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H ENNOIA TOY @EOY
2TON KANT

Evartevioeig

® Tovu IIétpovu Illanmanmootédou
Ap Drdooogiag, Ocoléyov

apeénynpévn amé tn Ocoloyia mpo-
BdAAer n €vvoia tou Bgol, drng
exefvn mpooeyyiletal amd tov ['ep-
Ravo gi1Aéoogo Ippdvoued Kave (1.
Kant, 1724- 1804).
O Kavt eival o peyaAitepog @1A6co@og X1
ROvo ToU yeppavikoy mveupatog, aAAd Kal 6Ang
e Aeyopevng poviEpvag p1Aoco@iag Kal o1 arg-
welg evog T0oo0 oroudaiou diavonty cap®c ka1 Oa
MIPEIIE1 VA ATIA0XO0A0U V GX1 16V TOUC 10 TOPIKOUC TG
@1Aoco@iac, aAAd ka1 toug BeoAdyouc. O1 tedeutai-
o1, pdA10ta, yia moAAoug Adyoug X perdetal va eival
EVIIEPWIEVOL OXETIKA [ie Ta P1A00OPIKA Spadpeva,
6X1 16vo 0t0 Brpd tne amoloyntikrc, aAAd Kupiomg
ene1dn mpémel va mpoPdAAouv evniepwprévol, yVve-
otec ka1 diaAAaktikoi, Sixwe Kakoy tumou Soypa-
TI0pG, avtimaAdtnta kai pioaAAododia.

Eicaywyird Oa avagepBei 6t1 o Kavt eival o
P1A600(POC TTOU MPAYPATIKA «IIPO0YEIWOe» TOV V-
Bpdmvo Adyo B€tovtag ta 6pid tou. Xtnv Kpirikr]
ov KaBapou Adyov (Kritik der reinen Vernunft,
1781) amooa@nvidel tov TPOmo Kal Ti¢ apXeg Tng
avBpdmvng okéwng, vnootnpidovrac Gt to av-
Bpcdmvo oxkerrtdpevo Eyd Siakpivetal apX1k®g oe
Nonon (q Aivdvoia, Verstand) ka1 Adyo (Vernunft). H
Nonon propel Ka1 mapatn pel ta peip1kd Sedope-
va, TOV KGOH0 TV QaIvVOREV®mY, Kal mapdyel péoa
TNG TI] YVAON TOV HOPPRYV, EVEPYOITOIWMVTAG TIG
606eka Nonruikée Katnyopiee (Verstandbegriffe)
[1]. O1 teAeutaieg avtAodv tnv mpofAeuot] toug
aré tnv apiototediky Aoyiky (ekei fjtav Séka otov
ap10pd) ka1 peta@pdlovtal 0TIC a priori yEWPeTpl-
Kée €vvoleg tng Aidvolag mou arooKorogVv otnv
taé1vounon tng yvaong, 6w ekeivny €pxetal ota
a100n Tt pia 6pyavd pac pe T Hop@n @arvopevou
[2]. Afxwe va e10éA0oupe oe Aemtopépeiec, 01 5630e-
ka Katnyopieg amotedodv Bepédio otnv Kavtia-
v1j Yvwoioloyia, kaBoe pévo ta avrikeijpeva mou
SUvavtal va pooeyyiotodv ané tig EVVoles aUTEg
eival 1kavd va amotedéoouv ot Nonor pag kdmoio
€ykupo 1poiév yvaong [3l. O Kavt Siateiveton
411 pévo ta avtikeipeva wg garvopeva duvdpeba
Va AIIOKTIOOUE JE TPOI0 YVWOTIKG, SiXme mote
va efppaote 1Kavoi va petéXoupe otnv ouoia twv
npaypdtov (Gviwv kabautdv, Ding an sich) [4]. H
ouUoia TOV IPAYPAT®V €ival YVOOTIKA AIPOoEyyl-
otn, un Suvaty va cuAAngBef amd tn Aidvoia kol
11 Katnyopieg tne. Avtifétwe, to mAaiolo péoa
0TO 011010 EMTPENIETAL VA KIVEITAL I) YVWOTIKY Pag
ouveidnon eivaar n Emomteia tou xopou kai tou
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Xpovou, péyeboc kabBapd ka1 a priori UIAPKTE 0T
Nonon pac. O Adyoc amé tnv dAAn, mapouoiddetal
¢ 1 pubpiotiky apxy tng Aidvolacg (Prinzip) [5]
K1 orormeUel (kavovtag moAAée gopée AdBoc) va
olorolel Tnv evomointiky §1d0eon tng Nonong kai
va amodgxetal ouvOetikd T yVooT) TOV QaIVOUE-
vwv. Tpeig I6éec ouveéxouv a priori to Adyo (Oede,
Wuxn, Kéopog, Vernunftbegriffe) [6], o1 omoiec ei-
Va1 KevEg K1 armoteAoUv akp1Pag rmpoepme1pikeg Si-
aBgoeic tou AGyou 0to va ouveéxel Kal va olorolel
TA YVWOTIKA AIOK THaTa T1¢ ouveidnong.

"OAa ta mapandve avapEpovtal, WOoTe Va Ipo-
€To1100Tel TO AIIapPaitnto YVWOTIKG U0 TPWHA
yia TV 116 avagpepbeioa £vvola tou Oeod. "‘Omwg
vopitepa onpeiddnke, n Kpirikr tov KaBapod Ad-
yov 8éxtnke to Ol we I6€a tou Adyou oo mAaioio
tne avaykaiac oAdtnrac mou (ntd n avOpadmvy
yvwotiky 1kavotnta. O1 [6éeg unidpyouv a priori
aAAd o1 161e¢ Sev eivai ro10t1KA yvaoipes. H ouoia
TOV IPAYRATOV EYKEITAL 0TOV KGO0 TMWV VOOUE-
VYV, 1] YVOOT Jac aduvatel va Ti¢ IIpooeyyioel Kal
0 1810¢ 0 Ocdc we I8€a mapouoidletal oty mpdén
w¢ «aitnpa tou Ilpaktikod Adyou» (Kpitikr tov
Ipaxtirkov Adyouv, Kritik der praktischen Vernunft,
1788) [7]. O Kavt evavtidOnke ka1 Katéppiye ta
€we TOTE TPEXYOVTA eHIXeIpipata yia Tty Unapén
tou OeoyU (PA. 0vtoloy1kd, KOOPOAOYIKG, PUOIKO-
Beoldoyikd). O Oede oto oUoTHHIA TOU PIAOGOPOU
Gev tomoOetrOnKe 0TV KOPUPY] TNC YVWOTIKLC
mupapidac, UTIAPKTOC KAl OUYKEKPIPMEVOC, TIPO-
OWIIKOC Snj1oupyde ka1 kpitrie. Aviifétme, otnv
Kopu@n tomoBetiOnke 1 1610 1 avOp@dmIvY Adoyiky,
1 omoia aduvatel va oudAdfel tig ouoieg TV mpay-
pdtwv, yvwpilel ta epme1pikd (emomtikd) mpdypa-
TA IOVO WC PAIVOREVA KAl OV TNC eMITPEIETAL 1)
omoladrmote unepPfatiky yvaor. I'ia to Adyo auts
1 ¢p1dooo@ia tou Kavt ovopdotnke uniepfatodoyi-
K¢ I8eaAiopde, K1 61 utiepPatikGe, amd tr Oty
o to Tipdypa kabeautd oudenmote yvwpiletal Kal
yvwotoroleitai [8].

To mpdypa xkabeautd, Guwe, €xel ouoia. EExm-
pa av ekeivn Sev efval emontikd yvAOIn arié Tty
Nonon, n oucia twv Ipaypdtwv Umdpyel Kal UTIo-
mteudpaote tnv dmapéy tng, §16t1 ka1 1) 1614 pag
1 ouveidnon umdpyer a priori. O mpoguIIE1PIKGG
KOOPO0C TV a priori eival o eAeiBepog KGOPOC TV
0U01¢)V, 0 KGO0G A0 TOV 0moio avtAel tnv Umap-
&1 tne n Nonon ka1 o Aéyoc jac, 0 K6oPo¢ arré tov
omoio €pyetal 1 mepi1fontn Katnyopiky Ilpoota-
11kl (kategorische Imperativ) ka1 o HOi1kég pag
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Noépocg (moralische Gezetz) [9]. O HB1kée¢ Nopocg
armoppgel arré to AGyo (KGOP0C TV VOOUHREV®YV)
KA1 epappoletal wg edeubepia otov a100nT6 KO-
opo (kGopog twv @arvopévav) [10]. O kéopog twv
QAIVOPEV®VY UTIOKEITAL 0TIV aVAYyKA10T1TA, EVE O
KOOP0C TV VOOUREvmy otnv eAeubepia. EAeube-
piaeival i ogpmpa&n tneAoyikigpac BodAnong e
tov HO1k6 pag Nopo ka1 n iny1] rpoéAeuong autiig
TNng autovopiag eival o a priori KGOPOG TWV OUOI-
@V, [11] 0 K6010C TV VOOUREV®Y, 0 K6O10G OTIOU,
onwe mpoavaPeépbnke, «undpyel» ka1 o Oedc we a
priori I6€a kau Adoyiké aitnua [12]. Me dAAa Adyia
0 Bcdc €ykeital 0TOV KGO0 TWV VOOUHEVWOV MG
n01k4¢ vopobgtnge, dixwe kapia avdpeién otov K-
O[O T®WV QAIVOREV®Y. AUTH 1) AIIO0AP1 V1ot €ival
oAU onpavtiky, Kabog otepel and tov Kavt tnv
d81kn «etirE€TO» TOU dBeou. O Bede, we altnpa tou
ITpaktirkoy Adyou, oAomoinuiky I6éa ka1 arpo-
0€YY10T0C YVWOTIKA, UIIAPXEl OTOV KOOPO TV
VOOUPEV®V Kal oUuyyeveUel pe t1) 81Kk1 pag Aoyiky
HO1k1 a priori. I't’ auté ka1 otnv Kp1t1kY tne Opn-
okeiag vou (H Gpnoxreia evidg twv opiwv tov Adyov
ratr uovo, Die Religion innerhalb der Grenzen der
bloflen Vernunft, 1793) 6ev otepei to Ol and tnv
ExkAnoia, aAAd katnyopel tnv jin owoty «S1axei-
p101)» ToU g0y amd Toug EKKAN 0100 TIKOUC TAyoUc,.
«®pnoxkeia» yia tov Kavt efval pévo n Adoyikr mi-
otn, 1 €AAdoyn nOiky oUpIEPIPOPd, KAl 0 OKOIIGG
tneeival akp1fden n01ky feAtioon tou avOpamou.
H H61xk1 eivau exeivn mou odnyei oty Opnoxkeia, K1
auty S1eupyvel rmpoc tnv I6€a evog nO1koT vopobE-
T1), 0TOU o110i0U T1) foUANoT 0 OKOMIGC TOU KOOHOU
eival o 1610¢ we 1 n01K1Y tedeiwon tou avOpomou
[13]. Zkomdc Tou ekKAN0100TIKOU Ag1toupyou efval
1) n01K1] IPOKOMT] TOU OIPVIOU K1 GY1 6rroia GAAn
Spaotnpidenra. ITio amdd n Bpnokeia mapdyetal
a6 v HO1k1] ka1 6x1 1 n61kr] and tn Opnokeia
[14]. O Xp1ot1avioudg jie T 0€1pd Tou mapouoidde-
Ta1 amd ToV KPITIKG P1AG00Po m¢ 1] dKpme NiKn
Opnokeia mou utidpyel, apkel 1 Aeitoupyia tou va
€ykertal oty opO1] mapouoiaorn tou ol otig oU-
ve1drjoelg Twv avOpdnmv we nbi1koy pubpioty.
KAeivovtac Oa rmoupe 6t1 0 Kavt oagdg kal Sev
1tav BeoAdyoc y1’ auto Kal Sev meEPIPEVOULIE VA OU-
vtaxOel pe tnv xpiotiaviky Soypatikiy 616aoka-
Afa. Mia téroia a&iowon Oa rfjtav mapdAoyn, otpa-
TEUPEVT), QVTIEMOTNHOVIKI] KAl KOVTOPOaApun.
Autd dpwg ou Sev mpénel va mapafAémoupe eival
6t1 oto mAaiolo tng nOikric tou Pi1Aocopiag eival
ka0’ 6Aa «€vBeog», Aertoupydg tng nOikig Ka1 tou
avBp@dmvou Adyou ev yével. Ynootnpiloupe Aol-
GV GT1 1) KAvT1avy ¢1A000Qia 0apaC Kal emTPEnel
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tnv napén tou OeoU (-fotw Kol we S1apopetiky,
un vnepPatiky-), eved o HO1k6¢ Népog mmou mpoxk G-
mtel amd tn Aoyiky autovopia tng ouveidnong 63-
vatal va pac Oupider tnv diYxwe oxompdtnta Kal
a&op100ia 61k 11pdn, tnv Gviwe eAedbepn ka1
mnyaia, Tt pn votepofoudn Sndady Spdom, tnv
o100 Ka1 0 X p10T1AVIKGG IPOOMITIKGE Bede emKpo-
tel ka1 euloyel. [ |
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