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I Think. Logical Subject or Existential Subject

——Two Approaches of Kantian Critique

of the Substantiality of the Soul and Their Consequences

JU Jun

(School of Government , Nanjing University . Nanjing 210046, China)

Abstract; Kant showed two approaches to critize the substantliality of the soul; The A-Edition focused on the unfruitfulness

of the paralogism of the substantliality of the soul. while B-Edition emphasized the invalidity of this paralogism. The transcen-

dental definition of the substance and the empirical definition of the soul in the A-Editon retained the ideality of the substance of

the soul and didn’t fit the rational psychology.The B-Edition regarded the substance as the unity of transcendental and empirical

elements, determined “the transcendental I think” as the logical subject, but not as the existential subject in the name of the

substance. “I think” was interpreted as “I exist” given in an undetermined empirical intuition. Without the meaning of the sub-

stance, “I think” was still the unity of logical and existential subject. Regarded as the existential subject, it was the foundation

on which the distinction between the phenomenal self and the self as such could be made. Furthermore, it was the introduction

to the postulate of the immortality.

64

Key words: soul; substance; rational psychology; subject



