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In der “Einleitung I der zweiten Ausgabe” ist nun das “a priori” als das, “was unser-eigenes Er-
kenntnisvermogen aus sich selbst hergibt™ d.h. als Subjektivitit bestimmt.

Wir miissen auf-diesen Unterschied aufmerken. Denn erst wenn das “a priori” diese beiden
Bestimmungen hat, rechtfertigt sich Kants transzendentaler Idealismus.

Wo ist die Verbindung der beiden Bestimmungen bewiesen ?

Meiner Meinung nach versucht Kant diese Verbindung in der “Einleitung II”” zu beweisen, wo er
Notwendigkeit und Allgemeinheit als Merkmale des “a priori” bestimmt. Diese Beweisfilhrung
scheint mir der Kern der Beweisfiilhrungen des transzendentalen Idealismus. Meine kritische
Betrachtung richtet sich also darauf.

Nun, darin behauptet Kant, dal Erfahrung uns keine Notwendigkeit lehrt. Aber diese Behaupt-
ung ist niemals selbstverstindlich. Es ist denkbar genug, da® auch die durch Induktion gewon-
nenen, d.h. empirischen Urteilen, wenn sie bisher ohne Ausnahme Geltung gehabt haben, wirklich
die absolute Notwendigkeit haben, obwohl wir uns dessen nicht vergewissern konnen. Theoretisch,
dafs wir uns dessen nicht vergewissern konnen, ist nicht identisch damit, daf das an sich unméglich
ist. Die Identifizierung beider hat keinen Grund.

Die obige Untersuchung lehrt uns also, dafs Kant dem “a priori” jene beiden Bestimmungen,
d.h. logische Prioritit und Subjektivitit nicht geben kann.

Schliefilich koénnen wir (oder wenigstens ich) den theoretischen Grund seines transzendentalen

Idealismus nicht anerkennen. , |

Some Comments on Kant’s ‘Second Analogy’

by Tadashi Mino

This paper is to give, in a somewhat informal manner, some critical reexaminations on so called
Kant’s reply to Hume: Kant’s proof of the general principle of causality, contained in ‘Second
Analogy’ of the first Critique.

First, the exact place that section has in the whole Transcendental Analytic is explicated. .In
my view, the objective validity of the Categories are fully established in the Transcendental De-
duction; after this being done, the Second Analogy (like all the other sections in ‘the System of all
the Principles of the pure Understanding’) is concerned solely with justifying the theory of the
Schematism of the Categories, which is to explain 2ow the latter can be applied to phenomena.
The justifiéation is done by showing that experience (empirical time-determination) isonly possible
by means of some transcendental schema; showing this comes down to confirming that the trans-
cendental schemata as they are formulated by Kant are really the applied Categories derived from

the forms of judgment.



* Secondly, an attempt at proper reéconstruction of the argument in the Second Analogy is made.
Its starting premise, which: is a result-of the Transcendental Deduction, is that it is poésible to
determine empirically objective temporal relations of phenomend. But it depends heavily upon
some further presuppositions; 1) those concerning the nature of our ‘perceptions’ and 2) those
concerning the notion of ‘cause’ or ‘causality’. To begin with, by 1), Kant denies the perceptivility
of temporal relations between any two phenomena either vis-d-vis the absolute time or vis-d-vis one
another. This means that no successive sequence of perceptual representations, however long,
could provide us with any information about objective temporal relations among phenomena. It
follows from this that whenever an objective succession of phenomena is experienced (i.e. the ob-
jective temporal relation between them is empirically determined as succesive), some (particular
inferential) rule concerning their time-relation must be presupposed to obtain in that situation.
Then, from this, Kant infers that such a rule must be a particular causal law, according to 2): i.e.
that every non-logical necessary connection is a causal one, that cause cannot be preceded by
effect and that causal relation is asymmetrical. As a result of this reconstrucion, it is shown that
Kant’s argument is logically sound, if only those presuppositions mentioned above be accepted.

Thirdly, some important implications of the argument of the Second Analogy are pointed out.
The first point is that this argument shows nothing about cognizability of those particular causal
laws presupposed to obtain in the objects themselves. That is, the objective validity of the general
principle of causality does not imply at all that there is any amount of regularity or order shown
in nature. The second point is that the Second Analogy establishes that the principle of causality
is one of those formal principles belonging to the judging subject alone (i.e. ‘thrown in’ or ‘im-
posed’ a priori by this subject). This is obvious from the place of the Analogies in the Transcen-
dental Analytic explained above.

(Because of lack of space, I should like to discuss on another occasion whether and why those

presuppositions of Kant’s argument pointed out above are unacceptable.)

Modes and a Paradox of Actual Entity

by Koichi Takeda

Many people have considered Whitehead’s metaphysics as difficult and paradoxical. Recently,
Wallack showed that many paradoxical expressions in Whitehead’s metaphysics were not genuine
contradictions but knowable.

I think, however, Whitehead’s metaphysics still has a contradiction. It arises from incoherence
between actuality and final cause in actual entity. Actuality is the completeness of a process of

actual entity. Final cause is the controller of a process of actual entity. However, a process con-
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