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Schopenhauer’s Objections to Kant’s Theory of Causality

HU Hao
(College of Philosophy and Political Science, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, Gansu, 730070, PRC)

[ Abstract] The target of Kant’s theory of causality is to assure the reality of the law of causality, and its
primary premise is that the category of causality is the ground of objective sequence. Schopenhauer offers
two objections to the premise. The first objection is that Kant fails to distinguish objective sequence from
subjective sequence. The second objection claims that the category of causality is not the ground of
objective sequence. If these objections really work, then the target of Kant’s theory of causality cannot be
achieved. This paper responds to the objections on the basis of previous research. Firstly, there is a clear
distinction between subjective sequence and objective sequence as to their definitions, determinate ground
and the criterion. Secondly, there are three mistakes in Schopenhauer’s understanding, especially one
Kant agrees that the events determined by the category of causality are cause and effect necessarily. Thus,
these objections are not successful. Then, this paper points out Kant’s claim that the perceptions
determined by the category of causality are not necessarily objective sequence and the relevant objection is
not successful either. Finally, this paper holds that Kant’s theory of causality remains reliable.
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