cannot be deri

ved

any progress 'in knowledge.
using the part played by sense-
— _Xnowledge, " But_the ew\
0 denying universally validknowledge.) Trie knowledge
universally yalic lowladee  angd Q.&@Mt
'_' A '-uc o'gg- lty_—-- Vi

] mmanucl Kant socks to_ceconcile the_opgosito _ theories_of
%and omplqasxgn Kant propounded the doctrine of
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37 ﬁrst" phasc of :hls Aife, Kant likc mostiGetman phﬂosophcrs of ﬁhc*

~ time, swas 2 gauonahst, ‘and Hume’s | scepticism awoke!Kant from his
©* “dogmatic ¥ slumbers.”. - Kant * makw ‘a . serious ‘ enquiry - - dinto the
- sources of human knowledge, and. developed a synthcsus of rauonahsm-ﬂ
~and: emp1nc1sm‘wh1¢h hewnameﬂ *the cntlcal phllosophy oi' thc»;

“';'_a / ‘\Ji i

;gnnected vnth onc another by the symhctlc cf‘t;‘yl ; of the mmd
e Kant_divides “the _faculfy_of _ knowing into ‘three - subord'nati_

- fatulties—the sens‘bd;ty by which oblects afe percewed in_space and

SR NS, —t-ﬂ-%h.‘ o

e,

time ; the’ understanaa_kg by whlch _they are known ‘ard the reason’

I e PR S

by whl.ch‘the mind -attempts_to for"m Iaebs o5 I\ICJWC’U&« (1} ‘S‘ens.ba’fq¥i

” B N

qpphes 1ts*forms of»peroepmon yiz., - space.. and time_to the -
i S g o W" =

“nected sensatlons wprod"&a d~in_our-mind_ by_the thmgs-m-theméelvys“

R v

and _converts them -into intelligible ‘objects. Space “and time"do" nog
CXISt in; ;hmgs—m-thcmselvw _They are the forms of percepuon

grmbzhty or intuition. Sens1b1lmty~—no( only reoewi sensatxon 'b'u
s0 reacts upon them and -imprints on them its a prion or innate
-forms, viz., space and time. Tt should not be thought, however tha
the sensations to which the sens1b1hty has apphed its mnate f_

| legde, 2 'I'hc wzderstandmg apphes its categones to the sensa X
~tions arranged - -in space and time by sensibility. The categormf "_
" the understanding, - viz., substance, causality, unity, plurahty etc.,
the @ priori ov innate forms of the understanding, and like the forr
of ' sensibility, do pot exist in things-in-themselves: ‘They ere t}""e
‘ways in which the undersmndmg synthesises the spatially and ter
porally- arranged sensations. The forms of -sensibility and the “caff
gories. of the understanding do not apply tc mmgs-m-themselvw
noumena. They -apply to phenomena or ap;;earances :nlirn :i,
sensl and understanding - are inseparately —presen :

pem and neither can operate in isolation fromtheoth;



i ES O THE ORRIIN OF lml\w:.i.‘i.u-t

W v svhowr e ae Nimd and dovoid of any ! significance ;
W avs wOhowr pemwNy are emyyy and  devoid of fany ocontent
L Caannd amanged mospee and time by sensibility and subsumed
| oo the casepooes of the understanding are co-ordinated by reasort
¥ =wmoan when Kand uses this term in contrast to the sensibility and
- olessmanading he meaas the faculty 'by which the mind endea-
v T D ampioy its mnate forms and’ categones in field where there
L 20 seosoous experoce to which to apply them. Reason co-ordi-
zaces semuidaity and the understanding awording to its /deas of world,
s and God.? Reasom is above the understanding or discursive
~ssov.  Reason  is imndrive. The three Ideas of reason are
u*,emwnmgmmfmdwrcxmmmto
A sysiem.  The discrete seasattons supplied by experence are reduced
. &‘leﬁ’ by the symthetic activity of the mind or self.
- *:ﬁ:ngmMMmmcmamdanedgc.

o= the subectve states of mind. The forms of sensibility, the care
3 poricy of oe understanding, and the Jdees of reasom are supplied bv
R=- —ind psell So our knowledge is confined to pmnom**na. or
; -ra:z:;::} pilbe eoumena or .mp-m-thcmsclves are unknown
7 mue. Theymhoyondthomdnothmnknmdedge
_;a-xﬂ,phﬂaqiwnmd ﬂntourpawptxmscrxmspondod
. characteristics in the external world. Kaat, on the contrary, main
M:ﬂabp&naﬂutobekmwnbyumwwnfomwﬂn
ziution of our minds. Kant’s famous saying “The understanding
' mature” has brought m a Copernican revolution in philosophy.
z knowiedge, instead of mind conforming to an independent natuce,
is natyre, that conforms to mind)

ﬁm Kanfs critical of knowleder has also its

o
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8.5%. FITHF (IpifFd Mediv i f4pIaw (Kant’s Critical theory of

knowledge) :

wfveseam @ Ifmam 4o sawei8 ¢ RiFBIA (dogmatic) Ieam | ferfbizam
el RoIE el SeiTorBeld e WAy T FA efodl Fe AGS &)
ooy @R (FE Jad SMEE Ay FE TGSATE A
AINTG T A TP 6@ | @AM WA (HCq SfSTrO[T ST Sy
FE oo Sores 1Y QT T A6 | wieies Wbiaair Ifag we
wfoter AN, WIE =S, A ¢ T[N Zopfra afs JReE @1 FC32 4=
@6 T @H T LTI 7 | IF0G 22 G G Il whfas
sTi3af~e (Leibnitz) 8 SR (Wolff) wi-Bia at Rosmreica el e &,
T8 ROA (Hume) F=IATE (scepticism) X Jfafoe 2R 217 FCo
o e cots Tw widlle Farew gfaioe 2fS =g 5 IR | Jfwam
Jf@ce Sppe Toasl Ao (FRETS QF99) S I W (@, G
HOIEd RegaeeR Mg T @i 787 7 | R8T $F AW @AW
ANEENT (-9 SO AfS TR P IR @, (FIETE AT oL-
R T IFGSICOT AR ANSHAN AW 1, SRR Fhe! [Tl 03 TFGaIced
FHe Tl AGT Al | ANA—[@AGTS B AR P AL S
WG T (S T AR LS AT 7, FRSS i [{eswd 5@ g
A0SR WoAIE K SARRLS (I fTT6Tees F-iget s7 Wl w1 97 71|
IFGOA I (A0S (5N UT-SFSRF ML © 771© A0 204 | JadR
Rerra REGE @-afel @RIE Sfeaed Jox «ififve 2a/ wEs BT
fS PICHH #F7 WF W AF | G&H3 I A < ‘Hume roused me
form my dogmatic slumber.”’

IS (e Sfoweld € e S [ o &g [ered @
T TOAR, WA OIfRT Sl aizel e | oPFoiresreid foff
BferaiTed ¢ s AL, W =1, M) @ TS TwpiF 7owi el &
O ey woam dfewl | aT @i aw Fieed SO
‘tavifas STeaw’ A ROAW (critical theory of knowledge) <=1l <X |
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p ANTE AP
W'W@WW@R@W @Wé;?M)m’mfm
mﬁ{@?m%@@ﬁ%ﬁm@w@ ) © Wi e e |
o Row HOTTR @Y, S| W"?ﬂ—m,wm
( 5 (Falckenberg) I, ‘Percepts Wi.thq Hfowe g T ©iF
con;eals)f%sﬂvgl out percepts are empty.”’ out concepts are blind and
RIS AT
m.wmmm@mﬂ%ﬂgﬁmmﬁﬁm
T e | Q@ BIE SR S WWﬂ@aaaawﬁmﬁ@
W‘”W,WW?{T‘W%WV% |WW§C@W
FAERE o7 ST 0 TN A0 A FTAD - SRR S (P
mﬁ@ﬁﬂi@ﬁﬂ—m.(ma ifold e sl o
iy o @%—nl old of sensations), T ©ItT IFEW X |
Pefle 2o =03 | qTGe uﬂ?fﬁ:ﬂg@ B R A
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i ( "s;-@j)@ W Q] S | FICOA O AFT T T
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S | S O S 6 SRR NGT @-379 FRLA-SBTIE 7T ' @iy
sifFe I |

1% G-I o fea SEr FEE—ad IS i 1 Aegamay
W& (sensibility), WG Ifaere frs & (understanding) | AT
TerEe (A Sote Rifted e AR FEMAHTE ST TEEPS (7 Fierg
IR ST IR | O 6 e Sl AffTm @R AR o
TN SoifFe 27 | Sfoerer I (P I8 SN0 A05F 2 4l Al (P
(o) SR I AT A1, IR A IR (o) (R | foesors Igweg i
¢ JIeTH AFF TP W @ (7 8 FIETA AT SfweroleTd &l M o),
(A O H OO HZAE— Tl 8 PIETH HH JOIS (P T[SI2 HTq
T | A Afowol 746 ©f T Aoewod T 2 AR 7l | ST NS, Wet
TR T WYR ot ¢ Fa fifRe| e @3 o e mgm
LIS R T A AN SoAF® I | &y, DG 071 8 T
v fatee ¥o W (two forms of sensibility) (0= | I3 b
S T Sfoesss SAGsiE gl FUE! T oifE 71, O ol @
FIETT WFE WPfTe v foaamest, Rgomet a9z 371 o @ a9 @
WWWW%W@WW—WﬂWWW
Wmﬂﬁwwqmmﬂﬁml@nﬁmiﬁﬂ%ﬂmﬁwﬁw
mﬁwwwmwwwwmemﬁwm
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A 27 Al |
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mﬁmmmmmqmﬁﬁwﬁﬁamﬁ—ammmew
L QBT 1 A Wl RN W I sl R s
wmnmw,awmwwﬁﬁwlmm,mew
Wmﬁmﬁwaoms),mmmm
&P (categories) BT | 94 ST QI BIAFINS (pre-conditions) F&
%, (Al wfowerTs offef et ez o AT FACS =T | 79, @9,
A, P, @7y, w2y Avf® ool OIS ST SJerad @d
ACP TCP SN T Y AN WY Rt 75571 901 | g7 51 T,
Iz AFfeT Toirea I53e! (understanding makes Nature) |
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IPIIEI T T | &) BT JETH—Y-IG AFCENS O AHA FICE
rafts wreare @ iz (unknown and unknowable) (403 T |

M R SO T It 2O @ eI oAl A | PO
TR v sifome Be—aiea GG S Wiy AF R AT
"R R aelt e oghol 23 | I G-Nred e ReAdS o (oIl I
TR—WItTa Ced W A=l Rl 2aie SARees fw s T
Wﬁmwﬂﬁrmlwwm—ﬁwaﬂawﬁaehm
Wl GG qE T3, RSNOICEAIG C@Ttpnﬁﬁqsm (CopemICUS) TS (B

Ptoleny) 2 feTe et Reife Toam 2ifedl Fa el wrj::}im;

mm P o T -STeg elpfere eIt fRee T
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