrrrots;¡yËi.

ousl¡i. He neiubeins that aiï r,ankind e.ck*Lt Tiappiness to be the slllntr-¡ulrr
)/ t 2t-

bonrrrn, i;he K¡,nro{, oy, Td Tr \tì"v'Ár¡<,êo{, but t?rey åo not krow

v¡nat reaily aonetlf¡u.tes hap;olaess. ,åristotle d.efl:ies 1t s,$ nA,n e.ctlve

sond.ition of the soul ln accord"ance witb f.ts higiiest e;Ecellence in a

conplete Iife." Tirls is aLn':cst equtv*.Lent to saying that the attaiiunent
of 'che Hig;hest Good- conststs in. acquÍring tii.e ri$ht iis.blt of willlng,
Iu tþis ?ie Íìore lie&rly foreshaåov¿s tire ?iar¡tian e;cnoepiion tlian -eocretes

haù d.one" tsaslng, å,s 1ie etces, his incluction otl â corß1:åï1gon of lnci:al

cpinic'n in the ord.inary life of Greece, A'¿'isto"bl e is preservocl frorn the
9ætL

d.anger cf ne"king'bhe ulbi¡np.'bê¡ioo s.bsijraetlJr icleaL, ti:ought he Ís in-
)./evitabiy ied to ii,afir¡r¡ the irtuaan gocd- ({,uóa"ryor' l"c- ) ¡.ot only ås the

actlvity of reason - rìrÍtuf s híghest pert - b¡rt also ae th,e Srâ,bification
of the ii:rtpi,'.Ises antl rlç$iJ'es, tlie loi¡,rer pari- cf rnanf s nå,ture, ivhlCh is
under the regrrl¿¿'ulon of reason,

fhe teaching or'Ì;he S'toics is that the sole good. of zr¡an lies
íir tlie icnorqledge,w]¡ich makes uan free end. i?erfeet, -helr \.1-ew', therefore
is virtu¡il-Ly a. return to the iiocrai;Íc position. î1:eir rno:ral- theory is
very ciosely rtllsteci to their principLe of oon.f-orlni"t}'v¡Íth natriro, ånrt

l"?ieir vle',v of liaLu::e g,Êì pe:r'tneate,-l r,riti: the Ðiviire, or" g.s an eïpr.esÈ1on

of Ðivirie lvisiLoro. Iìeason is its o'¡,,tr chief en'{-, lrirtue corrsists in
d.oing 'rthings nreet 'mú fit'! (ttnE KaVtxl. 'Ihat ivhichl is d.'."r;ifu1" is that
wirieìr is in. r¡ccordance wÍf;ii n¿+iursn o:rd" hti.ppiness unist foll-or,'¡ al] sueh

rSronctu.ct. Kant eor':hats the Stoj,e concel:'l;ion of-the flì.ntrrru¡l bomlm, on the
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g:rouåd. that tlre¡' rrta,líe virtue enü happi¿ess 1,leutical. Tle contend.s that so

far are vlrtue and. happÍness from being i'Jentloal, ühey are Er1'6e d.istinst

ancl are neeä1ng to be brtnght into harmony one with ar¡other. I]r Ï{arltre

view the nature of the unlon between vlrtue and- happiness is synthetic;

ln the stoicts view, .it 1n an enal-""¡tic unit;r.

In ,ålrect opBositJ.on to ths Stoics, the Jlpiou,reerrs trsin'haíned

a thorough-going heil"onism. Pleasure- end" sensu-olre plea.su.r:e at t?iai - r,lc1,s

the soLe end, the Hlghest #oor1 for ïnãú, ]rumes a*tivi'by hein¡¡ o.f våiue only

as i.t tencls to the attaÍnrncnt of 'bhis 1:iensuvabie s"fiate of t]re rntiouel
:

betng- iïfth Kaatrholveverrthe pleasr:ra'lrlle st*te of a huruan tref ng is rele-
gated. to å $¡bord.inate ranlc, altirough it i$,nevertiteLess, rogard,eå e,s &r:

elernent - r¿nå 1r¡r no me&ns arr insi-gnificant element in 1;]ie v+ei1*belir:g,or

Êütr,rriuúi bonum of lnd-1v1d"uai- s¿oral egeni;sr 
,,

fho¡nas }Ia'tlbes Tlropolllråeci a theor¡r' tiint movs.l- l¿+.wr* shouLtll be olieyed.

ouly when they prornote tile inelividu,al's preÊe"vs,tion aird. pleastlrei Tiiari in
h.is naturnl state ts rion-iccrell, a¡.tl oniy sush rr¡l-es $sj ny¿ke for freecç

j

those,for exarnlr}e,clocreed- b¡r some govilr]lrrten1;,or noci-e.J- aornpact - &'re bfncl-

Íng. fhis theory Butler seeks tc disprove, h¡r ad-va¡.cing tire tloctrine of
the supremaoy cf CoiisçÍence. lie insi;sts that oon$cience has a natr¡ral

clal.n to ouperiorf'r;y cve:l o'bher filcu.I-ties of the sonL, l{an j-r: not natrrrally

non-more}, nevertheless, the iinpir1sos Jrarre thei:: iarvfuJ. spher:e, &nti çnter

into the end.eavor to attain the liigirest Good. Ðelf-love is the regril-atitre

principle of Ë,srtisular d.es:lree and. ai:'Ðetites, while ccnscien:e is 'che sup-

re$e re¡rnlativo princilrle. Tilese two, ronsol-enoe and i:eJ.f-lor¡e, ã"Te in-
.

depenclent ¿r.nd. ocl-ord-Ínate. Shæftesbuïy, lvliom 3r:tler fo''l lo'"¡e in sor'Je l'es-

peots, \'rolr-ld. say iirnt bhe sülrrfiiln boniiin j-,8 tc be fotrn"4- ln'i;he pe::feat

harmo:ry of the egoistlc and. altrulstic i-nprrlses. lJr:j;ler, jrosvever, ,,r:orild,

rather say lt 1s to be found" in obeying ihe d"lctates of con¡ãcience, Thus
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Bu'uler d-erivesthe sense tf, obI1¿¡etlon frorn tile aubhorli;y of canscience,
'rtirereasr Kant d.erJ.ves it fäom the r;oraL larç'. I(ai-.rt oiljects to'fi:e view ihet

, impulses ha.¡e e,ïtg resulative Fslrer ov6r the will-. The v'ill ie clirectly'

and- only d.eter¡niaed by'the movaL law, In l:is view $eJ.f-tcve is ¡rot fì
legulative prlneipLe, but on 'fhe contrar¡r, lt is a. feellng ¿'ostraineir by

reå,Êon

|fhe TJtíl"ltarfan systeri of ph:ilo*lophy lras far its fund-arnental-

priaofpie the supÐopition tlrat al-I our kno!îLeüge rtses l-¡i sensatlon; end.

thorefore asoord.lng to thís sühoolo -f;ho äighest Good- fo¡r ¡nan 1s ?rår: grea'r;-

est hsppi¡rer:9" IlapBinqss 1s tl:ie sale sumTmr.TJI bri¡nruu. 'Íhis iø prectl,ralÏ-y

the vievr helcl by J,$.!,{ilJ., ûne of the lead.ing expononts of 'blri"g oal:.ool of
philoÊopir¡r. ",{"ctiç¡ns Ð.re rigÏit in proportion as they tenrl 'bo promote''

happtne,ss, vroug as the¡r iencl to prod-u.ce the reverse of irapplness." But

-wìrose happflross? -Ihe ind.lvldual¡s, or t.ne qenÊral happiner¡ç o:f :rrankinC.'l

Frou¡ ffiíll's d.efiniti.on it lrrr$t be tire in.-1lviðrrål¡i3, for 'h;r haç,piness ln
'intentLed pleasure,åntt the ahsense of pain, bF rrnhapplne.$s Í)ain an¿ the

privetion ¡rf pl"east¡re.n Faley hel* a si¡nilar theory, for ire $â,Jrs 'lYirtrre
le the rloing good to rn¿l¡rklnü. in abetlienae to tlre rvfL]. of üodu €rrrd. for thg

salt_e -of overþsti+jlhapBiaessJ lìo¡rt?re,¡:* very ex¡rlicfi;l¡r sets¡ íor"blu i;ire

Utiiltavian position; "lhe consis.irtl;r proper enci. oi'actÍo:n on i;he i¡art of
any inùiviciual å',; the i:rouient of e"ction ís i:.is real ¿¡ncl gre*utesl; happinees,

fronr thai; ¡rome;rt'bo the encl of hiÉ life." I'The gireatesi Ìralrpiness o:f the

grea'f;est nura'ogr, 1s a plain but Ì;rue rstand-ard.for rvhe,tevèr ie right or

*roog, in tl:e Íie.Ld- o¡'ntoie,ls.'r lire chief d.efect of tire Util-itarían.
theory is thr¿t it can give no acõouni of cluîy or obi-igation. Blrt tilis
i*.: Tihe learlÍng tnerit oÍ i;i:.e Kantiei*r conception of tÏ¿e sru{mnru bonrrrn" He

conceLves the l¡asis of obligatioo to be tile ¡:¡o:ra} Law, lvirerea.s. TltiLit-
artau.lsm SLÌ'e"$ no *"{ieEu-ate basig. Tve¡-r tiie bighesl; forrn of it, &s ad.vo-
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oated- b;¡ J.'S.I'..{i11,.t}rat the drrtffuJ. rnarv be knoqrå _by the d.fstlnetíon of
b'igher and lo*rer pleasrrres,cs.rloet the best, shôr,v tbere is such a thing
&s o'bl-lgation, nemetr-;r: the obliga.tion to seelc the highest pleasures. It
cannot sholç a tru.e basis for f;hat oT:ligatlon" The rocp on vi¡ieh a1l
T-ltil"iteri.an, and ned.cntstic, anit fiverl-rrtion¡¿I theo:rj-es of tÌ:e ïii¿ihest Good-

1'or lne]¡, split is ti:.is: lio'¡; to aclcou::t forf:he seng'e of oughtnesn in al,l-

moral o9nci.ucï; ?ioru'to tr?¡ow'birai it ie imperativel.y bind.lng npon t-ïen ,üo.

seek cis iÏfgìrest Good.. fhe¡r ono end ¿r,11 eepeelhat pleasgre 1s¡he
Sïirtå"rl-rtl Ï:t;mm, beer&lr.Se g¡l-] ¡iretr d.eei.r:e itn Anr{ beCgu.Se jneil in aLL l:.j-S

aotioäs Ís s"i::iving ¿:*f'ter Ít. .BrlL ùt j.ç f'ho expÊríenee of everSr jterson
'l,ha'L ü-rLi;;,'cali.s him to úo tiris r oï reirain f::o¡,1 rhnf; action. llúw cnn

sush an evslu.tionery tireory as $peneer defends exjil,e.ln this uni-versal};r
eEperience¡l senso tlf obl-iga1; icv;.Î Spencer: can. ouly f\rrnish the unsatis-
factory e;:rylarraÈion tnrlJ-this *ense of llior¿ll oblige;bion has evoh¡ed ou.t

of a, res'br¿iil.t'orlglnaitlng in a prÍmii;ive rtread of other Ëien, of ghosts,
ar'fi. Dir,'irici Being. llÏ¡is lirinitÍ-vei lrbad. 1s fntensi:fted. by the el-erneng of
eoercivetuess, ','rl:ie,ir is ¡vgu,ghii tn b;"'clr.e sssociaticn ogr the inore,l-,pol-itic-
&1, relig:lous" eild. social ii-fe. Ëo;,-hrlti?the sense oí_,dut;r,or rnoral
obligatfon i;: j;r¡'"nsitor";r *,nc1 r'dr-LL cÌÍninish as fþst e.s norÐ,lization j-n-

ere&ses.'? Kar¡l,oön ths co;-rÌ,r&'r:;r, quLf,e logLceiLly and- consistent-1-y fror,
the staflupoint of hi,s c¡tiiical- iheory ci:Jft, wiiìiorrt hesitanc;,., p"ffirÏ,n "6hå,t

ihÍs sense oÍ clui¡r iS 'i;h.e obr¡ey:se siäe of tire'rnorai }a.!v. ThHt _l-aiv oerr.tes
d.uty vrith. i'i;, aäd- tjrereforre, 'f;1i'e sBnSe o.f obligatiori oan never clisappeÉ,ro

iìiriLst Kant I s d.e¡ c'rr i-:re

d.efecis o-i oi,rer 'üSrcories,

the ñurfirniilll bomim rened.ies. insoms Eie&sure

rtÐf:, tt 'b}.ê Same tir::e, cer.f;ein Ciefects

its oirrr.
î'irst of dl, it na;r be notett ths,t the proofs yr'hích Hen$ &ct1'Ê.r¿ces

the postuLates of the three ideas o¡Î the Practieal Reason &r:e clefec.í;ivë,

of

it. the

of

for
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For lnstÐ,rroe, the proof of the idea of freeüom d-epered-s nþon an nnreal

and rrnngrranted. d.ísJunotioll of phenornene encl rrotlmen&.. !,ïan, sa.Ji"s Kant,

is free so fer ag he 1s a aoumenon, brrt d.termlaed in eo fe.r as he is a.

phe?romenon. But j-t åç irnBosslbLe to d'1vld.e rqan llrto separftte parcels a¡acl

sSF, "*.11 j-n tj:is pareel Ls phenomen&,, and. all in t?rir:rnoumea&.F Ïi{,a;ir 1s
''

F. spirLt tlrough inï¡ab itíng the boðy - and- as sBírit ís froe bcth in the

phenomenal and. nou¡nena.l worJ.d.. tÏlSg,n €¿€ e spfrituaï e"¡rú free being is the
ì
Itruth o'f u¡å,n as an. enpfriaal ìreing; becau.se he 1Ê e spiråt he ip nover

uä'd- tn his aetÍoüs. Iie is free in e11, pirenomenal as v¿elLebsoJ.llteþU bounA 1r, lris aotÍoüs. ILe is

as nounßeng,l.,n Íllan, then, ig a spiritual being, anù as ettch is free both

i-n the,\vorliL of se¡ae, ancl. the Ëuper-sensL'ble v¡crld-, 6r¡en Ka.ntf s vi-ew

of nranis fHeed.oro f-n the noruneaal worlci.n i$ ûpen to the obJe,otion'that he

is rø6árdeÀ,ìas uerely ttetermÍneù by lalr*' TÌre rnoral larv on_i.E cen tlírecÌ;ly

d"üte:runine til,e witL, ffid therefore, tt alone aæn fuvniph"bire motive for

ruoyatr aetlon'¡ Ëhe Tieing <¡f GocL d.oes Ðot, Tiut in reality me"n 1s free
L: ì'

onlyi'ur,'hen,he,in Ín oprup3,çte irasrnorry v:ith, &nd- ig d.eterrnine#; try,noi æ bare

Law, by.t the !ï1,11 of a 1lving BeirlE, a hoLy a:od. righteous God..
,r,1,.

.'_:,Àåeln, ttï* ergunent for the existence of God'i:o$ts u.pon an ín-

ssourg þasie. 3'otr the Kantj.an vLew j-s that the attainment of the i{lghest
"i

Goo,I. lsr¡racJrleved.,so1ely'by the effort of maars wil]., In sotüe viay'bhe

groral law boars ilt upon a manrs eonseionsnes$ the eonvio{;ion thab he

oughtito be a'better ru&,rr, ancl this convlction J.ead-s hlm to no¡le that

eyeiatu¡¡.lLy he'r,re,y reaoh at least the path to the i-Iigirest Good. bJ' iris owg

nã.ïr mesnr¡ io and not obtaineci.çffcJrts, for to be a gooè !m.n rrlea¡tr¡ to heve attained. and not obtaj

tha,t)'good.neÈs. If, then, the ltlghest tlood 1s to be attainecl li;r the effovt

of lmea{,s ov,m vrållrwe ehouL* r:oturally infer thnt the ind.iviðual hinself
!

f.s capable of effecting the union of virtue and. h.r*ppíness ín the tnsnr.er

&a& dsneeivos ts be lreecsuary to the a-i;tain¡nent of tho liighest Good.;
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s,nd. so t?rere 1s realJ.y no need. to,posfulate the êx1stence of G.od.r sinoe

Kant ¡rafultalns that, to effect thls union betweeu tirbr-re e"nfl hs.p1rine*¡s is
the onLy ree,son F¡e bave for postrrJ-atíng Godrs existenoe. If happlü.ess

does rlot lnhere 1n v1rtue,,$o that by rvilllng the good. and- virtuous'llfo
the Ínûiv1d.rmL w1lls iris owr happlnecs, the aounbinatfon of them rnu,st be a
unlon of two ltístinat thlngs. Hence 'lthe i¡aion of the two irrould" be r:rerely

an exfiernal ualonn ãnd. (+oû a Ðeus ex ieacirinå.ft 0n ihe other hand-, if
happlneËÉ ri.oes follorv vlrtuous cond.uct å,s shaclow follows Iig}:t, ii; v,rould.

argrre the exlstenoe of a Siipz'ene l3eiirg, of a I'irst Canrse, wbo Ëo erstÊ,b-

lfshed" iiirat relatLon T¡ettqeerì viriue a.n,l h.apBic.eee. For these trqo reaso¡rs-

naxnehr; l.that 1f rnan is ahie äIaci irco'bo seek ilis l.Ilghest üood. b]t nis o$l¡].

effort,'he must al.so be Íbee to effect 1iy his o'vïn e:ffort, the necessri.ryt'

u¡.fsn of viftr¡e and. happiness; e.nd-o snch a union af vlrtue anù happiness

as J{ant um$ntains to be esson.'tìsLninya nerel.y uiec}ranlcal qne - his Broof
foti postrrL¿itilrg the exlstenee of Gort ls open to eritioisiï¿.

. ;ts tire p.'roofs for the ti¡¡o prsÍrulatei) of praotlcal r€ËlËon - free-
ton a¡rd í¿oü -'have been showr:. to ire clefective, Ðo lt oe.n e[$o be showa

that¡ {ihe Kantlan Broof .fe¡r the postule,te of irnrnortality of the human soul.

is no#.,éntire3.y flawless. For røhen we ask,- Ì?hy is ít necesÊary Èo,post-

ul-ate the soulrs in¡nortali'by? Kurrp replies thnt tho nora. Larv d-e¡nund.s
!-

holilreos, th¡¡t ls" perfeet harmony between the üisposltion of tho r¿r.tional

agent,",and the ¡noral Lanrl br¡3 sinee lnan is unable to eoupLy rith 1¡hat

rleiinand., in a sen$e-v,lor1d-, beþr+e tl'e e'¡iL is so rad.Lcally opposeù to the
g0odr wê i*ust p""ffipouu ¿lu entlless ti¡iio in lçhiah this ððrûand. of tlre Law

mAy b.e rnet,, Ì{oi'r 1f ti-ie ¡aorel lais dergrand.s hol j.ness of a hurrre"q being las a\\
phenomèna,L and. noumenal ereahrre) tnat hollness nmst be attaj.nable rvþflst
ma¡t is sueh n being, t?r?f i;¡.to Fpy,-whlle ho is ia this rvorkl, alrct notothervrise th-e d_ere.nd wouLrl be a rnockerl,
nhen he exists &s nolrmeaa mere$3¡ Ðut sullFose i;hsre is, as Kant affÍrrls,' ¡ d\
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e rãd.ice,1, rpposltion bet',¡¡een the Íinperfectlon of manrs nature a¡tt the

moral law, infj¡ite tlme coulû never bríng then into hernron3r; end. if it
tu-rrrs out that there i.s really no suc?r oppositÌ.on, it is not aecessa,ry

to poetuLate an enclleæg e:cf steaee. Kunû Físcher iustLy sonsíders ihat

ICanþ contrad.iets hirnself ln tilat he exeinpts,not ou3-y the i.d-eaI $avlor,

but alse Èhe historj.e Fesus, fyoi.n thi"s lne,billty to u¡éiet the deuand of

the ¡no,ral Lar"¡. Hease the proposj.tlon tliat n¡oral porfection.f s attainabl-e

ouLy in a future and" eternal iife,åoes not hoLfl good-. It $eelus a Little
etranger'üoo, that Kant should, say 1n ouo part of Ï'rís å1sûusËion of tlro

EIÐ&

slrïnmuri bomrtq thtr,t infinlte ti¡ne is uecesËary in orùer that¡mag oatisfy

the #ema¡rd" of the noraL le¿w.fer holiuess, r.nct yei; in anotiier part afflrn
that Tn&n ofi.tl ä,ever, eiiiter in this or ln a future l-iÍ'e' E'atually attaiïr

the Hígllest Gooú, sinoe he oan onJ-y aliproximate to absoLute Ïro}iness' $o

malce refeyonoe onr@ Írore to ilischer, Kantîo proof fori;he ¡rosttilate of

lmmortal'ity fs open to obJectioa on the grounci that 1n tlte id.ea of free-
l

d.om Kant had- separe,teiL virtue anû happiness, thereby gÍvlng a ¡rnrch higher
.l

eÊhíeaï s:5i,stern ihan hedonimr, but he rrirtually abanôoned tlrls hlgh ethíoal

grou.nd. 1a ufittlng vf.rtire sncl he,ppinoss in hÍs iLootri-ne of the sumBllEl bonr¡m

nAft:eri srll end.aec,xonistlc airus of Lifo had. ìieen utterly shut out 1n a

s;rstìGïå t,seeil npon freertom and. the purity of wiIl, they ought not to h8xr'9.

been intro&uced. by the view tnken of irrunortality." Ka4f ¡nakos belief, in

funmortà]Í.t¡r to d-epend. on the weakness and irnperfectlonn of onr natu.re ín

rerpeat ào '¡ne d-çmand. of the moraL law, instea;tt of i.¡aslng f.t on the con-

- se'[pugne,ss..gf a porrer o:f.good. in tis. I'b çvould ]rave been betf;er,as Ðr.

Caird. sug¿;ests, if Kant Ìrad. pos'crrlated. inrtortaLlty, not because &n end.-

less ti¡¡e is nesessary to get rid of that element in the p&..seions wltioh

is oonbrary to th'e moral Iaw, but rather ilbes.euso'r;he princlple of *o"ot-

ity ls universal, anð therefore cçntains Ín it ð.r1 oxhaustless epring of
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lifet'.
Furtheru¡ote, the Kentier. vlelr o;l feith le d.efeetive, in that 1t

is too nar?oi.r. It falT.s fe.r belo1.ry the {}ltrietian eonceptlon of faith.

Slris is the outcome of, hls gfving too excLusive Broniinenoe to i;he ele-

rnent of v¡il-I in faith. Á" tr:ue conceptlon of falth reeognfzes the due

irnportance of lanowledge and. feelln¡5. But 1n hfs view'r will 1s the con-

trollfng power 1n man, wil-l- 1s the ruLíng prinotpLe of tllq \.torlõ-, the
:'

Sood w111 1s ever:3úhing" Às one Buts it: "[he real sod oi] Kant ís Free-

d-om in, t,ie service of tïre id.eal, or tire Qoo.å 1,ïi1l".n Ther al;tair*':lent of

the purl.ty of will is the be-ell- .ã,1f, end--alL of exístenoe. Ks.nt's falth

1s a der¡å'thing; ne::e}-y f¿iith i¡r a bs.re possibility, but t'?:e Christian
'..

faj.th ls a li'ring thÍng; a Í¿rith tn a f-iving Ï'erÊon.

liloreover it is also a tLefeet oÍ ti're Ïrantien s;rstent thr+.t tco t*uoh
I

emphaei.s Ls laiil. upon ilie airthorit¿' of the ffioï.'È.l law to the exçlï.sion of

the Authorf.l;y of the Srrprerne ilej-ag. r,¿w il¡ m¿¿tte suÞroir¡er tio'.l Hirsself ís

u-nd"er it, inetead. of àbove srnit gz'eater than,l-avr e,Íl so unrch'so at,.least

as & lawgiver is greater tilan and abcve the lav¡ Ïle úecreÉ)s. li.ent has

d.one Eoocl serviee by ûrarving ihe- attention o f ¡r¡n¡klnd. Í-o the 3-mperatlve

ef the mora} Isr,,, anct it would. not be oqr inteuiion io.belittle ín'nny ,\..
..{

v&y, ,,f:ho sense of qbligation bindlng us to obey L'ts ¡ns.ndates. Bnt, &s '..

Bishop. $riartensen hs,s reinarkerl, il is 'not nerely tire consoiousness of,

the in6r"al larv which shor:.ld eontroL hturran Life, but elso a oonseioitgness

of Soü,.nr }îot a consolollsness of the fe¡v merell, ¡s'b 6r côl1selollsne$s of

1;he Crlgínator o.f tliat J.&trr. Gr.'eat 8,s y,'e m;ly feel tcÌ be thelobtj-gation to

obey tire imperative of a lavr, the obilga'bion we feel to ohey the r'-land.ates

'of t::e irlmishfy-and. Qinnipresent Being - tlte Ï{ighest ?erson¡¡lit;t - shouLd.

be greater.

-{¿le.iu, thls s¡rstein dispS-ays. å}} erroueous neparatton sf virtue

an¿ l¡¡àTlpLne;is. For if vir{,u.e be tne chlef gocrJ ít shorrlå necessarily
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bríng happinene. Fhe i;wo are lnd.fseoLubly essooie.tecl, and. {wj.th Janet)
we nnrst suppoËe a ne€e$se.ry bond- botween virtue and" haBpfness, The truLy
virtuous nr&n,ffiuÊt be a truJ.y happ¡r sr&ïtr üireünste&oe$ ne¿r:rob alv*ays be

ín hie favor,it is true; aniå it r:ræy he the,t the performå,nöe of virtuous
oonclu.et så]-1 sonètimes re,st¿Lt in t]re eeneatlon of boctiL¡r paitl. neverthe-
J.ess, the r¡i-¡"î;uons gran rnight stiLL be counted^ happy, for, trrus happinees

is not confinec. to a t'.rerel,y pLeasurabLe state of fee].lng, brrt rng.y co-
exist wfth bodily paÍn. nricl ,1isco,nfort.

F'irie,lly ,'*þ'*i eonstitrrtee perhaps the chiefest. .,f.efect of the
Kâ.ntt¿in concepticr: of -ihe sur:uautt bontæi fs its si;rcng tenrienc¡r toy,¡ard_s.J u¿ v!.i;

lndi't¡1r-ltrs,llstrr" 'Jo 'uili-s it inerrLta*hiir iead.s, for the riLtlüe,te enrÌ of tho
ind-lvir3.ual ig to obeÏ i;i.16 oa1;ego:.:i-ca-"t- í.rr¡Fere"-tjive, or iR o,r;6er wortl_s,tO

conforr¡ to le"v¡. But çhat J-aw? lhe nroral. 1aw, wi:.ic?r has íts grigin ln
the wil-l,or the practioaJ. veå,$on of the :Lnihri,Jnal htinself, l{ence j.f
aone of 'blis'foz'egoíng weaìtne,s$es of ?ris tlieor¡r be aùrili'bbe¿, this onerat
Leasü, ca;rnot be cl-enled.. 

,,

brLef statemçnt of l:¡hat neemg to coi¡¡nsnd. ltself â.s a sor-leei vieis of rtlre
I

sltltiffiltBì T¡c:ntu$, . 
,

Keepingþina the fact ii:¿t rnÊÌr:r ls $of rnerel¡r a physioal c]:eaturì€,
lrolî ìrrêrÊLy an intellectiral- being, but fÊ e.lso spirituel, lt rvi1l be svi-
dent thet the lilghent çood. ¡'nust be so¡nething wtrrich r,¡il.L setisfy eaeh anil
eYery plrase cf hls natl¡re. flow there is a irig;Ïrest.gooc for esch pert of
hís threefqT.rÍ. natr¿re, coÌ1siôered. separe,tel¡r. For exa¡,'lÞIên consitlered
from:bho pri.roly plqrsica.l poínt of view, t.hat is ï¡,,ra¡r.ts highest good- whioh
protl0t@B hee,Lth, thepcrfect iì"eveloprrent of e,J_I the bcd.fl;, o¡:gane, and,

the lisrmonioìi$, operetior:. ot' thtlir :iìinslticls; frorn the lntelieetual- or
urentprl stwr,.1poi.rr.t, the Srlghest g.oori is thê perfect ¡,*irl. herlilo:rious
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c,eveloprnont of al]. tho powers of 1;iie nind", not the exoesslve,or abnormal'

ü.everoxlment of ûï'6 power to f¡he detrielent of others¡ frou the spiritual
pof.at of víent that ie manrr hfghesl; B;oocl v¿hich proi:rotes the,Perfeet'rf"ev-

óIopment of ell spiritueL faoul.ties. B'r¡t.ie there orle liil:hest G'4o,1

v¡hleb wilL satisf¡¡ irre,n in every p{trt of his nature? I'or w-e ce.¡rnot d-eal.

seperetely qrith each i:hase of ltis tirreefold- nabr¿ren sínee they are so

lntiuately sÊsoeie-beiÏ. 'bhe one with the otÌter, interd-epen,fl.eut, lateracti-ng
i

one upon the othorrth.åt v.nn io oïle, a u:rLt wlth a trinity of pouers.

If tl'iere be sush a ñuï$lun bonl rt whai 1p its netvreï Is'i:b an obJcct to

be ai;teiinecl-, a prize to be.:,'on? Is 1t a -¡:urel¡r uubJecti.ve state'. 0r

ts it a oondLtion cf trrogreß$ totlevds a certain e.:cal? l{ef,.onlsts isou,lð

say that lt fs a pulîeIy srrb jeetiver*Ðl-c¿lsu-::a'b1e sta'oe, Ilant, r'^rhi-lst

hoLdlng' tliat it is e^n cbJect ','.¡iiich every i'rian i;: in clut¡r'i:ounrÌ. r;o strir¡e

af"ber, re6'erd.s i't as r1r1 eiernalT.;r pro$rêssive csnd-Ltion tovra¡: ôs e state

v¿herei.n happlness 1e proportioned- to virtue. iio-,"¡ so long as tlre iÏíghest

êood. rernaln$ u-nrealiøed. it $irst be objeobir¡e, iïhen,:'1.o1'',rel'er, i-t is once

rea3-l"sed" i.t ¡nus't be 3, sribjective stateoor covrd-ition in rrfuioh the i.n$ivid.-

iral find.s himseLf. Btt'ü tilretever ijre i{lghest Good. is; if, rnr,st be agree-

abl"e to ¡rian 1s ¿¿ lrhysical being, a raiionsl egen'r;, ¡..nd" a spiri'cucr.Ï eS¡-

ence. -If,then, thare cazl be fouuå e, terrl fu desor.ibe that ilig'hest Goôd.,

and. one ',vhieh rvill eir¡br€ice all t'iP+Ë'i.s reoriireci ðo satisfy ever;¡ part of
ms.Tlt s ns¿tu.re, that 

,term,we 
tirf¡:rk,ís tioctlikenesg {or,if it be prefer:rert,

,-ûbsoJ-ute ,Perfection), b_i|whicn 
ïr* 

¡nean tire conplete pnd. harmonlous deveL-

opme,nt o:t all the,powers ojÌ the bod.3i, the souJ. ar¿d, tlie spirit.
lo uso the term d God.llkenes$, or to inake Goc'u tlr.e startíng

pofnt of a eystsq of pht1osophÍ, rTìsd;r e"ppear to be þassing out of the

røal.ur o{ phl}osophy lnto tiret of theology; brrt 1t is e nisteke;- arid {¿

mistakc freque.ntl-y n:ade - to confi.ne the id.ea of a L1v1ng end. personal

God- r,¡1thÍn the üound.s of pureLy religious thonght. lïo doubt ít ts in
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thd.t npher e rve oa.n best errtertaln 'i;be thought of Êod., b'rrt if He fs the

\,;

Ábæ,olute Ïrrtell"igêþse mnd. tho .{bsolute iï1.11, å$ weLL €i,s tire å,bso}nte1y
ì

f;ull One, then it ls wron6 to rnake en;rthing el"se the otarting point -for

any i-nc¿tr.iry in v¡h*.tsoever br&nch of kncv,rLed-ge nan {s ¿oq.r¿ainteil. r¡ith. It
\.

$eerngito uie tirat Kir,4f rright better lwye mâ.&e $od"n end. the f*,et of God f s
.\i

existehpe the basis of hls fnquí:ry in the "0rifique of llreetioal hìe*,soß,',

sather ih*,n the mtfnl lev¡, for he flnû.s it oeces$ãry ts belleve ln the

exlstenee. of üod., anå moreover, says w'e cæ.n only belleyg in tlre posslbil-
ity of the'I{ig}tee-t Good., iîe r:rlgnt jrist a,s rÃ'Ç11 þ-egin with a belief in
the exis"ber¡se of God., e.s to begfn v¡ith e belíef in the exlstence of the

1-

nroral l"anv, :¿lncl 'shen Ìrave to postul-e,te the existeuce of Gof,.

i:Ce esset:t this ind.eed.,we oern d.o, no }ess,1f wo r.:oaept os 1;ruth

thg froripti,ure stateruer-t *'Gocl cresterl man in liis ot¡#l irnage,'- thet {tod.-

l"{lteaess iç ti:e ïiighest G'ood- for uran. Brit is'l;j:l.s Hf6ihest û,ood. at{;rrin-
- 

-lable? or is,ft, like It*,ntt$,,onf¡r partiall-y no? 0rrr ans\qer J-s thi-sl
l

If 1t is ti:,e iîfghest Goo,L for uran it *rust be possible for man to attain
it, ei.thev ilu thLs or Ín e., f¿trrre life. Bn.t tlre way 1,o íts wttalnm<m.t

is not,ars }'lattt afflrins, bÏ- rrm¡ßrsi ov,,:r e:ffsrts iu obeyf.ng the r**nd.ates

of tho moral- l.avr; not b;r s constant inr.,¡ard gLa"nce at sel-f, but b;r en
i
:

outward. SerB'upolr Iiim v,¡ho ]ras real-iz,ed. tiie i'fes,l of hu.ma¡r.ity,'h;r * l-osing
'\of onors seXf in ührist. Ànd, so, rryhile we could- agree with Kent that

the attainrn,i:nt of the äf.ghest tlood ls preémineritl;i an affafr of the in-
di.viùr¡al mi.1,1, ïTe d-Xffer in lro.lding tìrat it is sornethlng external, to. as,n,

l

not hwtng lts soüree in the hr:-rr:an will, {ind not being in its uLtirnæte
rÌ

fssue, -eoïely the self resliøation of thet vrÍll.
ll

_.tlhe'reonaeption 
of tlae sltlunurn bonu¡n whieh most co:rmends ttoelf

to our 
{Uou$hl, 

ln thp-t tryhíah reÉj-ärds it s,s Êìn obJectiye reelÍty -
naraely,'ß0r111kelr.es$ - ancl, at the sa¡ït6 til:.te, ås a çubJeetlve staten fsr



the nså.rer oÉe approaches

greater and. möre oornpl"ete

and" happine,ss.

-â8 -
to Gocllikenes9,

'*É11 be i:ís owþ

or "ê.bsolute

exBerience

Perfeetlçn, t?,'e. t
.., 1 .../, ,of ',,vlsdom, virtuø
ì/

i ...1


