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Abstract

Kant divides judgments into four classes (synthetic a priori,
synthetic a posteriori, analytic a priori, analytic a posteriori) and
considers the first three classes as possible. However, the
possibility of synthetic a priori judgments requires justification
because these judgments are not justified as necessary and universal
judgments by mere analysis of concepts - as opposed to analytic a
priori judgments - or by reference to experience - as opposed to
synthetic a posteriori judgment. In his critical system, Kant
attempts to justify the validity of this kind of judgment by a "legal"
process called "deduction," and he does this for both theoretical
and practical judgments. But about practical judgments, he uses a
doctrine called "the fact of reason", which implies direct awareness
of moral principles and moral consciousness in general. However,
the role of this doctrine in justifying synthetic a priori judgments
has been disputed by commentators, some of whom have seen
Kant's proposal of this doctrine as a retreat from the deduction of
moral principles. In contrast, this article shows that Kant does not
avoid the deduction of moral principles, but that this doctrine is
part of the process of 'deducing' these judgments as a legal process.
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Introduction

The fact of reason is the moral consciousness of the moral subject. For Kant, the doctrine of “the
fact of reason” concerns the justification of the moral law. Reason, the faculty of principles,
spontaneously constructs its principles. Since the principles of reason do not explain our cognitive
actions but rather extend them, they cannot be analytical judgments (CPR, A7/B11); and because
these judgments are based on the spontaneity of reason without any empirical basis, they cannot be
synthetic a posteriori judgment but must be synthetic a priori ones. The problem of critical philosophy
is the validity of these judgments; thus, Kant undertakes the justification of these principles through
a legal process, namely "deduction". Kant intends to provide such a deduction in the third section of
the Groundwork. He also addresses this issue in the Critique of Practical Reason under the title "On
the deduction of the principles of pure practical reason" (CPtR, 5:42-50). But it seems in the second
Critique, by introducing the fact of reason, he denies any deduction and explicitly states, by stating
"the moral law cannot be proved by any deduction" (CPtR, 5:47), and "vainly sought deduction of
the moral principle" (Ibid).

There are two main interpretations to explain this conflict. According to the first, the second
Critique's approach is weaker, as it relies solely on an unjustified and non-empirical fact for the validity
of the moral law. Thus, there is a shift in Kant’s conception of the justification of the moral law (for
example, Beck, 1960, 172). According to this interpretation, in the second Critique, Kant accepts the
validity of the moral law based on moral consciousness without any further justification. But some
interpreters consider the approach of the second Critique question begging (e.g., Ameriks, 2003, 176,
250, 254).

However, this type of interpretation has been criticized in the past two decades; according to this
new approach, we find compatibility or slight modification between the two mentioned works (e.g.,
Banham, 2003, 99). This newer perspective reconciles between the strategies of Kant's two books
and argues that attention to the details of Kant's argumentative components in the Groundwork leads
us to a concept of "the fact of reason" (Ware, 2016, 116-147). This essay tries to aligh with the second
type of interpretations and, in complementing them, addresses questions regarding Kant's

justification of the moral law.

The Meaning of “Deduction” In Kant’s Philosophy

In the Critique of Pure Reason, Kant makes a distinction between the questions about what is lawful,
or "quid juris," and that which concerns the fact or "quid facti." In "quid facti,”" we see what concepts
we are employing, while in "quid juris," we want to see how we have the right to employ these

concepts (CPR, A84/B116). Therefore, Kant introduces the concept of deduction as a legal concept
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to establish the validity of a prioti concepts (CPR, A84/B116). To specify the characteristics of
deduction, we must succinctly state: 1) we possess these concepts as the facts we use, employing them
in our judgments (res facti), 2) but how to determine the scope and limits of their validity and
consequently the right to use them should be clarified through deduction of concepts in the legal
sense (quid juris), 3) they possess validity and 4) being synthetic a priori, they must be justified through
pure rational method (according to the Prolegomena: synthetic method), and 5) as Paton points out,
the deduction is for justifying the right of use, not for proving matter of facts (Paton, 1936, 313). If
the deduction of the moral law is similar to the transcendental deduction in the first Critique, it must
have these 5 characteristics similarly. However, the question then arises: Do we have the moral law

or moral consciousness as a matter of fact?

Fact of Reason

Since, Kant believes that the Categorical Imperative is the first explicit formulation of the moral law,
rather than something unknown to previous generations (CPrR, 5:8), some consider the fact of reason
to be the same as the moral law in Kantian ethics. Thus, throughout history, there has always been
an understanding of ethical duty, that is, rational humans have always had such an understanding that
forms the essence of moral goodness (Henrich, 1994, 59). According to Kant, the respect of the
moral law is the sole motivation for acting morally and the morality is not based on natural
inclinations. Kleingeld rightly points out that we do not understand moral consciousness or moral
freedom in the conflict of two or more inclinations, but rather it becomes apparent in the
confrontation with all inclinations (Kleingeld, 2010, 71). This indicates moral freedom because it is
not of the same nature as natural inclinations. We do not empirically find this consciousness of
freedom; rather, it is present in our rational consciousness and has no empirical or sensory basis;

hence, it is the "fact of reason."

The Fact of Reason as an Essential Component of Deducing the Moral Law

If "the fact of reason" is the first characteristic of the deduction, then we need to address why Kant
in some passages of the second Critique speaks in a way that "the fact of reason" is sufficient for
justifying the moral law, and therefore there is no need for deduction of this law. Traditional
interpreters of Kant consider the section on "deduction" in the Critique of Practical Reason (Chapter
5, pp. 42-50) as an argument against the deduction of the moral law. Kant does not give any deduction
in the second Critique because he has already presented it in the Groundwork. Thus, we do not
witness a kind of pre-critical dogmatism here. Here, it seems that Kant's intention is that when the
moral law manifests itself as a "fact" to the moral subject, its own certainty in establishing this law

and consciousness of it for the subject should be sufficient, and "no deduction" with the aid of
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theoretical reason is possible. Deduction must be practical, not theoretical, so the deduction in the
third section of the Groundwork is valid for Kant because he begins there with moral consciousness.
And since we have seen that "the fact of reason" is the same as moral consciousness, it can be
equivalent to the same moral consciousness with which Kant begins, so "the fact of reason" should

be considered as the first characteristic of the deduction.

Conclusion

The argument of this article consists of two parts: a) the idea of deduction in the first Critique has
five characteristics. Examining deduction in the Groundwork can provide us with these same
characteristics. Particulatly, the first characteristic was under debate. The concept of "the fact of
reason" indicates this first characteristic. Thetefore, it should be considered as part of the process of
deduction. b) Moreover, by the textual analysis of the second Critique, it becomes clear that Kant did
not abandon the idea of "deduction" in that work, and therefore, the compatibility of Kant's two texts

regarding the issue of deduction is evident.
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