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Immanuel Kant’s concept of objectivity wended its way between the radical empirical skepticism and rationalist dogmatism of his day by developing a concept of intelligible causation (or of causation through freedom) that, although it could not be attributed to things in themselves (noumena), might nevertheless be thought as the origin of all that appears (phenomena).  Each of his three critiques treats this idea differently: as the mere postulate of divinity that secures the explainability of the universe (Critique of Pure Reason); the indeterminate idea thinkable as the basis of free action (Critique of Practical Reason); and the purposiveness at which we take pleasure when engaged in reflective judgment (The Critique of the Power of Judgment).  In the first two Critiques, Kant can leave the idea of intelligible causation entirely indeterminate, since there he is concerned only with the thinkability of this idea within the framework of his system and not with its sensible effects.  In the third critique, however, with its promise to “bridge the immeasurable gulf between the concept of nature and the concept of freedom,” Kant commits himself to providing an account of the feeling of freedom, and thereby to the determination of the sensible nature of intelligible causation.  It is in response to this commitment that Kant develops his famous concept of a “purposiveness” that can appear only through the apparent absence or negation of purposes (as a “purposiveness without purpose” or a “counter-purposiveness”).  This paper will explore the significance of this result for the concept of history Kant develops in a few occasional essays, whose position and significance in relation to his major critical works have remained inadequately understood.  It argues that the feeling of history, as the judgment of an object that is materially (naturally) determinate but has been intelligibly (freely) determined, hesitates between practical (determinant) and aesthetic (reflective) judgment, with far reaching consequences for a Kantian understanding of what it is that we are doing when we reflect upon what has been done.


