Aenesidemus, or on the Foundations of the Elementary Philosophy Issued by

Professor Reinhold in Jena, Along with a Defence of Scepticism Against the
Pretensions of the Critique of Reason

[Gottlob Ernst Schulze]

Nos et refellere sine pertinacia, et refelli sine
iracundia parati sumus”

Cicero

1792

* “We will refute without obstinacy, and are ready to be refuted without anger” (Cicero, Tusculan Disputations
Book 2: 5).



Indication of Contents®

The intention of and occasion forthework........................... pp.1-22
Provisional presentation of scepticism.....................c.oeeeeee. pp.22-31

Discussion of an indisputable achievement of the Critique of
REASON. ... pp.31-35

Whether mental impotence, laziness, and prejudices are the only
explanations as to why it is that not all German philosophers
have declared themselves for the critical system yet, as Professor
Reinhold claims. ... ..o pp.35-41

Whether one who confesses to scepticism loses the right to judge
the foundations of the critical philosophy............................ pp.43-45

Two universally valid principles upon which the examination of
the critical philosophy contained in this work is based............. pp.45-46

Presentation of the essential features of an Elementary
Philosophy, such as they are determined by Professor Reinhold
RIMSEIf . .. pp.49-53

Whether the determination of the concept of representation
must be the foundation of a system of philosophy.................. pp.54-56

A brief statement of two questions, trustworthy answers to
which should have formed the basis of all of the speculations of

the Critique of Reason and the Elementary Philosophy............ pp.56-57
Why the principle of consciousness is no absolute, first

PINCIPlE. ..., pp.60-62
Why it is not a consistently self-determining principle............. pp.63-70
Why and to what extent it is no universally valid principle......... pp.70-74
What kind of principle isitreally?..........ccccoovviieiiiiiciice e pp.74-77

Whether the determination of the concept of the representation
of the subject and the object contained in the Elementary
Philosophy is independent of all abstraction......................... pp.82-84

Whether the clarification of the essential characteristics of
representation which is presented in the Elementary Philosophy
([ o0] 1 (102 PO pp.84-90

 The pagination indicated in this synoptic overview of the content of the book follows that of the original
edition of 1792.



Why especial attention should be paid to Humean scepticism
when examining the principles of the Critique of Reason...........

General critique of what the Elementary Philosophy has to say
about the faculty of representation...........................ooeee.

Principal moments of Humean scepticism............................

What, according to the Critique of Reason, is the source and
determination of the necessary synthetic principles of our
(o100 0110 4SS

On the limits of the use of the categories of cause and effect
according to the Critiqgue of Reason................ccoovviiiniinnnn.

Proof that Hume’s scepticism has not at all been refuted by way
of the Critique OF REasON..........ccoiiiiiiiiiec e

Whether it has been proven in the Elementary Philosophy that
every representation, as such, must consist of two essentially
different components. ............coooviiiiiiiii

A supposition about the true spirit of the Elementary Philosophy..

On the derivation of the matter of representations from the object
and the form of the same from the subject, as it occurs in the
Elementary Philosophy...........coooiiiiii

A true and complete statement of the facts, as they occur in
consciousness when a representation is related to subject and
object and is differentiated from both, but which one seeks in vain
in the Elementary Philosophy..............coooi i,

Whether anything has been achieved in the controversy
concerning the representability or non-representability of the
thing in itself, as it has been conducted by the Dogmatists..........

What belongs essentially to the reality of our cognition?...............

How does the belief in objectively existing things arise in
NUMENS?....cee e et

On what does speculative reason ground its claims about the thing
N TESEIT?. e

An apology for scepticism against the cogniser of things in
themsSelVeS. ...

An apology for scepticism against the adherents of the Critique
OF REASON. ...

pp.94-96

pp.97-108

pp.108-117

pp.118-126

pp.127-130

pp.127-130

pp.186-194
pp.194-202

Pp.202-212

pp.213-222

Pp.222-272

pp.223-230

Pp.230-235

Pp.235-244

pp.244-257

Pp.257-267



Whether the fantasy of idealism has been refuted in the Critique
OF REASON. ...

On what grounds does the Elementary Philosophy in particular
derive the impossibility of the cognition of the thing in itself?........

A critique of the proof established in the Elementary Philosophy,
that the matter of representation must be something given to the

Short presentation of the main principles of the Elementary
Philosophy, the results of which, although they are grounded in
facts of consciousness, also contain the opposite of what should
be apodictically proven by Reinhold’s  Elementary
PhilOSOPNY ...

Whether it does not include a contradiction, if the Critical
Philosophy denies all possibility of cognising things in themselves
but also claims to know that things in themselves are the causes of
the material of our sensible cognition..........................ooe

A critique of the proofs which have been established in the
Elementary Philosophy in order to show that the matter of
representations must consist in a manifold, and that the form must
CONSISEIN AUNILY. ... e

The similarity of the claims of the Elementary Philosophy
concerning the nature of the faculty of representation with the
demonstrations of cosmo-theology..............cooviiiiiiiiinnn...

The Elementary Philosophy ascribes infinite power to the mind....

What it actually means when the Elementary Philosophy claims
that the spontaneity of the mind affects its receptivity................

Critique of the new theory of consciousness that the Elementary
Philosophy has established. ...

Whether the Elementary Philosophy has proved that in that
consciousness which it wants to call cognition there must be two
particular representations. ...........ooovvviiiiiiiiie i

How does the Critique of Reason prove that the human is capable
of and a participant in cognition, as regards sensible objects?.........

Whether a development in the facts of consciousness is able to
educate us concerning the reality of our insights......................

An unimportant, but reasonable suggestion for an appropriate title
for the friends of the newest philosophy....................ooonn

pp.267-272

pp.273-275

pp.282-289

Pp.289-293

pp.294-310

pp.316-329

pp.337-339

pp.339-340

pp.340-342

pp.348-358

pp.367-373

pp.374-382

Pp.382-386

Pp.386-388



Aenesidemus is said to have provided only a partial
examination of the Critical Philosophy, to have wholly
misjudged the main intention of the theoretical part of this
PhIlOSOPNY ...,

To what extent are these accusations justified?....................

Whether Aenesidemus denies that the Critical Philosophy
has provided any services to the culture of wisdom...........

By means of what kind of inference has the Critical
Philosophy proven that certain determinations of our
representations stem from the mind?.............cccooevveiniiiennn,

Comparison of the main goals of the theoretical part of the
Critical Philosophy with the means used to achieve them...

Whether the Elementary Philosophy contains the first
attempt to support the whole structure of philosophy on a
fact occurring in CONSCIOUSNESS.........ovvevieriiinieninnns,

Whether scepticism damages the striving towards virtue
and weakens respect for moral laws............................

Whether it was unknown to Aenesidemus that the Critique
of Reason had primarily wanted to contribute to an
influence on the human mind; to achieving unshakable,
solid grounds for belief in God and in our immortality, by
way of the destruction of all reasonings concerning
transcendental Objects. ...

Some investigations concerning the reasonableness of the
kind of inference by which belief in God and immortality
is grounded by Kantian moral theology........................

pp.389-396
pp.396-443

Pp.398-400

pp.400-403

pp.403-408

pp.408-411

pp.411-417

pp.417-420

Pp.420-443



PREFACE

It would be superfluous to say something about the content of this work because it is provided
clearly enough in the first two letters. Accordingly, I only want to provide some introduction
to the author of the examination of the principles of the critical philosophy that is contained in
this work, whom some readers might desire to get know rather better.

There have always been two main parties in the philosophical world. One of these believes
itself to be alone in possession of the truth, and as such not only unimprovably correct, but also
to have determined the truth and indicated it in a manner that is really valid for all future times.
For this very reason this party is also of the opinion that it is entitled to make the most just
claim to sole rulership in the field of philosophy, and hence regards every effort to demolish
this sole rulership as a consequence of the deficiency of reason. One can rightly call it the
deciding party, since its main characteristic consists in the fact that it decides what is to be
uniquely, solely, and forever valid as philosophy and should be held to be so. To the second
party belong those philosophers who never recognise the sole rulership of any visible leader,
but rather, in matters of philosophy, want only to submit to the pronouncements of reason,
invisible indeed, but effective in all people practised in reflective thinking. Characteristic of
this party is the belief in the never ceasing perfectibility of philosophising reason, as one of the
noblest and most unmistakeable virtues of the human spirit. To distinguish this party from the
previous one, one can call it the protesting party; its adherents protest partly against the
infallibility and unimprovable correctness of one of the dogmatic systems in philosophy that
have existed up until the present day, partly against the idea that philosophising reason should
ever cease to be [further] perfectible. The relation of these two main philosophical parties to
one another exhibits a great similarity with the relations in which the two main parties which
have always been here in the Christian world stand to one another, one of which also always
protested against the infallibility of any visible leader when it comes to matters of the Christian
religion (for, although it is only those adherents of Christianity who, at the beginning of the
sixteenth century, lodged a protest crowned with joyous success against such infallibility who
are exclusively called Protestants, yet the matter itself existed already in the first centuries of
Christianity). However, whether the existence of those two main parties in philosophy has
affected the destinies of those two main parties in Christianity, as the latter have undeniably
affect the destinies of the former, is not something | want to further investigate now.

The Sceptics make up the most ardent and the most explicit adherents of the protesting
party in the philosophical world. And the main error that one can reproach them for consists in
the fact that they defend a good cause too heatedly and have therefore often made themselves
guilty of unfairness and overhastiness in their quarrels against that dogmatism that is so proud
of its infallible and unimprovable knowledge.

Aenesidemus, or whoever the author of the illumination of the principles of the critical
philosophy contained in this work might be, belongs also to the most ardent adherents of
Protestantism in philosophy. Whether he likewise has also gone too far in the defence of the
good cause of his party is something that impartial and competent readers of this work can
easily discover and judge for themselves. It is by these readers that he now wishes to be judged,
and to be instructed concerning his doubts. For, as a genuine member of his party, he does not
hold his own insights in philosophy to be unimprovably correct, still less infallible. Much more
he believes so unshakeably firmly in the noblest virtue of the human spirit, namely in the
consistently enduring perfectibility of those insights, that he consistently maintains a strong
mistrust against the unimprovable correctness of his insights, and always strives for that even



more perfect knowledge in philosophy. Should he be granted this wish — | can assure the reader
that only this hope has moved him to give his consent to the release of this work, which was
originally not at all intended for printing — should someone prove to him that he did not take
into account certain points in his judgement of the principles of the critical philosophy, as well
as in his quarrels against other systems of philosophy; then he will himself publicly retract what
he has said in this work in support of the continuing legitimacy of the demands of scepticism,
and against the unimprovable correctness of the principles of the critical system; and he has
expressly instructed me to make this promise in his name. But it goes without saying that no
rebuttal of his doubts about the critical philosophy and no lectures on matters of philosophy
will move him to provide this public retraction if they are based merely on the pronouncements
of power.

***in April 1792 The Editor



