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KAHTOBCKWME «KATEIOPMM CBObOIbI»
KAK ®YHKIINN JXKEJTIAHWMSI OBBEKTA

1. ITummepman'

B cmamve paccmampuBaemcs «Tabauya kameeoput
c60600v1» us Bmopoii enabv «Kpumuku npaxmuueckoeo
pasyma» Kanma u daemcs npedcmabienue o poau, ko-
mopyio 004KHbL UepAMb MU KAme20puu, a makxke oo
ux KoHyenmyasvHom codepxkaruu. Kawou k ux npabuie-
HOMY NOHUMAHUIO AeKUM 6 0CO3HAHUU 111020, U0 OHU
Buimekarom u3 max HA3bIBaeMOTl MAGAUYLL CYKOCHUTL
«Kpumuku uucmoeo pasyma» u pyukyuii MuluiieHus,
Komopsle 6 Hetl cobparbl nocpedcmbom memaghusuneckoi
dedykyuu. [Tloamomy s unmepnpemupyio kameeopuu c6o-
00051 nocaedoBamenvio, UCxX00A U3 MADAULBL CYKOEHUTL,
U PEKOHCIPYUPYI0 UX KOHYEenmyaibHoe cooepkanue u3
pyHKYUT MblULAeHUA, Aexauux 6 ocHoBe ka0l Kkame-
eopuu. Kpome moeo, Kanm obocroBvibaem ¢ nomoujvio
MpancyeH0eHmalbHotl 0edyKyuy, umo kameeopuu cBo-
00051 00513amevHO 0OmHOCAMCA Ko Bcem 00sekmam 6oau.
51 ymBepxoato, umo kameeopuu ABAA0OMCA NOHAMUAMU,
KoHCmumymubHsimu 045 00sexma 6oAu: poas, KOHOpPYio
OHU uepaiom, — 3mo yHkyuu xeranus obsexma. Ha-
KoHey, s nokasvibato, umo kamezopuu c60600bl Bvix00sMm
3a npedeavl KAHMOBCKO20 hyHOaMeHma MOpaLbHOUL hu-
socogpuu. OHu yxasvibatom Ha no3ouiow «Memagpusuky
HpaBoB» mem, umo Kanm cBasvibaem ¢ Humu ambuyuos-
Hoe mpeboBanie nocmpoenus cucmemst. Taxum obpasom,
udes cocmoum 6 mom, umo mabuya kameeopuil opeaHu-
3yem cucmemy MopassHo ghusocogpui.

KatoueBvle cr06a: Kanm, xameeopuu c60600bi, «Kpu-
MUKa npaKmutecKo20 pasyma», MopasvHas pusocoguis,
mpancyeHoeHmarvHas 0e0yKyus, CcyxkoeHue, xeawue
obwexma

1. BBengenme
Korma Kant mpencrasiser Ta6m/111y KaTero-

pun ceobomsl (AA 05, S. 66; KanT, 1997, c. 449) Bo
BTOpO IT1aBe «KpUTHKM ITPpaKTMUeCcKOro pasyMa,
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KANT’S “CATEGORIES OF FREEDOM”
AS THE FUNCTIONS OF WILLING
AN OBJECT

S. Zimmermann'

This paper deals with the “Table of the Categories
of Freedom” in the second main chapter of Kant’s Cri-
tique of Practical Reason. It provides an account of
the role these categories are supposed to play and also
of their conceptual content. The key to a proper under-
standing lies in the realisation that they are derived
from the so-called table of judgements in the Critique
of Pure Reason and the functions of thinking, which
it compiles by means of a metaphysical deduction. I
therefore interpret the categories of freedom consistently
from the table of judgements and reconstruct their con-
ceptual content from the functions of thinking underly-
ing each category. Furthermore, Kant justifies by means
of a transcendental deduction the fact that the categories
of freedom necessarily relate to all objects of the will. I
argue that the categories are concepts constitutive for
the object of the will: the role they play is that of the
functions of willing an object. Finally, I show that the
categories of freedom reach beyond Kant’s foundation of
moral philosophy. They point to the later Metaphysics
of Morals in that Kant associates an ambitious sys-
tem-building claim with them. The idea is therefore that
the table of the categories organises the system of moral
philosophy.

Keywords: Kant, categories of freedom, Critique
of Practical Reason, moral philosophy, practical
judgement, willing an object

1. Introduction

When Kant presents the “Table of the Cat-
egories of Freedom” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant,
19964, p. 193) in the second main chapter of his
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II. Hummepman

OH 3aBepsieT YMTaTesIs, YTO eMy He HY)XHO «HWU-
4yero MprodaBIISTh IS IOSICHEHVIS 3TOVI TaOJINIIBL,
TaK KaK OHa cama 0 cebe JOCTaTOYHO IIOHSTHa»
(AA 05, S. 67, Kanut, 1997, c. 451). [denicTBuTesb-
HO, OH ITOCBAIIIaeT OOBSICHEHUIO STMX KaTeropui
moavko deTslpe ab3ara. [lo cpaBHeHMIO ¢ ero 00-
CTOSITEJIBHBIM OIVICAHVEM KaTeropuil IIPUpPOIbL B
«Kputnke umcroro pasyma» (AA 05, S. 65; Kanr,
1997, c. 447) (Tax oH Temrlephb Ha3bIBaeT UNCTHIE I10-
HSTHUS PacCy/Ka), Takoe 0OBbsICHEeHVIe KaKeTCs [10-
BOJIBHO CKYIIBIM. DTO CO3[IaeT BIledaTsleHVe, UTO
KanT He mpumaeT 60JIBIIION IIEHHOCTH 3TVM KaTe-
TOpWsIM, KOTOpOe yCyTyOJIsieTcsl TeM, YTO KaTero-
pum cBOOOEI OOJIBIIIE He YIIOMMHAIOTCS TAe-I1M00
B OCHOBHOM TeKCTe BTOPOV «KpuTmkim»?.

OpHako 3TO BIleyaT/ieHwe oiambouHo. B Ha-
CTOSIIIIEVT CTaThe OXapaKTePM30BaHBbI KaTeropmm
MPaKTMYeCKOro pasyMa, pacKpbIBaeTcsl MX KOH-
LIeNITya/IbHOe Ccoflep’kKaHMe ¥ Ta Poilb, KOTOPYIO
OHW IIpM3BaHbI MrpaTh. KiTIo4u K mpaBiIbBHOMY I10-
HVMAaHWMIO 3aKJIIOYaeTcss B OCO3HAHWMM TOT'O, UTo,
TaK ke KakK ¥ B CJIydae KaTeropuil TeoOpeTndecKo-
ro pasyma, KaHT onmpaercs Ha Tak Ha3bIBaeMyIO
mabauyy cyxoenutl n3 nepsovt «KpuTukm» 1 Ha
pYHKITMM MBIITUIEHVS, KOTOPBIE B HEVI IIPeJICTaB-
JleHbl. DTa Tabimila co BpemeH repsont «Kpurtu-
K1» f1aeT KaHTy omopy 1j1st oTBeTa Ha BOIIPOC O
ITPaBWJIBHOM VICHIOJIB30BAHMM HAIllel VMHTeJUIEK-
TYaJIBHOVI CIIOCOOHOCTM He TOJIBKO B TeOopeTide-
CKOM CMBICJIe, HO V1 B IIPAKTIYECKOM.

XoTs KOMMEHTAaTOphel MHOrAa (ecim BooOlie
KOITIa-HMOY/Ib) CCBUIAIOTCA Ha Tabimily cyxkie-
HWVI, pacCMaTpuBasl KaTeropmy cBOOOIBI, ITOJTHO-
TO OIMCAHNS TOrO, KaK MMEHHO HY>KHO VIX TI0CTIe-
JIOBaTEJIPHO VHTEPIIPeTHPOBaTh Ha OCHOBE 3TOV
TaOJINIIBL, 1O CVIX ITOp He ObLyI10. 5 ciestaro 3To B Ha-
cTosimiert paboTe, pPeKOHCTPYMPYs KaXIyIo Kare-
TOPUIO VICXOZS 113 JIeXKalllerl B ee OCHOBe (PYyHKIIN
MBIIIIIEHWS, VI JIOKaKy, YTO OH SIBJISIFOTCSI KaTero-
PVISIMU B TIOJTHOM CMBICIIE CJIOBA, TO €CTh ITOHSATH-
SIMM, KOHCTUTYMPYIOMMMM 00beKThl Boyi. OHU

? Tonbko B cHOcke K ITpenycosuio sTopont «Kputmki»
KanT Gerto obparaeTcss K MOIaIBHBIM KaTEeTOPVSIM CBO-
Oomer (cm.: AA 05, S. 11 Anm.; Kant, 1997, c. 303, opu-
Meu.).
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Critique of Practical Reason, he assures the read-
er that he has to “add nothing further here to
elucidate the present table” since it is “intel-
ligible enough in itself” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67;
Kant, 1996a, p. 194). In fact, he devotes only
four paragraphs to explaining these categories.
Compared to his thorough discussion of the
“categories of nature” (KpV, AA 05, p. 65; Kant,
1996a, p. 193) in the Critique of Pure Reason (as
he now calls the pure concepts of the under-
standing), this seems rather sparse. It gives the
impression that Kant does not place much val-
ue on the categories — which is compounded
by the fact that they are not mentioned again
anywhere else in the main text of the second
Critique.?

This impression, however, is wrong. This
paper provides an account of the categories of
practical reason, of the role they are supposed
to play, as well as their conceptual content. The
key to a proper understanding lies in the reali-
sation that, like the categories of theoretical rea-
son, Kant derives them from the so-called table
of judgements in the first Critique and the func-
tions of thinking which it compiles. This table
forms the cornerstone of Kant’s preoccupation
with the respective use of our intellect since the
first Critique, not only with its theoretical use
but also with its practical one.

While commentators occasionally (if ever)
refer to the table of judgements when dealing
with the categories of freedom, a full account
of how they have to be interpreted consistently
from that table has not yet been given. I will do
so in this paper by reconstructing each category
from the underlying function of thinking, and
I will argue that they are categories in the full-
blown sense, concepts constitutive for the will’s
objects. The role they play is that of the func-

2 Onlyinafootnotein the “Preface” of the second Critique
does Kant briefly touch upon the modal categories of
freedom (cf. KpV, AA 05, p. 11n; Kant, 1996a, p. 145n).



UTpaloT POiIb (pyHKyutl xesanus obsexma, a He
BOCIIpUATHS 0OBeKTa (KakK B CJIydae C KaTeropuisi-
MW IIPVIPOJIBI).

Sl HauMHalO C omnMcaHMsl HEeKOTOPBIX CXOICTB
MeXIly O00OMMM TWIlaMV KaTeropuii, a TakKxkKe
C pasOopa KaHTOBCKOV KOHIIEIIIWM VHTeJIJIeK-
Ta, Ha KOTOPYIO OHW B PaBHOVI CTeIleHW OIMpa-
I0TCs (pasgernt 2). 3aTeM s JAEMOHCTPUPYIO, YTO
IIPaKTIYecKye KaTeropui TakxKe ITPOVICXOMST W3
memadgpusuneckoil dedykyuu (3); B 3TON OeIyKIUN
TIOSIBIISIETCS «MHOT0O0pasHoe [coepkaHme] Jkerta-
HUm» (AA 05,S.65; KanT, 1997, c. 446) (4). 3aTem s 110-
KasbIBalo, YTO Pe3yJILTaTOM MpaHCcyeH0eHmasbHol
0edykyuu SABJISETCS TO, UTO IPaKTUYeCcKe KaTero-
PUM aIIpropy COOTHOCITCS ¢ 0ObeKTaMm BOJIN (D).
V1 HaxoHerI, 5 pa3pabaTbiBaro KOHIIENTyaIbHOe CO-
Iep>kaHVe KaXK/IOV KaTeropuu, VICXOIsl U3 JieXa-
eVt B ee OCHOBe (PYHKIIMV MBIIUIeHms (6), pac-
cMaTpuBaio mXx CBa3b ¢ «MeTadu3mKor HpaBOB»
(7) n 3aBepIIaro KpaTKmM 3aKysodeHueM (8).

2. Cx0mcTBO MeXX1y KaTeropmsMm
cB00OBI M1 IPUPOIBI

Mexny «AHalUTUKaMV» U3 IIePBOV 11 BTOPO
«Kputnk» HabIIOmaeTcss IOpasUTesIbHOEe CXOf-
CTBO, 1IN, Kak ropoput KanT, «anasnorms» (AA 05,
S. 91; Kanr, 1997, c. 525). B obonix ciryuasx cooTBeT-
CTBYIOIIIVIe KaTeropuin paccMaTpUBarOTCs ITOCperl-
cTBOoM anasumuku nonamui (AA 05,S. 16, 90; Kanr,
1997, c. 317, 521). [lanHast aHaIMTHIKA [JOTIOJTHSIETCS
aHaJIMTUKOVI IIPVHIIUIIOB U y4YeHVeM O YyBCTBeH-
HOCTM (3CTETMKOVI), PacIIOJIOKEHHBIMY, OIHa-
KO, B IIPOTMBONOJIOKHOM ITopske. B aToM cocro-
UT OHO 13 «pasmmuanin» (AA 05, S. 91; Kant, 1997,
c. 523) Mexny «AHaJIUTUKaMV» TIepPBOV 11 BTOPOU
«Kputuk». I[IpuunHa maHHOTO pasinams 3aKiIro-
YaeTcsi B TOM, UTO B HVIX OIVICBIBAIOTCA pPasjIdHbIe
OpVIMeHeHNs pasyMa — TeopeTudeckoe U ITpakK-
Tgeckoe (AA 05, S. 16, 89—90; KanT, 1997, c. 317)°.

? KaHT uwacto roBopur 00 MCIIOJIb30BaHMM MHTEIUIEKTa
(em.: BXXV,B4—-5,A52/B76, A63 / B88, A66/B90,
A 67 / B92, A298 / B 355 Kant, 2006, c. 27, 139, 151 —
153, 155, 157, 461; AA 05, S. 15, 90; Kanr, 1997, c. 313, 521).
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tions not of experiencing an object (as is the case
with the categories of nature) but of willing an
object.

I begin with some similarities between both
types of categories, as well as Kant’s concep-
tion of our intellect that they equally rest on (2).
I then argue that the practical categories also
originate from a metaphysical deduction (3); in
this deduction, the “manifold of desires” (KpV,
AA 05, p. 65; Kant, 1996a, p. 192) comes into
play (4). Afterwards, I point out that the result
of the transcendental deduction is that the practi-
cal categories relate a priori to objects of the will
(5). Finally, I develop the conceptual content of
each category from the underlying function of
thinking (6), consider their relation to the Meta-
physics of Morals (7), and end with a brief con-
clusion (8).

2. Similarities Between the Categories
of Freedom and the Categories of Nature

There are striking similarities between the
“Analytic” of the first and the second Critique
or, as Kant says, an “analogy” (KpV, AA 05,
p- 91, Kant, 1996a, p. 213). In both cases, the
respective categories are examined by way of
an analytic of concepts (cf. KpV, AA 05, pp. 16,
90; Kant, 1996a, pp. 149, 212). This analytic is
framed by an analytic of principles and a doc-
trine of sensibility (aesthetic), but in opposite or-
der. This is one of the “differences” (KpV, AA
05, p. 91; Kant, 1996a, p. 213) between the “An-
alytic” of the first and the second Critique. The
reason for this lies in the different uses of rea-
son being examined, reason’s theoretical use
and its practical one (cf. KpV, AA 05, pp. 16, 89-
90; Kant, 1996a, pp. 149, 212).°

? Kant often speaks of a use of the intellect (see KrV,
B XXV,B4-5, A52/B76, A63/B83 A66/B90,A
67 / B 92, A 298 / B 355; Kant, 1998, pp. 114, 138, 194,
200, 202, 204, 387; KpV, AA 05, pp. 15, 90; Kant, 1996a,
pp- 148, 212).



II. Hummepman

KanT Takke mOmYepKMBaeT IIOpasUTeIbHOEe
CXOZICTBO MEX/Ty KaTerOpusIMy CBOOOBI V1 IIPUPO-
nbl. Bo-miepBblIx, OH Ha3bIBaeT Te U ApyTriie OHUM
I TeM ke TepMIHOM, a IMeHHO KaTeropusiMmu. Ho
€CJIVI TIePBBIE SIBJISIOTCS «ITPAKTUYECKVIMIA... [TOHSI-
TUSIMW», TO BTOpBle — «TeopeTndecknMm» (AA 05,
S. 66; Kanr, 1997, c. 445). Bo-BTOpBIX, Te 1 Apyrie
MIOHATUS SBJISAIOTCS  PyHAaMeHTasIbHbIMU. Ka-
TEropmm CBOOOIBI — 3TO «II€PBOHAYAIIBHBIE TIO-
Hatus [Elementarbegriffe]» (AA 05, S. 65; Kawur,
1997, c. 447) mpakTu4Ueckoro pasyMa, a KaTero-
Py OPUPOIBI — «OCHOBHble [podoBbie] nonamus
[Stammbegriffe]» (A 81 / B 107, KanT, 2006, c. 175)
TEOPeTUUECKOro pasyMa.

B-tperpnx, Kant obOwsicHsieT oba Tuma Kare-
TOpWUiI B TOHATWUSAX CUHTe3a, MHOroobpasms u
eMHCTBa. 3ajlada TeOpeTUYecKMX KaTeropum —
«MHOrooOpasHoe cofepXaHue (4yBCTBEHHOIO)
co3epllaHMs a Priori NOABOOUTE IO, CO3HaHVE»
(AA 05, S. 65; KanT, 1997, c. 445). HantpoTus, 3ama-
4a IIpaKTMUUeCcKMX KaTeropuil — «MHOrooOpasHoe
[conepxanme] xesanuil a priori HIOTUMHUTD €IVH-
CTBY CO3HaHVS NPaKTMYECKOro pasyMa, IOBeJIe-
BaIOIIer0 B MOpaJIbHOM 3aKOHe, VIV e[ITHCTBY CO-
3HaHM uyncton Bormm» (Ibid.; Tam xe). 3necy Kant
VIMeeT [1eJI0 C SIBHO IapaUIeJIbHBIMM (POPMYIIV-
poBKamu. B oOomx cirydasix Kareropum cobepiiia-
10T CMHTe3 MHOroo0Opasysi B eIV HCTBO.

B-ueTBepThIX, TAOIMUIIEI MMEIOT OJVIHAKOBYIO
crpykrypy. OHU cofepXaT OVHAKOBOe KOJIide-
CTBO KaTeropwil ¥ [IeJIATcs Ha 4eTblpe T'PYIIIIH,
KaXXIyIo 13 KOTopbix KaHT oOo3HauaeT «cyxie-
Husmm» (A 70 / B 95; Kanr, 2006, c. 159; AA 05,
S. 11 Anm.; Kant, 1997, c. 303, npumeu.) — Koiu-
4JecTBa, KayecTBa, OTHOILIEHMS ¥ MOTAJIBHOCTML
Kpowme Toro, kaxxgast rpymia colepXuT Tpu Ka-
TEropMy COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO VICIIOIb30BaHMS pas-
yMma — KaHT HasbIBaeT mx «MoMeHTaMm» (A 71 /
B 96; Kant, 2006, c. 161) 1 Tpy apsl 1x IIPOTUBO-
MIOJIOKHOCTeN B deTBepTou rpymiie. Hakower, B
TaOJIMIIax CONEPXKMTCS OfIHA M Ta Xe durypa —
KBaJIpaT, CTOAIIN Ha OTHOM 13 CBOVIX YIJIOB.

ITprunHy Bcex 3TMX CXOICTB (KakK MeXay «AHa-
JTUTUKaMV» TIepBovi U BTopout «Kputuk», Tak u
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Kant also emphasises striking similarities
between the categories of freedom and that of
nature. First, he discusses both under the same
name, namely as categories. But while the for-
mer are “practical [...] concepts”, the latter
are “theoretical concepts” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66;
Kant, 1996a, p. 193). Second, both are fundamen-
tal concepts. The categories of freedom are the
“elementary concepts [Elementarbegriffe]” (KpV,
AA 05, p. 65; Kant, 1996a, p. 193) of practical
reason, and the categories of nature are the “an-
cestral concepts [Stammbegriffe]” (KrV, A 81 / B
107; Kant, 1998, p. 213) of theoretical reason.

Third, Kant explains both types of categories
in terms of synthesis, manifold and unity. The
task of the theoretical categories is “to a priori
bring the manifold of (sensible) intuition under
one consciousness” (KpV, AA 05, p. 65; Kant,
1996a, p. 192). In contrast, the task of the prac-
tical categories is “to subject a priori the mani-
fold of desires to the unity of consciousness of a
practical reason commanding in the moral law,
or of a pure will”. Kant is obviously concerned
with parallel formulations here. The categories
in both cases synthesise a manifold into unity.

Fourth, their tables have the same struc-
ture. They contain the same number of catego-
ries and are divided into four groups, each of
which Kant puts under a “title” (KrV, A 70 /
B 95; Kant, 1998, p. 206; KpV, AA 05, p. 11n;
Kant, 1996a, p. 145n), namely quantity, qual-
ity, relation and modality. Furthermore, each
group contains three categories — Kant calls
them “moments” (KrV, A 71 / B 96; Kant, 1998,
p- 206) of reason’s respective use — and three
pairs of opposites in the fourth group, respec-
tively. Finally, the tables show the same figure
of a square standing on one of its corners.

The reason for all these similarities (both
those between the “Analytic” of the first and
the second Critiqgue as well as those between
the categories of freedom and the categories of
nature) can be gathered from several passages



MeX/Iy KaTeropmsiMy CBOOOIBI 11 IIPUPOIIBI) MOX-
HO HaWTV B HECKOJIBKMX pparMeHTax M3 BTOPOU
«Kpurnkm». CorslacHO M, MHTEJUIEKT — OOVH U
TOT ke, IIPOCTO OH VCTIOJIb3YeTCs IO-Pa3sHOMY (CM.:
AA 04, S. 391; Kanr, 19947, c. 159; AA 05, S. 7, 16,
55, 89; Kanrt, 1997, c. 293, 317, 517). TpaHcuieHen-
TajibHas dviocodpud 1 MopasibHasA dustocodpms
OIMparoTcsl Ha OOy 0 KOHIIMIINIO pa3yMHOCTM.
B nepson «Kputuke» paccMarpuBaeTcst TeOpeTu-
yeckoe ITpMIMeHeHMe pa3yMa, a BO BTOPO — ero
IIpaKTIYecKoe IIpUMeHeHe.

CxorcTBO MeXy MPaKTUUYeCKVMU U TeopeTH-
YeCcKMMM KaTeropuaMy yKasbIBaeT Ha MX e[VHoe
npovicxoxxaeHue. Ilo-Buamnmomy, B OcHOBe 1 TeX,
U APYTUX JIEXUT HeYTo, Ilepefaroliee MM CBOIO
CTPYKTYPY, ¥ 3TO UYTO-TO JAOJKHO OBITH CBSI3aHO C
KOHIIeIIIVeN pasyMa Kak makoboeo y Kanra: Mex-
Iy TeOpeTUMYecKuM ¥ MPaKTU4YeCKUM VCIIOIIb30-
BaHIEM pa3yMa CyIIecTByeT «aHaJIoIVis», IIOTOMY
YTO 5TO OVIH M TOT XK€ pa3yM, KOTOPBIVI VCIIOJTb-
3yeTcsi JINOO TeopeTryecK, JIN0O ITpaKTUecK”.

DTO HMPUBOAUT K BOIIPOCY O TOM, UTO VIMEH-
HO XapaKTepu3yeT pa3yM Kak Takopoil. OTBeT Ha
Hero MOXXHO HanTu B nepsont «Kpurtuke». B pas-
neste, KoTopbivi KaHT anocTpodmdeckn HasblBaeT
«memagpusuueckoi dedykyuei» (B 159; Kant, 2006,
C. 235) uMCTBIX HOHATUN pacCy/Ka, OH pa3BUBaeT
CBOIO KOHIIeINIO pasyMa. [Tpu 3ToM 0H BCKpbIBa-
eT MCTOK, Ha KOTOPBIVI ONMPAIOTCS He TOJIBKO Te-
opeTudecKue, HO M IIpaKTUYecKye KaTreropuu, a
VIMEHHO TaK Has3bIBaeMYyIo mabauyy cyxxoeHutl (cam
KanT He obpariaeTcd K Hell Kak K TakoBow). Me-
Tacpusmyeckas AelyKIys MOXeT ObITh CBefleHa K
TpeM OCHOBHBIM 3TarlaM.

B camom Hawaste KaHT yTBepKIaeT, 4To clyoxdeHue
ABJIIeTCsl TIeHTpaIbHOM (PYHKIIMeV Halllero pac-
cyaka: «Bce mievicTBIs paccyiiKa Mbl MOXKeM CBeCTU
K CY KIIeHVISIM, CTIefIOBATeIIBHO, paccy0ok MOXKHO BO-

* ToBopst 0 pasyMe BOOOIIIe, 51 IMEIO B BU/LY BeCh MHTeJI-
JIeKT cyOBbeKTa B IIPOTMBOBEC €ro 4yscTBeHHOCTH. CaMm
KanT nHOTIa HasbBaeT BBICIIYIO CIIOCOOHOCTD IIO3HAHVIA
paccynxom (A15/ B29,A51/B75 A52/B76,A69/
B 94; Kanr, 2006, c. 83,139, 159; AA 07, S. 196 —197; Kaur,
19%4a, c. 259; AA 20, S. 223; Kanr, 20016, c. 875) , a nHO-
rga — pasymoM (A 835 / B 863; Kaur, 2006, c. 1013).
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in the second Critique. According to these pas-
sages, the intellect is one and the same and is
merely employed differently (cf. GMS, AA 04,
p- 391; Kant, 1996b, p. 47; KpV, AA 05, pp. 7,
16, 55, 89; Kant, 1996a, p. 142, 149, 211). Tran-
scendental philosophy and moral philosophy
are grounded in a common conception of rea-
son. The first Critique examines the theoretical
employment of reason and the second Critique
its practical employment.

The similarities between the practical and
the theoretical categories indicate that their ta-
bles have the same origin. There seems to be
something underlying both that passes on its
structure to them, and this must have some-
thing to do with Kant’s conception of reason
as such: there is an “analogy” between the the-
oretical and the practical use of the intellect,
because it is one and the same intellect that is
used either theoretically or practically.*

This leads to the question of what character-
ises reason as such. The answer to this can be
found in the first Critigue. In the section Kant
apostrophises as the “metaphysical deduction”
(KrV, B 159; Kant, 1998, p. 261) of the pure con-
cepts of the understanding, he develops his
conception of reason. There, he uncovers the
origin that not only the theoretical categories
but also the practical categories equally rest on,
namely the so-called table of judgements (Kant
himself does not address this table as such).
The metaphysical deduction can be reduced to
three essential steps.

At the beginning Kant argues that judging
is the central function of our intellect: “We can
[...] trace all actions of the understanding back
to judgments, so that the understanding in gen-

4 Speaking of reason as such, I mean the entire intellect
of the subject in contrast to its sensibility. Kant himself
sometimes refers to the higher faculty of cognition as
understanding (¢f. KrV, A15/ B29,A51 /B75, A52/
B76, A 69/ B94; Kant, 1998, pp. 135, 193, 194, 205; Anth,
AA 07, pp. 196-197; Kant, 2007, p. 304 ; EEKU, AA 20,
p- 223; Kant, 2000, p. 26) and sometimes as reason (cf.
KrV, A 835 / B 863; Kant, 1998, p. 693).
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00I11e TIpeCcTaBUTE KakK cnocobHocmb [cocmabBaam)
cyxdenus» (A 69 / B 94; Kanr, 2006, c. 159). Cy-
JKIeHVIe 3aKJII0YaeTCsl B CMHTe3e IIpeiCTaBIIeHMI.
Kaxxapmn akT Halero paccynaka jmbo cam sBiIs-
eTCs aKTOM CYKIeHMs, JInbo yuacmbyem B TaKOM
akte. OTcrofia cjlefyeT, YTO IIOHSTMS MOTYT WC-
II0JIb30BATHCS (B TOM UVICTIE OIIPENeIISThCS M 00B-
ACHSTBCH) VICKJTFOUMTEIIBHO B CyXKIeHmsix (A 68 / B
93; Kanrt, 2006, c. 158) 11 4TO yMO3aK/IFOUeHe TaK-
Ke gBJIIeTCsl Cy KIIeHVeM, OTHaKO COCTOSIINM He
V3 TOHATUV, a M3 Apyrux cyxaerun (A 307 / B
364, A 330 / B 386; Kanr, 2006, c. 471, 497).

BropsiM marom KaHT 000CHOBBIBaeT, 4To J1evi-
CTBUSI MHTEJJIEKTA COBEPIIAIOTCS 3aKOHOMEPHO.
To, uTo OH HasbIBaeT «PYHKIIMSMM paccygKa»
(A 69 / B 94; Kant, 2006, c. 159), n ecTb 3aKOHBI
MbIntuieHMs’. Tabrmiia cy XIeHni pacKpbIBaeT de-
ThIpe OCHOBHBIe (DYHKIIMM — KOJIMYeCTBa, Kaue-
CTBa, OTHOIIEHMS ¥ MOMAJIBHOCTH, a TaKXe TpU
arIleMeHTapHble (PYHKIMM IS KaKIOW M3 3THUX
rpymiL Harrr paccyiok cyanT, MCIIONIb3ys 110 MeHb-
I1IeVl Mepe OfIVIH «MOMEHT» C Ha3BaHMEM «KOJI/ue-
CTBO» ¥ KaK MMHIMMYM II0 OHOMY C Ha3BaHWeM
«KauecTBO», «OTHOIIIeHVe» U «MOJaJIbHOCTD».

Haxkonerr, KanT yTBepiaeT, 4To 10 3TUM 3a-
KOHaM B CYXXIEHMSX CUHTe3MPYIOTCSI He TOJIb-
KO IIpeficTaB/IeHVs, HO ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIIVE VM
00%ekmbl B IPOCTPAHCTBE U BpeMeHM: «DTUM ITy-
TeM BO3HMKAaeT POBHO CTOJIBKO UMCTBIX IIOHSTUN
paccyzika, a priori OTHOCSIIMXCS K IIpeMeTaM Co-
3epliaHMs BOOOIIE, CKOJIBKO B IIpeAbIIyIlelt Ta-
Ormiie OBIIIO ITepeuVICTIeHO JIOTMYeCcKX (PYyHKIINUT
BO BCeX BO3MOXHBIX cyxneHmsx» (A 79 / B 105;
Kanr, 2006, c. 173). Kareropun npuponsl — 3TO
«PYHKIMUN MBIIUIEHNS (CYXXOeHMs), yKe IIprme-
HeHHbIe K HallleMy YyBCTBEHHOMY CO3epIIaHIIO»
(B 429; KanT, 2006, c. 545).

5 Cm.: (A 80—81/ B106; Kanr, 2006, c. 173; AA 04, S. 300,
304, 323; Kanrt, 1994x, c. 57, 62, 83; AA 20, S. 271; KaHT,
1994e, c. 392; AA 24, S. 662 —663; AA 29, S. 802).

¢ Cm. mncpmo Kanra k I'eprty ot 21 despasrst 1772 r., Ko-
TOpOe IPUHATO CYUTATh 3apoKaeHneM rnepson «Kpuru-
Ku». B Hem KaHT rosoput o «dyHgaMeHTaIbHbIX 3aKOHAX
paccynka» (AA 10, S. 132).

eral can be represented as a faculty for judging”
(KrV, A 69 / B 94; Kant, 1998, p. 205).° Judg-
ing consists in synthesising representations.
Every act of our intellect is either itself an act of
judgement or it participates in such an act. This
implies that concepts can be used (including
defined and explained) solely in judgements (cf.
KrV, A 68 / B 93; Kant, 1998, p. 205) and that an
inference is also a judgement, albeit one that is
composed of other judgements instead of con-
cepts (cf. KrV, A 307 / B 364, A 330 / B 386;
Kant, 1998, pp. 392, 403).

By the second step Kant argues that the ac-
tions of the intellect take place in a lawful way.
What he apostrophises as the “functions of the
understanding” (KrV, A 69 / B 94; Kant, 1998,
p. 206) are the laws of thinking.® The table of
judgements exposes four basic functions: quan-
tity, quality, relation and modality, and it ex-
poses three elementary functions per group.
Our intellect judges by employing at least one
“moment” under the “title” of quantity, and
at least one each under that of quality, relation
and modality as well.

Finally, Kant argues that according to these
laws, not only representations are synthesised
in judgement but also the corresponding objects
in space and time: “there arise exactly as many
pure concepts of the understanding, which ap-
ply to objects of intuition in general a priori, as
there were logical functions of all possible judg-
ments in the previous table” (KrV, A79 / B 105;
Kant, 1998, p. 212). The categories of nature are
the “functions of thinking (of judging) applied
to our sensible intuition” (KrV, B 429; Kant,
1998, p. 456).

> Cf. KrV, A 80-81 / B 106; Kant, 1998, p. 213; Prol, AA
04, pp. 300, 304, 323; Kant, 2002c, pp. 94, 98, 115; FM, AA
20, p. 271; Kant, 2002b, p. 363; V-Lo/Busolt, AA 24, pp.
662-663; V-Met/Mron, AA 29, p. 802; Kant, 1997d, p. 155.
¢ See Kant's letter to Herz from 21 February 1772,
which is considered to be the birth of the first Critique.
There, Kant speaks of the “fundamental laws of the un-
derstanding” (Br, AA 10, p. 132; Kant, 1999, p. 134).
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3. MeTtacdpusnyeckas aenyKums
KaTeropmi cBo00IbI

Bo Bropont «Kpurmke» Kareropmm cBoOOIBI
pasBMBarOTCA aHAJIOIMYHBIM 0Opasom. Harmm pac-
CYZIOK JAOJDKEH OBITB «C1oCOOHOCHIbIO CYXKOEHUA» T
B CBOEVI ITPAKTIYECKOV HeSTeJIbHOCTV, IIOCKOIIb-
Ky eCJIVI KaXXIbIVI CJIydayl MBIIUIEHVS eCTh CIIy-
Yarl Cy>XIeHMsI, TO 3TO JIOJDKHO OBITh BEPHO U B
OTHOITNIEHUV ITPAKTUYEeCKOV esiTeIBHOCTI pas-
yMa. B pesysibrare OHO M3 LIEHTPaIbHBIX ITOHS-
T MopaibHON pvtocodpmm KanTa, KoTopoe 0H,
OfTHaKO, HUTTIe He Pa3bsACHSET, CleflyeT IIOHMMAThb
VIMEHHO B 3TMX TepMMHaX. Peub meT o moHsATHUMI
nanpabBaennocmu o (Willensbestimmung)'.

KanTt mneomHOKpaTHO npupabnubaem BOIIIO
K IIpaKTUdecKoMy pasymy®. Ero mowngrme soim
BKJIIOYaeT B ceOsl MHTEeJUIEKT ¥ CIIOCOOHOCTH JkeJla-
Hus (Begehrungsvermdogen) kak cBoricTBa, 11o00-
HO TOMY KaK ero IIOHSITVe OIIbITa COIEePXKUT pac-
CYOK ¥ CLIOCOOHOCTH pa3yMHOIO CO3epIiaHMs KaK
coricTBa. Kak TakoBasi, BOJISI MMeeT palyiOHaIb-
HBIVT acreKT. [IpakTudeckoe IIprMeHeHVE pasy-
Ma CBOIMTCS K TOMY, UTO pa3yM HaIlpaBJIsieT CIIO-
COOHOCTB KeJTaHM K JIEVICTBIIO, & PaIlIOHAIBHBIN
aCITeKT JKeJIaHWIS EVICTBVISL COCTOUT B TOM, YTO 3TO
orpesiesieHVe IpUHMMaeT POPMY CYKIeHMs .

XKenanme obbekTa mHompasymeBaeT He MeHb-
IV aKT CYXKOAEHMsI, YeM OIBIT oObekTa. VI mep-
BOe SIBJISIETCS TaKMM JKe «IIPOMO3VIIVOHAIBHBIM
otHoureHmeM» (Willaschek, 1992, S. 54), kax n BTO-
poe. Pasym ompenesisieT CIIOCOOHOCTB JKeJIaHMS,
IIpEJICTABIISIsE OOBEKT JKeJIaHWs; OH He MOXeT Cre-
JIaTh 3TO VMHaue, YeM II0CPeCTBOM CYXXIEeHVIS, TO
eCTh CMHTe3a IIpeficTaBeHn. VIMEeHHO B Teope-

7 XopH maeT oObsCHEeHVe IIeHTPaIbHBIX aclIeKTOB 3TOV
KOHIIEMINY, He rpnberasi, ofHaKo, K KoHuenyv Kanra
00 WHTeJITIeKTe KaK «cnocobHocmu cyxoeHus» (cm.: Horn,
2002).

8 Clvz.: (AA 04, S. 412, 441, 448; Kanr, 1994z, c. 185, 207,
227; AA 05, S. 55, 89; Kant, 1997, c. 415, 517; AA 06, S. 213,
226; Kawnr, 2014, c. 41, 77).

? Cm.: (AA 04, S. 427; Kant, 19945, c. 163; AA 05, S. 32, 55,
89; Kanr, 1997, c. 353, 415, 518; AA 05, S. 172, 209; Kanr,
2001a, c. 82, 165).

S. Zimmermann

3. The Metaphysical Deduction
of the Categories of Freedom

The second Critique develops the categories
of freedom in an analogous way. Our intellect
must be a “faculty for judging” in its practical
employment too, for if every case of thinking is
a case of judging, then this must also be true of
reason’s practical employment. As a result, one
of the central concepts of Kant’s moral philos-
ophy — which he nevertheless nowhere clari-
fies — must be understood in these terms. I am
referring to the concept of a determination of the
will (Willensbestimmung).”

Kant repeatedly equates the will with prac-
tical reason.® His notion of the will contains
the intellect and the faculty of desire (Be-
gehrungsvermdgen) as features, just as his notion
of experience contains the intellect and the fac-
ulty of sensible intuition as features. As such,
the will has a rational moment. The practical
use of reason consists in its determining the
faculty of desire to an action, and the rational
moment of willing an action is that this deter-
mination has the shape of a judgement.’

Willing an object implies no less an act of
judgement than experiencing an object. The
former is as much a “propositional attitude”
(Willaschek, 1992, p. 54) as the latter. Reason
determines the faculty of desire by representing
an object of desire; it cannot do so in any other
way than by judging, i.e. by synthesising rep-
resentations. It is in theoretical judgements that
we experience something, just as it is in practi-

7 Horn (2002) provides an explanation of the central
aspects of this concept, although without recourse to
Kant’s conception of the intellect as the “faculty for judg-
ing”.

8 Cf. GMS, AA 04, pp. 412, 441, 448; Kant, 1996b, pp. 66,
90, 96; KpV, AA 05, pp. 55, 89, Kant, 1996a, pp. 184, 212;
MS RL, AA 06, pp. 213, 226; Kant, 1996d, pp. 375, 380.

* Cf. GMS, AA 04, p. 427; Kant, 1996b, p. 78; KpV, AA
05, pp. 32, 55, 89; Kant, 1996a, pp. 165, 184, 212; KU, AA
05, pp. 172, 209; Kant, 2000, pp. 59-60, 94; MS RL, AA 06,
p- 213; Kant, 1996d, p. 375.

1o Cf. “propositionale Einstellung”.
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II. Hummepman

TUYECKVX CYXKIEHVSIX MBI UYTO-TO BOCITPVHIIMAEM,
TOYHO TaK ke KaK B NpaKmuueckux clyokO0eHusAx Mbl
uTO-TO XeslaeM. OrmpeesieHVie CIIOCOOHOCTI JKe-
JIaHWS K IeVICTBUIO COCTABIISET COIlepKaHe IIpaK-
TUYECKOTO CyXaeHns .

Pasym, Korja OH eVICTBYeT IpaKTUYecKu U
OlperiesIsieT CIIOCOOHOCTh KeJIAHWS K HEeVICTBUIO,
TIOTYVIHEH 11eM ke (DYHKIIVISIM, UTO VI IIPYL €0 TeO-
peTiueckoM IprMeHeHVN. Bep ecii Hat paccy-
JIOK «COBEpPIIIEHHO VICUepPIIbIBAeTCS STUMMU (PyHK-
IMUSMM VI €T0 CIIOCOOHOCTH BITOJIHE W3MepsieTcs
vmm» (B 105; Kant, 2006, c. 173), To 0OHM IOJKHBI
JIeVICTBOBATh U IIPY MIPAKTUIECKOM IIpUMeHEeHWN
Harrrero nHTesUIeKkTa. [Tockonbky KanT oToXmecT-
BJISIET BOJTIO C ITPAKTMYECKMIM Pa3yMOM VI ITIOCKOIIb-
Ky pas3yM [eVICTByeT B COOTBETCTBUW CO CBOVIMM
PYHKIMAMY KaK 3aKOHaAMV MBIIIUIEHS, ITIPaKTI-
yeckoe IIprMeHeHVe pa3yMa TakKXe JO/KHO OBbITh
MOYMHEHO 3TUM 3akoHaM. OmnpesiesieHrie BOJIN,
coziepyKaliieecs B IIPaKTUUECKIIX CYXK/IEHVSIX, BO3-
HVKaET B pe3yJIbTaTe IIPAKTIUECKOTrO VCIIOIb30Ba-
HVISI 3aKOHOB MBIIIIJICHVIS.

ITockompKy IIpaKTUYecKyue CYXKIeHWsS BO3HU-
KaloT B pesyJIbTaTe BBIIIOJIHEHUS Tex e (PyHK-
LUV, 4TO M TeopeTudecKue, OHU JIOJKHBEI 00J1a-
HaTh memu e OpMaIBHBIMIM CBOVICTBAMW, UTO U
TIOCIIeTHYIE, @ IMEHHO KOJITYeCTBOM U Ka4eCTBOM,
OTHOIIIEHVeM ¥ MOOAJIBHOCTHIO. TeM He MeHee
I IlaToyr yTBepXXJaeT, 4To «JIOrMYecKye TepMu-
HBI MOT'YT HalTV HIpUMeHeHMe B oO1acTy KaH-
TOBCKOVI 3TUKM TOJIBKO B OrpaHMYeHHOM, aHaJIo-
raHOM cMbIcite» (Patzig, 1965, S. 237). Hampotus,
TaOJINIIA CYXXIIEHW SIBJISIETCS. TOYKOVI COIIPVIKOC-
HOBEHVSI KAaHTOBCKVX TEOPUV TeOPeTUUEeCKVX W
MPaKTIYeCKMX CYXKIEHWUI.

Kareropum cBobombl TakXke [OJKHBI BBIBO-
IOUTBCS IIyTeM Memagpusueckotl dedykyuu. Pasy-

1% B §1sropon «Kpurukm» KanT nuier: «ITpakTiueckne
OCHOBOITOJIOKEHS CyTh TTOJIOXKEHMs, Coflep Kariiye B cebe
BceoOI1Iee orperterieHne Boym» (AA 05, S. 19; Kant, 1997,
c. 321). KaHT He TOBOPUT O MPaKTUYECKMX IPeJIoKeH -
sIX BOODIIIe, a TOJIBKO O IIpmHOyIax. OmHaKo creleHb ab-
CTPaKIMU He MeHsIeT TOro, YeM SBJIsSeTcs ITpaKTidecKast
IIPOIIO3UIINS, @ MUMEHHO — IIPaKTUUYecKol IIPOIIO3UIIN-
ent. ITpaxTirueckue ripefjioxXeHmst kax maxoBvie copepxKar
orpezesieHue BOJIN.

cal judgements that we will something. A deter-
mination of the faculty of desire to an action is
the content of a practical judgement."

Reason, when exercised practically and de-
termining the faculty of desire to an action,
is subject to the same functions as in its theo-
retical exercise. For, insofar as our intellect is
“completely exhausted and its capacity entire-
ly measured by these functions” (KrV, B 105;
Kant, 1998, p. 212), which are compiled in the
table of judgements, they must also be at work
in the practical exercise of our intellect. Since
Kant equates the will with practical reason, and
since reason is exercised in accordance with its
functions as the laws of thinking, reason’s prac-
tical use must be subject to these laws too. A
determination of the will, contained in practical
judgements, arises from the practical use of the
laws of thinking.

Since practical judgements arise from the
exercise of the same functions as theoreti-
cal judgements, they must have the same for-
mal properties as the latter, namely a quantity
and quality, a relation and modality. Giinther
Patzig (1965, p. 237), however, maintains that
“logical terms can find application in the field
of Kantian ethics only in a restricted, analogi-
cal sense”.'? Quite on the contrary, the table of
judgements forms the point of convergence of
Kant’s theory of theoretical and practical judge-
ments.

The categories of freedom must also be de-
rived by a metaphysical deduction. To be sure,
Kant does not discuss or even mention such a

' As Kant writes in §1 of the second Critique: “Practical
principles are propositions that contain a general deter-
mination of the will” (KpV, AA 05, p. 19; Kant, 1996a,
p- 153). Kant does not speak of practical propositions
in general but specifically of principles. However, the
degree of abstraction does not change what a practical
proposition is, namely a practical proposition. Practical
propositions as such contain a determination of will.

12 “[...] logische Termini im Bereich der Kantischen Ethik
nur in einem eingeschrinkten, analogischen Sinn Anwen-
dung finden kénnen [...]”
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MeeTcs, KaHT He oOcyXmaeT Takyio JIeTyKIINIO 1
BOOOIIIe He yrioMMHaeT o Hevl. Ho oTHIONE He camo
cobor1 pasyMeeTcsl, YTO IIPAKTUUECKIII Pa3yM Tak-
e ob1a/taeT TakuMy pyHIaMeHTaIbHBIMU ITOH -
TisaMm. HeoOxommmo IIpencTaBUTh [IOKas3areib-
CTBO 3TOrO (paKTa, ¥ 3TO JOKA3aTeILCTBO JOIDKHO
TaK>ke yCTaHOBUTH (Kak KaHT yTBepX/aer B Iiep-
Boll «KpuTnke» B OTHOIIEHMW UMCTBIX HOHSATU
paccyzika), 4TO «alIpyOpHOe IIPOMCXOXKIeHMe Ka-
Teropuit BooOIIie ObUIO IOKa3aHO VX ITOJTHBIM CO-
BIIaJleHVeM CO BCeOOIIVIMM JIOTMYeCcKUMU (PyHK-
My MeInoTeHMs» (B 159; KanT, 2006, c. 235).

KanT HaMekaeT Ha TaKyIo eIy KIIVIO, [IOCKOJIb-
Ky yTBepXaeT, 4YTO KaTeropmu cBOOOIbI MMEIOT
«oyeBrIHOe ITpenMyIiecTBo» (AA 05, S. 66; Kanr,
1997, c. 445 447) nepep, KaTeropusMu IpUpPOLIbL.
OHM «He IOIDKHBI JOXKIATHCS CO3ePIIaHMT, UTO-
ObI IIproOpecTV 3HaUEHEe», HO MIMEIOT CMBICJI, T10-
CKOJIBKY «CaMM IIOPOXIIAIOT JEeVICTBUTEIBHOCTD
TOrO, K YeMy OHV OTHOCSITCS (HaMepeHMs BOJIU
[Willensgesinnung])» (AA 05, S. 66; Kant, 1997,
c. 447). Metadmsnueckasd AeOyKIIMS IIPOVICXO-
IUT B paMKaxX aHAJIUTUKM IIOHSATUM ¥, 3HAUNT,
710 3CTeTUKN. B To Bpemsi Kak 4yBCTBeHHOe co3ep-
IIaHVMe HeOOXOOVMO [IJIsi BbIBEEHMS TeopeTude-
CKMX KaTeropuyi, IIpaKTuUdecKyue KaTeropum Mo-
I'yT OBITH BBIBEMIEHBI 11 Oe3 OILIyIeHNiT; (PyHKIUI
MBIIIUIeHMs He HOJDKHBI ObITh OOBEKTMBHO 000-
CHOBaHBI MOPaJIBHBIM 4yBCcTBOM. HaripoTus, oHM
OOBEKTMBHO JIEVICTBUTEIFHLI B TOM CMBIC/IE, YTO
OHV OIIPEeEIISIOT BOJTIO.

Taxkmm o0Opa3oM, HEBO3MOXXHO IT€pPEOIeHNTH
3HAYMMOCTh TaOJIMITBI CYXKIEHWUV IS TaOInIibl
Kareropuit cBooonpl. OHa COmEPXXUT TO XKe UmCiIo
dyHKLMI MBIIIIEHS, Te e YeTblpe IPYIIIbI (KO-
JIYeCTBa, KaueCTBa, OTHOIIEH NS I MOIAJIbHOCTM),
110 TpY PYHKIIVV Ha TPYIIITY, B YeTBEPTOV TPyIIIIe
TP Hapbl IIPOTUBOIIOJIOKHOCTEN 1 Ty Xe (PuUry-
Py KBajpara, CTOSIIero Ha OJJHOM 13 CBOVIX YIJIOB.
Tabsmra mpakTUecKmX KaTeropmit T0JKHA OBITh
pexoHcmpyupobana us madAuLbl CyxO0eHu.

Kareropumn cBoOombl — 3TO, ey BOCIIOIB30-
BaTbcst csioBamm KaHTa, «yHKIMM MBIIUIeHNS
(cyxmeHwns1), NpwiIokeHHble K XelaHuio». OHM
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deduction. But it is by no means self-evident
that practical reason also possesses such funda-
mental concepts. A proof to this effect is to be
provided, and the said proof has to also estab-
lish (as Kant says in the first Critigue in regard
to the pure concepts of the understanding) the
“origin of the a priori categories in general [...]
through their complete coincidence with the
universal logical functions of thinking” (KrV,
B 159; Kant, 1998, p. 261).

Kant hints at such a deduction insofar as the
categories of freedom are said to have an “obvi-
ous advantage” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a,
p. 193) over the categories of nature. They “do
not have to wait for intuitions in order to re-
ceive meaning” but have meaning since “they
themselves produce the reality of that to which
they refer (the disposition of the will [Willens-
gesinnung])” (ibid.). The metaphysical deduc-
tion takes place in the analytic of concepts and
hence before the aesthetic. While sensible intu-
ition is indispensable for the derivation of the
theoretical categories, the practical categories
can be derived without feelings; the functions of
thinking do not owe their objective validity to
the moral feeling. Rather, they are objectively
valid in that they determine the will.

Hence, the importance of the table of judge-
ments for the table of the categories of freedom
cannot be overestimated. It contains the same
number of functions of thinking, the same di-
vision into four groups (quantity, quality, rela-
tion and modality), three functions per group,
three pairs of opposites in the fourth group,
and the same figure of a square standing on one
of its corners. The table of the practical catego-
ries must be reconstructed from the table of judge-
ments.

The categories of freedom are — to take up
and modify Kant’s own words — the “func-
tions of thinking (of judging) applied to our de-
sire”. They too are functions of the unity of a
synthesis of a manifold, but the manifold here



II. Hummepman

TaK)Ke SIBJISIOTCS (PYHKIVSIMU €QVIHCTBA CUHTe3a
MHOTrooOpasvsi, HO MHOroo0pasuie B JJAaHHOM CIIy-
yae uHoe. OT0 «MHOrooOpasHoOe corep)KaHue Xe-
nmaHum [Mannigfaltige der Begehrungen]» (BMecTo
Pa3syMHOrO co3epIiaHNs), KOTOpble 3TN (PyHKIINN
CUIHTEe3UPYIOT B e[MHCTBO O0beKTa BOJIV (BMECTO
o0beKTa OIIbITa).

4. «<MHOr0o00pasHoe comep>KaHMe X eAaHU»

«MHoroobpasHoe comep)XaHMe XeAaHui» IIo-
ABJIeTCS B MeTau3M4IecKo JedyKIIUN KaTero-
pvnt cBobomel. K coxarnennto, Kaut He 00BsicHseT,
YTO 3TO TaKoe, I He YIIOMVHAeT O HeM HU B Ofl-
HOM W3 pasziesioB BTopovt «KpuTukn», He TOBOps
00 ocTaylbHBIX paboTax. 3mech HEOOXOOMMO yUm-
THIBaTh JBa MOMEHTa. Bo-TiepBBIX, «MHOroo0pas-
Hoe cofiepKaHMe Je/aHuil» He CJleyeT IIOHMMaThb
KaK ITPOM3BOIHOE KOJIMYECTBA, KaK 3TO JIeJIaioT
A. Tlumtep 1 P.M. Banep (cm.: Pieper, 2002, S. 120;
Bader, 2009, p. 801; cm. Taxxe: Beck, 1960, p. 139;
Haas, 1997, S. 52; Graband, 2005, S. 49). IlonobHas
mpon3BogHas popMa BbIfIeJIgeT Pl 3JIeMEHTOB
M3 o0Iero KoimdecTsa (HallpyIMep, «MJIAfIIIvia
n3 Kosuter»). Ecim «mHOrooOpasHoe comepikaHme
JKeAaHut» TIOHVIMAEeTCsl TaKMM o0pa3oM, TO B JaH-
HOM cJTy4ae vMeeTcsl B BUIly MHOXKeCTBO JKeJIaHWT,
TO €CTh COBOKYITHOCTB Pa3JINUHBIX JKeJIaHWIL.

BmecTo 3TOro MBI HOJIDKHBI CUMTATh «MHOIO-
o0pasHoe cofepXaHVe keAaHUuil» NpousBooHbsIM
om 004adanus. JaHHas (popMma yKasbIBaeT Ha OT-
HOIIIeHVe IIPVHA/JIEKHOCTY (HallpuMep, «KHU-
ra KoJUulerm»), ¥ MMEHHO TaKMM oOpa3oM yxe B
nepsont «KpuTnke» MOHMMaeTcs «MHOrooopasue
(4yBCTBEHHOTIO) co3epyanus». VIMeeTcs B BUAY He
MHOXXECTBEHHOCTB CO3epPIIaHMII, TO eCTh Pas3iInd-
Hble CO3epIlaHMsl, a TO MHOroobOpasme, KOTOpoe
IPVHALJIEXUT KaAXKO00MY CO3eplyanuiio: MHOXKECTBO
acrieKToB cosepiiaemoro (A 78—79 / B 104, B 132,
137,145, 153, 164, A 305 / B 362; KauT, 2006, c. 171,
203, 211, 219, 229, 227, 391). Xorst KanT rosoputr
0 «MHOTrOOOpa3sHOM cofepKaHWUM >XeJIaHUM» BO
MHOXXECTBEHHOM UIICIIe, 9TO MHOr0oOpasve OTHO-
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is a different one. It is the “manifold of desires
[Mannigfaltige der Begehrungen]” (instead of
sensible intuition) which the functions synthe-
sise into the unity of an object of the will (in-
stead of experience).

4. The “Manifold of Desires”

The “manifold of desires” comes into play in
the metaphysical deduction of the categories of
freedom. Unfortunately, Kant does not explain
what it is, nor does he speak of it in any oth-
er passage of the second Critigue, let alone in
his other writings. Two things have to be tak-
en into account here. First, the “manifold of de-
sires” must not be read as a genitive of quantity,
as Annemarie Pieper (2002, p. 120) and Ralf M.
Bader (2009, p. 801) do."” This genitive singles
out a number of elements from a total quanti-
ty (e.g. ‘the younger of the colleagues’). If the
“manifold of desires” was understood in this
way, a multiplicity of desires would be meant,
i.e. manifold desires.

Instead, we have to read the “manifold of de-
sires” as a genitive of possession. This genitive in-
dicates a relation of belonging (e.g. “the book of
a colleague’), and this is how the first Critique
already understands the “manifold of (sensible)
intuition”. What is meant is not a multiplicity of
intuitions, i.e. manifold intuitions, but the man-
ifold which belongs to each intuition: the many
aspects of the intuited (cf. KrV, A 78-79 / B 104,
B 132, 137, 145, 153, 164, A 305 / B 362; Kant,
1998, pp. 211, 246-247, 249, 253, 257, 263, 391).
Although Kant speaks of the “manifold of de-
sires” in the plural, the manifold in question
belongs to each desire: it consists in the many
aspects of the desired (see also Benton, 1980,
pp- 193-195).

" See also Beck (1960, p. 139), Haas (1997, p. 52) and
Graband (2005, p. 49).



CUTCS K KaX00MY YKeJIaHMIO: OHO COCTOUT M3 MHO-
JKeCcTBa acIIeKTOB JkeJlaeMoro (cM. Takxke: Benton,
1980, p. 193—-195).

Haree, KaHT pasimyaer TeopeTmUecKuUi
Y TIpaKTMYeCcKUl pa3yM B COOTBETCTBUM C MX
obsexmuon pecpepenyueit (BIX—X; KarT, 2006, c. 11).
Ecri «vHOrO00pasue (4yBCTBEHHOTO) CO3epUYaAHUA»
daemicsi IHTEIUIEKTY KaK MaTepwasl, Ha KOTOPOM
OH IIpUMeHseT cBou PyHKIMM'', TO «MHOTroodpas-
HOe COJlepKaHVe JKeAAHUT» TTPOVICXOINUT M3 CaMo-
ro MHTesUleKTa. Takov MaTepwmart cosoaemnica pasy-
MOM, IIpUMeHSIoIM cBou dpyHKInn. Hampumep,
€CJIN 51 XO4UY IIUTh VI HAMepPeBaroCh BBIIINTH CTaKaH
BOJIbI, CTaKaH BOJIbI He JIOJDKEH OBITh ITpeIoCcTaB-
JIeH MHe II0CPeJICTBOM 9yBCTBEHHOI'O CO3ePIIaHASL.
I mpuiires1 K 3TOMy HaMepeHMIo Oy1arofapsi CIoH-
TAHHOCTM MOETO MHTeJUIEKTa V1 IIpeIIIecTBYoIe-
MY OIIBITY O TOM, YTO YTOJISIET KaKLy.

Opnako Metadu3udecKasl OeOyKIIMs KaTero-
pumt cBOOOIBI OIMpaeTcss Ha JOIOJTHUTEIBHOE
TpeboBaHMe. Kak 11 B ciTy4ae ¢ KaTeropmsiMu IIpu-
POZIBI, OHM BO3MOXHBI KaK allpVOpHble TTOHSTMS
TOJIBKO TPV HaJIMYMM allpVIOPHOIO MHOXECTBA, K
KOTOPOMY MOT'YT OBITh IIPVIMeHeHbI (DYHKIIV VH-
TeJUTeKTa. DTV (PYHKOUM TOJDKHBI ITPVIMEHSITh-
Csl K allpMOPHOMY «MHOIOOOPasuIo COomepKaHwMs
xeaanuti». VI xotss KaHT He popmyrmpyeT 310 10-
IIOJIHMTEJIbHOe TpeOoBaHMe, OHO TIofIpa3yMeBaeT-
Csl B €ro KOHIIEIIIN, B COOTBETCTBUN C KOTOPOV
KaTeropmy TeOPeTMYeCKOro pasyMa MMeIOT IIPo-
PUTET Ha/l, KaTerOPMsIMM IIPaKTUIeCKOTo pasyMa:
IIOCTIEJTHIE TIPEJIIIOJIarafoT ITePBhIe.

[TpenBapsiss Tabnmmity Kareropmii, KaHT mmrer:
«A TaK KaK ITOCTYTIKM... KaK COOBITVS B UyBCTBEH-
HO BOCIIPVMHVIMAaeMOM MVpe IIpVHa/IeXar K sBle-
HVSIM, — TO OIpeeIeHs MPaKTIIecKOro pasy-
Ma MO2Ym UMenb Mecmo moAbko 1o OMHOULEHUIO K
nocAeOHUM, c1e008ameasHo... c000pa3Ho ¢ Kameeo-
puamu paccyoxa... (Kypcms Movt. — ILIL)» (AA 05,
S. 65; Kanr, 1997, c. 445). 1 BHOBB IIOCJIe TaOJIMITEI
KaTeropmrL: «Jlerko samMeTuTb, YTO B 3TOM TADJIV-

' Cr1ocoOGHOCTh YyBCTBEHHOIO CO3ePIIaHMs — 3TO «CIIO-
COOHOCTB (BOCIIPUMMMYMBOCTB) ITOJIyYaTh IIPeICTaBIIeHS
TeM CII0cOO0M, KaK/MM IIpeIMeThI BO3IEVICTBYIOT Ha Hac»
(A 19 / B 33; Kanr, 2006, c. 89).

S. Zimmermann

Second, Kant distinguishes between theoret-
ical and practical reason according to their ob-
ject reference (cf. KrV, B IX-X; Kant, 1998, p. 107).
While the “manifold of (sensible) intuition” is
given to the intellect as the material on which
it employs its functions,'* the “manifold of de-
sires” has its origin in the intellect itself. This
material is made by reason employing its func-
tions. For instance, if I am thirsty and intend
to drink a glass of water, a glass of water does
not have to be given to me through sensible in-
tuition. I happen on this idea by virtue of the
spontaneity of my intellect and previous expe-
riences of what quenches thirst.

The metaphysical deduction of the catego-
ries of freedom is, however, based on an ad-
ditional requirement. As with the categories
of nature, they are possible as a priori concepts
only if there is an a priori manifold which the
functions of the intellect can be applied to. The
functions must be applied to an a priori “mani-
fold of desires”. Although Kant does not make
this additional requirement explicit, it is implic-
it in his view, according to which the categories
of theoretical reason have primacy over the cate-
gories of practical reason: the latter presuppose
the former.

Before the table of the categories, Kant
writes: “However, since actions [...] as also
events in the sensible world yet belong to ap-
pearances, the determinations of a practical rea-
son can take place only with reference to the latter
and therefore, indeed, conformably with the cate-
gories of the understanding” (KpV, AA 05, p. 65;
Kant, 1996a, p. 192; italics added — S.Z.). And
again following the table of the categories:
“One quickly sees that in this table freedom is
regarded [...] with respect to actions possible
through it as appearances in the sensible world,

4 The faculty of sensible intuition is the “capacity (re-
ceptivity) to acquire representations through the way in
which we are affected by objects” (KrV, A 19 / B 33;
Kant, 1998, p. 155).
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II. Hummepman

I1e cBOOOMA. .. paccMaTpVBaeTCs B OTHOIIEHVVI BO3-
MOXXHBIX Yepe3 Hee IIOCTYIIKOB KaK SIBJIEHUI B UyB-
CTBEHHO BOCIIPVMHIMAaeMOM MUpe, cJlefloBaTeJIbHO,
COOMMHOCUMICA C KAMe20pUAMU UX ectnectBenHoll
Bosmoxnocmu (kypevs Movt. — IILIL)» (AA 05,S. 67;
Kanr, 1997, c. 451).

Ompenesienrie pa3ymMoM CIHOCOOHOCTM >Kejla-
HUSI TIOMUMHSETCS OIpelle/IeHHBIM TpeOoBaH-
am. Cpenn HUX — TpeboBaHMS, IIPeIbsIBIIseMble
dopmasibHOM J1orMKOM (xoT KaHT mx 3meck He
yromuHaeT). Pasym He MOXeT ompene/InThb BOJIIO
K JEeVICTBUIO, KOTOpasl SIBJISIETCSI HEBO3MOXHOVI C
TOUYKM 3peHMs POpMaIbHON JIOTMKM. IToCKOIIbKY
VI B TEOPETMYECKOM, M B IIPaKTIIECKOM OTHOIIIe-
HUM MHTEUIeKT SBJISeTCS OIHUM W TeM JKe, 3aKO-
HBI (POpPMaJIBHON JIOTMKM OIVMHAKOBO ITPVIMEHVI-
MBI K 00OMM ero IposiBiieHnsIM. Kaxapin oObexT
BOJIVI JTOJDKEH COOTBETCTBOBATh STVM 3aKOHaM (Ha-
IIpyMep, 51 He MOTy CTPeMUTbCSI HapycoBaTh KpPy-
[JIBIVI KBAZIPAT).

Opnaxo KaHnT dokycupyeTcs 3aeck Ha Tpebo-
BaHWSIX, IIPEIbABIISIEMBIX MIPAHCYEHOEHMAAbHOT
Jorvkovt. Pasym He MOXeT OIpenesnTh BOJIO K
HEVICTBUIO, HEeBO3MOXHOMY COIVIACHO TpaHCIIeH-
JIEHTAJIBHOW JIOTUKeE. HOCKoany HaIllM  «eu-
CTBUSI» — OTO HE YTO WMHOE, KaK «SIBJICHUS B
UyBCTBEHHOM MIPe», OIIpefiesIeHVie pa3yMOM CIIO-
COOHOCTM >KeJTaHMS MOOYMHSETCS U KaTeropu-
M npuponbl. Kaxaein o0beKT Bosv JOIDKEH Co-
OTBETCTBOBATh «KaTeTOpMsIM paccy/Ka», TO eCTb
TpeOOBaHMSAM €ro «eCTeCTBEHHOV BO3MOXKHOCTV»
(em.: Beck, 1960, p. 137; Bobzien, 1988, S. 194—195;
Graband, 2005, S. 51)"2.

To, uTo HenB3sT cumTaTh COmep>KaHWEM OIIbI-
Ta, He MOXeT OBbITh 1 coflepKaHVeM BOJIV. TOTBKO
00BEKT BO3MOXXHOI'O OIIBbITa BO3MOXEH KaK OOBEeKT
BoyM. TO, UTO TIOMUMHSETCS ITPaKTUYECKMM KaTe-
TOpVISIM, €0 ipso TIOMUMHSIETCS VI TEOPeTIIeCKVIM:
KaK «COOBITVSI YYBCTBEHHOI'O MVIpa», HAIIIN «JIeVi-
CTBUS» OTHOCSTCS «K BJIeHMUSM». Ho eciin oObek-
TBI BOJIVL — 3TO SIBJIEHNSI, TO HEOOXOIVIMOe aIlpyviop-
HO€e MHOXXEeCTBO eCTh He UTO MHOe, KaK MHOXeCTBO

12 Kak orMmeuaer KoHTOC, 3TO OTHOCUTCS HE TOJIBKO K
TIeVICTBIISAM, KOTOPBIe sI COBEpIaio, HO ¥ K TeM, KOTO-
pble s elle HaMepeBaroch coBepimTh (cM.: Kontos, 2011,
p- 229—230).

and that consequently it is referred to the cat-
egories of their natural possibility” (KpV, AA 05,
p- 67; Kant, 1996a, p. 194; italics added — S. Z.).

Reason’s determination of the faculty of de-
sire is subject to certain requirements. Among
them are those set by formal logic (though Kant
does not mention them here). Reason cannot
determine the will to an action that is impos-
sible according to formal logic. Since it is one
and the same intellect that is theoretically and
practically exercised, the laws of formal logic
equally apply to both its exercises. Every object
of the will must be in accordance with these
laws (e.g., I cannot intend to draw a round
square).

Kant’s focus here, however, is on the re-
quirements set by transcendental logic. Reason
cannot determine the will to an action that is
impossible according to transcendental log-
ic. Since our “actions” are nothing other than
“appearances in the sensible world”, reason’s
determination of the faculty of desire is sub-
ject to the categories of nature. Every object of
the will must be in accordance with the “cate-
gories of the understanding”, i.e. the require-
ments of its “natural possibility” (cf. Beck,
1960, p. 137; Bobzien, 1988, pp. 194-195; Gra-
band, 2005, p. 51)."

What cannot be the content of experience
also cannot be the content of the will. Only an
object of possible experience is possible as an
object of the will. What is subject to the prac-
tical categories is eo ipso subject to the the-
oretical categories as well: as “events in the
sensible world”, our “actions” belong “to ap-
pearances”. But if the objects of the will are
appearances, the required manifold a priori is
none other than that of sensible intuition inso-
far as it is related to the faculty of desire. By
linking the a priori manifold of sensible intu-

15 As Kontos points out, this applies not only to actions
insofar as I perform them, but to those that I already in-
tend also (c¢f. Kontos, 2011, pp. 229-230).
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YYBCTBEHHOIO CO3epLIaHMs 6 moi Mepe, B KaKOW
OHa CBg3aHa CO CIIOCOOHOCTHIO JkelaHus. CBs3blI-
Bas aIllprOpHOe MHOTrooOpasye 4yBCTBEHHOTO CO-
3epIIaHMs C eMHCTBOM 00beKTa BOJIV, KaTeropmm
CBODOZIBI IETIAIOT €ro ¥ allpYOPHBIM MHOr000pas-
HBIM COZIepyKaHVIeM JKeJTaHML.

5. TpancieHNeHTaIbHAA JeAyKIIs
KaTeropmi cB000abI

Xots KaHT He 00cy>X1aeT mparcyeH0eHmaibHyio
0edy K110 KaTeropvivi CBOOOIBI V1 JTaKe He YIIOMVHa-
eT O HeVl, TeM He MeHee OHY TPeOyIoT TaKov AeTyK-
IV — Kak ¥ Bce OHSATHS, OepyIyie cBoe Hadajlo
B Hamel cyobekTmBHOCTI. HeoOxommmo Ioka-
3aTh, YTO, XOTs KaTeropui cBOOOIIBI MEIOT CyObek-
TVBHOE IIPOVICXOXKIEHVIE, OHVI A Prioti OTHOCSTCS K
obpekTam Boym. Ho, B omymumie oT TeopeTmueckmx
KaTeropuyi, B OTHOIIEHMV IIPaKTUIeCKX KaTero-
PUIT IeMOHCTpALVs allPVOPHON OOBEKTVBHOCTY
KayKeTCs BO3MOXKHOM 0e3 3aTPYSHEHVIL.

Llep TpaHCIIeHIEHTAIbHOM AENyKIIMIM KaTe-
TOpWUII IPUPOOBl — JIO0Ka3aTh, YTO HE MOXeT Cy-
II[eCTBOBATh HMKAKOIO MHOrooOpasisi 4yBCTBEH-
HOI'O CO3epIlaHMs, KOTOpOoe He MBICIMIIOCH ObI B
COOTBETCTBUM C (PYHKIMSMY HAIIero MHTeJUIeK-
Ta. «IpynHOCcTE» (A 88 / B 121; KanT, 2006, c. 191) B
IOKa3aTeIbCTBE 3TOVI MBIC/IM 3aKJTIOUAeTCS B TOM,
YTO IpeIMeThl MOT'YT OBITh JIaHBI HaM «Oe3 HeoO-
XOVIMOTO OTHOIIIEHWS K PYHKIIVSAM paccynKa W,
cJlefoBaTesIbHO, PacCyoK a priori He comepXXuT
yenosumt [ux]» (A 89 / B 122; Kanr, 2006, c. 191).
B pe3sysipraTe 3TOV AEMyKIINV TeOpETUIECKe Ka-
TErOPUV CTAHOBATCS CyOBEeKTVMBHBIMI 3aKOHAM,
10 KOTOPBIM ITPOVICXOAWT IIOCTVIKEHVe OOBEKTOB
(B 128,143, A 321 / B 377, A 348—349; Kanr, 2006,
c. 199, 217, 487, AA 04, S. 302; Kaut, 1994, c. 58;
AA 04, S. 475, Kaut, 19948, c. 256; AA 20, S. 272;
KanT, 19%e, c. 393).

3 ComracHo nepsont «Kpurnke», anpmnopHoe MHOTr0o0-
pasie 4yBCTBEHHOTO CO3€plLIaHMs COCTOUT U3 OIperesie-
HWI IIPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BPEMEeHM, TaK Has3blBaeMbIX (popM
(cm.: A 139 / B 178; Kanr, 2006, c. 257).

' «Hep3sl ¢ yBEPEHHOCTBIO II0JIB30BATHCS IIOHATVEM a
priori, He OCyIIeCTBIIsAA TPaHCIeHJeHTaIbHO JTeyKITW
ero» (A 669 / B 697; Kanr, 2006, c. 855; cm. Takke: A 85 /
B 117; Kasr, 2006, c. 185).

S. Zimmermann

ition to the unity of an object of the will, the
categories of freedom make it the a priori man-
ifold of desires."

5. The Transcendental Deduction
of the Categories of Freedom

Although Kant does not discuss or even
mention a transcendental deduction of the cate-
gories of freedom, they also require such a de-
duction — as is the case for all concepts that
have their origin in our subjectivity.'” It has to
be proven that, although the categories of free-
dom have a subjective origin, they relate a priori
to objects of the will. But unlike the theoretical
categories, the demonstration of the a priori ob-
jectivity seems to be possible without difficulty
in the case of the practical categories.

The aim of the transcendental deduction of
the categories of nature is to prove that there
can be no manifold of sensible intuition that is
not thought in accordance with the functions
of our intellect. The “difficulty” (KrV, A 88 /
B 121; Kant, 1998, p. 222) in proving this, how-
ever, is that objects might be given to us “with-
out necessarily having to be related to functions
of the understanding, and therefore without the
understanding containing their a priori condi-
tions” (KrV, A 89 / B 122; Kant, 1998, p. 222).
The result of this deduction is that the theoreti-
cal categories are the subjective laws according
to which experience of objects takes place (cf.
KrV, B 128,143, A 321 / B 377, A 348-349; Kant,
1998, pp. 226, 252, 399, 416; Prol, AA 04, p. 302;
Kant, 2002¢, p. 96; MAN, AA 04, p. 475; Kant,
2002a, p. 189; FM, AA 20, p. 272; Kant, 2002b,
p. 363).

16 According to the first Critique, the a priori manifold
of sensible intuition consists in the determinations of
space and time, the so-called schemata (cf. KrV, A 139 /
B 178; Kant, 1998, p. 272).

7 “One cannot avail oneself of a concept a priori with
any security unless one has brought about a transcen-
dental deduction of it” (KrV, A 669 / B 697; Kant, 1998,
p. 605; see also KrV, A 85 / B 117; Kant, 1998, p. 220).
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B ciryuae ¢ kareropusiMy cBOOOIIBI COOTBETCTBY-
IOITIa s 11eJTh JJOJDKHA 3aKJTFOUaThCS B IEMOHCTPaTIVL
HEBO3MOXHOCTM CYIIIeCTBOBaHVISI MHOTOOOPa3HOro
coriepKaHws JKeJIaHW1, KOTOpoe OBl He MBICJIVIIOCH
B COOTBETCTBUM C (PYHKUMSIMM HaIllero VMHTeJl-
JIeKTa". DTO MOXHO czieJlaTh 0e3 0CcOOBIX yCUIINTA,
IIOCKOJIBKY KaTerOpmm «CaMy TIOPOXIAIOT pealb-
HOCTB TOTO, K YeMy OHW OTHOCSTCS (IVCTIO3VLIVS
Borm)» (AA 05, S. 66; Kanrt, 1997, c. 447). ITockois-
Ky BOJISI He MOXeT OBbITh OITpeziesieHa K 00beKTy 0e3
STVX KaTeropuil, BCIKOe JKelaHve 00beKTa JOIDK-
HO ex hypothesi cooTBeTcTBOBaTh MM. TakymM oOpa-
30M, MHOrooOpasvie >keJIaHu 00s13aTeJTbHO TIOTU V-
HsieTcss PYHKITMAM Halllero MHTesvlekTa. V 3mech
MeTadm3decKas M TpaHCILIeHAeHTaIbHAS JeIyK-
s coBnadatom. Pe3ysibTar 3TON AeAyKLIVI COCTO-
VT B TOM, YTO IIpaKTIYecKyie KaTeropmy OKa3blBa-
I0TCS CyOBbeKTMBHBIMY 3aKOHAMV, B COOTBETCTBU
C KOTOPBIMU peasTn3yeTcs JKeJlaHVie OOBeKTOB.

B maHHOM KOHTEKCTe MBI He JIOJDKHBI YITyCKaTh
u3 BuAy, uTo KaHT HEOIHOKpaTHO OCYIIeCcTBIIgeT
TpaHCLIeHIeHTaJIbHYIO AeIyKIIMIO ellle B IIepBO
«Kputnke». Hanpumep, oH Hpom3BoguUT T0m00-
HYIO JeyKIIMIO 1 B OTHOIIEHUN «IIOHSATUN ITpO-
cTpaHcTBa 11 BpemeHm» (A 89 / B 121; KanT, 2006,
c. 153), oOHapykX1BaeMbIX B TpaHCIIeHI€HTaIbHO
3cTeTUKe. DTa AeIyKIINs, KaK yTBep)KaaeTcs, OCy-
IIeCTBIIsieTcsl Takxke «be3 ocobbix ycumin». Ilo-
CKOJIBKY ITPOCTPaHCTBO ¥ BpeMs SBJISIOTCS pop-
MaMM 4yBCTBEHHOIO CO3epIiaHMs K OOBEKTY, TO
OTCIONIA CJIeIyeT, UTO BCSIKOe UyBCTBEHHOE CO3ep-
I1aHMe K OOBEKTy MOJDKHO ex hypothesi cooTBeT-
CTBOBATB 3TOM AeAyKumm. Takvm o6pa3oM, MHOro-
o0pasve 4yBCTBEHHOIO cO3epIiaHWs 00s3aTeIIbHO
HNOAUMHSAETCS YKa3aHHbBIM popMaM’®.

DTO 00BsACHHET, IToUeMy BO BTopow «KpuTrike»
HeT CHCTeMBbI IIPUHIINIIOB, CJIEAYIOMIVX 3a TpaHC-
LIeHIeHTaJIbHOVI JeNyKIIMeV KaTeropun CBOOOIBI
VI XapaKTepU3yIOIINX CTPYKTY Py 0OBbeKTa IIpaKTy-

5 51 paccmarpmBaro 3T0 Oosiee mompoOHO B paborte:
(Zimmermann, 2011, p. 176 —178).

1© KaHT TakXe TOBOPUT O TpaHCIIEH[IEHTAJIbHOV JIe-
OyKOWM B OTHOIIEHUM wiaen pasyma (A 669—670 / B
697 —698; Kant, 2006, c. 823; cm.: Zimmermann, 20160,
S.70—72).
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In the case of the categories of freedom, the
corresponding aim must be to show that there
can be no manifold of desire that is not thought
in accordance with the functions of our intel-
lect.”® This can be accomplished with little ef-
fort, since the categories “themselves produce
the reality of that to which they refer (the dis-
position of the will)” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant,
1996a, p. 193). Since the will cannot be deter-
mined to an object without these categories, all
willing of an object must ex hypothesi be in ac-
cordance with them. Thus, the manifold of de-
sires is necessarily subject to the functions of
our intellect. Here, the metaphysical and the
transcendental deduction coincide. The result
of this deduction is that the practical categories
are the subjective laws according to which the
willing of objects takes place.

In this context, we must not overlook the
fact that Kant already performs a transcen-
dental deduction more than once in the first
Critique. For example, he also performs such
a deduction with respect to the “concepts of
space and time” (KrV, A 89 / B 121; Kant, 1998,
p- 222), which can be found in the transcenden-
tal aesthetics. This deduction is said to be ac-
complished “with little effort” too. Since space
and time are the forms of sensibly intuiting an
object, it follows that all sensible intuition of an
object must ex hypothesi be in accordance with
them. Thus, the manifold of sensible intuition is
necessarily subject to these forms."

This explains why, in the second Critique,
there is no system of principles following the
transcendental deduction of the categories of
freedom and characterising the structure of
practical reason’s object. There cannot be such
an analogy to the “System of all principles of

18 T deal with this in more detail in Zimmermann (2011,
pp. 176-178).

19" Kant also speaks of a transcendental deduction with
respect to the ideas of reason (cf. KrV, A 669-670 /
B 697-698; Kant, 1998, p. 605). See Zimmermann (2016b,
pp- 70-72).



yeckoro pasyma. Anastornm ¢ «CrcteMon Bcex oc-
HOBOIIOJIOXKEHMT YMCTOro paccysika» (A 148 / B187;
Kanr, 2006, c. 267) n3 niepsont «KpuTukm» ObITh He
MoxeT. B aront «CrucreMe...» KaTeropum IIpyposl
IIPVYIMEHSIOTCS K IOHSATUIO SBJICHWS, XapaKTepu-
3yd CTPYKTypy OOBeKTa TeOpeTMUecKoro pasyMma.
JLY.Bex n C. boOrmen cpopmysviposai Hemo-
CTaloIIyI0, 10 VX MHEHWIO, CYICTEeMY ITPUHIIVIIOB
(cm.: Beck, 1960, p. 145—147; Bobzien, 1988, S. 207).

Eciit e HeuTO MOXeT ObITh KOHCTUTYUpPOBa-
HO KaK 0O'beKT BOJIV JIVIIIb ITIOCTOJIBKY, IIOCKOJIBKY
OHO BBICTyIIaeT KaK OOBEKT BO3MOXKHOI'O OITBITa,
TO OOBEKT BOJIVI TIOJTHOCTBIO OITpeJIeIsieTCsl «OCHO-
BOITOJIOKeHMAMI YICTOro paccypka». Kareropvm
CBODOIBI — 3TO KaTeropum B ITOJIHOM CMBICIIE CJIO-
Ba: MOHATWS, KOHCTUTYMPYIOIIVe OOBeKThl BOJIN.
Ho mx maTepmasl — 3T0 0OBEKT TeOpeTH4YecKoro
pasyMa, 1 OH He IIproOpeTaeT HOBOV CTPYKTYPhbI,
Oyayum KOHCTUTYMPOBaH KaK OOBeKT IIpaKTuye-
ckoro pasyma. Ecjim TeopeTmdeckue KaTeropum
SBJIAIOTCS He ITPOCTO «YCIJIOBUSIMM B03MOXHOCHIU
onvlima BOOOIIe», HO U «B TO Xe BpeMs YcA06uimU
Bosmoxcrocmu npedmemob onvima» (A 158 / B 197;
Kanr, 2006, c. 279), TO K IpaKTUYECKM KaTeropu-
SIM TIOIIOOHOe He OTHOCUTCSL.

Kpome Toro, cyiectsyer ellle OJHO OrpaHWU-
yeHVe aHaJIOrMy MeX]y ABYMs TUIIaMM KaTero-
puii. Ilpexre yeM npmBecTy TabIMITy KaTeropum
cBobompl, KaHT 3asiBiisieT, UTO OHU «MMEIOT OT-
HOIIIeHVe TOJIBKO K IpaKTU4YecKOMY pasyMy BO-
obrie» (AA 05, S. 66; KanT, 1997, c. 447) 1 «B cBO-
eVl TI0CJIeIOBaTeJIbHOCTY VJIyT OT MOPaJIbHO ellle
He OIlpefieJIeHHBIX ¥ YYBCTBEHHO OOYCJIOBJIEH-
HBIX K TeM, KOTOpble He 0OyCJIOBJIEHBI UyBCTBEH-
HOCTBIO ¥ OIPeNeIsiOTCs TOJIBKO MOpasIbHbIM
3akoHoM» (Ibid.; Tam xe). VI B mmpomorbkeHMe Ta-
Ormirel KaHT yTBepXaeT, uTo «KaTeropum Mo-
J1aJIbHOCTY He COBEpIIAIOT Ilepexofa — HO TOJIBKO
npobaemamuuecky — OT IIPAKTUYECKMX ITPUHIIN-
IIOB BOOOIIIe K IIPVHIIUIIAM HPaBCTBEHHOCTH, KO-
TOpBIE JINIIIB IIOTOM MOTYT OBITH IIpeICTaBIICHEI
doemamuyecku TIIOCPEICTBOM MOPAJIBHOTO 3aKOHa»
(AA 05, S. 67; KanrT, 1997, c. 451).
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pure understanding” (KrV, A 148 / B 187; Kant,
1998, p. 278) in the first Critique. In this “Sys-
tem”, the categories of nature are applied to
the concept of an appearance characterising the
structure of theoretical reason’s object. Lew-
is White Beck and Susanne Bobzien formulate
what they believe is the missing system of prin-
ciples on their own (cf. Beck, 1960, pp. 145-147;
Bobzien, 1988, p. 207).

If, however, something can only be con-
stituted as an object of the will insofar as it is
constituted as an object of possible experience,
then the object of the will is completely deter-
mined by the “principles of pure understand-
ing”. The categories of freedom are categories
in the full-blown sense: concepts constitutive
for the will’s objects. But their material is an
object of theoretical reason, and it does not ac-
quire a new structure by being constituted as
an object of practical reason. While the theoret-
ical categories are not merely “conditions of the
possibility of experience in general” but are “at
the same time conditions of the possibility of the
objects of experience” (KrV, A 158 / B 197; Kant,
1998, p. 283), something similar does not apply
to the practical categories.

Moreover, there is another limit to the anal-
ogy between the two types of categories. Before
providing the table of the categories of free-
dom, Kant states “that these categories concern
only practical reason in general” (KpV, AA 05,
p. 66; Kant, 1996a, p. 193). They “proceed in
their order from those which are as yet moral-
ly undetermined and sensibly conditioned to
those which, being sensibly unconditioned, are
determined only by the moral law” (ibid.). And
following the table, Kant states that “the cate-
gories of modality introduce, but only problem-
atically, the transition from practical principles
in general to those of morality, which can only
afterwards be presented dogmatically through
the moral law” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67; Kant, 1996a,
p- 194).



II. Hummepman

DTO CylIecTBEHHOe OTINYMe OT KaTeropuii
npuponsl. B pamkax mx Tabmauier (Oyap To 1o
KaKIBIM HasBaHMeM IV MeXIy HVUMM) HeT HU
Iporpecca, HI Iepexofia OT OHOIO TWIIa Kare-
ropuit K apyromy. CiemoBaTespHO, 3TOT IIPO-
Ipecc VIV TIepexof, HOJKHBI OBITh 0OYCIIOBJIEHBI
0COOEHHOCTBIO ITPAKTUUYECKOTO pa3yMa, a VIMEeH-
HO TeM, 4TO pasyM mMmeeT 060sK0e IMPaKTIIecKoe
nprMeHeHMe. Pa3yM MOXeT OIpenesIsiTh BOJIIO K
JEVICTBUIO JIN0O0 B COOTBETCTBUM C IIPEIIIOChIIKA-
MM OIIYIIEeHWS YHAOBOJIBCTBUS VIJIV HEYHIOBOIIb-
CTBUsL, JIOO B COOTBETCTBUN C MOPAJIBHBIM 3aKO-
HOM. DTO [IByCTOpOHHee IIpVIMeHeHVe BIVsSeT U
Ha KaTeropwm, IOCKOJIBKY OHM, TIOXOXe, OXBaThl-
BalOT He TOJIBKO YVCTYIO BOJIIO, HO VI SMIIVIpUYe-
CKYIO, TO €CTh IIPaKTWYeCKU PasyM kak maxoBou
(cm.: Michaelis, 1796, S. 197)".

6. KoHnlenTyasibHOe comep KaHwme
KaTeropmi cBOOOIBI

6.1. Kamezopuu koauuecmba

IlepBbIit KBafIpaHT TaOINUIIBI CYXKAEHNUT, 113 KO-
TOPOVI BBIBOISITCS KaTeropmy KOJIMYeCcTBa, O3a-
rrasyieH «Kommaectso cyxnenun» (A 70 / B 95;
Kawnrt, 2006, c. 161). ITog stmm 3aronoBkom KauTt
IlepevnciisieT TPV MOMEHTa: «BCeOOIe», «JacT-
HBIe» U «eOVHWYHBbIe». [1o cBoeMy JjiormndeckoMy
KOJIVYECTBY CY)K[IeHVIe SIBJISIeTCSI BCeOOIIIM, YacT-
HBIM WIM €OUMHUYHBIM. B KaXXIoM coenmHeHUn
IpesicTaB/IeHNI [I0JDKHa OBITh yKaszaHa cdepa
COENIVIHEHHBIX ITPeCTaBIeHNI, TO eCTh MHOXe-
CTBO «TOTO, YTO MOIYVHEHO IOHATUIO CyObeKTa»
(A 71 / B 96; Kanr, 2006, c. 161). Kak mHoro 311e-

17 KoMMeHTaTOPBI HeITpaBWITLHO TTOHMMaloT KaHTa, Kor-
Ila CYUTAIOT, YTO OH paccMaTprBaeT KaTerOpuUy CBOOOIBI
KakK «modi OTHOVI-eIVHCTBEHHOVI KaTeropmiu, a VMeH-
HO Kateropwm IpmanHHOCTI» (AA 05, S. 65; Kart, 1997,
c. 445) u, clleoBaTeIIBHO, TOJIBKO KaK KaTerOPUM UVMCTOT
BOM. Berb cyOBEeKTOM ITpeTOKeHMS SIBJISIOTCS «ITOHS-
THS 700Pa M 371a»; UMEHHO MU NOHAMUA, KaK CAUTaeTCs,
«IIPeAIIONIaraoT... IPUYNMHHOCTE YNCTOro pasymar». O6
3TOM HepopasyMmeHunu cM. Harp.: (Bendavid, 1796, S. 25;
Mellin, 1800, S. 600; Beck, 1960, p. 145; Kobusch, 1990,
S. 27; Fulda, 2006, S. 199).
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This is a significant difference to the catego-
ries of nature. There is no progress or transition
from one type of category to another within
their table (be that under each title or amongst
them). This progress or transition must hence
be due to the peculiarity of practical reason,
namely that reason has a twofold practical use.
Reason can determine the will to an action ei-
ther under the presupposition of a feeling of
pleasure and displeasure, or under that of the
moral law. This twofold use also affects the cat-
egories as they seem to cover not only the pure
will but also the empirical, i.e. practical reason
as such (see already Michaelis, 1796, p. 197).%°

6. The Conceptual Content
of the Categories of Freedom

6.1. The Categories of Quantity

The first quadrant of the table of judge-
ments from which the categories of quantity are
derived is entitled “Quantity of Judgments”
(KrV, A70 / B 95; Kant, 1998, p. 206). Under this
title Kant lists three moments: “Universal”, “Par-
ticular” and “Singular”. In terms of its logical
quantity, a judgement is a universal, a particu-
lar or a singular one. In every connection of rep-
resentations, the domain of the connected rep-
resentations must be specified, the set of “what
is contained under the concept of the subject”
(KrV, A71 / B 96; Kant, 1998, p. 207). How many
elements of this set are concerned? The domain

is either not restricted so that all elements are

2 Commentators misunderstand Kant when they think
he considers the categories of freedom to be “modi of
a single category, namely that of causality” (KpV, AA
05, p. 65; Kant, 1996a, p. 192) and hence as categories
of the pure will only. For the subject of the sentence is
“the concepts of good and evil”; it is these concepts which
are considered to “presuppose [...] a causality of pure
reason”. For this misunderstanding, see e.g. Bendavid
(1796, p. 25), Mellin (1800, p. 600), Beck (1960, p. 145),
Kobusch (1990, p. 27) and Fulda (2006, p. 199).



MEHTOB OXBaThIBAae€T 3TO MHOXecTBO? JImbo 00-
JlacTh He OorpaHMYeHa, TaK 4YTO peub muaeT 000
BCEX ee JjleMeHTax, JIMOO OHa OrpaHM4YeHa, TaK
YTO peub MAeT JINOO0 O HEKOTOPBIX, JINOO TOIBKO
00 omgHOM 271eMeHTel8.

KaHT He [aeT 4eTKOro OMVCAHMS KaTeropwin
CcBOOOIBI, BBITEKAIOMINX W3 O3TUX JIOTMYEeCKMX
dyHkumin. B ommmume ot meppont «Kputumkm»,
1719 OOO3HAUeHMsI YMCTBIX TIOHSTUM pacCyaKa
OH VICTIONIb3yeT Oortee MIMHHBIE (DOPMYIIVIPOBKY,
cHaO)XeHHbIe IOITOJTHEHMSIMM B CKOOKax. B aTom
KBajlpaHTe OH OTMedaeT Ha IepBoM MecTe «CyOb-
eKTVBHO, COIJIaCHO MakcuMmaM (MHOVBULyaTb-
Hble MHeHus Boru [Willensmeinungen])», Ha BTO-
poM MecTe «OOBEKTVBHO, COIVIACHO ITPMHIIMIIAM
(npednucanus)» v Ha TpeTbeM MecTe «Kak a prio-
ri OOBEKTVBHBIE, TaK VI CYObEeKTVIBHBIE ITPVHITVIIBI
cBOOO7IBI (3akoHbl)» (AA 05, S. 66; Kant, 1997, c. 449).

Xorst KaHT mouTnt He KOMMEHTMpPYyeT TaOim-
11y KaTeropuii, KOJIM4YeCTBEHHblE KaTerOpuil sB-
JISTFIOTCSL €IMHCTBEHHBIM VICK/TIOUeHveM. Berierr 3a
TabmIIert, B caMOM MOCJIeTHeM ad3artie ryiaBbl, OH
3aMmeuaeT: «Tak, HarIpuMep, 13 IpUBEIEHHON Ta-
OuIIBI, U3 ee IIePBOrO HOMepa, Cpasy BUIHO, C
4yero Ha/lo0 Ha4MHATh B IIPAKTUIECKMX VICCIIe0Ba-
HUSIX — C MaKCUM, KOTOpbIe KaXK/IbIVI OCHOBBIBAET
Ha CBOeVI CKJIOHHOCT, [3aTeM IlepexonnTh] K IIpef-
MVCaHMIM, KOTOPbIe MMEIOT CUJTY J1JIs M3BeCTHOIO
pora pa3syMHBIX CYIIIeCTB, IIOCKOJIbKY OHVI CXOJISIT-
Cs1 B KaKVIX-TO CKJIOHHOCTSIX, V1, HAKOHeIl, K 3aKOHY,
KOTOPBIVI VIMeeT CUITy IS BCeX Oe30THOCUTEIb-
HO K VX CKJIOHHOCTSIM 1 T.]1.» (AA 05, S. 67; Kanr,
1997, c. 451). Ilockornbky KanT mcrionb3yeT B cBo-
€M KOMMEHTapuu TOJIBKO TEPMMHBI «MaKCVIMBbI»,
«IIPEIIIVCaHS» U «3aKOHBI», MBI MOXKEM ITPEJIIIO-
JIOXKWTB, YTO TO V1 €CTh HaJJIeXXallyie KaTerOpuL.
DTU TepMMHBI TaKXe IIPUCYTCTBYIOT B TaOJIuIle,
a YMTaTeI0 OHV 3HAKOMBI 10 rTepBovt «Kpurrike»

'8 Hanpumep, IOHSTUS «4YelOBEK» U «CMEPTHBIN» C
TOYKV 3pEHMs KOJIMYeCTBa MOIYT OBITh CBSI3aHBI TPeMs
cnocobamm: «Bce mogm cMepTHBI», «HekoTopele jonm
cMepTHBD» Wwin «Kam cmepTen». Takont mpumMep mpuso-
nurces Takke B § 21 pykopopcrea K eknusim KaHra 110
jorvike 1o pemaxument Vemre (em.: AA 09, S. 102; Kamnr,
199406, c. 357).
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concerned, or it is restricted so that either some
or only one element is concerned.!

Kant does not clearly denominate the cat-
egories of freedom derived from these logi-
cal functions. Unlike in the first Critique for the
pure concepts of the understanding, he uses
longer formulations supplemented by addi-
tions in brackets. In this quadrant, he notes in
the first place “Subjective, in accordance with
maxims (intentions of the will [Willensmeinungen|]
of the individual)”, in the second place “Objec-
tive, in accordance with principles (precepts)”
and in the third place “A priori objective as
well as subjective principles of freedom (laws)”
(KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a, p. 193).

Although Kant leaves the table of categories
almost uncommented on, the quantitative cate-
gories are the only exception. Following the ta-
ble, in the very last paragraph of the chapter,
he remarks: “Thus, for example, one knows at
once from the above table and its first number
where one has to set out from in practical con-
siderations: from the maxims that each bases on
his inclination, from the precepts that hold for a
species of rational beings insofar as they agree
in certain inclinations, and finally from the law
that holds for all without regard for their incli-
nations, and so forth” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67; Kant,
1996a, p. 194). Since Kant only uses the terms
“maxims”, “precepts” and “laws” in his com-
mentary, we may assume that these are the
proper categories. These terms also appear in
the table, and the reader will know them from
the first Critiqgue and the Groundwork. Further-
more, the second Critique engages with these
terms from the beginning (cf. KpV, AA 05, p. 19;
Kant, 1996a, p. 153); later the Metaphysics of
Morals does this also. I therefore assume that

2 In terms of quantity, e.g. the concepts human and
mortal can be connected in three ways: “All humans are
mortal’, ‘Some humans are mortal’, or ‘This human is
mortal’. This is also the example in §21 of the manual for
Kant’s lectures on logic edited by Jasche (cf. Log, AA 09,
p- 102; Kant, 1992b, p. 599).



II. Hummepman

1 «OCHOBOIIOJIOXEHMIO. . .». Boriee Toro, Bo Bropoit
«KpuTnke» 3TV TepMIUHBI IIPUBJIEKAIOTCS C CAMO-
ro Havasta (AA 05,S.19; Kanr, 1997, c. 321); nozgHee
3TO MPOUCXOIUT 1 B «MeTadusnke HpaBop». Ta-
KM 00pasoM, s IpezIioarai, YTo KaTeropusamm
KOJIVYECTBA SIBJISIOTCS MAKCUMbL, Npeonucanus
3aKOHBL XOTs1 KaHT mepeuwncrigeT 3T KaTeropum
BO MHOXXECTBEHHOM 4NCJIe, CaMV KaTeropmum —
3TO He MHOXEeCTBO MaKCUM, ITpe[IlVICaHui U 3a-
KOoHOB. CKopee, OHU pery/IMpyIoT Iporiecc ¢op-
MUPOBAaHMS MaKCVUM, ITPEINVICAHWIT I 3aKOHOB.
CaMu OHU CYIIIECTBYIOT TOJIBKO B eOuUHCHBeHHOM
4yicIie: M3 IIepBOVI KaTeropuyl BO3HMKaeT MHOXe-
CTBO MaKCVM, M3 BTOPOVI — MHOXeCTBO ITpaBWI,
U3 TPeThell — MHOXXECTBO 3aKOHOB".

Kareropum xosimdecTBa yKasbIBalOT BO3MOX-
Hble OTBETBl Ha BOIIPOC, CKOJIBKMM CYObeKTaM
OyneT mnpuHajjeXaTb paccMaTpuBaeMbIll 00b-
€KT: OHM KOJIMYeCTBEHHO OIIpPelesIdioT cl0vekim
IpakTudeckoro pasyma. Kareropms Makcumbl
IpeficTaBjIgeT COOOM (PYHKIIMIO eIVMHUYHBIX
MPaKTIYeCKMX CYXKIEeHWVI, KaTeropus IIpervica-
HUN — (PYHKIINUIO YaCTHBIX ITPaKTUUECKX CYXK-
JIeHWV1, a KaTeropus 3aKoHa — (PYHKIIUIO yHVBEp-
CJIBHBIX ITPAKTUYeCKMX CYXIeHmI. Makcumbl
comepXaT OIlpefielieHVie BOJIM, AeVICTBUTEIbHOe
711 00H020 CyOBeKTa («f1 Xouy BepHYTb IETIO3UT»),
npennmcanus — I Hekomopwix («Hekoropbie
XOTAT BEPHYTH [IEIIO3UT»), a 3aKOHBI — IIJIT BCeX
CyOBbeKTOB («Bce XOTAT BEPHYTb [I€TIO3UTHI»)™.

B mpakTudeckoM CyXIeHWUNM CUHTe3UPYIOT-
cs1 CyOBeKT BOJIM 11 ee OOBeKT. B oTimame ot Teo-
PeTIYecKNX CYXXIEeHWVI, OHV BKJIIOYAIOT B ceds 11
camocosuanue. Ecivt cyOBeKT 1IMeeT OITBIT, OH He-
00s13aTeJIbHO yyKe OCO3HAEeT 3TOT OIBIT KaK CBOV
COOCTBEHHBIVI, eMy IOCTATOYHO IIPOCTO OBITH CIIO-
COOHBIM OCO3HATH €ro Kak cBovi coocTBeHHBIN. Ha-

19 3pech, Kak u Besfe y KaHra, Iipenmmvcanme — 3T0 ITM-
roreTryecknit mMireparms (cm.: AA 05, S. 20, 26, 33, 62;
Kamnr, 1997, c. 325, 337, 355, 437; AA 06, S. 221; Kanr, 2014,
c. 65).

20 Cy1ecTByeT II0JIHO€ COoIlaciie B TOJIKOBAHMM IIEPBOTO
KBazlpaHTa cpeny KommeHTaropos (Mellin, 1800, S. 599 —
601; Pieper, 1973, S. 149; Bobzien, 1988, S. 211; Kobusch,
1990, S. 28; Simon, 1990, S. 125; Graband, 2005, S. 54—
56; Bader, 2009, p. 807; Puls, 2013, S. 93 —94; Bojanowski,
2015, p. 214; Zimmermann, 20168, S. 230 —232).

the categories of quantity are maxim, precept
and law. Although Kant lists these categories
in the plural, the categories themselves are not
many maxims, precepts and laws. Rather, they
regulate the formation of maxims, precepts and
laws. They themselves exist only in the singular:
from the first category arise the many maxims,
from the second the many rules, and from the
third the many laws.*

The categories of quantity state the possi-
ble answers to the question of how many sub-
jects will the object in question: They quantify
the subject of practical reason. The category of
maxim is the function for singular practical
judgements, that of precept is the function for
particular practical judgements, and the cate-
gory of law that for universal practical judge-
ments. Maxims contain a determination of the
will which is valid for one subject (‘I want to re-
turn deposits’), precepts contain one which is
valid for some (‘Some want to return deposits’),
and laws contain one which is valid for all sub-
jects (“All want to return deposits”).”

In a practical judgement, the subject of the
will and its object are synthesised. Unlike the-
oretical judgements, they include self-conscious-
ness. When a subject has an experience, it need
not already be conscious of that experience as
its own experience; it only needs to be able to
become conscious of it as its own experience.
On the contrary, when a subject determines its
will to an action, it already has reflexive con-
sciousness of itself as determining its will.*

In this quadrant a progress or transition takes
place “from those [categories — S.Z.] which are

22 Here, as elsewhere for Kant, a precept is a hypothet-
ical imperative (cf. KpV, AA 05, pp. 20, 26, 33, 62; Kant,
19964, pp. 154, 159, 166, 190; MS RL, AA 06, p. 221; Kant,
1996d, p. 376).

» There is broad agreement among commentators on
the interpretation of the first quadrant (cf. Mellin, 1800,
pp- 599-601; Pieper, 1973, p. 149; Bobzien, 1988, p. 211;
Kobusch, 1990, p. 28; Simon, 1990, p. 125; Graband, 2005,
pp- 54-56; Bader, 2009, p. 807; Puls, 2013, pp. 93-94; Bo-
janowski, 2015, p. 214; Zimmermann, 2016c, pp. 230-232).
# For practical self-consciousness, see Allison (1995,
p- 40).
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IIPOTUB, KOITla CyObeKT OIpeziesiseT CBOIO BOJIIO K
ZIeVICTBUIO, OH y>ke oOJaziaeT pedprieKCMBHBIM CO-
3HaHMeM cebsI KaK OITpeIesIsIOIIero CBOO BOIIO?!.

B sTOM KBazpaHTe IPOVICXOAUT npoepecc VIV
XKe mnepexo0 KaTeropuii «OT MOpPAJIBHO ellle He
OIIpeie/IeHHBIX VI UYBCTBEHHO OOYCIIOBIIEHHBIX
K TeM, KOTOpble He OOyC/IOBJIEHBI YYBCTBEHHO-
CTBIO VI OIIPEIEISIOTCS TOJIBKO MOPAJIBHBIM 3aKO-
Hom» (AA 05, S. 66; Kaut, 1997, c. 447). Kaxnmas
13 KaTeropui MaKCUM ¥ IIPeIVICAaH SIBJISeTCs
dyHKMeN amnupureckorl Boyi. VIx ripuMeHeHMe
IIPSIMO VJIV KOCBEHHO IIpeiIioslaraeT 4yBCTBO yIIO-
BOJIBCTBYMSL MJIV HeyOBOJIbCTBIMS. OHAKO KaTero-
PV 3aKOHOB SIBJIIeTCA (PYHKIIVEN 4uCHoll BOJINL.
Xors P. [Ix. beHTOH BbICTyIaeT 3a HeMoOpaIbHOe
MoOHMMaHwe 3Tou Kateropumn (Benton, 1980, p. 187
cM. Takke: Bobzien, 1988, S. 211), ee npumeHeHMe
npefmonaraeT ceodomy; xorss KaHT Bce elre ro-
BOPUT O 3aKOHaX B HEMOPaJIbHOM CMBICTIEe B IIep-
Bovt «Kpurnke» (cm.: A 800 / B 828, A 806 / B 834;
Kanrt, 2006, c. 973, 1013) 1 cHoBa Bo BTOpOm «Kpu-
Tuke» (cMm.: AA 05, S. 33, 44; Kanrt, 1997, c. 357, 381),
COIVIaCHO ero KOMMEeHTapuIO K IIepBOMY KBaJlpaH-
Ty, 3aKOH «VIMeeT CWJIY [JIs1 BceX Oe30THOCUTEIIbHO
K 1IX CKJIOHHOCTSIM» (A A 05, S. 67; KanT, 1997, c. 451)
U, CJIEMIOBATEITHHO, SBJISIETCS 3aKOHOM CBOOOJTHI.

6.2. Kamezopuu kauecmba

KaHT Takxe He JaeT 4eTKoro o0o3HaueHms Ka-
TeropmsM KadecTBa. B 3TOM KBaZpaHTe Ha Iiep-
BoM MecTe HaxomsaTcsi «[IpakTmdeckme mpaBuIa
deticmboBanus», Ha BTOpoM — «[IpaKTdeckme
HpaBwIa HedesHus», Ha TpeTbeM — «lIpakTinue-
cKkue mpaswiia uckaouenui» (AA 05, S. 66; Kanr,
1997, c. 449). B ckobkax KaHT mobGasiiser ymaTms-
CKMe BBIpaXKeHMsI M3 HeMelKom (rIocodckom
IIKOJIBL. DTV BBIPaKEHWMS IIPU3BaHbI O0JIErYUTh
IIOHVIMaHMe TOrO HOBOTO, UTO €CThb B €r0 MOpaJIb-
HOV (prytocodmy, CBSI3BbIBASl €r0 C YXKe IIPVBHIY-
HBIM [IJISI 9UTaTelIsl ero BpeMeHM (CM. Hamp.:
Wolff, 1754, § 2; Baumgarten, 1760, § 68).

21 O mpaxTmyeckoM camocosHaHum cM.: (Allison, 1995,
p. 40).
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as yet morally undetermined and sensibly con-
ditioned categories to those which, being sen-
sibly unconditioned, are determined only by
the moral law” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a,
p- 193). Each of the categories for maxims and
precepts are a function of the empirical will.
Their application directly or indirectly presup-
poses a feeling of pleasure or displeasure. The
category for laws, however, is a function of the
pure will. While Robert J. Benton (1980, p. 187)
advocates for a non-moral sense of this catego-
ry (see also Bobzien, 1988, p. 211), its applica-
tion presupposes freedom; although Kant still
speaks of laws in a non-moral sense in the first
Critique (cf. KrV, A 800 / B 828, A 806 / B 834;
Kant, 1998, pp. 674, 677) and again in the second
Critique (cf. KpV, AA 05, pp. 33, 44; Kant, 1996a,
pp- 166, 175), according to his commentary on
the first quadrant, a law “holds for all without
regard for their inclinations” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67;
Kant, 1996a, p. 194) and is thus one of freedom.

6.2. The Categories of Quality

Kant also does not clearly denominate the
categories of quality. In this quadrant we find
in the first place “Practical rules of commission”,
in the second place “Practical rules of omission”,
and in the third place “Practical rules of excep-
tions” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a, pp. 193-
194). In brackets, Kant adds Latin expressions
from German school philosophy. These expres-
sions are meant to facilitate the understand-
ing of what is new in his moral philosophy
by linking it to what is already familiar to his
contemporary reader (e.g. see Wolff, 1754, §2;
Baumgarten, 1760, §68).

We may assume that the proper categories
are commission, omission and exception, for Kant
often uses the contrast between committing and
omitting to express a difference concerning that
which is intended (cf. GMS, AA 04, pp. 405,
406; Kant, 1996b, pp. 59, 61; ZeF, AA 08, p. 370;
Kant, 1996e, p. 339; MS RL, AA 06, pp. 213, 215;
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MBI MOXeM MpennoiIoKnTh, UYTO HajleXa-
VMU KaTeropusIMM  SIBJISIIOTCS  OeticmboBanue,
HelesiHue VI UCKAOUeHUe, TIOCKOJIbKY KaHT wacTo
VICTIOJIb3yeT KOHTPACT MeX/y [eVICTBOBaHVEM W
HeflesTHVIEM, UYTOOBI BBIPA3WUThH pas3finMdiie OTHO-
curtesibHO HaMepeHms (AA 04, S. 405, 406; Kanr,
19941, c. 166—167, AA 08, S. 370; Kaut, 1994u,
c. 429, AA 06, S. 213, 215; KanT, 2014, c. 41, 47).
DTO cIpaBeljIMBO ¥ B OTHOIIEHWMM IIpeIica-
HWV JI0JITa; J0JIT TOXKe O0s3bIBaeT JesIaTb YTO-TO
VUTVI BO3TEP)KMBATBCS OT 4ero-to*. VIckimroueHne
(Ausnahme) 30ech He cilelyeT IIOHUMAaTh B CMBICIIe
nosposieHns, Kak yreepxxaaroT JI. V. bek n b. Xaac
(cm.: Beck, 1960, p. 146; Haas, 1997, S. 60), mockoss-
KY JO3BOJIEHHOE CAMO SBJISeTCS KaTeropuerl, XOTs
VI HAXOZSIITIeVICS B KBaZIpaHTe MOJAIbHOCTA.

ToT dakTt, uro KaHT cHOBa FOBOPUT O «IIpaKTH-
YecKVX IIpaBiIax» BO MHOXeCTBEHHOM 4VICIle, He
O3HauaeT, YTO KaTeropuy KauecTBa CaM SIBJISIOTCS
TaKVMM IIpaBiamy. HampoTus, oHU peryimpy-
10T (popMMIpOBaHMIe ITpaKTUUecKnX npasuil. Camu
KaTeropmm CYIIeCTBYIOT TOJIBKO B eOUHCHIBeHHOM
yyc/e: VI3 IePBOVI KaTeropuy BOSHMKAIOT «[Ipak-
TUYecKVie TIpaBwIa 0ellcmBoBaniisi», N3 BTOPOT —
«[IpakTraeckme TIpaBUiIa HeldefAHUA» W3 Tpe-
Thell — «[IpakTuyaeckue mIpaBusIa UCKAIOUEHUTI».

Jlormyeckme @yHKIIMM, CTOSAILIME 3a STUMU
KaTeropusMin CBOOOIBI, HAXOIOSATCS BO BTOPOM
KBaZlpaHTe TaOmIpl cykaeHmi. OH HasbIBaeT-
cs1 «KagectBo» (A 70 / B 95; KanT, 2006, c. 161) n
obOo3HauaeT KadecTBO cyxaeHmui. Ilom atmm Ha-
3BaHMEM IIepeuViCiIeHbl TPU acIleKTa: «yTBepu-
«OTpULIATEeSIbHOE» ¥ «OeCcKOHeUHOe»
(CyXXJ1eHwue), TO eCTh II0 CBOeMY JIOTMYeCKOMY Ka-
4ecTBY CYyXX/eHIe gBJIsieTCs YTBepaUTeIbHbBIM, OT-
pHUIIaTeIbHBIM VIV OECKOHEUHBIM.

IIp coemuHeHMN IIpeACTaBIeHUII HeobXo-
IIVIMO OIIpeNeIINTh, OTHOCUTCS JIVI TO, YTO OTHO-
CUTCSI KO BTOPOMY M3 COeIMHSIeMBIX IIpesicTaBJle-

TeJIBHOEe»,

2 Cwm.: (AA 02, S.183; Kanr, 1994r, c. 59; A 807 / B 835, A
841 / B 869; Kawnr, 2006, c. 1015, 1053; AA 04, S. 413, 455;
KanTt, 19947, c. 199, 249; AA 06, S. 223; KanT, 2014, c. 69;
AA 06, S. 419, 433 Anm.; KanT, 2019, c. 1056—107, 137, AA
06, S. 5,103, 176; Kant, 19943, c. 7, 107, 190).

Kant, 1996d, pp. 374, 370). This is equally true of
that which duty prescribes; duty too prescribes
that one do something or refrain from doing
something.” An exception (Ausnahme) here is
not to be understood in the sense of a permis-
sion, as Beck (1960, p. 146) and Bruno Haas
(1997, p. 60) maintain, because the permitted is
itself a category, albeit one in the quadrant of
modality.

The fact that Kant again speaks of “Practi-
cal rules” in the plural does not mean that the
qualitative categories are themselves such rules.
Rather, they regulate the formation of practi-
cal rules. The categories themselves exist only
in the singular: from the first category arise
“Practical rules of commission”, from the second
“Practical rules of omission”, and from the third
“Practical rules of exceptions”.

The logical functions standing behind these
categories of freedom are located in the second
quadrant of the table of judgements. This quad-
rant is entitled “Quality” (KrV, A 70 / B 95;
Kant, 1998, p. 206) and signifies the quality of
judgements. Under this title, three moments are
listed: “Affirmative”, “Negative”, and “Infinite”.
In terms of its logical quality, a judgement is an
affirmative, a negative, or an infinite one.

Whenever representations are connected, it
must be specified whether that which falls un-
der the second of the connected representations
also falls under the first one. Is this element “at-
tributed to the subject or opposed to it” (KrV, A
72 / B 97; Kant, 1998, p. 207)? Our intellect ei-
ther attributes a feature to the subject (is x) or
opposes a feature to it (is not x). Or our intellect
affirms the negation; a certain feature is negated
and an indefinite other one affirmed (is not-x).*

» Cf. NG, AA 02, p. 183; Kant, 1992a, p. 221; KrV, A 807
/ B 835, A 841 / B 869; Kant, 1998, pp. 678, 696, GMS,
AA 04, pp. 413, 455-456; Kant, 1996b, pp. 66, 102; MS RL,
AA 06, p. 223; Kant, 1996d, p. 378; MS TL, AA 06, pp.
419, 433n; Kant, 1996d, pp. 545, 556n; RGV, AA 06, pp.
5,103, 176; Kant, 1996c¢, pp. 58, 137, 195.

% In terms of quality, e.g. the concepts human’ and
‘mortal’ can be connected in three ways: ‘The soul
is mortal’, ‘“The soul is not mortal’, and ‘The soul is
non-mortal’. See KrV, A 72-73 / B 97-98; Kant, 1998,
pp- 207-208; Log, AA 09, pp. 104; Kant, 1992b, p. 600.
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HUVI, TaKXe U K 1epBomy. «[ [puImceIBaeTcs JImt. ..
[3TOT 271IeMeHT] CYyOBEKTY MM IIPOTMBOIIOJIaraeT-
cst emy?» (A 72 / B 97, Kanr, 2006, c. 163). Har ns-
TeJIJIeKT JIM0O IIPUITNCHIBAeT CyOBeKTy CBOVICTBO
(ecTb x), JIMOO TIPOTMBOIIOCTABIISIET EMY CBOVICTBO
(e ecTb x). VM ke Halll pacCy[IOK IIPOM3BOLUT
OTpUIIaHMe; OIpefe/leHHbIN IIPU3HAK OTPUIIAeT-
cs, a JIPyToW, HeoIlpesesleHHbIVI, yTBep)KIaeTcs
(ae gBiIsIeTCA X)*.

Kak o0bsacuser KaHT, B GeckoHeUHOM CyXie-
HUU MBICJIUTCS «UCKITIoueHme [Ausnahmel». Die-
MEHT, KOTOPBIVI OTHOCUTCS K cpepe OTHOrO IIperl-
CTaBJIeHVIs, OKa3bIBAeTCs BHE 00JIaCT IPyToro; OH
UCKITIogaeTcs 13 Hee. OfHAKO 3TO IIPOVICXONT Ta-
KM 00pa3oM, UTO JJaHHBIV 3JIeMeHT IIolajiaeT B
cdepy HEKOTOPOTO JIPYTOro IIPeACTaBIIeHIsT, XOTs
UL OCTaeTcsi HeyCTaHOBJIEHHBIM, KaKOTO VMMEHHO.
Taxym 00pa3oM, BO3MOXXHOCTM OCTalOTCH OecKo-
HEYHBIMIL.

Kareropum xadecTBa OIIpelesIsIOT BO3MOX-
Hble OTBeThI Ha BOIIPOC O TOM, KeJlaeT JI CyOb-
eKT oOBeKT. IIpummiceIBaeTcst 1 JaHHOE HaMe-
peHMe CyObeKTy WM HPOTMBOIIOJIATAeTCS eMy?
OHu KBaMPUIMPYIOT CYyOBEKT MIPaAKTIUUECKO-
ro pasyMma, yTBepxiasd miau oTpuiias ero. Kare-
ropus AeVICTBOBAaHMS — 3TO (PYHKIIUS YTBEPHV-
TEeJIBHBIX ITPaKTUYUECKVIX CY>KIEHWV, a KaTeropus
HeflessHMA — (PYHKIINMS OTPUIIaTeIbHBIX IIPaKTU-
yeckux cyxaeHun. Hamepenue npunucsibaemcs
cyOBeKkTy («I xouy BepHyTb [ero3uT») WIN
npomubonosaeaemcs emy (<51 He xo4uy BO3BpaIlaTh
TIETIO3WT).

Kareropus vckimroueHnss — 3To PYHKIMS I
OeCcKOHEUHBIX IPaKTUYeCKMX CyXXIeHuN. BakHo
OTMeTUTh, uTo KaHT 1o-pasHOMY MCIIOJIB3yeT He-
MeLKIY TepMuH Ausnahme. B GonpImHcTBe CITy-
YJaeB OH IIPUIMEHSIET eT0 B YCTOSBIIIEMCsI 3HaYeHU,
KOTOpOe SIBJIsieTCsl [IEPeHOCHBIM: OTCTYIIJIeHVe OT

# C TOuKV 3peHms KauecTBa, HallpyMep, ITOHATHS «9eJIo-
BeK» U «CMEPTHBIVI» MOTYT OBITh CBSI3aHbI TpeMs cIrrocoba-
M «[lyITa ecTh HeuTo cMepTHOe», «[lyIa OeccMepTHa»
n «[lyma ectb HeuTo HecMepTHOe». Cm.: (A 72—73 / B
97—-98; Kant, 2006, ¢ 163; AA 09, S. 104; KanT, 19946,
c. 358 —359).

S. Zimmermann

As Kant explains, with an infinite judgement
an “exception [Ausnahme]” is thought. The el-
ement which belongs to the sphere of one rep-
resentation is placed outside the sphere of the
other representation; it is excluded from it. Yet,
this happens in such a way that the element in
question is put into the sphere of some other
representation, though it remains unspecified
which representation that is. Thus, the possibili-
ties remain infinite.

The categories of quality state the possible
answers to the question of whether the subject
wills the object. Is the intention in question “at-
tributed to the subject or opposed to it”? They
qualify the subject of practical reason by affirm-
ing or negating its object. The category of com-
mission is the function for affirmative practical
judgements and that of omission is the function
for negative practical judgements. An intention
is attributed to the subject (‘I want to return de-
posits”) or opposed to it (‘I do not want to return
deposits’).

The category of exception is the function for
infinite practical judgements. It is important to
note that Kant employs the German term Aus-
nahme in different ways. In most cases, he uses
it by the established meaning, which is its fig-
urative one: a deviation from a rule, a special
case. Here, however, the term is used in its lit-
eral meaning, that being the act of taking some-
thing out of something else (see also MS RL, AA
06, p. 233; Kant, 1996d, p. 390).”” A certain deter-
mination of the will is negated and another in-
definite one is affirmed; the subject remains open
to infinitely many other determinations (‘I want
to do everything except to return deposits”).?*

In this quadrant no progress or transition
takes place. Due to a different interpretation
of ‘exception’ (without recourse to the table of
judgements), Bader (2009, p. 810) maintains

" This is also the etymology of the English ‘exception’,
which comes from the Latin exceptio (ex, out, and capere,
to take). See in detail Zimmermann (2023).

2 Although Puls (2013, pp. 94-95) also draws on the un-
derlying thinking function, he comes to a different con-
clusion.
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IIpaBwIa, 0COOBITI CJIyyvar. OHaKo B JaHHOM CI1y-
yJae TepMUH yroTpebiisieTcs B OyKBaJIbHOM 3HaJe-
HWV, a IMEHHO KaK aKT U3bSITIS Yero-Jimdo ms3 ue-
ro-To (cM. Takxe: AA 06, S. 233; KanT, 2014, c. 97)*.
HekoTopoe orpernesieHvie BOJIVI Ompuyaemcs w
ymBepikdaemcs Opyroe, HeolpeleleHHOe; CyOb-
€KT OCTaeTCs OTKPBITHIM 151 OECKOHEYHO MHOTTIX
ApyTUX orpenesieHn («f xody 1ieaTh Bce, Kpome
BO3BpaIlleHMs JeTI031Ta»)™>.

B 3TOM KBazpaHTe Hern HU Iporpecca, HU Iie-
pexomna. B cvity mHOV MHTepIIpeTanm UCKITIoue-
Hum (0e3 obpamenus k Tadimile cyxaeHnii) ba-
fiep yTBEPXKIIAeT, UTO TPEThsl KaTeTrOPWsL SIBJISeTC
dynxumen umcrovt Boim (Bader, 2009, p. 810; cm.
taxxke: Graband, 2005, S. 57); HO TakXe OHa Mo-
KeT OBITb (PYHKIIMEN SMIVpPUIecKot Boim. Bce
KaTeropmm OTHOCATCS K «IIPAKTUYECKOMY pasy-
My BOOOIIe» VUIN «IpaKTMYeCKUM IIPVHIIVIIAM
BooOIIIe». [ericTBOBaHMe MIM HedesHIe, a TaKXe
VICKJTIOYeHVe (B KaHTOBCKOM IOHVMAHVIV) MOTYT
IIPOVICXOINUTB JINOO IO, BIIVISTHVIEM IIPEIIIOChUIOK
CBOOOMIBL, JIMOO TOM BIIVISTHVIEM OIIYIIEeHMS YIIO-
BOJIBCTBMA VI HeyJI0BOJIbCTBYU (cM. Takoke: Mellin,
1800, S. 602; Benton, 1980, p. 185).

6.3. Kamezopuu omuouenus

Kax 1 mpexne, Kant He obo3HadaeT Karero-
puro oTHolleHMs: 4eTko. OH CHOBa VICIIOJIb3yeT
Gosiee mpocTpaHHBIE 1 Ha 3TOT pas3 Jaxe dpar-
MeHTapHble POPMYIMPOBKI. B aToM KBagpaHTe
MBI HaxOAVM Ha ItleppoM Mecte «K 1uunocmu», Ha
BrOpoM — «K cocmosanuio nuiia», Ha TpeTbeM —
«O00100HO OTHOVI JIMYHOCTV K COCTOSTHUIO [IPY-
rom» (AA 05, S. 66; KanT, 1997, c. 449). Ocraetcs
HEeBBICKa3aHHBIM TO, UTO CTOUT B OTHOIICHUM «K
AUMHOCTIU» VITIVL «K COCTHOAHUIO JIVILIA».

IToHATNS «IMYHOCTB» U «IVILIO» BOZHMKAIOT
B nepBont «Kputnke». OHU NOABIAIOTCA B CIIOpe

* TakoBa >X€ OSTMMOJIOIMSI AHIJIMIICKOIO «exception»
(MCKITIOUeHMe), KOTOpOoe TIPOVICXOOUT OT JIATMHCKO-
ro exceptio (ex «m3» U capere «Oparb»). CM. mogpoOHee:
(Zimmermann, 2023).

% TlyibC IPUXOANT K IPYTOMY BBIBOJLY, XOTS TOXE OITN-
paercs Ha OasoBylo ¢dyakumro memurenns (Puls, 2013,
S. 94—95).
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that the third category is a function of the pure
will (see also Graband, 2005, p. 57); but it can
also be a function of the empirical will. All of
the categories concern “practical reason in gen-
eral” or “practical principles in general”. The
commission or omission of an action as well as
an exception (in Kant’s sense of the word) can
take place either under the presupposition of
freedom or under that of a feeling of pleasure
and displeasure (see also Mellin, 1800, p. 602;
Benton, 1980, p. 185).

6.3. The Categories of Relation

As before, Kant does not denominate the cat-
egories of relation clearly. He again uses longer
and this time even fragmentary formulations.
In this quadrant we find in the first place “To
personality”, in the second place “To the state of
the person” and in the third place “Reciprocally,
of one person to the state of others” (KpV, AA
05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a, pp. 193-194). What re-
mains unsaid is that which stands in relation to
“personality” or “the state of the person”.

The concepts of “personality” and “person”
have their origin in the first Critique. They occur
in Kant’s argument against rational psycholo-
gy. According to the second Critique, the subject
of thinking has personality if it is the “subject
of the moral law” (KpV, AA 05, p. 87; Kant,
19964, p. 210).* And the subject of thinking is a
person if it is also subject to impulses of sensi-
bility. A person is, as it were, personality under
finite conditions.?

The logical functions standing behind these
categories of freedom are located in the third
quadrant of the table of judgements. This quad-

# For more detail on this point, see Zimmermann
(2016a).

30 In this sense, Kant speaks of the humanity in my per-
son (cf. GMS, AA 04, pp. 429-430; Kant, 1996b, pp. 80-81;
KpV, AA 05, pp. 87, 88, 131; Kant, 1996a, pp. 210, 245;
ZeF, AA 08, p. 345; Kant, 1996e, p. 318; MS RL, AA 06,
pp- 236, 270; Kant, 1996d, pp. 392, 421). For this, see Ne-
non (1993).



KanTa ¢ panuonaspHOM mHcmxosiorvent. B coor-
BETCTBUM €O BTOpont «KpUTUKOI», CyOBEKT MBIIII-
JIGHWMS SIBJISIETCS JIMYHOCTBIO, €CJIV OH SIBJISIeTCSI
«cyObeKToM MopasibHOro 3akoHa» (AA 05, S. 87;
Kant, 1997, c. 513)*. CyObeKT MBIITIIEHVS SBIISeT-
Cs1 JIVIIIOM, eCJIVI OH TaK>kKe IOJIBep>KeH MMITyJIbcaM
4yBCTBeHHOCTH. JIuilo — 3TO cBoero popna Jind-
HOCTb B KOHEUHBIX YCJIOBUSIX™ .

Jlornmyeckue pyHKIMM, CTOSIINE 3a STUMMU Ka-
TeropmsiMn CBOOOIIBI, PacCIOIOKEeHBI B TPeTheM
KBaJIpaHTe TaOiauITel cyxmaeHuit. OH o3arsiaBjieH
«OtHommenne» (A 70 / B 95; Kant, 1997, c. 161) n
o0Oo3HauaeT cBsA3b cyxaeHm. Ilom aTm HasBaHM-
eM IIepeyunICcIeHbl TPV acleKTa: «KaTeropryecKoe»,
«TUTIOTETMYECKOe» 1 «IU3bIOHKTVBHOE» (CYXK/e-
HVIE), TO €CTh C TOUKM 3PeHMs JIOTMYeCKOro OTHO-
IIIeHVIs CY KIIeHe SIBJISeTCs KaTeTOpuyIecKnM, I'-
IOTETUYECKUM VIV I3 bIOHKTVIBHBIM.

Besikmit pas, Korma ITpefcTaBIeHMsl CBSI3aHBI
MeX]1y cobov1, HeOOXOIMO OIIpeleIUTh OTHOLIIE-
HVS MEXIy CBSI3aHHBIMU IIPeCTaBIeHVSIMM, a
3a0/IHO ¥ OTHOIIEHWS MeXAy COOTBETCTBYIOLIN-
MM oOBeKTaMM. Kak OHVI COOTHOCATCS IPYT C APY-
roM? CortacHo KaHTy, peripeseHTanm CyXaeHvs
M COOTBETCTBYIOIIVIE OOBEKTBI OOpPa3yIOT «KOp-
pensaTe» (B 110). Oba koppesigTa HpUMEHSIOT-
Csl OHOBPEMEHHO 1 YKas3bIBalOT Ha BHyTpeHHee
OTHOIIIEHVe CYXXOEHVIS: OHW SBJISIOTCS B3aVIMO-
TIOTIONTHSAIOMIVIMY  IeTEPMVHAIISIMU  CYKIAEHMS.
B citydae KaTeropm4eckoro Cy>KaeHMs «IBa ITOHs-
TVSI» COOTHOCSITCS KaK «CyOBEKT» M «IIpeauKar»
(A 73 / B 98; Kanr, 2006, c. 164)*, B city4ae rurmo-
TeTUYECKOro CYXHAeHMSI — «JIBa CyXXIeHWs» KakK
«OCHOBaHUe» U «CJIeACTBUe»”, a B CJly4ae IWU3b-
IOHKTVBHOTO CYy>K[IeHWs «HECKOJIBKO CyXKje-
HU» KaK «YJICHBD» «IeJIeHM» .

% Boree mogpoOHO 00 aToM cM.: (Zimmermann, 2016a).
27 B aToM cmbIciie KaHT TOBOPUT 0 UesioBeuecTBe B MOEM
mmrte (cMm.: AA 04, S. 429 —430; Kaur, 19947, c. 167 —173;
AA 05,S.87,88,131; Kaut, 1997, c. 513, 645; AA 08, S. 345;
Kanr, 199411, c. 389; AA 06, S. 236, 270; Kaur, 2014, c. 441;
Kanr, 2019, c. 25). Cum. 06 atom: (Nenon, 1993).

2 «Bce Terta menMbl» (AA 09, S. 106; Kanr, 19946, c. 360).
¥ «Ecyim Bce Teyta CJIOXKHBL, TO OHM JeamMbl» (AA 09,
S. 106; Kanr, 19940, c. 360).

30 «Y4eHBIVI €CTb YYEHBIVI WIN UCTOPUYIECKIX, VIV pariy-
oHaJIbHBIX HayK» (AA 09, S. 107; KanT, 199406, c. 362).

S. Zimmermann

rant is entitled “Relation” (KrV, A 70 / B 95;
Kant, 1998, p. 206) and signifies the relation of
judgements. Under this title, three moments
are listed: “Categorical”, “Hypothetical” and
“Disjunctive”. In terms of its logical relation, a
judgement is a categorical, a hypothetical or a
disjunctive one.

Whenever representations are connected, the
relation between the connected representations
must be specified — and, at the same time, that
between the corresponding objects. How do
they relate to one another? As Kant puts it, the
representations of the judgement and the cor-
responding objects form “correlates” (KrV, B
110). Both correlates are applied simultaneous-
ly and specify the internal relation of a judge-
ment: they are complementary determinations
of a judgement. In the case of a categorical
judgement, “two concepts” are related as “sub-
ject” and “predicate” (KrV, A 73 / B 98; Kant,
1998, p. 208),’"' in the case of a hypothetical
judgement “two judgments” as “ground” and
“consequence”,”* and in that of a disjunctive
judgement “several judgments” as “members”
of a “division”.*

A relation is also indicated by the preposi-
tion “to”, which Kant uses to formulate the first
two relational categories. Although he does not
mention the second relatum, it must be the ob-
ject of practical reason: it is this object which is
related to the subject of practical reason, more
precisely to the personality or to the state of
the person. While Simon (1990, p. 126) holds
(without recourse to the table of judgements)
that these categories establish relations between
persons, they state the possible answers to the
question of how the subject and the object of
the will relate to one another. While Graband

3t “All bodies are divisible” (Log, AA 09, p. 106; Kant,
1992b, p. 602).

32 “If all bodies are composite, then they are divisible”
(Log, AA 09, p. 106; Kant, 1992b, p. 602).

3 ”A learned man is learned either historically or in
matters of reason” (Log, AA 09, p. 107; Kant, 1992b,
p. 603).
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OrHorleHe TaxXe 0OO3HAYaAETCS ITPENIIOrOM
«K», KoTopbIt KaHT mcrionp3yeT B popMyInMpoBKe
TIEPBBIX JIBY X KaTETOPL, COCTABIISIONIVIX OTHOIIIE-
Hute. XOTs OH He YIIOMIHaeT BTOPOVI pesiaTyM, IIo-
CJIeTHWIL JOJKEH OBITh 00%eK110M IIPAKTIIeCKOro
pasyMa: MMeHHO 3TOT OOBeKT CBsI3aH C CyOBEKTOM
MPaKTNYeCKOro pasyMa, a MMEHHO C JIMYHOCTHIO
VIV COCTOSIHVIEM JIvIla. BoIpeky yTBep>kIIeHMIO
CaiMoHa (KOTOpoe He OIMpaeTcss Ha TaOIMIly
CYXXIAEHWUT), UTO 3TU KaTeropuy yCTaHaBJIVBAIOT
OTHOIIIeHMs MeXy JroabMu (Simon, 1990, S. 126),
OHVI YKas3bIBaIOT BO3MOXXHBIE OTBETBHI Ha BOIIPOC
0 TOM, KaK CYOBEKT 1 OOBEKT BOJIM COOTHOCSITCS
opye ¢ opyeom. VI xots 'pabaHz (KOTOPBIV Takxke
He OIMpaeTcs Ha TaOIMILy CYXKOEeHWI) TIojIaraer,
4UTO pedb MIeT 00 OTHOIIIeHNM IIPaKTUIeCcKOoro Cy-
X1eHus K ueMmy-To gpyromy (Graband, 2005, S. 57),
3TO OTHOIIIEHVIE BHYTPY TaKOI'O CYXXIeHMS .

IlepBasi xaTeropms sBisieTcss (PyHKIIVeV IS
KaTeropmyecKmx ITPaKTUUecKuX CyXIeHWUV, BTO-
pasg — I TMIOTEeTUYECKMX ITPaKTUUeCKIX CYX-
meHMiL. B omHOM city4dae cyOBeKT ormpenertsieTcst Kak
JIVTIHOCTB VI CBS3aH C 00BEKTOM KaTeropmdecku («51
XO4y BEPHYTH HEIO3UT»), B APYyroM CiIydae CyOb-
eKT OIIpeiesIsieTCs KaK JINIIO M CBA3aH C 00beKTOM
runoreTrdecki. B ommrune ot I'pabarma 1 bob-
mmeH (cm.: Graband, 2005, S. 59—60; Bobzien, 1988,
S. 211—212), pesleBaHTHOe COCTOsSIHVIE UYejloBeKa —
3TO COCTOsIHVE YyBCTBOBAHVISA. YIIOBOJILCTBIME VUIV
HeYIOBOJIBCTBYIE SIBJISIETCSI OCHOBAHVIEM IS JKeJla-
HMsA oObekTa Kak ciieficTBus («IJocKosbKy s 3amH-
TepecoBaH B BO3BpallleHUN IeNo3UTa, S Xouy 3TO
crenarh») (cM.: AA 02, S. 181; Kant, 19%4r, c. 57, AA
05, S. 60, 116; Kant, 1997, c. 429, 599; AA 04, S. 454;
Kant, 19947, c. 241—-243; cm.: Beck, 1960, p. 148).

Yro KacaeTcs BTOPOro pejlaTyMa, TO MbI MOXKeM
nyMaTh o goope (Gute) n 311e (Bdse), a Takxe o O1a-
re (Wohl) v mecuactwe (Ubel) (cm. Takxe: Bobzien,
1988, S. 211). CoOcTBEHHO, IMEHHO C aHaIM3a STUX
MIOHATUI Y HaYMHaeTcs BTopas OoJIblllas IJlaBa

31 XKesnarormiee «g» HEOOHO3HAYHO W JIOJDKHO OBITH
nposiciero. DTO [iejlaeTcsl ¢ IIOMOIIbI0 KaTeropuyl OTHO-
merns. KoMy aapecoBaHO BBICKa3bIBaHME «sI XOUy» B
Ka’K/IOM KOHKpeTHOM ciiydae? Kakom cyOBekT keyraer?
CyOBeKT Kak 4uyHocmb WIN KakK 4uty0? YvcTem cyobekT
VIV SMIIVIPUYECKIIL Cy ObeKT?

(2005, p. 57) maintains (also without recourse
to the table of judgements) that the relation
in question is that of a practical judgement to
something else, it is the relation within such a
judgement.’

The first category is the function for categor-
ical practical judgements and the second for
hypothetical practical judgements. In one case,
the subject is specified as personality and relat-
ed to the object in a categorical way (‘I want to
return deposits’), in the other case, the subject
is specified as a person and related to the ob-
ject in a hypothetical way. Contrary to Graband
(2005, pp. 59-60) and Bobzien (1988, pp. 211-
212), the relevant state of the person is a state of
feeling. A pleasure or displeasure is the ground
for willing the object as consequence (‘Because
I am interested in returning deposits, I want
to do so’) (cf. NG, AA 02, p. 181; Kant, 1992a,
p. 220; KpV, AA 05, p. 60, 116; Kant, 1996a,
pp- 188, 233; GMS, AA 04, p. 454; Kant, 1996b,
p- 101; see also Beck, 1960, p. 148).

Concerning the second relatum, we might
think of the good (das Gute) and evil (das Bose),
as well as the well-being (Wohl) and woe (Ubel)
(see also Bobzien, 1988, p. 211). For, after all,
the second main chapter of the second Critique
begins with an analysis of these very concepts.
Although they are not categories themselves, it
could be possible that they belong to the cate-
gories. Good and evil are “concept[s] of an ob-
ject of pure practical reason” (KpV, AA 05, p.
57; Kant, 1996a, p. 186), while well-being and
woe are concepts of an object of empirical prac-
tical reason (cf. KpV, AA 05, pp. 59-60; Kant,
19964, p. 188). Good and evil are the correlates
to the concept of personality, while well-being
and woe are the correlates to the concept of a
person.

¥ The ‘I’ that desires is ambiguous and has to be disam-
biguated. This is done by the categories of relation. For
whom is meant in each case when we say ‘I will’? Which
subject is desiring? The subject as personality or as per-
son? The pure subject or the empirical subject?
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BrOpOn «KpnTnkm». XoTs caMy OHV He ABJIAIOTCI
KaTeropusiMy, BIIOJIHE BO3MOXKHO, UTO OHV OTHO-
caTcs K KaTeropusiM. JIoOpo 1 3710 — 3TO «I10HSI-
TU[4] mpenMeTa YMCTOroO IIPaKTMUECKOro pasyMa»
(AA 05, S. 57, Kanr, 1997, c. 421), a Osaro 1 Hecuda-
CTbe — IIOHSATMS IIpefMeTa SMIIVPUYEeCcKOro IIpak-
Trdeckoro pasyma (AA 05, S. 59—60; Kant, 1997,
c. 429). 1oOpo 1 3710 — 3TO KOPPeJISThI TIOHSTIS
JIMYHOCTH, a 671aro 1 HecuacTbe — IOHATHS JIUIIA.

TpeTpsi KaTeropmsi OTHOIIEHUIT — 3TO PYHK-
LM OV3BIOHKTUBHBIX ITPAKTUYECKMX CYXXIeHWU.
Kax mmmer KanT, oHa obpariieHa TOITBKO K 00B-
exTy Boyn. OfHaKoO MOT'y JIM 1 ITpeJirioyiaraTh, YTo
JIpyToV 4eJjIoBeK HaMepeBaeTCsl YTO-TO clieslaTh?
CorvtacHo jieXxaler B OCHOBe JIOTYecKoy (PyHK-
LMY, OeJleHre JO/DKHO KacaTbcsl CyObeKTa BOJIV;
3TO HO/DKeH OBITh MMEHHO CyObeKT BOJIM, IIOf-
nexarnui gejieHno. OTHoIeHre «1rbo-1bo»
yCTaHaBJIVBaeT OrpaHVYeHe Ha TO, YTO CyOBeKT
HaMepeH cJieJlaTh, VI B TO JKe BpeMsl BIpakaeT He-
OIlpeieJIeHHOCTh B OTHOIIIEHUN BbIOOpa Hamepe-
HMs, KOTOpoe cyOBeKT peastnsyeT: «SI xody jmbo
TO, 71100 3TO» («JINbO 5 MPOCTO XOUy BepHYTH Jie-
IIO3UT, JIMOO 51 X049y BEpPHYTb [IETIO3UT, IOTOMY YTO
g B 9TOM 3a/fHT€PeCOBaH»).

Takasg vHTepHIpeTayis, XoTsd M IPOTUBOPEYNUT
TabJI11le KaTeropuil B TOM BUJIe, B KaKOM ee ITpe]l-
craBiiger KaHT, cortacyeTcst ¢ COOTBETCTBYIOIIEN
JIormyeckon (pyHKIIMen B Tabimuile CyXIeHWUIL.
Tax, mepBasi KaTeropwisi OTHOIIEHWS SIBJISETCS
cpyHKLU/IeI?[ YVICTOVI BOJIVI, BTOpAsI — SMNUPUUECKOU
BOJIN, a IOCJIeTHAS KaTeropus (B Moevl MHTepIIpe-
Tanyy) — PYHKIIMS Cpas3y M YKCTOW, M SMIVPU-
yeckovl Boyin. Bosist cyObekTa 3ech MOXeT OBITh
HaITpaBJleHa 1 Ha 7100po, 1 Ha 310, 1 Ha Oiaro, 1
Ha HecYacThbe.

6.4. Kamezopuu mooaavHocmu

Kareropum modasvHocmu — egMHCTBEHHBIE,
kotopble Kant onpepnernsger yerko. Kak 1 B ciry-
yae YMCTBIX IIOHATUM paccyaKa B nepsovt «Kputu-
Ke», OH OMVICHIBAaeT MX, He Ipuberasi K IIPOCTPaH-
HBIM WIN QparMeHTapHbIM (OpMYJIMpPOBKaM,
0e3 mormostHeHM I B CKOOKaX VIIM JIATMHCKMX BbI-
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The third relational category is the function
for disjunctive practical judgements. As Kant
describes it, it addresses only the object of the
will. However, can I intend that another person
intends something? According to the under-
lying logical function, the division should ad-
dress the subject of the will; it must be the will’s
subject which is divided. The either-or creates a
restriction as to what the subject intends but, at
the same time, an indecision is expressed as to
which of these intentions the subject realises: ‘I
want either this or that’ (‘Either I simply want
to return deposits, or I want to return deposits
because I am interested in doing so’).

This interpretation, although contrary to the
table of categories as Kant presents it, is con-
sistent with the respective logical function in
the table of judgements. Thus, the first category
of relation is a function of the pure will, the sec-
ond of the empirical will, and the last category
(as I interpret it) is a function of both the pure
and the empirical will. The subject’s will here
can be directed towards both something good
and evil, as well as well-being and woe.

6.4. The Categories of Modality

The categories of modality are the only ones
that Kant denominates clearly. Like the pure
concepts of the understanding in the first Cri-
tigue, he describes them without longer or even
fragmentary formulations, without additions
in brackets, or Latin expressions from German
school philosophy. In this quadrant Kant notes
in the first place “The permitted and the forbid-
den”, in the second place “Duty and what is
contrary to duty”, and in the third place “Perfect
and imperfect duty” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant,
1996a, p. 194).

In general, these categories possess several
peculiarities that set them apart from the other
categories of freedom. However, the peculiari-
ties in question have nothing to do with their
denomination but rather with the fact that they
are modal categories.



II. Hummepman

pakeHUI 13 HeMeLKOM (VI0COdCKO IIKOJIBL.
B stom kBampanTe KaHT momelaeT Ha IlepBoe
mecto «Jlo3BosenHoe v Hedo3804eHHOe», HA BTO-
poe — «llose v TIpOTUBHOE 00.12Y», Ha TPETbe —
«CoBepwennuiil i HecoBepuiernnbil Joar» (AA 05,
S. 66; Kanr, 1997, c. 449).

B memom sTM Kareropmm o0JIamaroT psAIoOM
ocoberHocmell, KOTOpble OTIINYAIOT UX OT APYIMX
Kareropuii csobogpl. OmHaKO IJaHHbIE HIOAHCHI
CBsI3aHBI He C VX JICHOMIHAIIVEV], a CKopee C TeM,
YTO OHU SIBJISIIOTCS] MOIAJTBHBIMV KaTETOPVISIMIAL

Bo-mepBbIX, HaHHBIE KaTeropuu 0OpasyroT
npomubonocmabaenus. Jaxe eciin KaHT He roso-
puT 00 5TOM, BTOPOVI 3JIEMEHT SIBJISIETCS OTPUIia-
HVEeM IIepBOro (X M He-X), TaK YTO He MOXeT OBbITh
HMKAKOro HOMOJIHUTEIFHOIO 2JIeMeHTa, VI OIIIIO-
3ULNS gBJIsieTcsl ToyHO. Takum oOpasoM, Bcero
HACUMTBIBAeTCS IIIeCTb MOJAJIBHBIX KaTeroOpwL.
B HemerikoMm opurmHasie mepsasi OIIIO3UIIVS 3BY-
unt das Erlaubte vi das Unerlaubte. B OykBasipHOM
IlepeBofie TIOCJIE[IHEE — 3TO He «3allpellleHHOoe»
(forbidden), xax rrepeBonnT «KeMOpMIKCKOe M3/1a-
Hue counHeHn ViMmanywia KanTa», a «Heno03Bo-
JIeHHOe». Tak ke BBITJISIINUT VI TPETbhs OIIIO3VIIVIS:
COBEPIIEHHBIVI ¥ HECOBEPIIEHHBIV JIOJIT. He co-
BCEM $ICHA B 9TOM OTHOIIIEHWN TOJIBKO BTOpasl OIl-
MTO3MIIVSL: TIO-HEMeIIKN OHa 3By4mnT Kak die Pflicht
u das Pflichtwidrige. K Hev st BepHYCB 4y Tb II03XKe.

YeTBepThIVt KBaJpaHT TaOIUIIEI CYXKIAEHU, U3
KOTOPOVI BBIBOISITCSI 3TV KaTeropwmy, O3arsiaBjieH
«MomaseHOCTE» (A 70 / B 95; Kanr, 2006, c. 161)
1 obo3HauaeT MopajbHOCTb cyxaeHum. Ilon
3TMM HasBaHVeM KaHT repeunciiseT Tpu acriek-
Ta: «IpOOJIEMATIUECKOe», «aCCepPTOPUYECKOoe» U
«aTIOAVIKTIYecKoe» (Cy>XXIIeHWe), TO eCTh IO CBO-
€V1 JIOTMYeCKOVI MOIAJIBHOCTY CY>XKIeHME SBIISIeTCS
IIpo0sIeMaTIYecKyIM, acCepTOPUIECKIM MIIN arlo-
avkTrdecknm*. OHaKO, KaK 1 B CJIy4ae ¢ KaTero-

32 [Ipobaemamuueckue cykdenus, Kaxk rosicuser Kant, —
3TO Te, «B KOTOPBIX YTBepKIeHVe Wi OTpullaHue IIpu-
HMMaeTCsd TOJIBKO KaK BO3MOXKHOe (II0 YCMOTPEHMIO).
Accepmoputeckumy Ha3bIBAIOTCS CYXKIEeHWS, B KOTOPBIX

TBEP)XIIEHNMe WM OTpPUIlaHMe pacCMaTPUBAETCS Kak

eticmbumeavtoe (ICTUHHOE), a AnoOuKmuueckumMu — Te, B
KOTOPBIX OHO pacCMaTpuBaeTCst Kak Heobxooumoe» (A 74—
75 / B 100; Kanut, 2006, c. 167; cm. Takxke: AA 04, S. 303;
Kant, 1994, c. 61).

First, these categories form contradictory op-
positions. Even if Kant does not say so, the sec-
ond member is the negation of the first (x and
non-x), so that there can be no additional mem-
ber and the respective opposition is complete.
Hence, there are six modal categories in total.
In the German original, the first opposition
reads “das Erlaubte” and “das Unerlaubte”.
Literally translated, the latter is not the forbid-
den — as the Cambridge Edition of the Works of
Immanuel Kant translates — but the non-per-
mitted. This is also the case with the third op-
position: perfect and imperfect duty. Only the
second opposition is not quite clear in this re-
spect; in German it reads “die Pflicht” and “das
Pflichtwidrige” . I will return to this shortly.

The fourth quadrant of the table of judge-
ments from which these categories are de-
rived is entitled “Modality” (KrV, A 70 / B 95;
Kant, 1998, p. 206) and signifies the modality
of judgements. Under this title, Kant lists three
moments: “Problematic”, “Assertoric”, and
“Apodictic”. In terms of its logical modality, a
judgement is a problematic, an assertoric, or an
apodictic one.”® However, as with the categories
based on these functions, we are already deal-
ing with “correlates” here. In the problematic
judgement something is thought as either possi-
ble or impossible, in the assertoric judgement as
either actual or non-actual, and in the apodictic
judgement as either necessary or contingent.

Second, the modal functions are character-
ised by the fact that they “contribute nothing to
the content of the judgment (for besides quan-
tity, quality, and relation there is nothing more
that constitutes the content of a judgment)”
(KrV, A'74 / B 100; Kant, 1998, p. 209). Instead,
they “concern only the value of the copula in

33 “Problematic judgments”, as Kant explains, “are those
in which one regards the assertion or denial as mere-
ly possible (arbitrary). Assertoric judgments are those in
which it is considered actual (true). Apodictic judgments
are those in which it is seen as necessary” (KrV, A74-75 /
B 100; Kant, 1998, p. 209; cf. Prol, AA 04, p. 303; Kant,
2002¢, p. 96).
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pUSIMY, ONIVIPaIOIIVIMICA Ha 3TV (PYHKIINM, 371eCh
MBI TaKXXe VIMeeM JIeJIo C «KoppesisiTaMu». B mipo-
Or1emMaTIuecKoM Cy>XKIeHWU HeYTO MBICIIUTCS VIV
KaK BO3MOXHOe€, U1 KaK HeBO3MOXHOe, B accep-
TOPUYECKOM — KaK JeVICTBUTEIIbHOE VIV Heev-
CTBUTEJIPHOE, B AlIOAUKTMYECKOM — KakK HeoDXo-
IVIMOe UAU CITyYariHoe.

Bo-BTOpBIX, MOIQ/IPHBIE PYHKIINUN XapaKTepy-
3yIOTC TeM, UTO OHM HUYero He NpuOaBiIAIoT «K
collep>kaHMIO CyXIeHns (100 KpoMe KOJIM4ecTBa,
KayecTBa M OTHOIIEHMS HeT HUYero, YTo COCTa-
BIJIO OBI coflepskaHme cykaeHus)» (A 74 / B 100;
KanT, 2006, c. 165). BMecTo 3TOro oHM «KacaroTcs
TOJIBKO 3HAUYEHWSI CBSI3KV 110 OTHOILIEH IO K MBbIIII-
sreHVIo BooOrme» (A 74 / B 100; KanT, 2006, c. 165—
167; cm.: AA 09, S. 108; Kanr, 19946, c. 363). Dt
dyHKIMYM OIIpefesIdioT He cofepKaHue MBICIIV, a
CKOpee TO, KAK UMEeHHO OHA MBICJITCSL.

B xaxmom coenvHeHMM mIpefcTaBjieHUII Halll
VHTeJUIEKT JOJDKeH yKas3aTh, KaK 3TO coeflViHe-
HVe COOTHOCUTCS ¢ Opyeumu. «3HaueHMe CBSI3-
KV» SBJISIETCS OTHOCUTEIIBHBIM; MBICJIb IIpHO0Ope-
TaeT JIOTMYeCKYI0 MOJAJIbHOCTB, KOI7la BCTyIlaeT
B OTHOIIIEHWe C APYyrov MbIciIbio. OmHAKO OfHO-
BpeMEeHHO MOXeT IIPUMEeHSTBHCS TOIBKO OIVH U3
KoppesAToB. OH onpeserseT BHeIIHee OTHO-
HIeHVe CYXIeHWs: KOPPesAThl 3[1eCh SBIISIOTCS
G3auMouCcKA0UAIOWUMY  OITpeIe/IeHVsIMI  CYyXKe-
Hyg. OIHO CyXXIIeH1e MBICIIUTCA KaK BO3MOXKHOe
VIV HEeBO3MOXKHOE, JIeVICTBUTEILHOE VIV Heev-
CTBUTeJIbHOE, HeOoOXOAMMoe WM CiIydayiHoe B
CBeTe HEKOTOPOro IIpeIiojlaraeMoro Cy>KaeHMs
(cm.: Abaci, 2019, p. 162—164).

Haxxe ecnim KaHT He BBICKA3bIBAETCSI MIMEHHO
TaK, MOJAJIbHBIE KaTerOpmy CBOOOIBI IOJDKHBI
XapaKTepn30BaTbcs TeM (PaKTOM, UYTO OHM HUUe-
ro He BHOCAT B cofepkaHue poi. OHU orpere-
JISIIOT He ee O0OBEKT, a TO, KaK OH BOJIEV3bSIBIISIET-
cs1. C TOUKM 3peHus TPaKTUIeCKO MOJAIbHOCTI
orpeyesieHe BOJIV IIPOUCXOAUT TI0 OTHOIIEHWIO
K IIpyurHe. MogajibHOCTb TPaKTUYeCKOro CyKe-
HVIS ABJISIeTCS OTHOCUTEIIBHONL: IIPaKTIYecKe Cy-
JKIAEHMS collepykaT OITperiejieHvie BOJIV, a MX MO-
JaJIbBHOCTh YTOYHHAETCS B OTHOILIEHWUN IIPUYMHBL,
B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPOW OIpefesIsieTcsi BOJISL.

S. Zimmermann

relation to thinking in general” (ibid.; cf. Log,
AA 09, p. 108; Kant, 1992b, p. 604). These func-
tions do not specify the content of a thought
but rather how it is thought.

In every connection of representations our
intellect must specify how this connection re-
lates to others. The “value of the copula” is
a relative one; a thought is logically modal-
ised when brought into a relation with anoth-
er one. However, only one of the correlates is
applied at a time. It specifies the external rela-
tion of a judgement: the correlates here are mu-
tually exclusive determinations of a judgement.
One judgement is thought to be possible or
impossible, actual or non-actual, necessary or
contingent in the light of some presupposed
judgement (see Abaci, 2019, pp. 162-164).

Even if Kant does not say so, the modal cat-
egories of freedom must be characterised by
the fact that they contribute nothing to the con-
tent of the will. They do not specify its object
but rather how it is willed. In terms of its prac-
tical modality, a determination of the will takes
place with regard to a reason. The modality of
a practical judgement is a relative one: practical
judgements contain a determination of the will,
and their modality is specified with regard to
the reason according to which the will is deter-
mined. The modal categories relate a practical
judgement to the determining ground of the will.

More precisely, a practical judgement is
morally modalised by being brought into a re-
lation to a “moral law” as the determining
ground of the “pure will” (KpV, AA 05, p. 65;
Kant, 1996a, p. 192). Although Heiko Puls (with
recourse to the table of judgements) as well
as Mellin and Benton (without recourse to the
table of judgements) argue for a non-moral
sense of duty,* the categories of modality are

36 Cf. Puls (2013, p. 101), Mellin (1802, p. 534) and Ben-
ton (1980, pp. 186, 189). See also Graband (2005, p. 62)
and Bader (2009, pp. 815-816). The fact that there is no
evidence for this reading in Kant is already considered
by Beck to be a “fatal objection” (Beck, 1960, p. 150) for
that reading.
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MonasibHBIE KaTeropui OTHOCST IIPaKTUYecKoe
Cy’XKIIeHVe K OIlpeleIsIonieMy OCHOBaHWIO BOJINL.
A TouHee, IIpaKTMYeCKOe CYXKAeHVe MOpalb-
HO MOfa/In3npyeTcs, OyIydnt IIOCTaBIeHO B OTHO-
IIIeHVIe K «MOPaIBHOMY 3aKOHY» KaK OITpeIesIsio-
IIleMy OCHOBaHMIO «4mcTon Boim» (AA 05, S. 65;
Kant, 1997, c. 443). Xotg X. Ilysnbec (ccpitasick Ha
TabIMITy Cy>XIIeHm ), a Takke MesumH 1 beHTOH
(Ge3 omopbI Ha TabNINILY) OTCTaMBAIOT BHEMOPAJIb-
HOe 4yBCTBO [0Jra®, KaTeropmy MOIaIbHOCTY
B IIeJIOM SBJIIOTCS (PYHKUWSMM 4UCIMOU BOJINL.
Benp B KoHIIle KoH1IOB KaHT HurIle He roBOpUT O
JI0JITe B HEMOpPaJIbBHOM CMBICTIe. B aTOM KBaJTpaH-
Te He IIPOMCXOONUT HUKAK020 IIporpecca VIIN Iepe-
xofla OT OIHOI'O TUIIa KaTeropui K JPyroMy (CM.:
Bobzien, 1988, S. 212—213; Kobusch, 1990, S. 29;
Pieper, 2002, S. 123; Bojanowski, 2015, p. 225).
Haxowner1, mapbl KaTeropmi pacIiojlaratorcsi B
OITpesiesIeHHOM 1opsdke. DTOT MOPSIOK MOXKHO 00-
HapY>XITb y>ke B MOaJIbHbIX PYHKIIMX. B mepsont
«Kpurnuke» KaHT 3aMedaeT, YTO MBI MOXEM «CITpa-
IIIVBaTh» O IIPeIMeTe CYXXIEeHVs, — «TOJIBKO JIN
BO3MOKHBIVI OH MJIV JeVICTBUTEIIbHBIV, V1 B IIOCJIE]I-
HeM cJIydae, He eCTh JIM OH TaKke HeOOXOIVIMBIN
npenmet?» (A 219 / B 266; Kant, 2006, c. 359). Torns-
KO TO, YTO JIOTMYECKM BO3MOXKHO, MOXeT, KpoMe
TOro, OBITH AEVICTBUTETBHBIM, VI TOJIIBKO TO, UTO JIO-
TVYEeCKM IeVICTBUTEITHHO, MOXKET, KpOMe TOro, OBITh
HEOOXOMMMBIM. 31eCh eCTh IIOC/IeIOBATEILHOCTD
ycitosurt. Ecyvt 1o6aBUTh COOTBETCTBYIONIYIO IIPO-
TMBOIIOJIOXKHOCTB, TO JIOIMYecKash BO3MOXXHOCTH
nepexo0um B IEVICTBUTEIIBHOCTD 11 HENIEVICTBUTEIIb-
HOCTB, a 3areM JIormdeckasl IeVICTBUTEILHOCTE
nepexo0umn B HEOOXOIVMMOCTb VI CJTYYaHOCTb.
ITockompKy MoOmasIbHBIE KaTeropuiu CBOOOBI
OCHOBaHBI Ha 3TMX (PYHKIOMSAX, TO M B JAaHHOM
cjIydae peub JIOJDKHA VATV O TOVI XKe IOocCiIefioBa-
TEJIPHOCTV YCJIOBUVI: B KaXXIIOV I1ape KaTeropwuil
IIePBbIVI 3JIEMEHT ITepexoanT B cilenyorni. Kare-

3 Cwm.: (Puls, 2013, S. 101; Mellin, 1802, S. 534; Benton,
1980, p. 186, 189). Cm. Taxxe: (Graband, 2005, S. 62; Bader,
2009, p. 815—816). Tor ¢akt, uto y Kanra HeT 1okasa-
TEJICTB B II0JIB3Y 3TOrO TOJIKOBaHMS, bek yxe cumraer
«(paTasibHBIM apryMeHTOoM IIpoTmB» (Beck, 1960, p. 150)
TaKOVI MHTEPIIPeTaIIIL.

altogether functions of the pure will. For, af-
ter all, nowhere does Kant speak of duty in a
non-moral sense. In this quadrant no progress
or transition takes place from one type of cate-
gory to another (cf. Bobzien, 1988, pp. 212-213;
Kobusch, 1990, p. 29; Pieper, 2002, p. 123; Bo-
janowski, 2015, p. 225).

Finally, the pairs of categories are arranged
in a certain order. This order can already be
found in the modal functions. In the first Cri-
tigue Kant remarks that we can “ask” about
the object of a judgement “whether it is mere-
ly possible, or also actual, or, if it is the latter,
whether it is also necessary” (KrV, A 219 / B
266; Kant, 1998, p. 322). Only what is logical-
ly possible can, in addition, be actual, and only
what is logically actual can, in addition, be nec-
essary. There is a sequence of conditions here.
If we add the respective opposite, it is the logi-
cal possibility which branches into actuality and
non-actuality, and then it is the logical actuality
which branches into necessity and contingency.

Because the modal categories of freedom are
based on these functions, the same sequence of
conditions must be at stake here: it is the first
member of each pair of categories that branches
into the next one. The category of the permitted
branches into the opposition of duty and what
is contrary to duty, and the category of duty
branches into the opposition of perfect and im-
perfect duty. Only what is permitted can, in ad-
dition, be duty or contrary to duty, and only
what is duty can, in addition, be perfect or im-
perfect duty.

a) The Permitted and the Forbidden
(Non-Permitted)

The category of the permitted arises from the
function of “logical possibility” (KrV, A 75 /
B 101; Kant, 1998, p. 209). Permitted is what is
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TOpWsi JI03BOJIEHHOTO Pa3BETBIISIETCSI Ha OITIIO3U-
LIVIO MeX/1y JIOJITOM ¥ IIPOTMBHBIM JIOJTY, a Ka-
TEropus JI0Jira — Ha OIIIO3UIIVIIO COBEPIIIEHHOIO
VI HECOBEPIIIEHHOTO J10iTa. TOIBKO TO, UTO JJO3BO-
JIEHO, MOYXET, KpOMe TOr0, OBITH OJITOM VIV OBITH
IIPOTMBHBIM JIOJITY, VI TOJIBKO TO, UTO SIBJISIETCS
JIOJITOM, MOJKET, TIOMMMO 3TOrO, OBITH COBEpIIIEH-
HBIM TIJTV HECOBEPIIIEHHBIM JI0JITOM.

A. [Io3Boaennoe u nedoszBorennoe

Kareropuist 1o3B0o/IeHHOrO BO3HMKaeT 13 (PyHK-
LMY «JIOTMYecKom Bo3MoxHocTv» (A 75 / B 101;
Kant, 2006, c. 167). [Io3BoileHHOe — 3TO TO, YTO
MopasvHo 603moxH0*. JIornaeckyt BO3MOXKHBIM, T10
Kanty, siBsieTcs cyXjaeHue, KOTOpoe He MpOTU-
BOpPEUNT yKe IpeIiojaraeMoMy cyxaeHvio. Ha-
IIPVIMEp, €CIIVI MBI «OITPee/IVIM» TIOHSTHE «XOJIO-
CTAK» KaK HeXXeHaTBIVI MY K9IHa, TO MOXKHO OyieT
3aKJIIOYMTD, UTO KOHKPETHBIVI XOJIOCTAK — MYX-
uyHa®. Crlef1oBaTeIbHO, IIpaKTIYecKoe CyXeHue
MOpaJIbHO BO3MOYKHO, eCJIV OHO He npomubopequm
IIpefIrioylaraeMoMy MOpajIbHOMY 3akoHy. Harmpu-
Mep, JKeJlaHMe BEpPHYTH JENO3UT He IIPOTUBOpe-
YUT 3aKOHY, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY JerO3UThI BO3-
BpalllafoTCs.

Kareropmst sampeltieHHOro WM, TOYHee,
He003601eHH020 BO3HMKaeT 13 (PYHKIIUN JIOTMye-
CKV HEBO3MOYKHOI'0; HEJIO3BOJIEHHOe — 3TO TO, YTO
Mmopaavio HeBosmoxno*. CormacHo Kanry, sormde-

¥ Tak rosopur cam KanT BO BBenmenumn x «Mertadmsu-
Ke HpaBob» (AA 06, S. 221; Kanrt, 2014, c. 65). B cHOCKe K
IMpenmcrosnio Bo BTopot «KpuTike» OH Takke 00bsICHSI-
eT «00360.1eHH0e» KaK «IIPAKTIUECKN OOBEKTUBHO BO3MOXK-
Hoe» (AA 05,S.11 Anm.; Kanrt, 1997, c. 303, mpumed.).
Y gestoBeKka eCTh «BO3MOYKHOCTH TT0 CBOOOTHOMY BBIOO-
PY IOIIyCKaTh, YTOOBI TaKOe Cy>kKIeHVe ObUIO 3HaUMMBIM»;
9TO «4TOOBI PACCYIOK [IOHVMAJI €0 JIMIIIb IIPOU3BOJIBHO»
(A 75 / B 101; Kawnr, 2006, c. 167). Cornacao Kanty, pas-
JIA4vie MeXIy JIOTMYecKM BO3MOXKHBIM ¥ HeBO3MOXKHBIM
OCHOBaHO Ha 3aKOHe (pOpMasIbHOVI JIOTIKV, & MIMEHHO Ha
3aKoHe 3amnpeta nportmsopeuntt (cMm.: AA 02, S. 278; Kanr,
1994e, c. 400; AA 09, S. 52 —53; KanT, 19946, c. 307; AA 11,
S.45; AA 16, S. 257, AA 11, S. 260).

36 Tax rosopwur cam Kanr Bo BBemenum x «Metadmnsu-
ke HpaBoB» (AA 06, S. 221; Kanr, 2014, c. 65). B cHOocke
B IIpemmciosun ko Bropoit «Kpurike» oH Takxe 0Obsic-
HSIET «HEeI03BOJIEHHOe» KaK «IIPAKTINIECKV OObeKTMBHO...
HeBo3MOXXHOe» (AA 05, S. 11; Kanr, 1997, c. 303).

S. Zimmermann

morally possible.’” Logically possible, according
to Kant, is a judgement which does not contra-
dict a presupposed judgement. For instance, if
we ‘define” ‘bachelor’ as ‘an unmarried man’,
it is possible to judge that a given bachelor is
a man.*® Consequently, a practical judgement is
morally possible if it does not contradict a pre-
supposed moral law. For instance, wanting to
return a deposit does not contradict the law ac-
cording to which deposits are returned.

The category of the forbidden or, more pre-
cisely, non-permitted arises from the function of
the logically impossible; non-permitted is what
is morally impossible.”” Logically impossible, ac-
cording to Kant, is a judgement which does con-
tradict a presupposed judgement. For instance,
if we define ‘bachelor” as ‘an unmarried man’,
it is impossible to judge that a given bachelor is
not a man. Consequently, a practical judgement
is morally impossible if it contradicts a presup-
posed moral law. For instance, not wanting to
return a deposit contradicts the law according
to which deposits are returned.

b) Duty and What Is Contrary to Duty

The category of duty originates from the
function of “logical actuality or truth” (KrV,

7 As Kant himself puts it in the “Introduction” to the
Metaphysics of Morals (cf. MS RL, AA 06, p. 221; Kant,
1996d, p. 376). In a footnote of the “Preface” to the sec-
ond Critique, he also explains “the permitted” as “the
practically objectively possible” (KpV, AA 05, p. 11n;
Kant, 1996a, p. 145n).

% One has the “free choice to allow such a proposition
[a problematic proposition — S.Z.] to count as valid”;
it is a “merely arbitrary assumption of it in the under-
standing” (KrV, A 75 / B 101; Kant, 1998, p. 209). Ac-
cording to Kant, the difference between the logically
possible and impossible is based on a law of formal log-
ic, namely the principle of contradiction (see FM, AA 02,
p- 278; Kant, 2002b, pp. 368-369; Log, AA 09, pp. 52-53;
Kant, 1992b, p. 560; Br, AA 11, p. 45; Kant, 1999, pp. 307-
308; Refl 2167, AA 16, p. 257; Refl 2178, AA 11, p. 260).
¥ As Kant himself puts it in the “Introduction” to the
Metaphysics of Morals (cf. MS RL, AA 06, p. 221; Kant,
1996d, p. 376). In the footnote of the “Preface” to the
second Critique, he also explains the “forbidden [or
non-permitted — S.Z.]” as “the practically objective-
ly [...] impossible” (KpV, AA 05, p. 11; Kant, 1996a,
p. 145n).
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II. Hummepman

CKIM HEBO3MOXKHBIM SIBJISIeTCA CyXKJIeHle, KOTopoe
npomubopeuum 1mpearnonaraeMoMy. Harmpumep,
€CJIVI MBI OITpefieIIsieM «XOJIOCTSIKa» KaK He)KeHaTo-
ro My>X4UMHY, TO HeBO3MOXXHO CZIeJIaTh BBIBOI, YTO
KOHKPEeTHBIVI XOJIOCTAK — He MyxXunHa. CooTseT-
CTBEHHO, ITpaKTU4ecKoe CyXXeHle SBJISeTCs MO-
PaJIbHO HEBO3MOXKHBIM, €CJIVI OHO IIPOTMBOPEUYNT
IpeJioiaraeMoMy MoOpajIbHOMY 3akoHy. Harrpu-
Mep, HeXXeJIaHVe BO3BpalllaTh JIeTIO3UT ITPOTUBOpe-
YUT 3aKOHY, II0 KOTOPOMY JIeTI03UThI BO3BpaIaoT.

B. Toaz u npomuBnoe doszy

Kareropns dosea BosHMKaeT 13 PyHKINN «JI0-
TMYeCKOM JIEeVICTBUTEIIBHOCTU WVIJIM VICTMHHOCTD
(A 75 / B 101; KanT, 2006, c. 167). g KanTa cy-
KIOeHMe SIBJISIETCS JIOTMYECKM JIeVICTBUTETHHBIM
VIV ICTIHHBIM, €CJIV OHO He TOJIBKO COIJIacyeTcst
C IPYyTVIM Cy’XK[IeHVeM VM TeM CaMbIM SIBJISIeTCH JIO-
T'9ecKV BO3MOKHBIM, HO, KpOMe TOrO, B HEM OJTHO
IpeJicTaBjIleHNe yXe MopasyMeBaeTcsd B IPyroM
B COOTBETCTBUM C IIpefIiojiaraeMbIM CYXKIeHVeM.
Harnipumep, B cy>xaeHUM «DTOT XOJIOCTSIK — MYX-
4JlHa» BTOpOe OTHOIIIeHMe (My>KuiHa) yXXe cofep-
JKUTCH B IIEPBOM IIOCPEICTBOM OITpeslesIeHNs «XO-
JIOCTSK»,

CrremoBaTesIbHO, JOJIT — 3TO TO, UTO SIBJISIETCSI
MmopaavHo OeticmBumenvtoim. IlpakTmdeckoe cy-
JKIeHVe MOpasIbHO JIeVICTBUTEIIBHO, eC/IVi OHO He
TOJIBKO COIJIaCyeTCs C MOPaJIbHBIM 3aKOHOM ¥ TeM
CaMBIM MOpPaJIBHO BO3MOXKHO (HO3BOJIEHO), HO U
ecJIv B HeM, KpoMe TOro, OJTHO ITpeJIcTaBJIeHye yke
nodpasymebaemcs B IPyTrOM COIJIaCHO STOMY IIpef-
rojlaraeMoMy 3akoHy. OObekT BOJIM, HarpuMep
BO3BpallleHVe JIeTI031Ta, COAEP)KUTCS B TOHSITUN

37 KaHT HasbIBaeT TaKoe CyXKIeHVe aHAAUMUu4eckuM, Io-
CKOJIBKY €T0 MICTMHHOCTD MOXKET ObITh YCTaHOBJIEHA TOJIb-
KO IIyTeM Jiormdeckoro aHamsa (A 6—8 / B 10—12; A
150—152 / B 189—191; Kamr, 2006, c. 61 —63, 271; AA 04,
S. 266 —268; Kant, 1994k, c. 17—19; AA 09, S. 111; Ka#r,
19946, c. 365—366). ComnacHo KanTy, pasmmane Mex-
7y JIOTMYeCKV AeVICTBUTEJIbHBIM ¥ HeeVICTBUTeIbHBIM
OCHOBAHO Ha 3aKOHe (POPMaJIbHOV JIOTMIKV, a VIMEHHO
Ha IPVHINIIE TI0CTaTOYHOro ocHoBaHMs (AA 02, S. 27§;
Kamnr, 1994e, c. 400; AA 09, S. 52 —54; Kant, 199406, c. 307;
AA11,S.45 AA16,S.257; AA 11, S. 260).

A 75 / B 101; Kant, 1998, p. 209). For Kant, a
judgement is logically actual or true if it not
only agrees with another judgement and is thus
logically possible, but in which, moreover, one
representation is already implied in the other
according to that presupposed judgement. For
instance, in the judgement ‘This bachelor is a
man’, the latter representation (man) is already
contained in the former due to the definition of
‘bachelor”.*

Consequently, duty is what is morally actual.
A practical judgement is morally actual if it not
only agrees with a moral law and is thus moral-
ly possible (permitted), but in which, moreo-
ver, one representation is already implied in the
other according to that presupposed law. The
object of the will, e.g. to return a deposit, is con-
tained in the concept of the will’s subject. The
concept of the subject of will always already
contains the moral laws that are only retroac-
tively revealed to us through duty.*

The category of what is contrary to duty
originates from the function of the logically
non-actual. For Kant, a judgement is logical-
ly non-actual if it does not contradict anoth-
er judgement and is thus logically possible,
but in which, moreover, one representation is
not already implied in the other according to
that presupposed judgement. For instance, in
the judgement “This bachelor is rich’, the latter

% Kant calls such a judgement analytic because its
truth can be determined only by logical analysis (cf.
KrV, A 6-8 / B 10-12; A 150-152 / B 189-191; Kant,
1998, pp. 141-143, 279-281; Prol, AA 04, pp. 266-268;
Kant, 2002¢, pp. 62-64; Log, AA 09, p. 111; Kant, 1992b,
pp. 606-607). According to Kant, the difference between
the logically actual and non-actual is based on a law of
formal logic, namely the principle of sufficient reason
(see FM, AA 02, p. 278; Kant, 2002b, pp. 368-370; Log,
AA 09, pp. 52-54; Kant, 1992b, p. 560; Br, AA 11, p. 45;
Kant, 1999, pp. 307-308; Refl 2167, AA 16, p. 257; Refl
2178, AA 11, p. 260).

1 In the footnote of the “Preface” to the second Critique,
Kant explains duty as that “which is [...] related to a
law actually present in reason as such [ein in der Vernunft
tiberhaupt wirklich liegendes Gesetz]” (KpV, AA 05, p. 11n;
Kant, 19964, p. 145n).
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cyObekTa BoyIv. B moHsTIM CyObeKTa BOsIv Beerza
y>ke IIPUCYTCTBYIOT MOpaJsIbHble 3aKOHBI, KOTOpbIe
JIAIITB IOCTPAKTYM IIPOSBIISIOTCS [IJIsI Hac yepes
monrs.

Kareropus Toro, uto npomuBopeuum 0012y, BO3-
HVKaeT 13 PYHKINY JIOTUIECKM HeIeVICTBUTEIIb-
Horo. [Iy1a KanTa cyXmeHue sBjisieTcs JIOTYecKn
HeZIeVICTBUTEIIBHBIM, €CJIVI OHO He ITPOTMBOPEYNT
IPyTOMY CY>XIAEHUIO VI, TAKM 00pa3oM, SIBJISI€TCS
JIOTVTYEeCKV BOSMOYKHBIM, HO, IIOMVIMO 3TOTO, B HEM
KaKoe-JI10o IpesicTaBjleHe He Mo pa3yMeBaeTcs
B IPYyTOM B COOTBETCTBUM C IIpeIiojlaraeMbIM CY-
XaeHveMm. Hampumep, B cyxgeHun «29TOT XOJO-
CTSIK Oorar» BTOpoe OTHoOIIleHMe (OoraTeIvi) He Co-
TIEPKUTCS B TIEPBOM — «XOJIOCTSIK»™.

CrenoBaTebHO, TO, UTO IPOTMBOPEUNT JIOJITY,
MopaavHo HedelicmbBumenvro. IlpakTmdeckoe cy-
KJIeHVe SIBJISeTCSI MOPaJIBHO HeMIeVICTBUTEIIbHBIM,
ecJIY OHO He IIPOTMBOPEUNUT MOPaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY
", CJIefjoBaTeJIbHO, SBJISIeTCS MOPAJIBHO BO3MOX-
HBIM (JJO3BOJIEHHBIM), HO B HEM OIIHO M3 IIPeJICTaB-
JIeHUVI He IIofpa3yMeBaeTcs B IPyroM B COOTBET-
CTBUU C 3TVM IIpe/IiojiaraeMbIM 3aKOHOM. OOBeKT
BOJIVI — K IIPUIMeEPY, CIIeTh ITeCHIO TI0CTIe IIPO0y k-
JIeHVsl VUIM HeT — He COHEepPXUTCS B IIOHSTUU
cyOBeKTa BOJIM, TIOCKOJIBKY IJISL 3TOTO He CylIIle-
CTBYeT MOPaJIbHOTO 3aKOHA. DTO «MOpPaJIbHO Oe3-
Ppa3IMYHBIN HOCTYIIOK (adiaphoron morale)» (AA 06,
S. 23 Anm.; KanT, 19943, c. 22, mpumed.)®.

Be16op ci1oB y KaHTa 311eck He BrIojIHe KOppek-
TeH. Hemenixun cydpduke -widrig B odpasosaHm-

#* B cuocke x ITpenmcrosuio ko BTropon «Kpurnke» Kanr
OOBSICHSET [IOJIT KaK «TO, YTO HAXOMMUTCH. .. B OTHOIIICHWN
K 3aKOHY, OelicmbumeasHo 3aKII0YAIOIIEMYCs B pasyMe BO-
obrte [ein in der Vernunft tiberhaupt wirklich liegendes Ge-
setz]» (AA 05,S.11 Anm.; Kanxr, 1997, c. 303, nmpumeu.).

3 KaHT HasblBaeT TaKoe CYXXIEHWe CUHMemuuecKum, o-
CKOJIBKY €r'0 VICTUHHOCTb MOXKET OBbITh YCTaHOBJIEHA TOJIb-
KO IIPU YCJIOBU, UTO YeJIOBEK IIepeviyIeT K UyBCTBEHHOMY
CO3epLIAHMIO PACCMATPUBAEMOIO XOJIOCTSIKA VI CUHTE3Y
3TOr'0 CO3ePLAHNS C OPYTVIM.

4 Kak oOwsicusier Kant Bo Beenmenum kx «Mertadmsu-
Ke HpaBOB», TAKOV IIOCTYIIOK «He IIPEeIIVICHIBAETCS I He
3arperaercsi», a «TOJIbKO 00360.1eH, IIOTOMY YTO B OTHO-
IIIEHMM ero HeT HMKAKOTo 3aKOHa, OTPaHMUYMBAIOIIErO
cBo0Oozy (IpaBOoMoOYNIE), 11, CJIENOBATEIHO, HET HMKAKOTO
nosra» (AA 06, S. 223; KanT, 2014, c. 69; cm.: AA 06, S. 409;
Kanr, 2019, c. 97; AA 27, S. 512).
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representation (rich) is not already contained
in the former due to the definition of “bache-
lor’.+*

Consequently, what is contrary to duty is
morally non-actual. A practical judgement is
morally non-actual if it does not contradict a
moral law and is thus morally possible (per-
mitted), but in which, moreover, one rep-
resentation is not already implied in the other
according to that presupposed law. The object
of the will, e.g. to sing a song after getting up
or not, is not contained in the concept of the
will’s subject because there is no moral law for
this. It is a “morally indifferent action (adiapho-
ron morale)” (RGV, AA 06, p. 23n; Kant, 1996c,
p. 72n).*

Kant’s choice of words is not quite adequate
here. The German suffix -widrig in formations
with nouns expresses that a person or thing is
in contradiction with something, that it violates
it. Accordingly, pflichtwidrig actually means
contrary to duty, but that is not what is meant.
Furthermore, it cannot be meant, since this cat-
egory would otherwise be identical with that
of the forbidden or non-permitted. However,
since the former is different from the latter for
Kant, its meaning cannot be that something is
in contradiction with a duty and violates it (cf.
Bobzien, 1988, p. 218).

Schiitz already suggested a different ex-
pression in his letter from 23 June 1788. Negat-
ing the concept of duty, he arrives at the term
“Non-duty [Nichtpflicht]” (Br, AA 10, p. 542;
Kant, 1999, p. 274). This term may sound a little

# Kant calls such a judgement synthetic because its
truth can only be determined if one proceeds to the sen-
sible intuition of the bachelor in question and its synthe-
sis with another.

# As Kant explains in the “Introduction” to the Meta-
physics of Morals, such an action “is neither commanded
nor prohibited” but “merely permitted, since there is no
law limiting one’s freedom (one’s authorization) with
regard to it and so too no duty” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 223;
Kant, 1996d, pp. 377-378; cf. MS TL, AA 06, p. 409; Kant,
1996d, p. 536, V-MS/Vigil, AA 27, p. 512; Kant, 1997b,
p. 276).



II. Hummepman

gX C CyIIeCTBUTEIIbHBIMI BbIpa’kaeT, UTO UesIoBeK
VUIVL TIpeIMeT IIPOTMBOPEUNT UeMY-TO, Hapyllla-
et Heuto. CooTBeTcTBeHHO, pflichtwidrig daxTu-
YecKy O3HaudaeT «IIPOTMBHOE JIOJITY», OHAKO 3TO
He TO, 4TO MMeeTcs B BuAy. Kpome Toro, oHO 1 He
MOXXeT OBITh IIOHSTO TaKMM 0Opa3oM, ITOCKOJIb-
Ky B IIPOTMBHOM CJIy4dae 3Ta KaTeropms OKasa-
J1ach OBbI MAEHTUYHOV KaTerOpuy 3aIlpeTHOTO VIIN
Heno3BoJIeHHOro. OpHako, TOCKoIbKY 11 Kan-
Ta IlepBas KaTeropusl OT/IMYaeTcs OT BTOPOVI, ee
3Ha4YeHNe He MOXET CBOOWUTBCA K TOMY, UTO He-
YTO IPOTMUBOPEUNT AOJITY U HapyIIaeT ero (CM.:
Bobzien, 1988, S. 218).

IITrot11 B cBoeM mmcbMe OT 23 mioHs 1788 1.
IpeqyIaraeT Apyroe BelpaxkeHme. OTpwuriast Io-
HSITVe J0JITa, OH IIPUXOAUT K TEPMUHY «He-IO0JIT
[Nichtpflicht]» (AA 10, S. 542). DToT TepMuH MO-
KeT 3BydYaTh HECKOJIBKO HEeYKJIIO)Ke IT0-HeMell-
KV (He Oymyun rpaMMaTidecKyl HellpaBUJIbHBIM),
HO II0 CyIIIeCTBY OH BIIOJIHe yMecTeH. KaHT 1 cam
OTpUIIaeT Kak ITOHATMe [03BosleHHoro (Erlaubte),
OTpMIIaHVEM KOTOPOTO SIBJISETCS TIOHSTVE He-
no3sorteHHoro (Unerlaubte), Tak 1 TIOHATVE COBEP-
1eHHOTo (vollkommene) moira, OTpuUIlaHMEM KOTO-
poro siBjIsieTCcsl HecoBepllleHHBIN (unvollkommene)
ponr. brlaromapst TakoMy IIOMCKY JIYYIIIETO BBI-
pakeHMsI BTOpasi Iapa KaTeropwi IIproOpeTaeT
JIVMHTBUCTIYECKYIO OUeBUIHOCTD B BUle IIPOTVUBO-
PedVBOVI OIIIO3MIINTA.

B. CoBepuiennniii u necoBepuietitvLii 0012

Kareropust coBepuientozo 0osea BbITEKaeT M3
dyHKIMN «JI0rMYecKont HeobxommumocTt» (A 76 /
B 101; Kaurt, 2006, c. 167). [Ina Kanra cyxaeHue
SIBJISIETCS JIOIMYeCKM HeOOXOIMMBIM, eCJI OHO He
TOJIBKO JIOIMYECKIM BO3MOYKHO B TOM CMBICJIE, UTO
COIJIACYeTCs C APYIMM CYK/IeHVeM, HO U JIOTuJe-
CKU JeVICTBUTEIFHO B TOM CMBICIIE, UTO, COIJIACHO
IIpeIoaraeMoMy Cy>KIeHIO, OJHO IIpe/iCTaBIIe-
HMe ToIpa3yMeBaeTcsi B APYroM, ¥, KpoMe TOro,
€ro KOHMpaoukmopHas npomubonoioxHocms Jio-

awkward in German (without being grammati-
cally incorrect), but in substance is quite appro-
priate. Kant himself negates both the concept of
the permitted (Erlaubte), whose negation is that
of the non-permitted (Unerlaubte), and the con-
cept of perfect (vollkommene) duty, whose nega-
tion is that of imperfect (unvollkommene) duty.
By this suggestion for a better expression, the
second pair of categories becomes linguistically
evident as a contradictory opposition.

¢) Perfect and Imperfect Duty

The category of perfect duty stems from the
function of the “logical necessity” (KrV, A 76 /
B 101; Kant, 1998, p. 210). For Kant, a judge-
ment is logically necessary if it is not only log-
ically possible in that it agrees with another
judgement, and even logically actual in that,
according to that presupposed judgement,
one representation is implied in the other, but,
moreover, whose contradictory opposite is logi-
cally impossible.* For instance, the judgement
“This bachelor is a man” admits no alternatives;
the bachelor in question cannot also not be a
man, for that contradicts his concept.*”

Consequently, perfect duty is what is moral-
ly necessary. A practical judgement is morally
necessary if it is not only morally possible (per-
mitted) in that it agrees with a moral law, and
even morally actual (duty) in that, according
to that presupposed law, one representation
is already implied in the other, but, moreover,

# “Necessary is that of which the opposite is impossi-
ble” (V-Met-L /Pélitz, AA 28, p. 557; Kant, 1997c, p. 322;
cf. KrV, A 592-593 / B 620-621; Kant, 1998, p. 564; Refl
6393, AA 18, p. 704).

% The “apodictic proposition” thinks something “to be
inseparably connected with the understanding” (KrV,
A 76 / B 101; Kant, 1998, p. 210). According to Kant,
the difference between the logically necessary and con-
tingent is based on a law of formal logic, namely the
principle of the excluded middle (see FM, AA 02, p. 278;
Kant, 2002b, pp. 368-369; Log, AA 09, pp. 52-53; Kant,
1992b, p. 560; Br, AA 11, p. 45; Kant, 1999, pp. 307-308;
Refl 2167, AA 16, p. 257; Refl 2178, AA 11, p. 260).



rmdecky HeBosMoxHa'. Harmpumep, cyxmeHune
«DTOT XOJIOCTSIK — MY>K4YIMHa» He JIOIyCKAeT aTb-
TepHATWB; PaCCMaTPVBAEMBIVI XOJIOCTSIK HE MOXeT
OJTHOBPEMEHHO OBbITh V1 He MY>KUVMHOV, TaK KaK 3TO
IIPOTUBOPEYNT CAMOMY €ro IIOHSTIIO™.

CriefioBaTeIIbHO, COBEPILIEHHBIV JIOIIT — 3TO TO,
YTO MOpaAbHo Heobxooumo. ITpakTiraeckoe cyxie-
HVie MOpaJIbHO HeOOXOIMMO, eC/IVi OHO He TOJTb-
KO MOPAJIBHO BO3MOXKHO (JI03BOJIEHO) B TOM CMBIC-
Jle, YTO COIJIACYeTCsI C MOPAIbHBIM 3aKOHOM, HO
¥ MOPAJIBHO EVICTBUTEIIBHO (JI0JIT) B TOM CMBIC-
Jle, 4TO, COIJIACHO 3TOMY IIpeIioyaraeMoMy 3a-
KOHY, OJTHO IIpeJICTaBJIeHIe yKe IO pa3yMeBaeT-
Cs1 B IPyTroM, 1, DoJiee TOro, ero KoHMpaoukmopHas
npomuBonos0xHoOCHb MOPATIBHO HEBO3MOXHA (He-
morrycTvma). JoIr mmpaBa, COryIacHO KOTOPOMY MBI
IIOJDKHBI BEPHYTbH [IETIO3UT, HAIIpVUMep, He IOIy-
CKaeT aJIbTepPHATVB. DTOT HOJIT MOXeT OBITh pea-
JIN30BAaH TOJIBKO ITyTe€M BO3BpAlleHMs IeT031Ta,
BCe OCTAJIBHOE IIPOTVBOPEUNT JIEXKAIEMy B €ro
OCHOBE MOPaIbHOMY 3aKOHY.

Kareropus wecoBepuiernoeo 004ea BbITEKaeT
13 PYHKIMM JIOTMYecKn oOyciioBieHHoro. [1is
KaHTa cyXmeHne sBIIsieTCsl JIOTMYecKu O0yCIIOB-
JIHHBIM, €CJIVi OHO He TOJIBKO JIOTMYeCKU BO3-
MOXKHO B TOM CMBICJIE, YTO COIJIACYeTCs C IPYTUM
Cy)XXIIeHVeM, M [aXke JIOTMYEeCKV [IeVICTBUTEIb-
HO, TaK KaK, COIVIACHO IIPEIIOCBIIOYHOMY CY-
XKIIEHWIO, OIHO IIpeJiCTaBJIeHle IO pa3yMeBaeT-
Cs1 B IPYTOM, HO K TOMY e eTr0 KOHMpaoukmopHas
npomuBonosoKHOCHs JIOTVYECKM HEeBO3MOXKHa™.

' «HeoOXommMbIM ~ SIBJIIETCSI TO, IIPOTMBOIIOIIOKHOE

ueMy HeBO3MOXHO» (AA 28, S. 557; A 592—593 / B 620—
621; Kawnr, 2006, c. 733; AA 18, S. 704).

2 ATIonmyMKTVMYecKasi IIPOIIO3UINS II0JIaraeT, 4TO HEeYTO
«Hepa3pBIBHO CBSI3aHO ¢ paccyskom» (A 76 / B 101; KasT,
2006, c. 169). CoracHo Kanty, pasmuamne Mexmay joru-
YecKy HeOOXOIMMBIM ¥ KOHTMHIEHTHBIM OCHOBAaHO Ha
3aKoHe (POpPMasIbHOVI JIOTVIKY, a VIMEHHO Ha 3aKOHe VIC-
KIoueHHoro Tpetbero (cMm.: AA 02, S. 278; Kant, 19%4e,
c. 400; AA 09, S. 52 —53; Kanr, 19946, c. 370; AA 11, S. 45;
AA16,S.257; AA 11, S. 260).

# B mepsoit «Kpurmke» Mbl HaxommMM 0fe KOHIIETIIINN
CJIy4avHOTIO. C omgaom CTOPOHBI, KaTeropusi MOgaJIbHO-
crv: «Cjly4galiHBIM B UMCTO KaTeropuaIbHOM CMBIC/Ie MBI
HasblBaeM TO, KOHTPaJMKTOPHAs ITPOTUBOIIOJIOXHOCTh
4Jero Bo3MoXXHa» (A 458 / B 486; Kanr, 2006, c. 613; AA
28, S. 557). A ¢ mpyrovi CTOpOHBI, KaTerOpWsl OMHOUICHU:
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whose contradictory opposite is also morally im-
possible (non-permitted). The duty of right,
e.g. according to which we must return depos-
its, admits no alternatives. This duty can only
be realised by returning the deposit in ques-
tion, anything else contradicts the underlying
moral law.

The category of imperfect duty stems from
the function of the logical contingent. For Kant,
a judgement is logically contingent if it is not
only logically possible in that it agrees with an-
other judgement, and even logically actual in
that, according to that presupposed judgement,
one representation is implied in the other, but,
moreover, whose contradictory opposite is logi-
cally impossible.*® For instance, the judgement
‘This bachelor is any man’ allows for alterna-
tives since it leaves open what kind of man the
bachelor in question is. Being this instead of
that (poor or rich, young or old etc.), does not
contradict his concept.

Consequently, imperfect duty is what is
morally contingent. A practical judgement is
morally necessary if it is not only morally pos-
sible (permitted) in that it agrees with a moral
law, and even morally actual (duty) in that,
according to that presupposed law, one rep-
resentation is already implied in the other, but,
moreover, whose contradictory opposite is moral-
ly impossible (non-permitted). The duty of vir-
tue, e.g. according to which we must pursue the
end of contributing to the happiness of others,

4 In the first Critiqgue, we find two concepts of contin-
gency. On the one hand, the category of modality: “In
the pure sense of the category, the contingent is whose
contradictory opposite is possible” (KrV, A 458 / B 486;
Kant, 1998, p. 494; cf. V-Met-L /Pélitz, AA 28, p. 557;
Kant, 1997c, p. 322). And on the other hand, the cate-
gory of relation: “but then the concept of the contingent
is already taken in such a way that it contains, not the
category of modality (as something, the non-existence
of which can be thought), but that of relation (as some-
thing that can only exist as the consequence of some-
thing else)” (KrV, B 290; Kant, 1998, p. 335).



II. Hummepman

Hanpumep, cy>kxaeHne «DTOT XOJIOCTSK — JIFOOOV
UeJIoBeK» IIOIYCKAeT aIbTepPHATMBBI, ITOCKOJIBKY
OCTaBJIsleT OTKPBITBIM BOIIPOC O TOM, KeM SIBJIsieT-
Cs1 TAHHBIVI XOJIOCTSK. BBITh TeM-TO, a He TeM-TO
(GemmbIM MIIM GOraThIM, MOJIOABIM VIIM CTapbIM U
T.JI.) He IIPOTVIBOPEUNT €T0 ITOHSTHIO.

CrietoBaTeIIbHO, HECOBEPIIEHHBIVI JIOIT — 3TO
TO, YTO MopasvHo 00yca0Baeno. ITpakTirueckoe cy-
XKJIeHVe SIBJISIeTCS MOPAJIBHO HEOOXOIVIMBIM, €CIIV
OHO He TOJIBKO MOPAJIBHO BO3MOXXHO (JI03BOJIEHO)
IIOTOMY, YTO COIJIaCyeTCsi C MOPaJIbHBIM 3aKOHOM,
U Jake MOpaJIbHO JIeVICTBUTEIBLHO (IOJIT) IOTO-
MYy, 4TO, COIJIaCHO 3TOMY IIpelriojlaraeMOMY 3aKo-
Hy, OIHO IIpeJicTaBjleHVe yXe IIOo[pa3yMeBaeTcs
B IIPyToM, HO, OoJlee TOro, ero KoHmpaouxkmopHas
npomuBonos0xHocns MOpaIbHO HEBO3MOXKHA (He-
portycTmMa). [onir moOpomeresy, HanpumMep, co-
IJTaCHO KOTOPOMY MBI IOJDKHBI CTPEMUTHCS K
TOMY, YTOOBI CITOCOOCTBOBATH CYACTHIO APYTHX, [I0-
ITyCKaeT aJIbTepPHATMBBL. DTOT JOJIT MOXKHO peasv-
30BaTh, IIOCTyTIas II0-pa3sHOMY; COBEpIIas TO VIV
VHOe JIesiHVie, MBI He IIPOTVBOPEYVIM OCHOBHOMY
MOpPaJIBHOMY 3aKOHY.

CiienoBaresibHO, 00S13aHHOCTM MOTYT WMeTh
pasHoe conepxxanme. To, uTo Oyzmer caeraHo, b0
COBEepIIIeHHO, JI0O HeCOBEPIIIEHHO onpedesencs
yyucmuiM npakmudeckum pasymom (cm.: Beck, 1960,
p- 151; Bobzien, 1988, S. 216; Graband, 2005, S. 64).
HexoTopele 00513aHHOCTY OITpeJIeISIOTCS TIOTHON
JeTepMUHUPOBAaHHOCTBIO MX cofepkaHus. Kak
ropoput KaHT B «MeTadmsnke HpaBoB», COBepIIia-
eMoe [IeVICTBVIe OOYCJIOBJIEHO TaKMMM OOsi3aHHO-
CTSIMM «C MaTeMaTU4YecKOV TOYHOCTHIO» (AA 06,
S. 233; Kanr, 2014, c. 97). Ho HekoTOpBIe 00si3aHHO-
CTV OCTaBJISIOT «CBOOOITHOMY ITPOVM3BOJIEHWIIO He-
KOTOPbIN 1pocTop (latitudo) riyis vicrioyHeHMs [3a-
KoHa]...» (AA 06, S. 390; Kanr, 2019, c. 47)*. B cuty

«TIOHSATHE CITyYartHOTro OepeTcs yKe B TAKOM CMBICTIE, UTO
OHO COTIEPXXUT B cebe He KaTerOpMio MOJaIbHOCTH (KaK
HeYTO TaKoe, HeOBITVIE Yero MOXKHO MbICAUIMD), a KaTe-
TOPVIO OTHOIIEHMS (KaK HeYTO TaKOe, UTO MOXET CyIIle-
CTBOBATB JIVIIITb KaK CJIE[ICTBIE UeTro-TO JIpyroro)» (B 290;
Kanr, 2006, c. 385—387).

# 3aKOH «He MOXET C OIIPeJIeIEHHOCTHIO YKa3bIBaTh, KaK
¥ HaCKOJIBKO IIOCTYIIOK JIOJDKEH CII0COOCTBOBAThH JIOCTU-
JKEHWUIO 1187111, KOTOPast eCTh B TO e BpeMsl 00sI3aHHOCTh»
(AA 06, S. 390; Karr, 2019, c. 47; cm.: AA 06, S. 392 —394;
Kanr, 2019, c. 51 —-55).

allows for alternatives. This duty can be real-
ised by doing different things and to different
degrees; doing this instead of that, does not
contradict the underlying moral law.

Hence, duties can have different kinds of
content. What is to be done is either perfectly
or imperfectly determined by pure practical reason
(see Beck, 1960, p. 151; Bobzien, 1988, p. 216;
Graband, 2005, p. 64). Some duties are defined
by the complete determinateness of their con-
tent. As Kant says in the Metaphysics of Morals,
the action to be done is determined by such du-
ties “with mathematical exactitude” (MS RL,
AA 06, p. 233; Kant, 1996d, p. 389). But some
duties leave “a playroom (latitudo) for free
choice in following” (MS TL, AA 06, p. 390;
Kant, 1996d, p. 521).*” Because of the under-
determinateness of their content, such duties
leave it to the subject’s free choice as to how to
pursue an end that is also a duty.*

7. The Relation of the Categories
of Freedom to the Metaphysics of Morals

The importance of Kant’s doctrine of the cat-
egories of practical reason is not limited to the
second Critique. Indeed, this doctrine is already
important insofar as concepts known from
Kant’s earlier writings on moral philosophy —
concepts such as maxim, precept and law, com-
mission and omission, personality and person,
the forbidden, permitted and duty — are now
revealed to be concepts of a categorial rank. This
revelation puts them on par with the categories

47 “[...] the law cannot specify precisely in what way
one is to act and how much one is to do by the action
for an end that is also a duty” (MS TL, AA 06, p. 390;
Kant, 1996d, p. 521; cf. MS TL, AA 06, pp. 392-394; Kant,
1996d, pp. 523-524).

% In this regard, in his drafts for the Metaphysics of
Morals, Kant speaks several times of the “power of
choice” (VARL, AA 23, p. 249; Kant, 2016, p. 235; cf.
VARL, AA 23, pp. 248, 378).



HeJT0O0ITpeIeJIEHHOCTVI CBOETO COflepyKaHs TI0f100-
Hble 00513aHHOCTY OCTaBJISAIOT 3a CyObeKTOM IIpaBo
CBOOOITHOTO BBIOOpA CIIocoda JOCTVIKEHMS IIeTIV,
KOTOpasi OJTHOBPEMEHHO SBJISIETCS 1 TOJITOM™.

7. OTHoOIIIeHMe KaTeropmi cBO0OIbI
K «MeTadn3nke HpaBOB»

3HaveHne yuyenus KaHrta o KaTteropusax Ipax-
TUYECKOTO pa3yMa He OrpaHMYMBAETCS BTOPOVI
«Kputukorn». B camom fieste, 310 yueHwue BaXHO
y>ke TIOTOMY, UTO TIOHSI TS, M3BECTHBIE 13 PAaHHVIX
pabor Kanra o mopansHO pvsiocodpmm, — Ta-
K1e, KaK MaKC/Ma, IIpefIcaHye ¥ 3aKOH, eVl
CTBOBaHVe ¥ HeesHVE, JIMYHOCTh ¥ JIUIIO, He-
IIO3BOJIEHHOE, [I03BOJIEHHOe ¥ [OJII, — Telepb
pacKppIBalOTCs KaK IOHATUSA KArme20puassHo20
paHra. DTo OTKPbITVE CTaBUT VX B OOVH psJl C Ka-
TErOpMAMY TeOPETMYECKOro pasyMa M CBOOUT WX
B CHCTEMATIYECKYIO TaOImITy*s.

W yuenne KanTa 0 KaTeropmsix cBO0OO/IbI IMeeT,
B YaCTHOCTM, 3HaUeHMe /I TaK Ha3bIBaeMOro Te-
CTa yHMBepcaIn3aluy. DTOT TeCT, KOTOPBIV OIlpe-
ZieJIsieT MOPaJIbHOCTh MaKCVIMBI ITyTeM ee YHUBEp-
caym3aluy M KoTopeln KaHT paccmaTpuBaeT B
m1aBe «O TUIIVKe YMCTOV IIPAKTUYeCKOM CII0Cco0-
HocTy cyxaeHus» (AA 05, S. 67, Kant, 1997, c. 453),
IIPOXOAUT IO MONAIBHBIM Kareropmsm. [Ipose-
psieTcs, sABJIseTcs MaKC/Ma HeIO03BOJIEHHOV (He
YHUBepcaIv3pyeMoV) WIN A03BOJIeHHON (YHU-
BepcaIM3VIPyeMoVi), M eIy TIocjleflHee — IIPOTH-
BOPEUNT OHa JIOJTY (He-ZIOJITY) VIV COIIACyeTCs C
HVIM, ¥, OIISITB XK€, eCJIV IIoCjIeflHee — COIIacyeTcst
MaKcyMa € COBepIIIeHHBIM JOJITOM WJIV C HecoBep-
IIeHHBIM".

4 B cBsI3M € 9TUM B YepHOBUKax «MeTadm3mKy HpaBoB»
KaHT HecKoJIbKO pa3 TOBOPUT O «cuile BbiOopa» (AA 23,
S. 249; cm.: Ibid., S. 248, 378).

* Kaxk nsectHO, KaHT cumTaet Tabimily KaTeropum Ipu-
ponbl (BBIBEEHHYIO 13 TaOJIMIIBI CY)KIEHVINT) IIOJITHOI.
OpHako He CTOJIb M3BECTHO, UTO 3TO yTBEPXKIEeHNe B PaB-
HOVI CTeIleHW CIIPaBeJIMBO U Il TaOJIMIIBI KaTeropuil
cBODOOMIBI (ITOCKOJIBKY OHa TaK’Ke BBIBOLATCS M3 TaOJIVIIBI
cyxpenmir). O0 atoM cm.: (Zimmermann, 2020).

47 TlogpoOHee cM.: (Zimmermann, 2015).
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of theoretical reason, and it brings them togeth-
er in a systematic table.*

And Kant’s doctrine of the categories of free-
dom has, for example, importance for the so-
called universalisation test. This test, which
determines the morality of a maxim by univer-
salising it and which Kant deals with direct-
ly afterwards in the chapter “Of the Typic of
Pure Practical Judgment” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67;
Kant, 1996a, p. 194), proceeds along the modal
categories. The test checks whether a maxim
is forbidden (not universalisable) or permitted
(universalisable), and, if the latter, whether it is
contrary to duty (a non-duty) or consistent with
duty, and again, if the latter, whether the maxim
is consistent with a perfect or an imperfect duty.*

However, the importance of Kant’s doc-
trine of practical categories reaches beyond his
foundation of moral philosophy, for he asso-
ciates with their table a system-building claim.
This claim is just as ambitious as the one Kant
associates with the categories of nature and
their table in the first Critique. As he writes in
the second Critique: “In this way one surveys
the whole plan of what has to be done, every
question of practical philosophy that has to be
answered, and also the order that is to be fol-
lowed” (KpV, AA 05, p. 67; Kant, 1996a, p. 194).

Kant’s idea in 1788 seems to be that the ta-
ble of the practical categories relates to the
Metaphysics of Morals — which had yet to be
elaborated at that time — in the same or a sim-
ilar way to how the table of the theoretical cat-
egories relates to the Metaphysical Foundations
of Natural Science, which had been published in
1786. While one table outlines the system of the
metaphysics of freedom, the other one outlines
the system of the metaphysics of nature.

4 As is well known, Kant considers the table of the cat-
egories of nature (derived from the table of judgements)
to be complete. Less known, however, is that the claim
is equally true of the table of the categories of freedom
(since it is also derived from the table of judgements).
For this, see Zimmermann (2020).

0 For more detail, see Zimmermann (2015).



II. Hummepman

Onnako 3HaueHme yueHus Kanra o mpakTide-
CKMX KaTeropusix BBIXOAUT 3a paMKM ero 000CHO-
BaHMS MOPaJIbHON prytocodmnt, BeIb C VX Tadsm-
1LIeVl OH CBS3bIBAeT caMo mpebobanue nocmpoeHus
CUCTeMBL. DTO TpeOoBaHMeE CTOJIb e aMOMITNIO3-
HO, KaK 1 To, KoTopoe KaHT cBs3bIBaeT ¢ Karero-
pVISIMM IPUPOMIBL U VX TaOmIient B repson «Kpu-
TrKe». Kak oH muier Bo Bropont «Kputuke», «tak
OTCIONIA BUJIEH BeCh IUIaH TOT0, 9YTO HAZIO CIesIaTh,
Jaxe KaXIIbIVl BOIIPOC IIPaKTMUYecKol ¢uioco-
w1, Ha KOTOPBINT HEOOXOIVIMO OTBETUTH, I BMe-
CTe C TeM HOpPsAOK, KOTOPOMY Ha/l0 CJIefIoBaTh»
(AA 05, S. 67; KanT, 1997, c. 451).

Kanr B 1788 1., 1I0-BUIIMOMY, 10JI1arasl, 4To Ta-
Ormila MpakTUYecKnX KaTeropum OygeT cOOTHO-
cuThbes ¢ «MeTadm3MKO HpaBoOB», He pa3paboTaH-
HOVI ellle K TOMYy BpeMeHW, TaK XKe VIV IIPYMepPHO
TaK ke, KaK TaOIMIla TeoOpeTUUIecKmx KaTeropmi
cooTHOCUTCS ¢ «MeTadm3muecKuMy HadaIaMu
ecTecTBO3HaHNs», OIyOnMKoBaHHbIMM B 1786 T.
Ecyit B omHOM TaOsmlIe M371araeTcs cricTeMa MeTa-
Jur3mKM cBOOOIBI, TO B APYrONl — CUCTEMa MeTa-
PVBMKY TPUPOTIEL

BriepBble 5TOT IIPeACTOSIITNT ITPOEKT IOSIBIISIET-
Csl IPUIMEPHO JIeCSIThIO ToflaMy paHee, B 3aMeTKax,
Kotopele KaHT BK/IIOUMI B cBoe m3aHue «Initia
philosophiae practicae» baymraprena. B atux 3a-
MeTKax, HalmcaHHbIX Mexny 1776 u 1778 rr., To-
BOPUTCS O «KaTerOpMsIX MOpayiv» M «PYHKITMSIX
cBobompr» (AA 19, S. 180 (Ne 6854)), a TakXKe 0 «Ka-
Teropmsx umcron Boiam» (AA 19, S. 192 (Ne 6888),
211 (Ne 6948)). OnHako B €ro oIy 0IMKOBaHHBIX pa-
GoTtax o mMopasbHOI dprtocodrm mociie KpUTn-
4ecKoro 1mopoporta B 1781 r. 60s1blire HET yIIOMMHa-
HUV 0 4eM-I100 rmogooHoM*.

% B «OcHoBomosioxxeHnn...» KaHT nepeuncisier «kate-
TOpUU eVHCTBA..., MHOJKECTBEHHOCTL... U1 11eJIOCTHOCTII»;
OH COOTHOCUT MX C «pOPMOVI BOJIN», C ee «MaTepuern»
Y C «TOTaJIbHOCTBIO MX cucreMbl» (AA 04, S. 436; Kanr,
19947, c. 193). OnHaKO 3TO TeopeTMYecKye KaTeropmm, a
VIMEHHO KaTeropum KoymdecTsa. TouHo Tak xe B «Mera-
dmsmke HpaBoB» (B §4 «YueHwme o npase») Kant mermr
BHeIIIHMEe OOBEeKThI «COITIACHO KaTeropusM cyocmanyuu,
Kay3a4bHOCHU VI 00U eH 1 MeXKTy MHOV VI BHEIITHVIMI IIpe/l-
MeTaMM 10 3aKOHaM cBoOoyibI» (AA 06, S. 247; Kanr, 2014,
c. 129). Do ongTh ke TeopeTrdecKyie KaTerOpuy, a IMEH-
HO KaTeropmm oTHomreHus (cM. takke: AA 06, S. 101—
102; Kanr, 19943, c. 105—106).

An upcoming project emerges for the first
time about ten years earlier, in notes that Kant
entered into his edition of Baumgarten’s Initia
philosophiae practicae. These notes, written be-
tween 1776 and 1778, read “categories of moral-
ity” and “functions of freedom” (Refl 6854, AA
19, p. 180; Kant, 2005, p. 441), as well as “catego-
ries of the pure will” (Refl 6888, AA 19, p. 192;
Refl 6948, AA 19, p. 211; Kant, 2005, p. 451).
However, in his published writings on moral
philosophy after the critical turn in 1781, there
is no further mention of something like this.”!

Evidence that Kant initially intended to or-
ganise the Metaphysics of Morals in accordance
with the categories of freedom can be seen from
drafts of his late writing, unpublished by him-
self (cf. VARL, AA 23, pp. 218, 274, 298, 302;
Kant, 2016, pp. 256, 278-279, 299-300, 302; VATL,
AA 23, p. 382). In this context, Kant’s letter to
Jung-Stilling, dated after 1 March 1789, should
also be noted. There, he announces his intention
to begin writing his Metaphysics of Morals in the
summer, and he outlines his (preliminary) an-
swer to the question “how laws should be given
in a civil society that is already presupposed”
(Br, AA 23, p. 495; Kant, 1999, p. 290).

Lawgiving in a civil society, when dealing
with a legal matter that is due for decision, is
supposed to be guided by the four titles of the
categories of freedom, i.e. by their “quantity”,
“quality”, “relation” and “modality”. The titles
are said to contain criteria for positive laws le-

1 In the Groundwork, Kant lists the “categories of the
unity [...], the plurality [...] and the allness”; and he re-
lates them to the “form of the will”, to its “matter”, and
to “the system of these” (GMS, AA 04, p. 436; Kant,
1996b, p. 86). However, these are theoretical categories,
namely those of quantity. Likewise in the Metaphysics of
Morals, Kant (in §4 of the “Doctrine of Right”) divides
the external objects according to the “categories of sub-
stance, causality, and community between myself and ex-
ternal objects in accordance with laws of freedom” (MS
RL, AA 06, p. 247; Kant, 1996d, p. 402). These are again
theoretical categories, namely those of relation (see also
RGV, AA 06, pp. 101-102; Kant, 1996¢, p. 136).



O ToM, uro KaHT w3HayalbHO HamepeBasl-
cst BEICTpouTh «MeTadm3nKy HpaBOB» B COOTBET-
CTBUM C KaTeTOPMMY CBOOOIBL, CBUIIETEIILCTBYIOT
He oIy OJIMKOBaHHBIe IM CaMVIM YepPHOBUKM T103/1-
Hux counHeHut (AA 23, S. 218, 274, 298, 302, 382).
B sT0M1 CBsI3M CileTyeT Takke 0OpaTUTh BHUMAaHe
Ha miceMo Kanra x IOur-ImwuinHary, gatmpo-
BaHHoe 1 mapTta 1789 r. B Hem oH coobriaeT o cBo-
eM JKeJlaHWUM IPUCTYIIUTh JIETOM K HaIlVICaHWIO
«Metadn3mK HpaBOB» U M3JIaraeT CBOV (IIpeBa-
PUTEJIBHBIN) OTBET Ha BOIIPOC, «KaK CJleflyeT IIpu-
HVIMAaTh 3aKOHBI B y>Ke CO3[IaHHOM TI'pakIaHCKOM
oOriectBe» (AA 23, S. 495).

B rpaxmaHckoM oOIIecTBe 3aKOHOTBOPUYECTBO
IIpV pelleHny IIPpaBOBOro BOITPOca J0/KHO PyKO-
BOZICTBOBATbCSI UETBIPbMS I'pyIIaMy KaTeropwi
CBODOOIIBI, TO €CTh VX «KOJIMYECTBOM», «KadeCTBOM,
«OTHOIIIEHVIEM» I «<MOTAJIBHOCTBIO». DT TPYIIIIBL,
KaK YTBep)K/laeTcs, corlepkaT KpuUTepuu IIO3u-
TUBHBIX 3aKOHOB, JIETUTYMHBIX B BBICIIIEM CMBIC-
Jle ecTeCTBeHHOro IipaBsa. VHbiMM citoBamy, KaHT
MMeeT B By He TOJIBKO TO, 4TO dpuiocodcKast
JOKTPpMHA IIpaBa MOXeT HalTu OOIIIMII A3BIK C Ka-
TeropusIMy, HO M TO, YTO HOJIMTHUYECKas IIPaKTy-
Ka (qua JOKTpVHA IIpaBa, OCyIlecTBiIsieMas B JAev-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTM) TaK>XKe MOXeT JOOUThCS 3TOro®.

CootBercTByeT n omyOnmkoBaHHas «MerTa-
dusrKa HpaBOB» 3TOMY IIepBOHAYa/IbHOMY 3a-
MBICJIY VI OpraHM30BaHa JIVI OHa COIVIaCHO KaTero-
pUSIM CBOOOBI — 3TO, KOHEYHO, 0pl20tl BOIIPOC.
Ha ceromHAmIHMUI [IeHb 3TOMY BOIIPOCY IIOCBS-
meHb! 71Be MoHorpadmm. M. [Ix. I'perop cumra-
eT, YTo JesleHVe No3aHMX paboT KaHTa Ha mpaso
(«Yuenune o ripaBe») 1 3TUKY («YueHMe 0 JOOporIe-
TeJIN») SBJISIeTCs Pe3yJIbTaToOM IIpYMeHeH s KaTe-
ropuueckoro nmieparvsa (Gregor, 1963). Mexmy
TeM M. 3eHrep orpaHu4MBaeT CBOIO paboTy cde-
oV IIpaBa M Il PeKOHCTPYKIIUM ee OpraHu3a-
LU B OCODEHHOCTM OIMpaeTcsi Ha KaTeropwm
npupomsl (Sanger, 1982).

¥ Viges o TOM, YTO IIOJIUTMKA — 3TO JOKTPMHA IIpa-
Ba, IpVMeHsIeMast Ha IIPaKTHKe, B3sTa 13 paboTel KanTa
«K BeanoMy Mmpy», ormybnmkosanHom B 1795 1. (AA 08,
S. 370; Kant, 1994n, c. 431).

S. Zimmermann

gitimate in the higher sense of natural law. In
other words, Kant not only has in mind that the
philosophical doctrine of right can find hold
with the categories, but also that political prac-
tice (qua doctrine of right put into practice) can
do so as well.*?

Whether the published Metaphysics of Morals
actually fulfils this initial intention and is or-
ganised in accordance with the categories of
freedom, is of course a different question. Two
monographs deal with this question to date.
Mary J. Gregor (1963) holds that the division
of Kant’s late writing into right (“Doctrine of
Right”) and ethics (“Doctrine of Virtue”) results
from an application of the categorical impera-
tive. Meanwhile, Monika Sanger (1982) restricts
herself to the sphere of right, and for the recon-
struction of its organisation she also and espe-
cially draws upon the categories of nature.

As a brief consideration of the relation of
the categories of freedom to the Metaphysics of
Morals, I would just like to highlight that Kant
includes only one division of duties into the ta-
ble of the categories. In doing so, he clearly em-
phasises this division as the (or a) fundamental
one. This division recurs in the Metaphysics of
Morals in connection with Kant’s distinction be-
tween duties of right and duties of virtue (cf.
MS RL, AA 06, p. 240; Kant, 1996d, p. 395; MS
TL, AA 06, p. 390; Kant, 1996d, p. 521).*° For
this reason, some commentators identify the
two distinctions and understand duties of right
to be perfect duties and duties of virtue imper-
fect duties (see Beck, 1960, pp. 151-152; Hill,
1971, pp. 56-58; Kersting, 1982, pp. 203, 212-
213; Bobzien, 1988, pp. 215-216; Graband, 2005,
pp. 61, 64; Kersting, 2007, p. 151).

2 The phrase that politics is doctrine of right put into
practice stems from Kant's Toward Perpetual Peace, pub-
lished in 1795 (cf. ZeF, AA 08, p. 370; Kant, 1996e, p. 338).
3 See already Kant’s lecture on metaphysics of morals
in the winter semester 1793/94 (¢f. V-MS/Vigil, AA 27,
pp. 578, 581, 585; Kant, 1997b, pp. 329-330, 332, 335) and
on practical philosophy in the winter semester 1784 /85
(cf. V-Mo/Mron 1I, AA 29, p. 617; Kant, 1997a, p. 237).



II. Hummepman

B kKadecTBe KpaTKOro pacCMOTPEHMS CBS3M Ka-
Teropmum cBo0oIb! ¢ «MeTadr31KO HpaBOB» 51 XO-
TeJ1 OBl JINIIB TIOAYepKHYTh, 4YTO KaHT BK/IIOYaeT
B TaOJIMILy KaTErOpWil 1moAvko 00HO pasiesieHvie
obs3aHHOCTeNL. [Ipm 5TOM OH SIBHO HOTYepKMBa-
eT 3TO pasfesieHMe KakK pyHIaMeHTaIbHOe. DTO
nerteHe ropropsieTcst B «MeTtadusrike HpaBoB» B
CBsI3U C pasrpaHmndeHreM KaHToMm m1paBoBBIX 00s-
3aHHOCTeV 11 o0si3aHHOCTeN tobporeTerm (AA 06,
S. 240; KanT, 2014, c. 115; AA 06, S. 390; Kanr, 2019,
c. 45—47)*. Tlo sTov mpuyrHe HEKOTOpble KOM-
MEHTaTOPBI OTOXKAECTBIISIOT 3TH [Ba Pa3/INUeHs
VI TIOHMMAIOT 00SI3aHHOCTY ITpaBa KaK COBEpITIeH-
HBIVI [OJIT, a 00si3aHHOCTM Ao0pomeTen — Kak
HecoBepIIeHHBIV JoiT (cM.: Beck, 1960, p. 151—152;
Hill, 1971, p. 56—58; Kersting, 1982, S. 203, 212—
213; Bobzien, 1988, S. 215—216; Graband, 2005,
S. 61, 64; Kersting, 2007, S. 151).

DTO He MOXeT OBbITh BEepHO, IIOCKOJIBKY He BCe
COBepllleHHBle O0S3aHHOCTM SIBJISIOTCS OOs3aH-
HocTaAMM ITpaBa. B «MeTtadmsuke HpaBoB» cdepa
3TUKM TaKXe COHIEPXKUT «COBepIlIeHHble 00si3aH-
HOCTM TIeper] camMmM cobov» (AA 06, S. 421; KaHr,
2019, c. 111), u oHU He SABJISAIOTCA HU O0Ds3aHHO-
CTSIMM IIpaBa, HU OOsSI3aHHOCTSIMM JOOpomeTer.
Hamporus, KaHT, 1ioxoxXe, onmpaeTcst Ha gpyroe
dyHmaMmeHTasIbHOe PpasesieHue 00sg3aHHOCTeV,
TaK YTO O0s13aHHOCTM IIpaBa KaXyTcs COBEpIIeH-
HBIMV O0513aHHOCTSIMV IO OTHOIIIEHVIO K OpYeuM,
a obsgsaHHOCTM AoOpopdeTes — KaXKyLIVMUCS
HeCOBepIIeHHBIMI O00sI3aHHOCTSIMM II0 OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K cebe vt ApyruM. OgHAKO 3TO He MeHseT
TOoro pakTa, UTO pasimyrie MeX[y COBEepIIeHHbI-
MM ¥ HECOBEPIIIEHHBIMIM OOSI3aHHOCTSIMMU VIMeeT
KaTeroprasbHOe OCHOBaHMVe, a pasjImdre MeXy
00s13aHHOCTAMM TI0 OTHOIIEHUIO K cee 1 K Ipy-
I'IM — HeT.

0 Cwm. ntextimio Kanra o Metadmsvke HpaBoOB 3a 3VIMHU
cemectp 1793/94 r. (AA 27, S. 578, 581, 585) u 110 1Ipax-
Trdeckon dwiocodpun B 3uMHeM ceMectpe 1784/85 r.
(AA 29,S.617).

31O «CoBepIIeHHBIX ODS3aHHOCTSX IIepel caMWUM CO-
Gor» cm.: (Herman, 2021, p. 104 —106).

This cannot be correct since not all perfect
duties are duties of right. In the Metaphysics of
Morals, the sphere of ethics also contains “Per-
fect duties to oneself” (MS TL, AA 06, p. 421;
Kant, 1996d, p. 546), and these are neither du-
ties of right nor duties of virtue.” Instead, Kant
seems to draw on another fundamental divi-
sion of duties, so that duties of right seem to
be perfect duties to others and duties of virtue
are seemingly imperfect duties to oneself or to
others. However, this does not change the fact
that the distinction between perfect and imper-
fect duties is of a categorial rank, while that
between duties to oneself and to others is not.

8. Conclusion

I conclude with a brief remark on another lim-
it to the analogy between the categories of free-
dom and those of nature. There seem to be not
only different types of categories within the ta-
ble of the categories of freedom as Kant presents
it in the second Critique, but also different ways
of presenting them. For after all, Kant exhibits
the categories as the heading of the table reads,
“with Respect to the Concepts of the Good and
Evil” (KpV, AA 05, p. 66; Kant, 1996a, p. 193).
This indicates another “respect” with which
these categories (all or some) can be exhibited.

This is another significant difference to the
categories of nature. They cannot be exhibit-
ed with any “respect”. Presumably this is due
to the peculiarity of practical reason as well,
namely that reason has a twofold practical use.
Kant does not name a verb that indicates what
it is that happens to the categories “with Re-
spect to the Concepts of the Good and Evil”. I
presume that they are not considered one way
or the other (see Pieper, 1973, pp. 150-151) but
are developed from the functions of the intellect.

The other “respect” with which the catego-
ries can be exhibited could be seen in the con-

% For “Perfect duties to oneself”, see Herman (2021,
pp- 104-106).



8. 3akitrouenme

B 3axsmrouenue st xoTes OblI cesiaTh, HeOOJIBIIIoe
3aMedaHVie 10 TIOBOJIY ellle OIHOTO OrpaHWYeHs
11 aHAJIOTUM MeXly KaTeropusiMyi CBOOOIBI M
npuponsl. [Toxoxe, 4To B Tabnmile KaTeropuii
cBODOIEI, KaK ee mpesicTapisieT KaHT Bo BTOpOU
«KpuTike», ecTb He TOJIBKO pa3Hble TUIIBI KaTero-
UL, HO M pa3Hble CIIOCOOBI MX JeMOHCTpamin. B
yvacTHOCTY, KaHT BBICTaB €T KaTeropmm, Kak IJla-
CUT 3aroJIoBOK TaOJIVIIBI, «B acIleKTe MOHSTU JI0-
Oporo u 3710ro» (AA 05, S. 66; Kanut, 1997, c. 449).
DTO yKasblBaeT Ha [Ipyroe «OTHOIIeHe», B KOTO-
POM MOTYT OBITH IIpefiCTaBJIeHBbI 3TV KaTeropuu
(Bce WIIVL HEKOTOPEIE).

DTO ellle OIHO CYIIeCTBEHHOe OT/INYNe OT Ka-
Teropuv mpupoasl. OHM He MOT'YT OBITh ITOKa3aHBI
B KaKOM-JIn0bo «oTHoIeHun». [Ipenmonoxmrens-
HO, 3TO CBS3aHO ¥ C OCOOEHHOCTSIMU ITpaKTHye-
CKOTo pasyMa, a MMeHHO C TeM, UYTO pa3yM VMe-
eT IIBOVIHOe IIpaKTW4YecKoe IpmMeHeHme. KaHT
He yIoTpe0JigeT IJ1arojios, YKasbIBaIOIIMX Ha TO,
YTO ITPOVICXOAUT C KaTerOpusaMM «B OTHOIIEHWUN
TIOHSI TV 100pa ¥ 371a». S IIpeirosarao, 4To OHM
He paccMaTpMBaIOTCs TakK Wwin nHade (cM.: Pieper,
1973, S. 150—151), a Buipadamuvibaromes M3 PyHK-
LIV VIHTeJJIeKTa.

[pyroe «OTHOIIEHVE», B KOTOPOM MOTYT OBITBH
IIpesicTaBJIeHbl KaTeropui, MOXHO YBUAETh B IIO-
usTvisix 04aea (Wohl) v necuacmos (Ubel), IOckob-
Ky BO BTOpOWV, OCHOBHOM Iiase KaHT ymerser
MHOT'O BpeMeHM VX OTJIMYMIO OT IIOHSTUM J100pa
U 371, CBSI3bIBas IIepBble C SMIIMPUYECKIM, a BTO-
pBle — C YMCTBIM HpaKTU4deckuM pasyMoM. Ecim
3TO TaK, TO KaTeropmm (Bce VI JIVIIIb HEKOTOPHIE)
MOIJIV OBbI OBITH Pa3BUTHI U3 PYHKIIVVI MHTEIUIEK-
Ta: KaK M3 PYHKIIUI YMCTOM BOJIV, TaK U (PYHK-
num smrvipudeckon Boin. [lo Kpavinern mepe,
3TO pasnIuyre MeXAy acreKTaMy, KakK IIpefcTaB-
JIeTCsl, IeVICTBYeT B MeTapu31UecKon AeIyKIun
MO0AABHBLX KATeTOPUIL™.

2 DeHTOH TIpelIaraeT Has3blBaTh KaTErOPUMM UWCTOV
BOJIVI «MOPaJTbHBIMIT», @ SMITMPIIECKOV BOTI — «KaTero-
pvsiMm Grtaropasymusi» (Benton, 1980, p. 183).
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cepts of well-being (Wohl) and woe (Ubel). For,
in the second main chapter, Kant spends much
time distinguishing them from the concepts of
good and evil in that he associates the former
with empirical and the latter with pure practi-
cal reason. If so, the categories (all or only some)
could be developed from the functions of the in-
tellect, both as those of the pure will and those of
the empirical will. At the very least, this distinc-
tion between respects seems to take effect in the
metaphysical deduction of the modal categories.*

Kant himself hints at this in the footnote of
the “Preface” to the second Critique, where he
briefly touches upon the categories of modality.
However, if these categories allow for a twofold
metaphysical deduction, then not all practical
categories can be accommodated in one table.
We must distinguish between the doctrine of the
categories and the table of the categories as Kant
exposes it. The former comprises the catego-
ries of the entire practical reason, of which the
latter exposes only a part. In the relevant foot-
note, Kant illustrates the first pair of categories:
“Thus, for example, it is forbidden to an orator,
as such, to forge new words or constructions;
this is to some extent permitted to a poet; in nei-
ther case is there any thought of duty” (KpV,
AA 05, p. 11n; Kant, 1996a, p. 145n) “For”,
Kant continues, “if anyone is willing to forfeit
his reputation as an orator, no one can prevent
him”. This can obviously not be a moral forbid-
dance or permission.*

For reasons of scope, however, I cannot go
into this further here.”

» Benton (1980, p. 183) suggests naming the categories
of the pure will “moral” and those of the empirical will
“prudential categories”.

36 Schiitz also points this out in his letter to Kant: “In
the Preface to the Critique of Pure Practical Reason the
example of a permitted action that is introduced there,
what an orator is permitted to do, etc. seems to me to
be a petapaotg eig Ao yevog, namely to the Rules of
Skill, which you yourself have wisely distinguished
from commandments of morality” (Br, AA 10, pp. 542-
543; Kant, 1999, p. 280).

37 In the relevant footnote, Kant does not comment on
the remaining modal categories. I refer here to my own
remarks in Zimmermann (2011, pp. 296-298).



II. Hummepman

KaHT 11 caMm HamekaeT Ha 3TO B IIpMMeYaHUN
K Ilpenyciosuio Bo Bropont «Kputuke», rime oH
BKparTile KacaeTcs Kareropwit mopasibHocTn. Of-
HaKO ecjIM 3TU KaTeropuy [OITyCKaroT JBOSAKYIO
MeTapu3MUecKyIo IeAyKIMIo, TO HJajleko He Bce
MpaKTU4ecKre KaTeropuy MOryT OBbITh IIOMellle-
HBl B OHY TaOimily. Mel HO/DKHBI pa3jIndarhb
yueHue O KaTeropusax M mabAuyy Kareropum, Kak
ee packpsiBaeT KanT. [lepsoe BkittouaeT B cebst Ka-
TerOpuN BCEro IIPaKTMUeCKOro pasyMa, a BTopas
pacKpeIBaeT JIMIIL YacTh U3 HuUX. B cooTBeTcTBY-
omeM IpuMedaHun KaHT wumocTpupyeT ep-
BYIO Tapy Kareropuit: «lak, Hanpumep, oparopy,
KaK TaKOBOMY, He003601umn1eAbH0 CO3[IaBaTh HOBbIE
CJIOBA ¥ CJIOBOCOYETAHNs; TIOATY JKe 3TO 10 M3BeCT-
HoM cTenieHn no3boisumenvro» (AA 05,S. 11 Anm,;
Kanr, 1997, c. 303, mpumeu.). B camom meste, mipo-
norpkaeT KaHT, «kTo xoueT o0ecciiaBUTh opaTopa,
HUKTO B 3TOM IIOMeIIIaTh He MOXKeT». DTO, OUeBU/I-
HO, He MOXXeT OBbITb MOpA1bHbIM [JO3BOJIEHHBIM VIV
He03BOJIeHHBIM™. OIHAKO IO COOOpa’keHMSIM
obbeMa 51 He CMOT'Y 371eCh YIJIyOUTbCS B 3Ty TeMy .
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