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boris / May 10, 2011 10:08PM

Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: SR /EREE CHIET HHEHD 2)
Purposiveness (purposefulness) as well as Kant's "as-if" metaphor is the key. What is the inference of "intuitive,
imaginary" purposiveness onto phenomenon and noumenon? Without "as-if" purposefulness (deternimating
judgment), science cannot be possible, and without "as-if" purposefulness (reflective judgment), morality cannot be
possible.

gustav / May 11, 2011 09:41AM
Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: SARE/EREE CHIET HittH)D> 2)
"Purposiveness" sounds like an object of cognition in your question, which is quite worrying.

Basically speaking, the purposiveness or as-if principle (look as if there WERE a rule for a determination in a
judgment) is about certain extra causality required for human aware experience other than the natural causality. On
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the one hand, such an extra causality makes experience in space and time possible for it "offers" formal conformity
so that (a) appearance must be so perceived in space and time under logic and (b) thus phenomena must be
thinkable. Therefore, such a principle in our awareness yields the ground for science. On the other hand, such an
extra causality (a) makes it possible that certain act of a "person” belongs to this "person” ( similar to the formal
conformity between an object cognized and the object in one's cognition/self-awareness, the act which is the effect
of certain concept of a person (reason/purpose/motive etc.), is formally determined to belong to that person); (b)
the pure intelligent being that human being can access or involve in human's pure awareness (namely, person in
"freedom"), is the only thing intelligent (among other pure ideas, or "transcendental paralogisms/illusions in the First
Critique, such as God, soul etc. ) left via the most radical self-critique of awareness itself, which is also provided as
the proof for the possible "practical" employment of pure reason; (a) and (b) altogether give a solid account and a
finer understanding of morality, and the humanity.

boris / May 11, 2011 12:26PM

Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: S R/EREE CHIBI HHEHD 2)
"Purposiveness" sounds like an object of cognition in your question, which is quite worrying.

re: Confusing enough. According to Kant (3rd Critique, not 1st theoretical and 2nd practical), with my interpretation,
Purposiveness is an a priori principle of judgment (or may called a priori legislating principle. It legislates the
principle for itself). It is subjective, yet arguably, Kant tried to prove its universality/communicability/suitability. And
Kant left necessity clause to possibility/contingency. Therefore, the infamous "as-if" was invented and used in
philosophical language ever since. Purposiveness with its subjectivity nature accompanying with pseudo objectivity
tendency, Kant arguably imposed it to cognized objects (nature), and imposed it to thing-in-itself (freedom, morality,
god, and so forth.) In the final, Kant still reminded us, after all it "is" AS-IF (in order to be consistent with his
noumenon unknownability claim.)

Speaking causality, 3rd Critique, to my knowledge, Kant only concerned causality with regard to Nature/Science,
i.e. theoretical judgments. | will think it through for another reply to you.

boris / May 12, 2011 12:19AM

Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: SREEEE CHIBI H#LHD ?2)
Basically speaking, the purposiveness or as-if principle (look as if there WERE a rule for a determination in a
judgment) is about certain extra causality required for human aware experience other than the natural causality.
re: Kant defined purposiveness as the causality of a concept with regard to its object. Is this the "certain extra
causality" you mentioned? My read: the conceptual causality (as some calls it) was explained when purposiveness
employs concept with one of its category: causality. This is purposiveness used in nature - the territory of the
theoretical philosophy. To me, this "causality" has nothing to do with the inception of purposiveness, which is an a
priori of the faculty of judgment.

On the one hand, such an extra causality makes experience in space and time possible for it "offers" formal
conformity so that (a) appearance must be so perceived in space and time under logic and (b) thus phenomena
must be thinkable. Therefore, such a principle in our awareness yields the ground for science.

re: In addition to borrow the a priori of the faculty of pure reason (the form: space and time, and the categories), the
reflecting judgment does the job (i.e. to deduct a particular to universal, to transform complexity to simplicity, to
conform parts to whole, and to understand the unthinkable) under the dynamics of purposiveness. Your description
is close enough.

On the other hand, such an extra causality (a) makes it possible that certain act of a "person” belongs to this
"person” ( similar to the formal conformity between an object cognized and the object in one's
cognition/self-awareness, the act which is the effect of certain concept of a person (reason/purpose/motive etc.), is
formally determined to belong to that person); (b) the pure intelligent being that human being can access or involve
in human's pure awareness (namely, person in "freedom"), is the only thing intelligent (among other pure ideas, or
"transcendental paralogisms/illusions in the First Critique, such as God, soul etc. )

re: The reflecting judgment does the job for the realm of practical reason; in analogous to that for the realm of pure
reason. However, both employment of reflecting judgment are regulative, not constitutive.
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left via the most radical self-critique of awareness itself, which is also provided as the proof for the possible
"practical" employment of pure reason; (a) and (b) altogether give a solid account and a finer understanding of
morality, and the humanity.

re: Under the notion of "regulative" and the notion of free will, the "understanding" aspect of morality is unattainable
other than to practice/legislate it. To me, Kant's "proof", strictly speaking, is a transcendental deduction
substantiated by providing "obvious" pseudo-empirical evidence.

gustav / May 12, 2011 09:19AM

Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: S R/EREE CHIBI H#HD 2)
1.

I think, when the categories of causality in understanding is employed, the purposive causality is something
objective while the object of such purposive/causal relation is in space & time. Yet, the purposiveness in the as-if
regularity of something no rule of understanding can be employed at all, is something a priori. If we are talking
about natural causality, yes! it is true that the formal conformity between the awareness and the object of that
awareness has nothing to do with causality. Based on this ground, Kant would have such as phrase that the
"relation" in a judgment of taste is "purposiveness without a purpose" for a purpose is exactly the "concept" of
understanding which is to be employed and contribute natural causality.

As for the case of morality, free will is the cause of a phenomenal act, and it is at this point Kant needs another kind
of causality, because will, metaphorically speaking, links something pure/intelligent with something phenomenal.
Such a causal relation itself must thus not be empirical.

However, Kant thinks that the content of a free will must be conceptual so that universal practical laws could be
possible and so that the pure intelligent can be thinkable without any need of sensible expression, which we can
also agree, and then, it is not obscure to mention about "causality" in the practical employment of reason.

As for the subjective purposiveness (the one without a concept/purpose), it refers to the relation between faculties.
A typical case is the free play between understanding and imagination. Since the free play is the a priori ground for
the pure pleasure, the play itself is something not in space and time; if the faculties have to have "effect" upon each
other -- actually, this is a question to all faculties in all employment of reason, then how should we put such a
causality. Doesn't "purposiveness without a purpose” means "causality without a concept™? How far can "such
causality without a concept" and the causality of freedom different -- namely, what is the symbolic structure
between beauty and morality? These are the questions we have to continue, | believe.

2.

We can agree with Kant in the Critique of Practical Reason that there is no deduction for practical reason because
morality does not appear -- only recognized intelligibly, but that the universal communicability of practical laws can
be taken as the proof for the practical employment of pure reason ("preface").

boris / May 12, 2011 01:45PM

Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: A EEEEE CHIET H#EHD ?)
Very clear explanation. So | learned, thanks for your professionalism. This tells apart academia from amateur.

On the notion of "what is the symbolic structure between beauty and morality?" | am interested to know your view
(and/or current status) regarding the connection between Kant's aesthetics and teleology deduction? An onging
research topic | believe.

-- A close look at the term causality is needed when it is used . We, as well as Kant use causal relationship so
readily. The possible "recursion" constitutes Kant's concern and hardship - to explain judgment by using judgment.

gustav / May 12, 2011 02:47PM
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Re: Purposiveness (purposefulness) and Kant's &quot;as-if&quot; metaphor (Re: XE/EREE CHIET H#tH)D> 2)
Thanks for the discussion!
I look forward to further discussion with you.
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