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~ve possess suchi ground in the moral or
practical reason.

Noumenoîb considered as the consci-
olis soixi, it seems strange that Kant
should have denied our right to predi-
cate existence. Does not his whoIe sys-
tom pro-suppose our power to judge of
Reason as a reality iminediately known
to us ? The ethical side only of Kant's
philosophy w-as made known in England
by Coleridge and Carlyle. Its pure and
loftV tone iiad a great influence with the
earlier generations of Liberal and Broad
Charchinen whcse leaders wereKingsloy
and Frederio Dennison Maurice. As a
philosophical system, the Kantian me-
taphysics have been evolvod in varions
directions by schilling, Fic1ite, and
Hlecel; and by Mansel and -Hamilton
ini England. At present there seems to
be in England and Ainerica a tendeney
to return to and re-interpret Kant, with
perhaps a leaning to the dwvelopinent of
his system known as Absolute Ideaiism,
as against the denial of the knowabil-
ity oi the Absolute, by Hlerbert Spencer.
0f this sehool, the work on Kant by
1>rofessor %Vatson, of Kingston, lately
reviewed in these colunins, is an exani-
pie ivhich deserves, and has already
commanded, attention.

To the earnest studont of M--etaphy-
sies, the position of Kant aniong the
supreme thinkers of Europe will always
furnish a rosa <i for at least attempting
to form sorne idea of his systesa as set
forth, not by cominentators, but by hinl-
self. The translation in Bohn's library
gives some help iu the notes, but it inay
be safely maintaiuedto be impossible for
any studeut to understand the text un-
aided by an expert or by aniple notes.
The dificulty of understandingf Kant is
no doubt in part due te the inhereut
difliculty of the subjeet. But ail recent
commentators seom agreed that -it is
stili more owing to the strange termnin-
ology which Kant borrowed from Wolf
and his predecessors, vhio derived il;
from the seholastie writers of the Mid-
dlc Ages. And to this terminology Kant
assigned new nieanings of his own,
whicli was gradually adoptedl during the
twenty years in which this Sphinx of
Metaphysies neditated over the riddles
given to the world in 1781. *Agaiu, it is
fully admitted that Kant himself got
at times confused and iuvolved. Also,
the Germnan la-nguage of a century mgo

was in a chaotic state as regYards Ple«ar-
uess of style, which put Kant at a great
disadvantage. 1-o was at tixues a forci-
hIe, clear, asud even eloquent writer ;
witness his accotart alluded to above,
of the origin of his ' Critique of Pure
Reason ;' also his inarvellous anticipa-
tion of modemn evolution in hir, ' eory
cf the Heavenly Bodies, which, by the
way, has been erroueously ascribad tc
Laplace. Buit tie'Critic, ue' îieeds not 80
much to ho commenttcd on by conunen-
tators who have generally pet theories of
their own, as to bo re-writtcn before it
can be understood by the English reader.
Withi the exception of Locke, modern
phulosophical writers in our lauguage
have enjoyed the advantage of a clear
and inteigible style, aud this is emin-
ently true -of Mill and Spencer, w-hase
speculations, treating as they do of the
mnost recondite (juestions -of Thought,
and involving complex detail of illustra-
tion,,have a Dterminology that explains
itselfl and can be readily understood by
any educated reader, even if untraiued
in Metaphysics. Kant's work should be
not simply rendered into boldly literai
English, but translated in the same
spirit of free yet faithflfn rendering. by
which the Frenchi version of Dumnont
made Jeremy Benthamn intelligible.

Kant is pre-eminentiy a w-iter w-hem
modemn Thought cannot afford to ne-
Dgleet. Lt is very remarkabie to what an
extent ho anticipat3d, a century ago,
severai of the ieading, ideas of our own
ag e. In lis book on ' The Philosophy
of the Heavens,' Kant promulgates the
theory as to the genesis of the stellar
universe, w-hidi, fifty years afterwards,
was preposed in a modified form by La-
place. Iu the sanie work Kant gave the
explanation more currently received: of
the rings of Saturn. Ho also distinctly
anticipated the Damwinian theory. Mr.
Jackson's littie book takes too arbitrary
a title w-heu it professes to give an ac-
count of the -Phulosophy of Kant.' Mr.
Jackson only treats of ' Kant's Systexwof
Ethies; '-the simplest and easiest part
of Kant's systeni. 0f the more difficuit
and more important metaphysical inves-
tigations in the Kantian Metaphysics,
Mr. Jackson tells us nothing whatever.
But on the mnemely ethicai question his
brochure is weli put together, aud de-
serves a good word.
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