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Abstract

As we know, one of thmost important theories concerning the relation
between religion and Morality belongs to Immanuel Kathis paper,

after presenting some of the outstanding ideas on the relation between
religion and moralitylnfirswetage, hit r oduce Kant ds
distinction between revealed religion and historical religion and his
interpretation of religion makes it difficult to find his own creative view.
Finally it will be known that the relation between Kantian morality and
revealed religias a norhistorical one; they are two distinguished things
and have no same origin. But through rational interpretation of revealed
religion they could be compatible. But if his morality examined by the
religion of they would be dual, each one has atepdgin and finally,

the religion of practical reason would be depended on morality. In kants
opus postumum, God is the same as practical reason and moral perfection
and real happiness which is the prefect manifestation of practical reason
in phenomenatealm, could be achieved in the moral commonwealth
society.
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The relationship betweegligion and ethics has long been the subject of
debate among scholars, including philosophers of religion and morals, and
still continues. These scholars usually examine the relationship between
religion and morals from two perspectives: "historicatemdifec”, that

is, the realized relationship in the outside world, and “tbgicadtical”,

that is, the possible logical relationship. From a "ldwgoaétical” point

of view, different views on the relationship between religion and morals
have bee presented by thinkers. In this article, in order to determine
Kant's position comparing to the theories on the relationship between
religion and morals, after a brief reference to the background of the
discussiorfjrst the most important theories on th&tionship between
religion and morals have been explored. Then, by combining those
theories and divisions, we have presented a comprehensive formulation of
the relationship between religion and morals. This reveals where Kant's
position lies in thisdsion.

It is true that it is difficult to determine Kant's view because of the
distinction he makes between revealed religion and his own definition of
religion. But by applying Kant's position to a comprehensive formulation
of the relationship between mality and religion, it becomes clear that
Kant's position can be applied and measured from two perspectives. In
other words, if the relationship between morality and revealed religion is
considered by Kant, according to our new and comprehensive
formulaton, it must be said that first of all, the relationship between
morality and revealed religion is-h@torical. Secondly, it has a duality
(contrast theory). Because Kant's moral philosophy is based on autonomy.
Thirdly, they are independent of eachraotheerms of origin and are not
related in this respect. Fourth, based on the possibility of rational
interpretation of all the contents of the revealed religion, there is the
possibility of general compatibility. But as far as the relation of morality
with the religion of practical reason (natural religion) is our concern, we
can say that firstly, the relation between these two -isistanical;
Secondly, they are dual; thirdly, they have a same origin and have no
independent origin, and in this respgbey are related to each other.
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Fourthly, religion is dependent to morality. Fifth, this dependence is
practical in terms of reason.

Moreover, according to the doctrine stated in kants opus postumum,
his moral system is a religious system in disguide hasits origins in
the world of nomenclature and rational essence and its emergence and
manifestation is in the world of phenomena; A world whose creator is, on
the one hand, a theorist, and on the other, a god who is the same as
practical reason. In shiaspect of his theory, a kind of internal
incompatibility is evident; The incompatibility is the emergence of a
conflict between the rational system and individual moral freedom, or
between Wolfe rationalism and pious individualism.

From this, it can beoacluded that Kant did not contradict his claim
that morality is independent of religion, and at the same time that this
independent morality ultimately leads to religion. Where Kant emphasizes
moral independence from religion, he means historical aladorgve
religion. Because in Kant's moral system, man is an autonomous being and
due to the existence of elements prior to experience in his identification
system, is capable to issue moral judgments in the form of\arjiteori
propositions which are lidchand binding at all time and places and for
every person. Where Kant says:=feeifded morality necessarily and
inevitably leads to religion, he means the religion of practical reason, not
the religion of history and revelation. Thus, by recognizihg an
determining the meaning of the word "religion” in Kant's two -above
mentioned claims, the apparent conflict is eliminated and they can be
combined with each other.
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