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Re-examination on Kant’s Transcendental Freedom from
a Practical Perspective—On the Distinction Between Practice and Theory
Sun Xiaoling
(Department of Philosophy, Nanchang University , Nanchang 330031, China)

Abstract: This essay holds that on the issue of the transcendental freedom and its relationship with morality,
Kant’s writings contain two different paths, one is from the path of theoretical speculation to practice, and
the failure of the deduction of the moral law in The Foundation Metaphysics of Morals shows the inevitable
predicament of this path. The second is the moral path in the Critique o f Practical Reason. Along this path
transcendental freedom is first and foremost a moral rather than speculative concept. It is the necessary
presupposition of morality, and only obtains its positive meaning in moral actions. The essay shows that the
two paths are interwoven in Kant’s writings because Kant’s distinction between practice and theory lacks
clarity and adequacy, which is partly attributable to Kant’'s excessive metaphysical intention. Therefore, the
essay tries to replace the first path with the second path in order to clarify the meaning of transcendental
freedom and its relationship with other conceptions of freedom and also respond to various criticisms of Kant’s
theory of freedom.
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