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ess hich the sumrmum bonum require8. The POStulate
8otliyi the. condition of the realization of the chief

>easaccording to Kant, there is an antagonism be-
âe atualdesires of man and the moral ideal. But as,

ant get rid of those desires without ceasing to be man,
ra ideal demands a ptogresmusad infinitum. From the.

iiiyof reallzing the moral i4eal, in a finite time,

raosto an infinite time as the condition of its
ýo.This argument lacks logical cogency, and is based
mdsi assumption unwarranted by the facts of ex-

xentueof a thing is flot to be changed by the mmr
ý of time. There s no reaonin the mere fct of a
>,jeet existing forever for its becoming white. If there

k an opposition between huma" reason and natural
asKant aserts, thon no extension of time is likely to,

it; and if it required iniite time, then the con-

tion is obviously not realizable, since au infinite

i endIese. On the other hand, if in a future life

to be conceived as nio longer the suhject of desire,

if a miracle ie to be performed for the benefit of ecd

ual at death, then perfect virtue niight b. realized, but

same time the rmaisons for postulating immortality
be removed. Inmortality le postulated because reason
le thie realization of perfect virtue, and such realization
>oelble, because the work of prgesin aubjccting the.

Worational considerations ie neyer completed. We cau

fer that the postula.te of immortality f ala to solve the.

n~ of the. realization of the summum bon~um. Unlew

mn b. moral now, they cannot become moral simlly
they are supposed to live forever: and if they can be

DOW? then the. argument for a progress to infifity

,egard to the individual, at least) faile to the groumd.

,iot, and need not, admit the. unbrldgeable psycholgia


