INTRODUCGTION

The greatness of Kant is beyond‘dcubt-and his greatness as

a philOSOpﬁer is expressed when it is sald that no modern
philosopher, no matter whetﬁer he is a Kan#ian or anti
_Kantian, must use 'not only the method, but also the
problems which Kant has bequeathed to philosophy'. The
problems are, oOf course, very diffipult and it 1# the
genuine difficulty of thé problenis, with which Kafit grappled,
that largely explalus why we fail to understand him with that
ease with which wé urnderstand His predecessors, like ° @
Descartes, Hume and Leibhiz,

Tha problem of 'synthetic a‘'priori judgements! is a
Kantign problem ih thi sendé that it is Kant who £pf the .
£irst: timeé has used the ij'xl?rea:asi,on fgynthetie a priori' with
reference to judgments an;i'ldruwn our attention to the
significance of such judgments. This problem fnay be

described, without exaggeration, as the central problem of
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Kant's philosophy and naturally a good number of books and
articles are alreddy\available on itl, But all these, so
far my knowledge goes, are treatments of Kant's central
probleh ip”a rather plece-meal fashion. While dealing with
this problem, they have confined their discussion within a

par‘ticular ‘critigue' of 'Kant, and so we lack a treatment

- . of it: in a greater perspective of all the trxree ‘critiques!

taken together, It is this lacuna in the former treatments
that has inspired me to undertake my present worIF. My |
treatment of the problem, I believe, has a double ad\}antage'
of exploring the meaning of the expression 'synthetic a
briori judgments® iu this or that particular ‘coritique' of
Kant and of discovering wpether a single identical meéning
can be:associated with this expression in the whole gamut

of _Kar;i'.i_ an philosophy.

Kant demands that we have synthetic a prieri judgments

. not only in the realm of theoretical knowledge but also in

' the realms of moral and aesthetic experiencas. He further
.demands that we ha\re such Judgment:s in all the above

damains of experience, i.e., in all his three’ ‘critiques!

in exactly the same sense. These two claims, though not
"unrelated, are different. Qur assent to the flrst claim
does not- imply our acceptance of the second one. The éresent

thesis is, in fact, mainly concérned with the critical

[
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evaluation of Kant's second claim that we have synthetic a
priori judgments in @l) hisg three ‘critiques' in eXact?l%y

the same sense, though the question of the implication or
of the possibility, of a synthetic a priori judgement has

not been left untouched,

We do not have 'synthe;t:'ic a prioril judgments' in all
th‘e three 'éritiques' of Kant in exactly the same sense,
and this 1s not unnatural since the.conditions of judéemént
in the three ‘'critiques' can nct be called identical, For
.theoretical judgements, l.e., eXperience of objects in

space and time, deslt with in the Critique of Pure Reason, .

we require an a priori law or principle supplied by the mind
or dnderstanfiir{g and also an intuition of something given to
the mind. Ot;r mind can not produce this in{:uition by

Aitself. Thus in t%he first 'critique' our mind or intellect

has only a 'logical use'.

In case of moral judgments, dealt with in the Critique

of Practical Reas.on, on the other hand, we are in need 'only

of the a priori moral law or principle supplied by the mind
or reapon. Unlike the principles or laws of the undefstand-
ing, the universal maral lah{ of our reason completely |
détérmines the instances coming under it. The suprema
prineiple of morality is pot just a:test for judging an’

action to be maral but it producss the intuition of such an
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‘action by itself. Thus our mind or intellect has a ‘real

use' with reference to moral judgments.

" An aesthetic judgmunt, dealt with in the Critique of

Judgment, is fundamentally different from the theoretical
and moral,sudgments~of the first two 'Critiques’, since its
predicate, fbeauéiful' is nat at all a predicate in the
true sense of the term. An aesthetic judgment does not
assert. anytling about an object but simply expresses our
feeling towards an object when we represent it to ocurselves.
An aesthetic judgment is not based on any objective a
priori principle with reference to which others may be

compelled to accept the judgment.

The present thesis has been divided into six chapters.
In the first chapter, an éxplanatiOn of how Kant performs
tﬁe difficult job of combining the notion of necessity or
a priority with that of syntheticity has been givén and
thereby the meaning of the expression '§ynthetic a priori®,
as it is.used in the first ‘critique', is explained. Fbr
this purpose two relevant distinctions, viz., a priori. -
empirical distinction and énalytic - synthetic distindtion

have been taken up for discussion,

In the second chapter, attempts have been made to

. ‘ N
discover the real implication or gsignificance of Kant's .



thesi; that ‘'some judgments are synthetic a priori' and
thereby the meaning of the expression 'synthetic a priori'
has been further explained. This chapter idenﬁifies some
assumptions requifed for sustaining the thesls of synthetic '

a priori judgments,

~The ﬁhi:d chapter explains the meaning of the expréssion‘
‘synthetic a priori' as it is used in the second ‘'critique’
and here it 1s shown that in the second ‘critique’ thn.s '
expression does not and can not meaanhat it means in the

first tcritique’,

The fourth chapter is concerned with the third

'critiqﬁe', the Critique gﬁ Judoment. In order to find out
the sense in which a judgment of taste is synthetic a priori
an analysis of such a judgment has been undqrta};én from
different standpoints, It has been argued ﬁere that thg
loé;ical status of synthstic a priori judgments in the domain
of aesthetic taste must bu different from the status of
those synthetic a priocri judgments which we f£ind either in
the firs£ or in the second ‘critique’.

4 The fifth chapter deals with the quastion of the
possibility of''synthetic a priori judgments from the _
standpoint ofou;ne and logical positivism. Ihé thesegiof
uine and of the logid%l positivists are dritically dis;ussed

and it is argued that the possibility of the synthetic a



vi

priori judgments can not be rejected simply on the basis of

the arguments advanced by these philosophers.

In the sixth and condluding chapter it is argued that
Kant's 'second claim', the claim that we havé synthetic a
priori judgments in all his three 'criéiques' in exactly
the same 'sense can not be sustained. It is held that the
concept of 'synthetic & pripri' is a dynamic concept in
Kant's philosophy, that it begins tp chenge its connotation
as we pass from the q}rst to the secénd ‘critique' and this

change continues even in the third 'critique’,
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