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INTRODUCTION.

The present age busies {tself to a large extent with the problem
of the grounds and extent of knowledge. Ome of the most important
elementa in this problem js that touching the principle of causality,
which, sinece the time of Hume, has been the object of special
discussion, and about which a variety of opinions bave been held. The
interesta connected with this question are great, for, on the one hand,
natoral science does not satisfy the desires sand impulses of man
until he bas arrived at some opinion as to the natore of things eon-
eidered independently of our experience, and, on the other hand; theo-
logy seeks for faith the support which can be derived from rational
argnments for the being and natare of God. In the strife of opinions,
the best results are galned by those who are content to listen to the
utterances of the wise, and accept that which bas, on the whaole, been
found most capable of standing the tests of experience and eriticiom. And
a consideration of the views of great men npon this topic will be lkely
to be rich in practical insfrmction. It is accordingly the object of the
pregent dissertation $o institute a comparizon between the views of
three great philosophers upon the Limite of the application of the prin-
clple of cansality.

The anthors selected are Kani, Herbart and Lotze. Kant began
the critical study of this subject in Germany, and bas contributed more
to it than avy other one man. If we turn aside from the idealistic
schools which sncceeded Kanf, as likely to give us little more in-
straction than is contained in him, Herdari is the next great German
philosopher. Althongh Fichte wae his immediate teachey, he was, in
a large sense, a pupit of Kant, even though stromgly opposed to him
in many points. He is connected with Kanmf, and yet he showa us a
eontrary side of the question, while Lofze, who was formed very
largely by the genius of Herbart, stands in still closer connection with
Kant, and thus combines in himself to a grest exient the excellencies
of both of these writers, We have in the thres, aceordingly, not meraly
& trio of great names, but a group of philosophera, who, through their
mutial relations naturally form the complements of one another, and
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2 INTRODUCTION,

whose systemz may be expected to yield by comparison a mutual cor-
rection of error, and a mufual support in the truth.

Our definite topic is conveyed in the words: The Doetrine of the
Transeendent Use of the Principle of Causality in Kand, Herbari and
Lotze, — The langnage is from Kant, and is used in the Kantian
sense. We are the recipients of sensations and perceptions which con-
stitute a world of experience within onrselves. All philosophers admit,
for some reason eatiefactory to themselves, that within this world of
experience the principle of cansality finds a proper application. But
our sensations are not themselves the things which may be sapposed to
lie at their baee as their camse, and the question arises whether we
can pass out over the bonndaries of this experimental world, and affirm
anything by halp of our principle of a world beyond. If o, this would
be to malke a franscendent use of the principle (Pure Renson p. 292).

It is proposed, then, to examine the systems of these philosophers
8o far as may be necessary to give a clear view of their opinions mpon
this sabject. Wo shall ask What they feack, endeavor to find the
réasons which they give for their doctrine, compare their views with
one another, and ¢ndeavor to esfinafe the positive resulls guined for
philosophical ecience by the eombined labers of the three, In this
investigation oor attention will be particalarly directed to their views
in reference to the two topics soggested above, the Ding an sich, to
make use of Kand's term or the external cause of our sensations, and
God. These will suffice to illnstrate the doctrine of the three writers,
and afford sofficient materigls for eriticigm. But ander the former
head one department, that of the seul considered in itself, will be for
the most part exelnded, a8 affording nothing for our purpose not gained
from the consideration of the material world, and as leading us into
too prolonged discussion for onr present limits.

‘We begin with Aant.

1) The adiﬁou uf tha suthors m]ih are aa follows: Xanf, edition of
J. H. v. Kirchmonn Reason {R, ¥.) 1877; Practical Reason (P. V.) IBTH
li‘mu,lty of Judgment {Urbhk] 1512. Prolegormens [E't."rol) 1876, The bext o
?;uy nged ju the second edition 1787, — Herbarf, "Werke",
ediﬂon uf Hurrmnﬁu Fotze, Bystom, Logic 15874, Metaphysios 1879, Miero’
oowm, 34, edition, 1876 —80,



KANT.

§ 1. The Problem of the Pure Reason Ia expressed by Xamt in the
following words: How are synthetival judgments a priori possible?
The form of this guestion anggests the great underlyitg presuppostion
of Kant's syatem, viz. that a prieri synthetical jndgments exist, and
that the province of philosophy is to investigate their possibility, The
words employed in it foreshadow his theory. Synthetical judgments
are those which make some addition to our steck of knowledge.
A priori judgments are those which are made Independently and anti-
cipstory of experience, being contributed by those principles of the
mind by which experience is mads, If there are such & priori elements
of knowledge in the mind it is important to bave & criterion by which
they may be konown, and this is given by Kanf in the proposition that
such elements bear marke of necessify and wniversality, The single
proof sugpested for this propoeition is that experience never confers
rpon ita judgments either of these distingmishing marks (p. 47 f.).

§ 2, Passing now to the solntion of his problem, Kanf takes up ™

the gquestion: How sre pure mathematics possible? And here we need to
delay with him long enongh to notice some pecoliar elements of his
doctrine. Space and time are shown to bo intuitions, and not concepts,
snd the proof that they are a priori, resta for the most part upon the
fact that they bear the marks of a pricri origin, necesrity and univer-
sality. It is not necessary that wae shonld dwell upon the process of
proof by which Kand comes to the conclosion that space and time, -
althongh & priori, are empirically real, But it 9 of great importance
to us, as illustrative of cur theme, and prepsring us for the con-
sideration of what more closely concerns us, to obeerve the mefhod of
proof by which Auont arrives at the comclusion that space and time are
transcendentally ideal, that is to ray, “that they are nothing, so soon
88 we remove the condition of the possibility of experience and consider
them as something which belongs to things in themselves” (p. 78).
There seem to be but two arguments advanced for this conclusion.
Tha firat (pp. 78. 83.) s best atated in reipeet to space. It is: —
“Neither absolute nor relative limitations can be intnited before the
1*



