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The key to understanding Kant's doctrine of things in themselves and appearances is Kant's theory
of the divine intuitive intellect. This theory is surprisingly similar to some of the accounts developed
by his scholastic predecessors, such as Thomas Aquinas. This holds in particular with regard to
Kant's thesis that divine cognition operates on the basis of ideas, albeit not in the technical sense
of ideas as concepts of reason dominant, for example, in the "Critique of Pure Reason". Aquinas's
original theory had been the object of both intense and illuminating controversies revolving around
this very issue at least since Aquinas gave it its most influential formulation in the "Summa
Theologiae". Kant's reading of the idea-thesis is highly original since he claims that God, in
contrast to humans, knows things as they are in themselves. Hence, drawing on this reading is a
useful device for clarifying a number of doctrines at the very heart of transcendental idealism.
Given this background, the importance of the 3rd antinomy for his theory of things in themselves
and appearances can be understood in a better way. Clearly, Kant in his solution to the 3rd
antinomy briefly alludes to his theory of the divine intellect and the indirect realism involved in his
cognition of objects. The point is that a divine intellect grasps an object via a corresponding idea.
In Kant, therefore, there is something like a counterpart of each noumenal agent, namely the idea
of these agents, and these ideas, as purely intentional objects, are objects in a different sense to
that of noumenal agents. Hence, even if noumenal agents form composite wholes with
appearances (in which case the two aspect model applies) the merely intentional or ideational
counterparts of these agents do not (in which case the two world model applies). Hence, both
models can apply at the same time. Moreover, even though one could think the reconciliation of
the models works only in the special case of free rational agents, nothing prevents us from
applying this solution to the general case. It does not matter that the in-itself-component can be of
a different nature in case of rational agents nor that there may only be one thing in itself covering




all these cases. There still is a merely intentional counterpart of this component.
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Kant's two models of the distinction between things in themselves and appearances and the solution of the third antinomy
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The key to understanding Kant’ s doctrine of things in themselves and appearances is Kant’ s theory of the divine intuitive intellect.
This theory is surprisingly similar to some of the accounts developed by his scholastic predecessors, such as Thomas Aquinas. This
holds in particular with regard to Kant' s thesis that divine cognition operates on the basis of ideas, albeit not in the technical sense
of ideas as concepts of reason dominant, for example, in the “Critique of Pure Reason”. Aquinas’ s original theory had been the
object of both intense and illuminating controversies revolving around this very issue at least since Aquinas gave it its most influential
formulation in the “Summa Theologiae”. Kant’ s reading of the idea—thesis is highly original since he claims that God, in contrast to
humans, knows things as they are in themselves. Hence, drawing on this reading is a useful device for clarifying a number of doctrines
at the very heart of transcendental idealism.

Given this background, the importance of the 3rd antinomy for his theory of things in themselves and appearances can be understood
in a better way. Clearly, Kant in his solution to the 3rd antinomy briefly alludes to his theory of the divine intellect and the indirect
realism involved in his cognition of objects. The point is that a divine intellect grasps an object via a corresponding idea. In Kant,
therefore, there is something like a counterpart of each noumenal agent, namely the idea of these agents, and these ideas, as purely
intentional objects, are objects in a different sense to that of noumenal agents. Hence, even if houmenal agents form composite
wholes with appearances (in which case the two aspect model applies) the merely intentional or ideational counterparts of these
agents do not (in which case the two world model applies). Hence, both models can apply at the same time. Moreover, even though
one could think the reconciliation of the models works only in the special case of free rational agents, nothing prevents us from
applying this solution to the general case. It does not matter that the in—itself-component can be of a different nature in case of
rational agents nor that there may only be one thing in itself covering all these cases. There still is a merely intentional counterpart of
this component.
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