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Kant lectured on anthropology for nearly 25 years, from 1772 i
he retired in 1796. He subsequently went over his lecture notes| Anthropology From a Pragmatic Point of View, by
publication, and the resulting book—the last published unde Immanuel Kant. Translated by Victor Lyle Dowdell
supervision, in 1798—is presented here in translation, with a helg  revised and edited by Hans H. Rudnick, with an intro
introduction and explanatory notes. The lectures touched on duction by Frederick P. Van De Pitte. Carbondale an
aspects of human cognition and behavior, including topics Kant call  Edwardsville: Southern llinois University Press, 1978.

“empirical psychology.” The published version of these lecture Paperback edition, 1996. 298 pp. $16.95.
lighter and quicker than the philosophical works Kant wrote dir '

for publication. It is especially valuable for the window it offers into
Kant's thoughts on empirical psychology, and into the state of e
ical psychology in his time.

pir- . . .
tured on psychological topics in his course on metaphysics (a sta|
The range of topics covered in the lectures shows remar an@ctice in 18th-century Germariythe Anthropologycontains the

variety. Kant discussed self-consciousness and self-obser afiiple most |mp_ortant statemer_lt of his collected views on empy
(pp- 9-17) unnoticed (or unconscious) ideas and mental proc s&pgwledge of m_md. I vyant to bring out Whe_lt was new and |nterfes
(pp. 18-21), and the marks of perspicuous cognition (pp. 2124 _qhout t.he book in _Kants day, to shpwwhat it reveals _abqut Kant's
distinguished sensation from thinking (pp. 24—28); described the propological theorizing and that of his time, and to define its larger
er relation between them (pp. 28-32); addressed cognitive fagilffjficance for the history of psychology. o
sensory illusion, and moral perception (pp. 32—40); and examined thea"t subtitled his book as anthropology “from a pragmatic poir
five senses, memory, imagination, and dreams (pp. 40-83). He {i§¥: ,',_'e distinguished this sort of antrlropol_ogy fron: the “phys
cussed the reading of natural and artificial signs (pp. 83-89) pglcg! variety (p. 3). In Kants_ usage, physmloglcal_ referred 1
described the three higher cognitive faculties of understanding, juggecifically to the study of bodily structures and functions, but tq
ment, and reason; analyzed the weaknesses and illnesses to whi of f"” of.na'f’ure. In this case, the word phyglology 'S ano
are subject; and offered advice on perfecting their use (pp. 90 rd for “physics,” or the theory of nature (both derive from the G
He examined feelings of pleasure and pain and their proper rgld 9t PNYSis meaning “nature”). A purely physiological anthropolo
human life (pp. 130-141), distinguished such feelings from aest é({’l%_u'd |ncIUQe the study of th_e physical cha_racterlstlcs of hu
and moral judgments (pp. 141-147), and gave advice on cultivat?fin9s: but it would not be eguwalent to what is now cglled phy
good taste (pp. 148-154). He described the emotions and passiop&4HfoPology. It would also include the purely theoretical study
how to control them (pp. 155-191). He considered how the cha pan mental fagultlgs and their act|V|t¥, considered as natural (I
of persons can be known from comportment and physiogn mysmal or phyS|o_Iog|caI) human fun_ctlons. _By cpntrast, pragm
(pp. 195-215); offered observations on the character of the $edaropology studies the human mind as it guides behavior,
(pp. 216-225); compared the characters of the French, British, $p ; . o o
ish, Italian, German, Greek, and Armenian peoples (pp. 225-236); gdaoks to_theulmprovement of humankind. More specmcally_, itis c
characterized the human species in relation to other terrestrial arfirf§/9€d With “what man makes, can, or should make of himself
and to possible extraterrestrial rational beings (pp. 236-2s{§ely acting being” (p. 3). So, whereas physiological anthropol
He offered advice on giving a good dinner party (pp. 1871 @jught speculate about brain structures subserving memory, prag

And he analyzed the methodological problems that come ffthropology asks how memory can be improved, and draws on
attempts at self-observation (pp. 5, 16-17). Eetlcal k?owledge_ onI)_/ for _thls purpose. Similarly, the role
As is apparent, Kantanthropologyfalls under several of today’ ob_scure or unnotlc_ed |_d_eas in sensation is a concern for the ph
literary genres. Parts of it can be variously classed under theorefiedical. or natural scientific, study of the mind; it does not have p
psychology, philosophical psychology, cultural anthropology, natic consequences because it cannot be brought under con
quette, and self-improvement. The lectures were intended to give SQAtrO! of the individual (pp. 19-20).
dents knowledge of the world—which meant in this case knowledge
of the human world—along with tips about how to better one’s |self
and to make one’s way (pp. 3—-4). My interest here is the psychalogi- PSYCHOLOGY AND ANTHROPOLOGY
cal content of the book, focusing on perception and cognition, which IN KANT'S TIME

constitutes the largest single subpart. Although Kant frequently|lec-The intellectual significance of Kants anthropology must

judged against the background of the state of psychology—and

] ] lesser extent, anthropology—in Kant's day. In the latter half of
Address correspondence to Gary Hatfield, Department of Philosgphy,

433 Logan Hall, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104-6304;
e-mail: hatfield@phil.upenn.edu.
1. Unless otherwise indicated, all page references are to Dowdell's tran 2. Selections from Kant's lectures on metaphysics are available in Er
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Kant and Empical Psytology

THE FIRST INTR ODUCTORY TEXTBOOK?

It may have been Chstian Wolff (1679-1754) o gave
psydology its name andWilhelm Wundt (1832-1920) to
gave psytology its first laboratory, but it seems to hee been
Immaruel Kant (172-1804) vho cave psydology its first
introductoy textbook—a least the ifst textbook in a brm
we would recanize toda. Beginning in 1772,Kant beyan
offering a seies of lectues on"anthropolagy,” or knovledge
of mankind at theAlbertus Unversity of Kdnigsbeg. In this
issue Psydological Sciencecelebrates the bicentennial of
their pubication in 1798.

Of course ther was little to be hadyoway of empiical
psydological science in the ta 18th centy, and it did not
help tha Kant beliezed tha an expeimental science of the
mind was impossite. But relying on subjectie expelience
and etional anaysis, Kant manged nonetheless to gauce
a textbook tha looks familiar to ayone who teabes the
moden introductoy couise Kant bgins with the“cognitive
faculty” just as the modartextbook bgins with leaning and
cognition. And he ends withamaks on pesonality sex dif-
ferencesand ethnic andacial diferencesjust as pesonali
ty and social psywlogy tend to &ll near the end toga
There ae some mistads:Kant was perhps a little too enam
ored of plysiognony, for exkample and his emaks on sg,
race and ethnic diferences will stike the modar reader as
not just politicaly incorect hut, well, sexist and acist and
ethnocenic. But & least Kant was tying to put it all tgeth
er, to relae what goes on in the indidual mind to vihat goes
on in the vorld—just as the modartextbook does.

And thee ae some stdling innovations. Kant bgins his
discussion of cgnition with consciousnesexpressy relaes
consciousness to thaistence of a self-conpg and analzes
the wole of unconscious ideas in consciouspaience
thought,and actionTher is a major section on igary and
imagination, and another on difts in intelligence and other
aspects of agnition. Ther is a vhole dgpter on emotion—
moden textbooks arely have one—and another one on moti
vation. In treaing the ficulties of éeling and desér as
independent of thedculty of canition, Kant stales out a
position in a dbae tha reson&es todg—whether affects
and motves ae pioducts of cgnitive piocessesThe book
condudes with an xercise in compative psytology, in
which Kant @tempts to delinda those qualities of mind and
behavior tha are distincty human.

As Gay Heatfield, who is both a philosopher and a psy,|
chologist, notes in hiseview, there ae mary treasues in the
Anthropology. Strangely, given tha it provides the eader
with a complete and concise iatluction to Kans entie
system of thoughthe book has not beerailable except in
the Geman edition of Kang collected wrks. We can be
grateful toVictor L. Dowdell for making the tnsldion as a
kind of labor of love, to Hans H. Rudnic for editing and
revising Davdell’s efort, and to Souther lllinois University
Press br reissuing their wrk in an accesslb pgerbound
edition.

424

18th centuy, psydology was an estdished discipline in collge and
university curicula. Indeedin a book titledEssai de psywlogie

(An Essg on Psybology), pulished in 1755the author élt the need
to issue an @ology, familiar in psytology textbooks of todg, for

contiibuting to a feld in which “so mary books hse been witten”

tha it might be supposeteverything has been saidBonnet, 1755,

pp. v—Vvi). In the decade of the 179@&en Kant pulished hisAnthro-

pology, there were rumeipous textbooks of psykology in print (Cawus,

1808/1990pp. 653-745). Seral joumals had beerotinded (Dessair
1902, p. 154), with names sut as Magazin zur Ehrdhrungsee

lenkunde(Joumal of Psybology) and Allgemeines Reertorium flr

empilische Psybologie (Geneal Repettorium for Empiical Psyol-

ogy). Jacob Fiedrich Abel (1751-1829) held the title of ¢fessor of
Psytology and Moals d the nevly founded Kassdule (in its uri

versity pefod a Stuttgart, 1782-1794). He as the author of one @
the mawy textbooks in intoductoy psydology. His was titledEin-

leitung in die Seelenle@ror Introduction to the Science of Mind (a
to Psytology); in the intoduction, he subsumedvienstienlehe

(anthiopolagy, or the science of man) undghilosopty,” with the ld-

ter tem undestood boadl to indude naural philosoply or ndural

science the methods of hich, Abel maintainedshould be used ir
psydology (1786/1985pp. XXix—xxxi).

Wha was this psyieology tha flourished in Kant time? Intellec
tually, it was the stugl of the mind or soul in all of its aspects.
included metphysical questions kmut the nture of mind and the
mind-bog reldion, though the tendemycto dekr suf questions
increased tloughout the 18th centyrlt sought to povide thoough
empiiical desciptions of the mind stées and ggacities,including
the “lower” faculties,sense and ingination; the “higher” faculties,
intellect and eason; andalition (or desie) and emotiorAnd it tried
to formulate eplandory laws of mental actity. The empiical
content came &m everyday obsevation and fom dtentive self-
obsevation, as well as flom recoded histoy, novels, travel literature,
and systentic quantitdive obsevation.

The psytology tha flourished in Kans da held a place in the
university curiculum defned in the ancient and meda sdools ty
Aristotle’s De anima(On the Soul) andetaed witings (Hafield,
1995).The De animawritings and commentaas constitute a majo
portion of the copus ofWesten philosoply. Becausdristotle’s cor
cept of psydie or soul @nimain Latin) was tha of an animéng or
vivifying principle, logon pei tes psyhes or the stugt of the soul
(which was dven the one-wrd name“psychology” in the 16th cen
tury) included stug of the rutritive and eproductive aspects of plan
and animal li, together with sensgrand intellectual ognition. But
the ana}sis of the cgnitive pavers of animalsincluding the ational
animal (the human beingyas the most studied aspecioistotelian
psydology (or “animistics] in its Latin form). De animapsydolo-
gy was a equired couse @ most Euopean uniersities in edly mod
em times. The subject niger was dassifed under the ubric of
physics, broadly constued as the enernl theoy of naure. At this
time, the soul vas typicaly regarded as a rtaral being and its stug
was induded within the stuyl of naure. Even Catesian t&tbook
writers, who, unlike theAristoteliansyiewed the soul as an imnea
rial substance gable of existing indgpendenty of méter, placed the
study of the mental function as aideg the bain under the gneal
heading of pisics (Le Gand 1694/1972,pt. 9; Reis, 1691,
Physique bk. 8,pts. 2—4); this inkeided stugl of senseimagination,

memoy, judgment,and easoning
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The Aristotelian curiculum was eoiganized or eplaced in Ger
man unversities duing the 18th centyr One especiall influential
replacement system ag tha of Chiistian Wolff (1679-1754),who
taught & Halle and Marhbrg. In Wolff's sdhieme psydology was
divided into “empirical” and “rational” (or theoetical). Both vere
classed under mataysics,and this gplains vhy Kant taught empir
cal and ational psytology as par of his couse on metahysics. But
Wolff, unlike Kant,believed tha metgphysics could dav on empit-
cal souces; he held empaal psydology to be the dundaion for the
oretical psybology (Wolff, 1980).Wolffian psytology investigated
the metahysical questionsdund in the mind—bagdproblem, includ-
ing mind-bog interaction; it dassifed mental pwers and cpacities,
which induded senseimagination, memoy, attention, intellect,
desie, emotion, volition; and it desdébed the functioning of thes
cgpacities,including the assoctan of ideasthe estictive cgacity
of attention,and limitgions on memar (Wolff, 1738, 1740). Wolff
made mmeous empiical daims in psybology. He desdbed an
inverse eldion between the intensity ofteention and thexeent of the
cognitive mderial tha can be bought under itThe geder the #en
tion, the smaller the papf the visual ield to which it extends (V8lff,
1740,8360); he also sugsted thawith equaly distiibuted d@tention,
the potion of a epresenttion tha is otherwise cgnized most teafy
will come to the ére (Wblff, 1740,8367). He poposed the‘goodness
of memoy” can be estimad ty the tempaal lateng/ of response to 3
memok demandthe rumber of tres it tales to etieve an item fom
memoy, and the omber of acts it tads to ix an item in memor
(Wolff, 1738,8191,p. 131),though he gve no indicéion of haring
emplo/ed these tests in systetigaempiiical stud.

The decade of the 1750ssthree indpendent iempts to launt
a ndural scientifc psydology. The Fend physician Guillaume-
Lambet Godat (1717-1794)who eaned his M.D & Reims,pub-
lishedLa ptysique de 'améPhysics of the Soul) in 1755 he content
of the work was hedwily Aristotelian,but it emphasied the pogram of
treaing the mental function iretaion to the bain. Its dief physical
contiibution in this sense &g to ague based on obsegtions made »
Francgois de la &ronie tha the setof the soul is the cpus colle
sum (pt. 1chgps. 3—4). In 1756he Geman plysician dhann Gott
lob Kriiger (1715-1759)who was author of a tebook onNaturlehre
(Physics,or Science of Naire) for use in medical $ools,pubished
a\ersud einer Expemental-Seelenlelkr(Attempt @ an Expeimen
tal Science of the Soubr an Expemental Psyhology). He collected
numeous obserations on bain-damaed pdients,as naural experi-
ments in psykology. He also specuiad theoetically on the quantita
tive reldaion among stimlus /), newe stae (which he ldeled
“tension; T), and send#n (S), amguing tha S is propottional to
V times T. He eviewed the obsemstions of othes, including bhn
Woodwvard’s studies of decticate and otherwise blated bids,
amphibiansreptiles,and insects. iRally, the Swiss naralist Chales
Bonnet (1720-1793) plibhed hisEssai de psywlogie in 1755,fol-
lowed by theEssai anajtique sur lesdcultés de 'amén 1760; in the

latter, he pomised to pproad the phenomena of the mind as he haghtion tha space and time @r piori forms of intuition,the anaysis

studied‘insects and plantg(reprinted in Bonnet1769,p. vii), that is,
as a ntural histofan, an obserer of ndaure. Bonnet vent into geaest
detail in anafzing the lavs of the associ®mn of ideas and in postuta
ing specultve plysiological mehanismsyibratory in chamacter (lile
those of Hattey, 1749/1966)t0 explain them. He also discussetka-
tion in some detailand intellectual deslopment in eldion to lanr
guage leaning. This nev psydology of the 18th centyrflourished

works piodaiming allegiance to an emgiral goproac. These verks
included those of akob (1795), Tetens (1777/1979)and Sb&mid
(1796). Kant vas eadingTetens within a gar of its apeaance (Kant,
1900, p. 215),and he was a se corespondent of bothaltob and
Schmid (Holger, GerresheimLange, & Goetz, 1969,pp. 59,115).

The science of opticsyhich from antiquity though the 18th cen
tury included the thegr of vision in generl, was a ged spur to psy
chological thinking and methods. It grided extensie discussions o
psydological processesjncluding especiayl the unnoticed judg
ments tha were posited to xplain siz and distance peaption,
including siz constang and the moon illusion (Hfeld, 1990;
Hatfield & Epstein,1979).Work in optics also mvided instances o
quantitdive measwement of visual phenomena. Rab8mith (1738,
e Vol. 1, pp. 63-66) ealuged a“flattened dome’explandion of the
moon illusion—accating to which the heeens ae peceived as alét-
tened hemisphey so tha the moon ppeas lager near the hazon
because it is peeived to be futher avay—by measung the per
ceived visual angles beten stag & various celestial latudes and
compamng the eported \alues to the knen astonomical \alues.
Patrick D’Arcy (1765) ealuaed the dwetion of the visual impgssion
on the etina ly obseving the speed necesgdor a live coal svung in
a circle to cede the apeaance of a losed mg. These thedes and
findings were reported in textbooks and aview literature. D’Arcy’s
quantitdive result of six or seen thids (i.e, six or s@en 60ths of &
second) was epeded inAbel’s textbook (1786/1985843,p. 24); this
and other quantitave findings were reviewed ly Priestley
(1772/1978)The theoy tha the moon illusionesults fom unnoticed
judgments vas commonplaceas Kants avn allusions to it #est
(p. 31; 1787/1998;. 354)3

Courses and tabooks in anttmpology were less well estdlished
in Kant's time Indeedin a pullished set of student note®fn Kants
lectures, he is eported to hae daimed tha his was the onf lectuie
couse titled“anthropolagy” in all Gemary (Kant,1831/1976p. 5).
But, contrary to some aims (eg., Van De Pitte1971,p. 3),Kant was
not the frst in Gemary to use the titleln the 16th and 17th cenies,
“anthropolagy” was useddr couses on théscience of mafi. Suc
courses difered from traditional psybology primaiily in their exten
sive corerage of andomy and plysiology, in addition toDe animatop-
ics (Casmannl1594; Spding, 1668). In Kant time discussion of
both bodily and mental lcamacteistics had takn on a compative
aspectso tha anthopology involved desdptions of the warieties of
humankind asund the globe (Blumenblacl776/1969). Kant adopte
a compadative stance in &t Two of the Anthropolagy, focusing on
compaisons among Ewpean naons.

KANT’'S CONTRIB UTIONS TO PSYCHOLOGY

In the Critique of Pue ReasonKant developed a nanced tefeni-
cal wocabulary for descibing the mind which contirues to infuence
psycology (Hatfield, 1990; Leay, 1982). Examples inede the

of the concpt of an object in tens of spsotempoel contiruity and
persistence though time and the notion of a connection qrpecep-
tive unity among the conscious tef® of an indiidual peson. This
vocabulary found its vay into theAnthopology here and thes, but it

3. All page rumbes for theCritique of Pue Reasomefer to the pgination

L

especialy in Gemary, so tha by the 1790sthere were a \ariety of
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is not deeloped In the lectues, Kant did not povide a systentia
introduction to his wn theoy of cognition. Insteadhe cwered stan
dad 18th-centuy fare. What was nwel ébout the anttopolagy was its
“pragmaic” tum, tha is, the use of psywlogical maeral to provide
guidance ér individuals to help themvaid cagnitive pitfalls, achieve
self-impovement,and engge in efective social behaor.

The self-impovement aspect of theark deseves to be illustt-
ed Relesant comments arspinkled thioughout. In a discussion @
pleasue and displeasarKant ofered an opinion on theéght number
of guests fa dinner pay (10) and on the cogct oder of conersa

tion: naration, reasoningjesting (pp. 186189). In discussing selft

obsevation, Kant did not bcus pimmarly on the methodolical

difficulties involved (though he did discuss thoda)t he highlighted
the social implicdons. He told his gung students thdattending
(attentio) to oneself in dealing with others necessgrbut it must not
be olvious in daiy intercourse; if it is noticeble, it makes conersa

tion avkward (a hindance) or dected (a mdeery)” (p. 15,transla

tion alteed)? He continued ly explaining tha monitoing ones

behaior, if noticed ly othes, may cause them to suspect atempt
at decetion. The peferred mode is‘candid” or “natural” behaior,

“which causes no shcsuspicion’{(pp. 15-16). In thetegpter on ima-

ination, he induded a length disquisition on dunkenness
(pp. 58—-62)shaving a peference br wine wer beer pares,decying

drunkenness bt advising tha hosts not stint in seing intaxicants so
as to leg their guests pleasednd quoting Hums' oppobrium

toward diinking companions o “never forget” wha they have head

or seen.

There is little tha is novel in the psybology of Kant's Anthropolk
ogy. Kant did darify the distinction among thea€ulties of aestheti
pleasue, sensoy pleasue, and desie; although thisthree ficulty”
theoy had been aemcided bebre, he codifed it (Bedk, 1969,
pp. 496-501). Kant nyahimself hae believed tha he intoduced a
novel position on thealaion between the senses and urstanding
into the liteeture. He contasted his position with thaf Leibniz and
Wolff. As Kant put itthese autharhad seen theletion between the
sensoy representdons and intellectualepresentions as a mety
“logical,” as opposed to aully “psychological,” distinction (p. 25).
By this, Kant meant thiathey saw the distinction as a rniter of dgree
of clarity, and so as a distinction beten the‘confused’representa
tions of the senses and tlidear” representéions of the intellect.

By contrast,Kant considezd sensagr and intellectual epresenta
tions to difer in kind His tem for a sensgrrepresentéion was“intu-
ition” (Ansdauung, and his tem for an intellectual apresentéion
was“concept” (Bagriff). Famousy, he held (pp. 24-27) thaognition
requires both an acté and a pas# elementboth concpts and intu
itions. Intuitions aise from sens@ons epresented in a spal and
temporl order Concets allav the undestanding to subsum
intuitions under kinds (g., chair, dog). Although Kants anaysis did
depatt from the standarWolffian position,it was not as neel as he
implied. Descates (1641/1984). 295) had distinguished #e gades
of senseincluding a shav division betveen mee senston and acts|
of intellectual judgment. Fthier, the widey held positionfound in
both Descaes (1641/1984pp. 295-296) and Kant (p. 31jat the

4. Although Davdell’s transldion is generlly trustworthy, it is loose on
occasion. Hex, Aufmeken was tanslaed as“perception;’ for which | have

senses do notebecause thedo not judg alead/ divides mee sen

soly receotivity from acts of judgmentletens (1777/197%0l. 1,

pp. 426-431) emphasd the distinction beteen sense and intelle

in Kant's time Perhas it should be said thalthough Kant did not

crede this distinctionhe povided a thoough and eplicit analsis of

the actve function of conggts in odeiing sensoy representdons.

Kant typically did not ¢aim novelty for his psybological obseva-

ftions in theAnthopolagy. An exception is the distinction bet@en
“inner sense’and“appeception” Kant daimed tha these tw tems
were “geneally consideed synogmous ly psydologists” (p. 27),

and mistaknly so.As he aplained it,inner sense is pskological

consciousnessyheras gpelception is Iggical or “pure” conscious

ness.The contast betveen the Igical and the psywlogical remains
obscue in theAnthopolagy. Kant said thaits discussion belongs n¢
to anthopolagy but to metghysics,and he swely had in mind the dis
cussion of the unity ofpperception in theCritique of Pue Reason
(1787/1998 pp. 129-156)Although thee ae maty interesting psy

chological obsevations in the lectws, the pimary locus of Kants

desciption of the mind$ caynitive cgacities emains theifst Cri-

tigue, even if tha work was conceied by Kant (1787/1998,
pp. 76-82) as amscendental philosophrather than empical psy

chology (Hatfield, 1992).

KANT AND PSYCHOLOGY AS A SCIENCE

Kant lectued frequenty on anthopology and empiical psydolo-
gy throughout his cager It is ndural to wonder &out the elation
between this actity and his &mous stement thapsydiology must
always remain ecluded“from the ank of wha may be called a rta
ural science mper” (1786/1970,p. 8). This neative assessmer
receved dtention in Kants time (Leay, 1978),and is ecounted in
recent histaes of psybology (Scultz & Sdultz,1987,p. 54). In the
Anthopolagy, Kant said thathe istence of systentia varations of
human haits in relation to time and place (w& we might call cultur
al vaiiety) “makes it moe difficult to raise anthwpology to the ank of
a formal science’(p. 5). This stdement does not $ttly bar antho-
pology (and the empical psytology contained thesin) from becom
ing a brmal scienceand Kant did noteped his ngative condusion
about psytology in this work. But Kant considexd the empical
study of the mind though inner sense (“self-obsetion”) to be difi-
cult, because of the digption causedybthe obsering act.A similar
disruption occus when we obseve othes (p. 5; Kant,1786/1970,
p. 8). He also gued thain psydology, unlike in plysics and bem
istry, we ae undle to combine and parte the same ingdients &
will (1786/1970,p. 8).

Despite these getive assessments of psydogy as scienceKant
believed tha self-obsevation, or noticing andeflecting on ones psy
chological stae, is possilte (Kant 1783/1997pp. 15). Moeover, in
the frst Critique, Kant (1787/1998) held open the possibility of
empitical psydology based on‘obsewations of the plg of our
thoughts and the taral laws of the thinking self eaed from them”

(p. 405). He also gued thapsytology has &least a limited basis in
a pliori metghysics, because he held théhe lav of cause can be

known a piori to gpply to all transitions of inner senstha is, to the

sequential &ration of mental sties (Kant,1783/1997bp. 48).
Kant's staement tha psydiology can neer become a scienc

requires caeful intempretdion, in relaion to both Kansg concetion of

substituted‘attention’
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for excluding psydology rested on hiswen peculiar citerion of sck
enceA true science mst admit of &pure” pat, in which mahema-
ics is @plied a piori to the subject ntter of the scienceUsing this
criterion, Kant also conleided tha chemisty is not a sciengéecause)
mahemdical lavs of diemical &raction do not admit of beingi-
mulated a piori from the bag notions of meer and motion. Kant did
not ague tha chemisty could not use nmbemadics; rather, he said
that it did not suppdra piori mathemdical lavs. Kant had hiswn
system#c reasonsdr formulating his citerion of science as he dig
But it is open to otherto eject the demandf a prori mathemdical
laws in scienceand to settledr empiical lawvs, mahemdical or not.

In ary case Kant himself alleved some a jwri applicaion of
mahemadics to inner sensén the frst Critique, he agued tha“in all
appeaances theaal,which is an object of the seri&m, has intensie
magnitude i.e., a dgree” (1787/1998p. 207). By thishe meant tha
it can be knan tha senstons will havre a mgnitude thafalls on a
continuum, with zero or “psychological dakness” at one end
(1783/1997bpp. 60,62). The dgree of send#n is not constrctible
a piiori in intuition, for the eason thiain Kant's tedinical tems,sen
saions ae the“matter” and not the*form” of intuition, and ony
the geometically descibed form is constuctible (1787/1998,
pp. 207-209741-742). Nonetheleskant daimed to estalish a pi-
ori that senséons nust admit of mihemaical desciption.

If we leare aside Kan$ peculiar dterion for sciencehoadhen his
challeng to the possibility thgpsydiology could become a quantits
tive science wuld have to est on hisemaks aout the methodolp
ical difficulty of self-obsevation. In thd event, his citicism was
refuted in his wn lifetime ty puHication of the quantitéve results ly
Smith, D’Arcy, and othes, as eviewed ealier. It is ironic tha Abel
pubished D’Arcy’s results in 1786the same gar Kant gcluded psy
chology from tue scienceMoreover, a Geman tansldion of Piest
ley’s review of several quantitéive results had adrad/ been pulished
in 1776,though thee is no gidence thaKant knev of the work. In
ary casether were in Kants time knavn instances of the empal
applicaion of mahemdics to sensgr expetience Kant would have
had no philosophicakason toegject those instancdsecause thedid
not count gainst his taim aout the a pori mathemadical con
structibility of psydological lavs. Kant could hee acceted these
empiiical goplicaions of mahemdics without inconsisteryc

CONCLUDING REMARKS

Perhas the gedest signiicance of the empial psydology in
Kant’s Anthopolaogy for tody is thd it draws atention to the lager
body of psydological theoy present in the 18th centuTher was a
highly developed theor of unnoticed psywological processesnclud-
ing unnoticed judgments undging peception, tha Kant meely
alluded to Iot did not discuss in its full sophistitan. Ther were
detailed discussions oftantion,memoy, and imajination, and po-
posals of las goveming these gaacitiesThere was a deeloped asso
ciative tradition tha spavned speculdve plysiological theoy. This
psydology was in contimous &istence in Genary into the lae 19th
centuy (Satis-Hombah, 1993). It povided the congetual,theoketi-
cal, and institutional basisof the n&v expeimental psybology tha
developed in the lder pat of the 19th centyr (Hatfield, 1997).

Beyond this evelaory aspectKant's Anthropolagy is interesting
for the psybological insights and adce pepeed thoughout. Some

in corversaion. Other adice, suc as the admonition thgoung drls
especialy should be encoaged to smileso as to deelop“a dispost
tion of joyfulness,friendliness,and socihility” (p. 171),will raise
questions lhout implied sg differences and Kare' dtitude tavard
women. Kans intentions teard his young male lectw audience
were bengolent. He seemedeguinely concened to instill in his hear
ers workable atitudes br living. A final example of this atempt also
reveals something of Karstovn psytology, as the ¢ed, prolific, and
solitary philosopher of Konigshgr

Why is work the best way of enjoying life? Because it is acmbesome occu
paion (unpleasant in itself and delightful grih its success)o tha relax

ation, through the mez disppeaance of a long hdship,turns into sensile

pleasue, tha is, cheerfulnesshecause otherwise theewould not be aything

enjoyable....FAnally, one who is not induced to awity by ary positive pain
will always be afected ly a n@ative one namey, boredom,perceived as a
form of emptiness of sensan by the peson accustomed tchang of sen

saions. In tying to fill his life with something surca peson will often el

compelled to do something maful to himself ether than do nothingtaall.

(p. 133)

Here Kant hasecoded an insight into the psyalogy of the witer
that gpplies to thaspecies aoss & least some times and plac&be
Anthopolagy is to be ecommended not onifor the windav it pro-
vides into edy moden psytology, but also br the entdrining,
witty, and insightful emaks it recods for posteity.
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