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A B S T R A C T

To understand Kant's transcendental deduction of categories we must 
distinguish between Kant's strategy foe constructing such a deduction 
and the manner in which this strategy is executed. I argue that both 
versions of the deduction contain similar strategies in which categories 
are identified with transcendental conditions of experience. Where the 
versions differ substantially is in the manner Kant executes the various 
stages of this strategy. It is pointed out, for instance, that in the ob
jective deduction in A Kant introduces 'understanding' as a defined 
term (A119), whereas in B Kant postulates understanding as the funda
mental activity of synthesis in terms of which he formulates the argu
ments of each stage of the deduction. Once the distinction between 
strategy and execution is accepted, much of Vaihinger's evidence for 
the "patchwork thesis" dissolves. But I also argue that in neither ver
sion of the deduction does Kant execute the identificatory strategy with 
convincing success.
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Kant's Transcendental Deductions: An Outline of 
Their Strategy and Execution

I. Introduction: The Problem of Strategy
Failure to understand Kant's strategy for constructing a transcenden

tal deduction of categories has led to extravagant theses about the com
position of the deduction chapter in A. 1 Following Adickes, who found 
no less than seven deductions in this chapter alone, Vaihinger argued 
that the chapter is a loose collection of inconsistent thoughts lacking 
"internal interpenetration and unity" that Kant wrote at different times 
during the arduous development of the Critique. ̂  No one, of course, 
would deny that the deduction in A is composed of (perhaps inconsistent) 
ideas developed by Kant in various stages from 1772 to 1781. But Vai
hinger never addressed the question whether there might be an overall 
plan that would have dictated at least the organization of the strands of 
the argument he identified. It would seem prima facie likely that Kant 
would have executed a general strategy for constructing a transcenden
tal deduction in putting together for publication those materials com
posed during the Critique* s development. If this is the case, then the 
deduction in A is not merely a random patchwork, even though, as it 
will turn out, the materials used to execute the strategy were not per
fectly suited for the task.

But what this strategy is has been a topic of dispute even among those

ll. e., in the first edition of the Critique of Pure Reason, trans. Nor
man Kemp Smith (London: Macmillan & Ch., 1963). Standard procedure 
in designating the first edition and its pagination by 'A' and the second 
edition and its pagination by 'B' will be followed throughout. Page ref
erences to the Critique will appear in the text.
^Hans Vaihinger, "The Transcendental Deduction of the Categories*in 

the First Edition of the Critique of Pure Reason, " trans. Moltke S. 
Gram, in Kant: Disputed Questions, ed. Moltke S. Gram (Chicago: 
Quadrangle Books, 1967), pp. 21 -61. See also N. Kemp Smith, A Com
mentary to Kant's 'Critique of Pure Reason* (New York: Humanities 
Press, 1962), pp. 203-234.
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scholars who maintain that the deduction chapter in A presents an iden
tifiable argument. It seems unlikely that Kant would have conceived of 
the deduction as a straightforward piece of deductive reasoning ®*3fctual 
support for this interpretation is difficult to find. Robert Paul Wolff, 
for instance, is forced to accept a "modified version" of the patchwork 
thesis in which he (i) transforms the temporal strata identified by Vai- 
hinger into logical phases of the deduction, 3 and (ii) interprets each 
phase as containing a different deductive version of the argument. But 
where the patchwork thesis refuses even to look for a strategy, the de
ductive interpretation cannot do justice to its complexity or, as in 
Wolff's case, to the unity of the text.

Yet without knowing this strategy, one cannot assess the validity of 
either version of the deduction. More particularly, one cannot deter
mine whether in B Kant effects substantial changes in the logical struc
ture of the argument or, as he himself thought, merely changes in the 
manner of presenting essentially the same argument. I shall show that 
there is a sense in which we can say that Kant makes substantial changes 
within the same argument. We can say this because Kant employs one 
and the same strategy for constructing a deduction of categories in both 
editions ofthe Critique. Where the versions of the deduction differ sub
stantially is in the execution of this strategy. Its execution in A, how
ever, is hopelessly confused, and this confusion is one reason why Kant 
sought a simpler execution in B. This simpler execution is principally 
accomplished through the logical technique of making a term formerly 
introduced by definition a basic --in effect, a primitive, though inter
preted -- term of the new deduction. This term is the conceptof under
standing. Nonetheless, we shall discover that the logical elegance of 
the B deduction sacrifices intelligibility regarding the mental apparatus 
which underlies the application of categories to sensibility. Thus I 
shall argue that both versions of the deduction are unsatisfactory.

II The General Strategy of a Transcendental Deduction, 4

^R. P. Wolff, Kant's Theory of Mental Activity (Cambridge, Mass.: 
Harvard University Press, 1963), pp. 83-84, 103.

4We may assume that the transcendental deduction has parts which 
maybe expressed deductively. T. E. Wilke r son has raised the ques
tion whether the inferences that constitute a transcendental argument 
are logically necessary or, in some special sense, synthetically nec
essary; see his "Transcendental Arguments, " Philosophical Quarterly 
(Vol. 20, 1970, pp. 200-212). Of course we may preserve the deduc-
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A. In the transcendental deduction Kant proposes to prove the a 
priori objective validity of the categories with the restriction that this 
validity holds only for appearances. Appearances are what is given in 
an empirical intuition. In the Aesthetic (vide the Fourth Paralogism in 
A) Kant argues that from a transcendental perspective appearances are 
not things in themselves but representations in the mind. This is so 
because the space and time in which appearances are given, according 
to Kant, must exist a priori in the mind as conditions of sensibility 
(A26^B42). Objects could appear to us as they are in themselves only 
if space and time were characteristics of objects as things in themsel
ves. But all representations must be representations of something; 
thus we must be able to think something as an object for the spatio- 
temporally structured appearances of our sensibility. This object 
would be an object of experience. In the deduction Kant argues that 
categories are objectively valid if and only if they are the sole condi
tions under which this object is thought (Alll).

The deduction, however, is misinterpreted if it is construed merely 
epistemologically as an argument about the limits of our knowledge or 
about the conceptual conditions of our knowledge of objects, for it is 
also an argument about the structure of a particular kind of object. In 
broadest terms this argument is (a) the experience of appearances is 
possible only if it is subject to the conditions of a transcendental syn
thesis, (b) we must think the object of experience as corresponding to 
the structure of this synthesis, for this object must be amenable to the 
modes in which our experience of it is possible;̂  therefore, (c) the 
transcendental conditions to which experience is subject are also the 
conditions for the objects that are thought in that experience. Since, 
as Kant argues, the transcendental conditions of experience must be of 
a catégorial structure, the fact that the experience of appearances must 
fall under this kind of synthesis implies that we must think objects for 
appearances as possessing catégorial structure. It follows that the

tive character of any transcendental argument that employs synthetic 
inferences by transposing that inference into a synthetically necessary, 
hypothetical proposition. But I shall not discuss the status of the pro
positions that enter into the deductions as premises. It is likely that 
Kant would have seen them as involving no more than the standard se
mantic categories, see below, p. 6.

^Kant states this point explicitly in a passage occurring in the Paral
ogisms: "We must assign to things, necessarily and a priori, all the 
properties that constitute the conditions under which alone we think 
them" (A347/B405).
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categories are objectively valid in that they are predicates of objects 
of experience. At Bl6l Kant condlud&s the deduction in B by saying, 
"...the categories are conditions of the possibility of experience, and 
are therefore valid a priori for all objects of experience" (emphasis 
added). Consequently, the problem of objectivity in the Critique is not 
simply a matter of epistemology; it is rather a problem of the meta
physical constitution of the objects we must think for appearances.^*

To prove the objective validity of categories, then, Kant must show 
that the experience of appearances would be impossible unless it were 
subject to a transcendental synthesis that is catégorial. The demon
stration of this thesis requires an especially conceived strategy.

B. Kant gives us few clues as to this strategy, and some of these 
are misleading. In sec. 12 of the Prolegomena, for instance, Kant re
fers to the argument regarding space and time as a "transcendental de
duction of these two notions." This argument, however, is a precur
sor of the transcendental expositions that occur in the B Aesthetic, and 
for this reason cannot serve as a model for the deduction of categories. 
A transcendental exposition, Kant tells us, explains how a given body 
of synthetic a priori knowledge can possess those features (B40). But 
in the Critique Kant wants to avoid granting that humans possess syn
thetic a priori knowledge by means of categories prior to the deduction 
of the categories. ̂  Nevertheless, at A87 Kant also refers to the argu
ment of the Aesthetic in the same manner. Here he distinguishes the 
deduction of categories from the Aesthetic argument only on grounds 
that a deduction of categories is indispensable, whereas geometry it
self is alone sufficient to secure the legitimacy of the concept of space. 
Since Kant does not distinguish types of arguments in the Aesthetic of 
A, the referent of A87 must be the general argument of the Aesthetic 
regarding the status of space and time.

^H. - J. de Vleeschauwer puts this point precisely in The Development 
of Kantian Thought, trans. A. R. C. Duncan (London: Thomas Nelson & 
Sons, Ltd, 1962), p. 94: "(̂ Categories} are therefore not only the ratio 
cognoscendi but at the same time their ratio fiendi or structural prin
ciple. " However, we demur de Vleeschauwer's interpretation of the B 
deduction (p. 93) insofar as we hold that in B Kant's principal aim is 
still to establish this same conclusion, vide Bl6l.
?See the Prolegomena, "Introduction, " for the distinction between the 

analytic and synthetic procedures which distinguisheèd±t»ïï$fafoodl(Slg>;gyof 
the Critique from that of the Prolegomena.
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In the Aesthetic Kant argues, "Space is nothing but the form of all 
appearances of outer sense. It is the subjective condition of sensibility 
under which alone outer intuition is possible for us" (A26/B42). In 
German this is one sentence connected by das ist. Why should showing 
space to be the form of appearances show that it is a subjective condi
tion of sensibility? The initial framework for an answer to this ques
tion is given in the introductory paragraphs of the Aesthetic (§ 1 in B), 
where Kant argues that the form of appearances "must lie ready for 
sensations a priori in the mind" (A20/B34). In this way Kant attempts 
to introduce the form of appearances as the subjective condition of sen
sibility. The problem he then sets for himself in the body of the Aes
thetic is to discover what these forms actually are, in particular, to i- 
dentify space and time with them: "In the course of this investigation it 
will be found that there are two pure forms of [appearances^..., namely 
space and time" (A22/B36).

The argument of the Aesthetic, then,is iüfentificatory: having intro
duced an appropriate notion of the form of appearance, Kant proceeds 
to identify space and time with this form. In the transcendental deduc
tion Kant argues that experience of appearances would be impossible 
unless the transcendental synthesis to which this experience is subject 
is catégorial. Similarly, this argument is identificatory: it proceeds 
by identifying categories with transcendental conditions of experience. 
But executing this argument in the deduction of categories turns out to 
be a more complicated affair than the relatively simple argument of the 
Aesthetic. Kant's strategy must involve the following stages:

Stage (1): Kant must define a notion of category independently of the 
conditions of possible experience so not to beg the question in prov
ing the identity of categories with transcendental conditions of ex
perience.
Stage (2): He must discover an argument to show that there are 
transcendental conditions of experience.® Kant's intention, in par
ticular, is to show that the experience of appearances would be im
possible unless it were conditioned by a transcendental unity of ap
perception. This stage corresponds to Kant's introduction of the 
form of appearances in the Aesthetic argument.
Stage (3): He must discover a further argument for identifying the

®A95-96: "If, therefore, we seek to discover how pure concepts of 
understanding are possible, we must enquire what arafthe a praori con
ditions upon which the possibility of experience rests. ..."
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categories as defined in Stage (1) with the transcendental conditions
of experience introduced in Stage (2). This argument constitutes
the deduction proper.
Comments. Stage (2), as I have said, corresponds to the initial 

phase of the Aesthetic argument; but Kant encounters special difficul
ties in the case of the deduction. Kant, in the first piace, must avoid 
begging any questions against a Humean analysis of experience which 
admits no transcendental conditions of experience but considers all 
conditions of experience to be merely psychological, and therefore em
pirical. Secondly, by having already introduced the term 'appearance1, 
Kant was able in the Aesthetic to introduce 'form of appearance' as a 
corollary to that notion. But no similar procedure is available for in
troducing transcendental conditions of experience. Since the notion of 
an object of experience can be justified only through the construction of 
a deduction of categories, the form of this object cannot be admitted as 
an element in the proof simply as a corollary of that notion. The intro
duction of 'appearance' is legitimate because it is tied to the concept of 
intuition (A20/B34), but the anti-sceptical claim that an object of knowl
edge is tied to our experience of appearances raises a philosophical 
quandry. Therefore, the form of an object of experience must be as
certained, if it can be ascertained at all, only through an analysis of 
the conditions of experience. This comment leads to an observation on 
the nature of a transcendental analysis of experience: In A, Kant 
seems unsure of how to proceed with this analysis, and in B, where the 
argument is worked out more successfully, he claims that its (sole) 
premise is a tautology. Thus Kant's conception of such an analysis did 
not follow one, direct line from the first, and, contrary to some con
temporary views on transcendental arguments (see fn. 4 above), Kant, 
in the end, probably would not have wanted to propose an argument 
whose premises fall under semantic categories beyond those of stand
ard logic.

Finally, regarding Stage (3), it must be noted that the identification 
of categories with conditions of experience is not as straightforward as 
the identification of space and time with the form of appearances. The 
latter simply are the forms of appearances. However, the conditions 
of experience, in falling under the transcendental unity of apperception, 
are modes of synthesis, or schematic unities, within experience, 
whereas categories are concepts. To speak precisely, Kant identifies 
categories with concepts that are necessary components of these modes. 
Nonetheless, bridging the gap between categories and conditions of ex
perience results in a nettlesome problem of accounting for the content 
of categories -- roughly, the level of synthesis that is thought by means 
of them--in a manner that would facilitate this identification.
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S ta g e s  (1) th rou gh  (3 ), h o w e v e r , do not ex h a u st th e  s tr a te g y  o f th e  
d ed u ctio n , fo r  th e y  can  sh ow  o n ly  th at i f  c a te g o r ie s  a r e  co n d itio n s  o f  
p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e , thœyrare o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid . T h is  le a v e s  open  th e  
p o s s ib i l i t y  th at th e  c a te g o r ie s  m a y  be v a lid  in  so m e  o th e r  w ay fo r  
th in g s  in  t h e m s e lv e s .  9 S in ce  K ant w an ts to r e s t r ic t  th e  v a lid ity  o f th e  
c a te g o r ie s  to o b je c ts  o f e x p e r ie n c e , he a ls o  m u s t  sh ow  th at if  the c a t e 
g o r ie s  a r e  n ot c o n d itio n s  o f p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e , th ey  a r e  not o b je c 
t iv e ly  v a lid . T hat i s ,  K ant m u s t  sh ow  th at th e  o b je c tiv e  v a lid ity  o f  th e  
c a te g o r ie s  i s  eq u iv a le n t to th e ir  b ein g  co n d itio n s  o f  e x p e r ie n c e .  One 
w ay o f d oing  th is  w ould  be through  an a d d itio n a l s ta g e :

S tag e  (4): K ant m ig h t a rg u e  th at no o th e r  d ed u ctio n  o f c a te g o r ie s  i s
p o s s ib le  u n le s s  it  p r o c e e d s  th rou gh  S ta g e s  (1) -  (3 ).

In A  K ant p la c e s  th is  m e t a -c la im  a t th e end  o f th e  d ed u ctio n  ch a p ter; he  
e n t it le s  i t s  f in a l p a ra g ra p h , " S u m m a ry  R e p r e se n ta tio n  o f th e  C o r r e c t 
n e s s  o f th is  D e d u c t io n .. .  and o f i t s  b e in g  the o n ly  D ed u ctio n  p o s s ib le "
(A 128, e m p h a s is  a d d ed ). In B , h o w e v e r , K ant e x e c u te s  S ta g e s  (1) and
(3) in  su ch  a w ay th at th e  r e s tr ic t io n  o f c a te g o r ie s  to o b je c ts  o f e x p e r i 
e n c e  can  be o b ta in ed  a s  a c o r o lla r y  o f th e  in it ia l  s ta g e s  o f the d ed u ction  
( s e e  b e lo w , P a r t  V . B ).

T he p r in c ip a l sectionscsif the A n a ly tic  o f C on cep ts  in  A n e a tly  f a l l  in to  
th e s e  in it ia l  th r ee  s t a g e s .  T hus s e c t io n  3 of th e ch a p ter  on th e "clu e"  
to d is c o v e r in g  c a t e g o r ie s ,  th e s o - c a l l e d  m e ta p h y s ic a l  d ed u ctio n , f u l 
f i l l s  S tag e  (1 ). C o r r esp o n d in g ly , s e c t io n  2 o f th e  d ed u ctio n  ch a p ter  i t 
s e l f ,  w h ich  co n ta in s  the th e o r y  o f  th e  th r e e - fo ld  s y n th e s is ,  fu lf i l l s  
S tag e  (2 ), and th e d ed u ctio n  p r o p e r  ta k e s  p la c e  w h ere  K ant in d ic a te s ,  
in  s e c t io n  3 of th a t c h a p te r . K ant a ck n o w led g es  th e  id e n t if ic a to r y  n a 
tu r e  o f h is  a rg u m en t w h ere  w e w ou ld  e x p e c t h im : in  su b se c t io n  4 o f  
s e c t io n  2 , the* " P r e lim in a r y  E x p la n a tio n  o f th e P o s s ib i l i t y  of th e  C a te -

9 lt  i s  in te r e s t in g  to n ote  th at th e  A e s th e t ic  a rg u m en t, l ik e w is e ,  h as  
b ee n  c r it ic iz e d  fo r  fa i l in g  to sh ow  th at sp a c e  and t im e  a r e  not a ls o  p r o 
p e r t ie s  o f th in g s  in  t h e m s e lv e s .  F o r  d is c u s s io n s  o f th is  c r i t i c i s m , s e e  
K em p S m ith , C o m m en ta ry , p p . 1 1 3 -1 1 4 , and H en ry  E . A ll is o n , T he  
K an t- E b erh a rd  C o n tr o v e r sy  (B a lt im o r e :  Johnsîffippkins U n iv e r s ity  
P r e s s ,  1973), pp . 3 4 -3 6 . A ll is o n  d efen d s th e A e s th e t ic  a rg u m en t in  "T he  
N o n -s p a t ia l ity  o f T h in g s in T h e m s e lv e s  fo r  K a n t,"  J ou rn a l of th e H i s 
to r y  o f P h ilo so p h y  (V o l. XIY , 1976). H o w e v e r , it  sh ou ld  b e c te a r  th at  
in  th e c a s e  o f th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  o f c a t e g o r ie s ,  K ant cou ld  n ot  
a v a il  h im s e l f  o f  th e  sa m e  kind o f a rg u m en t that A ll is o n  d e v e lo p s  in  d e 
fen d in g  th e A e s t h e t ic 's  r e s tr ic t io n  o f sp a c e  and t im e  to  a p p e a r a n c e s .
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g o r i e s . . .  ", w hich  fu n c tio n s  a s  a tr a n s it io n  b etw een  S ta g e s  (2) and (3 ). 
K ant w r it e s ,

The a p r io r i  co n d itio n s  o f a p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e  in  g e n e r a l a r e  
at th e sa m e  t im e  c o n d itio n s  o f th e  p o s s ib i l i t y  o f o b je c ts  o f e x 
p e r ie n c e .  Nhw I m a in ta in  th at th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  . . a r e  n oth ing  but 
the c o n d itio n s  o f thought in  a p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e . . . .  T h is  i s  
e x a c t ly  w hat w e d e s ir e d  to p ro v e  (A 11 1 ).

T he HfMBt se n te n c e  d o e s  n o t in d ic a te  a c o m p le ted  arg u m en t; ra th er  i t  in 
d ic a te s  a ta sk  to be c o m p le te d . In P a r ts  Ht & IV, I s h a l l  ex a m in e  
K an t's e x e c u tio n  o f S ta g e s  (1) th rou gh  (3) in  A . In P a r t  V , I sh a ll  a r 
gue th at in  B K ant r e ta in s  th e sa m e  id e n t if ic a to r y  s tr a te g y  but r a d i
c a l ly  a lt e r s  the e x e c u tio n  o f e a c h  of th e se  s t a g e s .  H o w ev er , I sh a ll  
a rg u e  a ls o  th at th e d ed u ctio n  s t i l l  d o e s  not c o n s titu te  a s u c c e s s f u l  a r 
gu m en t.

HI. S ta g e s  (1) and (2) in  A  

A . S tag e  (1): T he D efin it io n  o f 'C a teg o ry '
K an t's  m o v e  fr o m  the ta b le  of ju d g m en ts  to th e  ta b le  o f c a te g o r ie s  is 

i s  one of th e  m o s t  n o to r io u s ly  o b sc u r e  m o v e s  in  the C r it iq u e . F o r  ou r  
p u r p o se s  w e m a y  se p a r a te  th e  in it ia l  f iv e  p a ra g ra p h s of s e c t io n  3 (§ 10 
in  B ), w h ere  K ant in tr o d u c e s  the in te r r e la te d  c o n c e p ts  o f  im a g in a tio n , 
s y n t h e s is ,  and c a té g o r ia l  u n ity , fr o m  the ta b le  o f c a t e g o r ie s .  T he f o r 
m e r  i s  p iv o ta l fo r  th e  d ed u ctio n  in  A . U n fo r tu n a te ly , th e  d is c u s s io n  
la c k s  p r e c is io n :  s y n t h e s is ,  fo r  in s ta n c e , i s  in tro d u ced  by m e a n s  o f a 
m eta p h o r  (A 7 7 /B 1 0 3 ) . N e v e r t h e le s s ,  a c le a r  co n cep tio n  o f th e d if f e r 
ent c o n n e c tio n s  b etw een  s y n th e s is  and im a g in a tio n  and s y n th e s is  and  
u n d ersta n d in g  d o e s  e m e r g e  (A 7 8 /B 1 0 3 ) . " S y n th es is  in  g e n e r a l ,"  K ant 
t e l l s  u s ,  " is  a m e r e  r e s u lt  o f the p o w er  o f im a g in a tio n , a b lin d  but in -  
dispensâÜaQte fu n c tio n  of th e  so u l. " U n d ersta n d in g , on th e o th er  hand, i»; 
sa id  "to b r in g  th is  s y n th e s is  to c o n c e p ts . " V a ih in g er  and o th e r s  h av e  
ch a rg ed  K an t's n otio n  o f  s y n th e s is  in  A w ith  a m b ig u ity  in  b ein g  s o m e 
t im e s  tr e a te d  a s  a fu n ctio n  o f im a g in a tio n  and th en  a ga in  a s  a fu n ctio n  
of u n d ersta n d in g . ^® In fa c t , K an t's p o s it io n  in  A  i s  u n a m b igu o u sly  th at

10In G ra m , pp. 3 3 -3 4 . The p a s s a g e s  in  w h ich  K ant a lle g e d ly  a s s ig n s  
s y n th e s is  to u n d ersta n d in g  a r e  A 77  and A 9 7 -9 8 . The s im p le s t  r e s p o n s e  
i s  to d eny th e  c la im  m a d e  by K an t's c r i t i c s .  In All  K ant s a y s  m e r e ly  
th at "the sp o n ta n e ity  of our thought r e q u ir e s  th at [th e  m a n ifo ld  o f p u re  
in tu itio n  be s y n th e s iz e d }  . " T h is  i s  co m p a tib le  w ith  th e  th e s is  th at a
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s y n th e s is  i s  a fu n ctio n  of im a g in a tio n . U n d ersta n d in g  su p p lie s  c o n 
c e p ts  by w hich  w e c o n c e iv e  in a u n ified  c o n s c io u s n e s s  th e  p a r t ic u la r  
k ind  o f s y n th e s is  th at h as b een  e ffe c te d  by im a g in a tio n .

L e t u s c o n s id e r  an  e x a m p le . Im a g in a tio n  is  th e fa c u lty  o f c r e a t in g  
an im a g e  o f an o b je c t th at i s  n ot p r e s e n t  (B 1 5 1 ). S y n th e s is  a r i s e s  w hen  
th e  co m p o n en ts of su ch  an im a g e  a r e  c r e a te d  by im a g in a tio n  in  c o n n e c 
tion  w ith  one a n o th er . In  p e r c e iv in g  a h o u se  w e m a y  s e e  o n ly  th e fro n t, 
y e t  w e m u s t  im a g in e  s id e s  and a b ack  in  o r d e r  to ap p ly  th e  c o n c ep t o f 
h o u se  to  w hat w e p e r c e iv e .  T h is  c o n cep t s p e c i f ie s  th e  s y n th e s is  a s  a 
p a r t ic u la r  k ind and so  a s  b e lo n g in g  to a p a r t ic u la r  k ind o f o b je c t .

B ut th e  s y n th e s is  in v o lv ed  in  th e r e c o g n it io n  of a h o u se  i s  m e r e ly  
e m p ir ic a l .  In the A e s th e t ic  K ant had in tro d u ced  a m a n ifo ld  of p u re  in 
tu itio n  a s  p art o f hum an cog n itio n ; thus th e re  m u s t  be a ls o  a p u r e , o r  
tr a n sc e n d e n ta l, s y n th e s is  o f th is  m a n ifo ld . K ant s a y s ,  " T r a n sc e n d en 
ta l lo g ic .  . .h a s  ly in g  b e fo r e  i t  a m a n ifo ld  o f a p r io r i  s e n s ib i l i ty ,  p r e 
se n te d  by tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a e s th e t ic ,  a s  m a te r ia l  fo r  th e  c o n c ep ts  ofipure  
u n d erstan d in g"  (A 76-? ? /B 1 02 ). T he c o n c ep ts  "w hich  g iv e  u n ity  to th is  
p u re s y n t h e s is ,  and w hich  c o n s is t  s o le ly  in  the r e p r e se n ta t io n  of th is  
n e c e s s a r y  sy n th e tic  unity" a r e  c a t e g o r ie s  (A 7 9 /B 1 0 4 ) . T h e se  c o n c e p ts ,  
th en , s p e c ify  th e  s y n th e s is  of th e p u re m a n ifo ld  a s  a p a r t ic u la r  k in d . 
C o n seq u en tly , we m a y  d efin e  a c a te g o r y  a s  a c o n cep t th at r e p r e s e n ts  
a k ind  of sy n th e tic  u n ity  to be found in  th e s y n th e s is  o f th e  m a n ifo ld  o f 
p u re in tu itio n . T h is  d e fin it io n  m a y  a p p ea r  to  b eg  the quetetion by d e f in 
ing 'ca teg ory *  in  t e r m s  o f the sy n th e tic  co n d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e . H ow 
e v e r ,  th is  i s  n ot th e  c a s e ,  fo r  Kant h a s  s t i l l  to sh ow  th at th e  sy n th e tic  
u n it ie s  r e p r e s e n te d  b y  c a te g o r ie s  a r e  in d eed  co n d itio n s  o f any p o s s ib le  
e x p e r ie n c e  and th at th e y  a r e  r e q u ir e d  fo r  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p 
p e r c e p tio n  w ith  whibaie s tr u c tu r e  th e c a te g o r ie s  a r e  id e n tif ie d . Elatai*- 
l is h in g  th e s e  t h e s e s  i s  a m a tte r  fo r  th e  d ed u ction  p ro p er : s e e  e s p e 
c ia l ly  th e  o b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  of A (b e lo w , P a r t  IV ).

A cc o rd in g  to  th is  d e f in it io n , c a te g o r ie s  p o s s e s s  a co n ten t th rou gh

s y n th e s is  e ffe c te d  by im a g in a tio n  i s  a n e c e s s a r y  con d itio n  o f th e sp o n 
ta n e ity  o f u n d ersta n d in g , w h ich  o n ly  th en  a p p lie s  a co n cep t to  th at sy n 
t h e s i s .  C on cep ts  r e q u ir e  so m e th in g  to  w hich  th e y  a p p ly . In A 97 K ant 
c la im s  th at sp o n ta n e ity  " is the ground  o f a th r e e fo ld  s y n t h e s is .  " T h is  
s ta te m e n t m a y  m ea n  n oth ing  m o r e  than th at s y n th e s is  i s  a "blind" fu n c 
tio n  th at m u s t  b e  "guided" th rou gh ou t by a sp o n ta n eo u s u n d ersta n d in g . 
But th e v a g u e n e s s  o f th is  p a s s a g e  l i e s  n ot o n ly  w ith  th e w ord  'grou n d '; 
in  III. B w e s h a ll  s e e  th at th e  n otion  of th e " th reefo ld  sy n th e s is"  i t s e l f  
i s  h ig h ly  s u s p e c t .
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w hich  th ey  r e p r e s e n t  th e  u n ity  o f a p a r t ic u la r  k in d  o f p u re s y n t h e s is .  
K ant m a in ta in s  th is  d e fin it io n  c o n s is te n t ly  th rou gh ou t th e d ed u ctio n  in  
A . A t A 1 1 9 , in  r e h e a r s in g  th e  d e fin it io n  o f 'c a te g o r y ' in  te r m s  o f th e  
c o n c lu s io n  o f th e  o b je c tiv e  d ed u ctio n , K ant s a y s  th at c a te g o r ie s  " co n 
ta in  th e  n e c e s s a r y  u n ity  o f th e  p u re s y n th e s is  o f th e  im a g in a tio n  in  r e 
sp e c t  of a ll  p o s s ib le  a p p e a r a n c e s ,"  and a t A 125 h e  im p lie s  th at th e  f o r 
m a l u n ity  in  th e tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s y n th e s is  of im a g in a tio n  i s  c o n c e p tu a l
iz e d  th rou gh  c a t e g o r ie s .

N o te . It i s  n ot e x a c t ly  c le a r  w hat K ant in ten d s to a c c o m p lis h  in  th e  
m e ta p h y s ic a l  d ed u ctio n . H is  c h a r a c te r iz a t io n s  o f i t s  p u rp o se  ran ge  
fr o m  sh ow in g  th e a p r io r i  o r ig in  of c a t e g o r ie s ,  th at i s ,  le g it im iz in g  a 
p o s s ib ly  a lr e a d y  g iv en  l i s t  o f c o n c ep ts  fo r  c e r ta in  th e o r e t ic a l  p u r p o se s  
in  th e c r i t i c a l  o n to lo g y  (B 1 5 9 ), to d is c o v e r in g  th at l i s t  i t s e l f  b y  d ra w 
in g  c a te g o r ie s  fr o m  fo r m s  o f ju d g m en t (A 3 2 1 /B 3 7 8 ), to p ro v in g  th e  
c o m p le te n e s s  of a l i s t  o f c a te g o r ie s  by s y s te m a t ic a l ly  in te r c o n n e c 
tin g  th em  (A 6 4 /B 8 9 ) . B ut K ant a ls o  in ten d s the a rg u m en t to  sh ow  the  
in d is p e n s a b il ity  o f c a te g o r ie s  fo r  our thought about o b je c ts  (A 8 0 /B 1 0 6 ) .  
To th is  e x ten t th e c a t e g o r ie s  w ould  be o n ly  su b je c tiv e  co n d itio n s  o f  
th ou ght, and, h e n c e , s t i l l  r e q u ir e  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ction  to  pœove  
th e ir  o b je c tiv e  v a l id ity . S in ce  a p p e a r a n c e s  ow e th e ir  e x is t e n c e  in  s e n 
s ib i l i t y  o n ly  to "the m o d e  in  w hich  w e a r e  a ffe c te d  by o b jec ts"  (A 1 9 / Î- ‘ 
B 33 ), i t  can not fo llo w  fr o m  th e co n c ep t o f a p p ea ra n ce  a lo n e  th at th e  
su b je c t iv e  co n d itio n s  of ou r th ou ght, w h ich  a r e  noh co n d itio n s  o f how  w e  
a r e  s e n s ib ly  a f fe c te d , h a v e  a p p lica tio n  to a p p ea r a n c es  ( s e e  A 8 9 ff /  
B 1 2 2 f). W ithout a d ed u ctio n  o f th e  c a te g o r ie s  w ith  r e s p e c t  to  a p p e a r 
a n c e s , w hat w e m u s t  th ink  about o b je c ts  m a y  be d is jo in te d  fr o m  our  
s e n s ib i l i ty .  T h u s, K ant d o es n o t co n fu se  in d is p e n s a b il ity  fo r  thought 
w ith  o b je c t iv e  v a l id ity . ** The s o u r c e  o f th e  p r o b le m  to  w hich  th e d e 
d u ction  i s  a d d r e s s e d  i s  the n eed  to  sh ow  th at th e su b je c tiv e  co n d itio n s

**In an o b v io u s w ay , th e d is t in c t io n  b e tw een  in d is p e n s a b il ity  and o b 
je c t iv ity  i s  a fu n c tio n  o f K a n t's  u n c o m p r o m is in g  se p a r a tio n  o f thought 
fr o m  in tu itio n . (B y  b lu rr in g  th e d is t in c t io n  b etw een  in v e s t ig a t in g  th e  
s tr u c tu r e  o f s e n s ib i l i ty  and a s c e r ta in in g  th e  p r e su p p o s it io n s  o f ou r c o n 
cep tu a l sfchem e, P .  F .  S tra w so n , fo r  in s ta n c e , e s p e c ia l ly  s e e m s  in  
d an ger  o f co n fu sin g  in d is p e n s a b il ity  w ith  o b je c tiv e  v a lid ity ; s e e  h is  In 
d iv id u a ls  (London: M eth u en  & C o .,  1959), e s p . P a r t  O ne, I , s e c .  3 . )  
N e v e r t h e le s s ,  i t  i s  u n d en ia b le  th at in  th e  m e ta p h y s ic a l  d ed u ctio n  K ant 
fa i le d  to  g ra sp  th e a c tu a l d if f ic u lt ie s  in  sh ow in g  a s e t  of co n cep ts  to be  
in d is p e n sa b le . T he s im p l is t ic  s tr a te g y  o f a lig n in g  co n c ep ts  w ith  fo r m s  
of ju d gm en t i s  to ta lly  u n con v in cin g; s e e ,  e . g .,  Jonathan  B en n ett, K an t's  
A n a ly tic  (C am b rid ge: C am b rid g e  U n iv e r s ity  P r e s s ,  1966), §§ 2 5 -2 6 .
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thought a r e  o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid  (A 8 9 -9 0 /B 1 2 2 ) . K ant d ep lo y s  th e m a s s iv e  
a p p a ra tu s o f th e  v a r io u s  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l, p r e -c o n s c io u s  m e n ta l a c t iv i 
t i e s  in  an a ttem p t to  sh ow  h ow  th e  o b je c t  w e th in k  fo r  a p p ea r a n c es  can  
be " g en erated "  in our s e n s ib i l i t y ,  (T h e n o tio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a c t iv 
ity , h o w e v e r , o c c a s io n s  d if f ic u lt ie s  fo r  th e  p r o g r a m  o f th e  d ed u ctio n , 
d if f ic u lt ie s  th at w e s h a ll  n eed  to  to u ch  upon in  th e  c o u r s e  of ou r r e c o n 
s tr u c tio n  of th e p r in c ip a l s e c t io n s  o f th e  d ed u ctio n , )
B . A  C r it ic a l  D is c u s s io n  o f S tag e  (2)

K an t's  in tro d u ctio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  a s  a n e c 
e s s a r y  co n d itio n  o f e x p e r ie n c e  m ig h t be c o n str u ed  a s  an a rg u m en t th at 
p r o c e e d s  fr o m  e x p e r ie n c e  to th e  u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n . Kant u s e s  th e  
t e r m  'ex p er ien ce*  in tw o s e n s e s  to m e a n  e ith e r  th e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f 
g iv en  s e n s a t io n s  o r  e m p ir ic a l  k n o w led g e . C e r ta in ly  K an t's a rg u m en t  
sh o w s th at e x p e r ie n c e  in  th e  f i r s t  s e n s e  c o n s t itu te s  th e  p o s s ib i l i ty  o f  
e x p e r ie n c e  in  th e  se c o n d . T h is  i s  show n on th e p s y c h o lo g ic a l  le v e l ,  
fo r  in s ta n c e , in  th e  id e n tity  o f ea ch  p h a se  of th e th r e e fo ld  s y n th e s is  
w ith  ea ch  o th er: a p p re h en sio n  in  in tu itio n , t h e  a w a r e n e s s  of s e n s a t io n ,  
i s  r e c o g n it io n  in  a co n cep t, i .  e . e m p ir ic a l  k n o w led g e . T h u s, to  p r o 
c e e d  fr o m  e x p e r ie n c e  to  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  n eed  not ab in itio  
b eg  any q u e stio n s  a g a in s t  H u m e, fo r ,  a s  an  e m p ir ic is t ,  H um e is  c o m 
m itte d  at le a s t  to  th e t h e s is  th at m an  is  s o m e t im e s  c o n s c io u s  o f g iv en  
s e n s a t io n s .  T hat m o r e  i s  in v o lv ed  in  th is  e x p e r ie n c e  than H um ecreeil- 
iz e d  w ould  s e e m  to  b e , fo r  K ant, a m a tte r  o f o n e 's  p sy c h o lo g y  o f e x 
p e r ie n c e  and tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a n a ly s i s .  But K ant s im p ly  e m p lo y s  a r i 
v a l p sy c h o lo g y  w ith ou t a d d r e s s in g  h im s e l f  to th e v a lid ity  o f H u m e's  
p sy c h o lo g y . K an t's  p r o c e d u r e , th en , i s  lo g ic a l ly  su sp e c t;  m o r e o v e r ,  
it  v io la t e s  h is  own m e th o d o lo g ic a l p r in c ip le s  of e sc h e w in g  a l l  "h yp o
th e s e s "  (A xv). H o w e v e r , a s  w e s h a ll  d is c o v e r ,  K an t's p r in c ip a l a rg u 
m e n t fo r  in tro d u c in g  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  d o es  not r e q u ir e  a 
p s y c h o lo g ic a l  b a s is .

T hat K ant e m p lo y s  th e  p sy c h o lo g y  o f N . T e te n s ' P h ilo  so  phi s c h e  V e r -  
su ch e  ü b cr  M e n sc h lic h e  N atu r und ih r e  E n tw ick lu n g  (1 7 7 6 -7 7 ) i s  now  
w e ll  know n. T e te n s  a n a ly zed  co g n itio n  in to  th r e e  e m p ir ic a l  p r o c e s s e s :  
a p p re h en sio n  in  in tu itio n , r ep ro d u c tio n  in  im a g in a tio n , and r e c o g n it io n  
i s  a c o n c ep t. In a co n fu sin g  m o v e  K ant a s s ig n s  the t i t le  " sy n th e s is"  to 
ea ch  o f th e s « , (A 97) - -  co n fu sin g  b e c a u s e  th is  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s e n s e  of s y n 
t h e s is  is  u n r e la te d  to  th e  s e n s e  o f s y n th e s is  th at i s  t ie d  to im a g in a tio n  
and w as d efin ed  in  S tag e  (1 ). T he fo r m e r  is  m e r e ly  th e  u n ity  o f a p s y 
c h o lo g ic a l  a c t iv ity , and th e r e  i s  no c o m p e llin g  r e a so n  to a s s ig n  th is  
a c t iv ity  e x c lu s iv e ly  to im a g in a tio n . T he p s y c h o lo g ic a l  s e n s e  o f ' s y n 
t h e s is '  d is c u s s e d  in  th is  s e c t io n  o f the d ed u ctio n  r e p r e s e n ts  an e x t r a 
n eo u s qse,©f th e c o n cep t th at w as not e v en  r e ta in ed  in  the d ed u ctio n  p r o -
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p er  in  A . K ant c la im s  th at th e  m e m b e r s  of th e p s y c h o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  
"point to th r e e  s u b je c t iv e  s o u r c e s  o f  k n o w led g e  w hich  m a k e p o s s ib le  
the u n d ersta n d in g  i t s e lf"  (A 97 ), but w e sh a ll  d is c o v e r ,  m o r e o v e r ,  th at 
K ant c o n fu se s  the su b je c tiv e  s o u r c e s  o f k n o w led g e  to w h ich  th e s e  p s y 
c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s e s  "point" w ith  th o s e  th at a c tu a lly  u n d e r lie  the d e 
d u ction  o f c a t e g o r ie s .

To s a y  th at K ant b eg in s  fr o m  a p sy c h o lo g y  o f e x p e r ie n c e  is  n ot to  
s a y  th at th is  p sy c h o lo g y  is  a p r e m is e  in  a d ed u ctiv e  a rg u m en t. In A , 
K ant e f fe c ts  th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a n a ly s is  o f e x p e r ie n c e  isDughly by e x 
tr a p o la tin g  fr o m  th e  m e c h a n is m s  o f an e m p ir ic a l  p sy c h o lo g y  to  t r a n s 
c en d en ta l c o n d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e  th rou gh  su p p lem en tin g  th is  p s y c h o l
o g y  w ith  fe a tu r e s  o f hum an co g n itio n  th at a lr e a d y  h a v e  b een  d e lin e a te d  
in  th e c r i t ic a l  p h ilo so p h y . T hus he a r g u e s  (A 9 9 -1 0 0 ) th at th e r e  m u s t  
be a " tra n sce n d e n ta l sy n th e s is"  o f a p p re h en s io n  in  in tu itio n  b e c a u se  (i)  
th e r e  i s ,  a s  w as sh ow n  in  the A e s th e t ic ,  a m a n ifo ld  o f p u re  in tu itio n , 
and ( ii)  s in c e  a p u re  m a n ifo ld  can n ot b e  an o b je c t  o f s e n s ib le  p e r c e p tio n ,  
i t s  s y n th e s is  m u s t  be tr a n sc e n d e n ta l. ^  T he a rg u m en t fo r  in tro d u c in g  
a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s y n th e s is  of r ep ro d u ctio n  in  im a g in a tio n , h o w ev e r , is  
p ro b a b ly  h o p e le s s ly  con fu sed : K ant a s s e r t s  (A 10 0 ), w ith  a p p a ren tly  no 
ju s t if ic a t io n , th at th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s  o f r ep ro d u ctio n  p r e s u p 
p o s e s  th at a p p e a r a n c e s  th e m s e lv e s  a r e  su b jec t to a r u le , w h ich  ru le  
ju s t i f ie s  our lo o k in g  fo r  a ground of i t s  n e c e s s i t y  in  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
co n d itio n  o f e x p e r ie n c e .  A  H um ean  m ig h t a g ru e  th at e m p ir ic a l  r e p r o 
d u ction  m a k e s  no su ch  p r e su p p o s it io n , but can  be w h o lly  red u ced  to  a  
m e r e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o p e n s ity  o f th e  hum an m in d . K ant s e e m s  on  
s u r e r  grou n d s in  the p a s s a g e  b eg in n in g: "UQ w e can  sh ow  that ev en  our  
p u r e s t  a p r io r i  in tu itio n s  y ie ld  no k n o w le d g e .. .  " (A 101). But it  i s  n ot 
c le a r  w hat r o le  e ith e r  o f th e s e  a rg u m e n ts  p la y s  in K a n t's  d ed u ctio n , 
fo r  he n e v e r  r e tu r n s  to  the tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s y n th e s is  of a p p re h en sio n , 
and he c o n tr a d ic ts  h im s e l f  on th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s ta tu s  o f r e p r o d u c tiv e  
im a g in a tio n , d e s c r ib in g  it  o n ly  a s  an  e m p ir ic a l  p r o c e s s  (A 118). In h is  
o n ly  r e fe r e n c e  to th e se  p r o c e s s e s  in  th e  d ed u ctio n  p ro p e r  (A 1 2 4 -2 5 ) , 
h e tr e a ts  th em  a s e m p ir ic a l  and th e r e fo r e  a s  m e r e ly  p sy c h o lo g ic a l .  If 
K a n t's in ten tio n  in  e n tit lin g  th e s e  p r o c e s s e s  " sy n th e se s"  w as to fo r m u 
la te  th e ir  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l c o u n ter p a r ts  in  a v o c a b u la r y  su ita b le  fo r  in t e 
g ra tin g  in to  th e  d ed u ctio n , th e  m o v e  w as o t io s e .  C le a r ly , th ou gh, w hat

l^ D ie te r  H en r ich  i s  c o r r e c t  in  p o in tin g  out th at K ant em p lo y s  th e  A e s 
th e tic  m a te r ia l  in  a s im ila r  w ay  in  i  26 o f  B; s e e  h is  "The P r o o f  S tr u c 
tu r e  o f  K a n t's  T r a n sc e n d e n ta l D ed u ctio n , " R e v ie w  of M e ta p h y s ic s  (V o l. 
XXII, 1969), p p . 6 5 5 -5 6 . A cc o rd in g  to  ou r in te r p r e ta t io n , th en , K ant 
t r a n s fe r s  th is  m a te r ia l  fr o m  S ta g e  (2 ), w h ere  w e sh a ll  s e e  th at i t  s e r v e s  
no r e a l  p u r p o se , to S tag e  (3) o f th e  d ed u ctio n  in  B .
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i s  p iv o ta l i s  th e in tro d u ctio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  fr o m  the  
p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s  o f c o n cep tu a l r e c o g n it io n .

B ut Kant a b ru p tly  and w ith out exp lan a tio n  s a y s ,  " A tlth is p oin t we 
m u s t m a k e  c le a r  to o u r s e lv e s  w hat we m ea n  by th e e x p r e s s io n  'an o b 
j e c t  o f r e p r e se n ta tio n '"  (A 10 4 ). In fa c t , K ant f a c e s  an  im p a s s e  in  th e  
e x e c u tio n  of S tag e  (2) a t th is  p o in t. K ant h a s n ot y e t  in tro d u ced  a p p ro 
p r ia te  m e c h a n is m s  a t th e  c o n cep tu a l l e v e l  that w ould  in su r e  a t r a n s i 
tio n  to  a " tra n sce n d e n ta l s y n th e s is"  of r e c o g n it io n  in  a co n c ep t. Indeed, 
w hat w ould  su ch  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s y n th e s is  be lik e ?  T he n otion  o f r e 
c o g n iz in g  an o b je c t u n d er th e  co n cep t o f o b je c t is  v a c u o u s , fo r  one r e 
c o g n iz e s  o b je c ts  by d iffe r e n tia tin g  th em  fr o m  o th er  o b je c ts .  And Kant 
i s  p ro h ib ited  by th e lo g ic  o f h is  a rg u m en t fr o m  in tro d u c in g  tr a n s c e n 
d en ta l r e c o g n it io n  a s  c o n c e iv in g  o b je c ts  u n d er  c a t e g o r ie s . In o r d e r  
not to b eg  th e q u e stio n  a t th is  p o in t, K ant m u st a vo id  a ll  m en tio n  of the  
c a te g o r ie s  w hen  in tro d u c in g  th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l co n d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e  
w ith  w h ich  c a te g o r ie s  a r e  to be id e n tif ie d  th rou gh  a s e p a r a te  a rg u m en t  
in  S tag e  (3 ). If K ant in vok ed  c a te g o r ie s  in  th e  in tro d u c tio n  of t r a n s c e n 
d en ta l a p p ercep tio n , th e  d ed u ctio n  p ro p e r  w ould  be c ir c u la r .  It i s  i -  
r o n ic , th e r e fo r e , th at V a ih in g e r , in  d ating A 1 0 4 ff a s  th e  e a r l ie s t  p a s 
sa g e  o f th e  d ed u ctio n , o b s e r v e d , q u ite  c o r r e c t ly ,  th at th e  e n t ir e  p a s 
sa g e  can  be rea d  w ith out m a k in g  r e fe r e n c e  to th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  V a ih in 
g e r  took  th is  fa c t  a s  sh ow in g  th at K ant had c o m p o sed  the s e c t io n  w hen  
h e had not y e t  r a is e d  th e p ro b le m  o f a p r io r i  c o n c e p ts . ^  But su ch  a 
t im e  n e v e r  e x is t e d  fo r  K ant. ^  If I am  c o r r e c t  about th e  s tr a te g y  of th e  
d ed u ctio n , th en  K ant m u st  p r e s e n t  an a rg u m en t at th is  p oin t th at d o es  
n ot r e fe r  to c a te g o r ie s ;  o th e r w is e  th e d ed u ctio n  b e c o m e s  c ir c u la r .  It 
fo l lo w s , to o , th at W olff i s  in c o r r e c t  in in te r p r e t in g  A 1 0 4 ff a s  a " p roof 
sk etch "  o f th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  i t s e l f ,  a sk e tc h  th at n e e d s  o n 
ly  to be f le s h e d  out b y  in te r p o la tin g  th e n otion  o f  c a te g o r y . ^

1-^In G ra m , p jp s4 3 - 4 4 . C o n cern in g  A  104ff, V a ih in g e r  c la im s ,  "Kant 
p ro b a b ly  had  th e  i n s i g h t . . . th a t  th e  'o b je c t1 o f s e n su o u s  r e p r e se n ta t io n s  
o w e s  i t s  o r ig in  to th e  u n ity  of th e  ego; but th e  in s ig h t  w as s t i l l  lak k in g  
th at th e c a te g o r ie s  a r e  the fu n c tio n s  o f u n ity  of th is  ego"; in  G ra m , p , 4 6 . 
4 6 .

“i - H

^ C o m m e n tin g  on  V a ih in g e r 's  m eth o d  o f d atin g  A 1 0 4 ff, P a to n  s a y s ,
"If th is  p a s s a g e  i s  to be so  in te r p r e te d , i t  m u s t  in d eed  h a v e  b een  w r it 
ten  e a r ly ;  i t  m u s t , in  fa c t ,  h av e  b een  c o m p o sed  in th e c r a d le . " In "Is 
the T r a n sc en d e n ta l D ed u ction  a P a tch w ork ?  " in  G ra m , p. 85 .

^  M en ta l A c t iv ity , p . 117.
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T h is d is c u s s io n  o f ’o b je c t  o f r e p r e se n ta t io n ' i s  im p o rta n t in  th e  c r i t 
i c a l  p h ilo so p h y , but K ant w as a p p a ren tly  a t a  l o s s  to  know  w h ere  and 
how  to  in c o r p o r a te  i t  in to  A . I ts  lo g ic a l  in a p p r o p r ia te n e ss  a t th is  p o in t  
i s  a t te s te d  to  b y  th e b reak d ow n  b e tw e e n  i t  and the p ro c ed u r e  o f th e  p r e 
c e d in g  tw o a r g u m e n ts . N ot o n ly  d o es  th e  c r i t ic a l  p h ilo so p h y  la c k  a 
m e a n s  o f in tro d u c in g  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l r e c o g n it io n  at th is  p oin t e v e n  if  
so m e  c a te g o r ia lly  in d ep en d en t s e n s e  cou ld  be m a d e  o f th is  n otio n , but 
e m p ir ic a l  a p p er c e p tio n  i t s e l f  i s  not a m a n ife s t  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  c o m p o 
n en t o f co n c ep tu a l r e c o g n it io n . K ant, th e r e fo r e , m u s t  in tro d u ce  both  
the e m p ir ic a l  n otio n  o f a p p er c e p tio n  a s  a com p on en t o f th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  
p r o c e s s  a s  w e ll  a s  i t s  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l c o u n terp a r t ( s e e  A 1 0 6 -7 ) .  But th e  
a rg u m en t th rou gh  A 107  d o es  n ot ev en  m a k e  th e  p r e te n s e  of sh ow in g  th at 
e m p ir ic a l  a p p er c e p tio n  i s  a com p o n en t of co n cep tu a l r e c o g n it io n , though  
K ant la te r  s e e m s  to th in k  th at he h a s  sh ow n  th is  (in  A 1 1 5 ).

N e v e r t h e le s s ,  K an t's m o tiv a tio n  fo r  in c o rp o r a tin g  th e  d is c u s s io n  at 
th is  p o in t i s  a t l e a s t  u n d ersta n d a b le , fo r  e m p ir ic a l  co n c ep ts  a r e  the  
m e a n s  b y  w h ich  w e  f i r s t  can  r e p r e s e n t  to o u r s e lv e s  an o b je c t, e . g . a 
h o u se . T he p sy c h o lo g y  h a s  i t s  p oin t: It s t r e s s e s  th e  fa c t  th at the c o n 
s c io u s n e s s  in v o lv ed  in  e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a lw a y s  th e c o n s c io u s n e s s  of an  
o b je c t , o f so m e th in g  r e p r e s e n te d  in  a c o n c ep t. B ut th e  p r o b le m  fr o m  
w h ich  th is  d is c u s s io n  a r i s e s  i s  n o t co n fin ed  s im p ly  to the l e v e l  of p s y 
ch o lo g y . Its  s o u r c e  l i e s  in  th e  p h ilo so p h ic a l p r o b le m  o f w hat i t  m e a n s  
to  s a y  th at c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a lw a y s  c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f so m e th in g . S in ce  
hum an  c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  e s s e n t ia l ly  inïmittoraÈtl and co n cep tu a l, the  
d is c u s s io n  o f 'o b je c t  of r e p r e se n ta t io n ' v i s - a - v i s  th e  c o n sc io u s  u s e  o f  
co n c ep ts  m a y  stan d  on i t s  ow n. K ant, in  fa c t , in te g r a te s  an a b b r e v i
a ted  tr e a tm e n t of th is  p ro b le m  m o r e  s u c c e s s f u l ly  in to  S tag e  (2) o f th e  
B d ed u ction  (B 1 3 7 ), w h ere  (i) he d ise n ta n g le s  th is  p ro b lem  fr o m  th at o f  
in tro d u c in g  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  a s  a co n d itio n  o f e x p e r ie n c e ,  
and ( ii)  h e  can  e lim in a te  th e  d ub ious co n cep t of the tr a n sc e n d e n ta l o b 
je c t  = x  in  te r m s  o f w h ich  h e  o r ig in a lly  fo r m u la ted  the a n sw e r  to th e  
p ro b le m  in  A  (A 109ff) - -  s e e  P a r t  V . A .

The o b s c u r ity  o f  A 1 0 4ff i s  p a r tly  ow in g  to K a n t's  d oing  tw o th in g s  at

^ T h e  p ro b le m  r a is e d  at A 104  i s  e s s e n t ia l ly  th at w h ich  K ant r a is e d  
in  th e  fa m o u s le t t e r  to  M a rcu s  H e r z  of 21 F e b r u a r y  1772. K ant w ro te ,  
"I a sk e d  m y s e l f . . .o n  w hat b a s is  r e s t s  th e  r e la t io n  to th e  o b je c t o f th at 
w h ich  in  o u r s e lv e s ,  w e c a l l  r e p r e s e n ta t io n ? "  In K ant: S e le c te d  P r e -  
C r it ic a l  W r it in g s , ed . G . B . K e r fe r d & D . E . W atford  (M a n ch ester : M an 
c h e s te r  U n iv e r s ity  P r e s s ,  1968), p . 112. H e n ce , the q u estio n  l i e s  a t  
the h e a r t  of th e  c r i t i c a l  p h ilo so p h y . D e V le e sc h a u w e r  (p . 70) c o n n e c ts  
the d is c u s s io n  o f A 1 0 4 ff w ith  the D u isb u r g *sc h e  N a c h la s s  (abou t 1775).
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on ce: on the o n e  h an d , to in tro d u ce  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p p e r c e p 
tio n  a s  a n e c e s s a r y  co n d itio n  of e x p e r ie n c e  (A 104  th rou gh  A 1 0 7 ), and , 
on th e o th e r , to  a n sw e r  th e  in it ia l  q u e stio n  r e g a r d in g  th e  m ea n in g  of  
'o b je c t  o f  r e p r e se n ta t io n ' (A 104 th rou gh  A 1 1 0 ). T he la t te r ,  w h ich  i s  
w h o lly  s u p e r se d e d  in  B , w il l  not c o n c e r n  u s h e r e . To sh ow  th at th e  
c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f an o b je c t  by m e a n s  o f  c o n c e p ts  p r e s u p p o s e s  ( i . e .  im 
p l ie s )  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  K ant c la im s  th at  
in s o fa r  a s  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  r e la te  to  an o b je c t , th e y  m u s t  c o n stitu te  a  
u n ity  th at i s  m ad e n e c e s s a r y  th rou gh  th e co n cep t o f th at o b je c t . The  
a rg u m en t th en  p r o c e e d s :  S in ce  th is  o b je c t i s  "nothing to  u s , " the u n ity  
th a t th e  co n c ep t m a k e s  n e c e s s a r y  can  be n oth ing  e l s e  than th e  fo r m a l  
u n ity  o f c o n s c io u s n e s s  in  a s y n th e s is  o f th e  g iv en  m a n ifo ld  o f in tu ition  
(A 10 5 ). T h is  fo r m a l u n ity  off c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  K ant a r g u e s , m u st be a 
tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  b e c a u se  (i) "A ll n e c e s s i t y .  . . i s  
grou nd ed  in a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l con d ition "  (A 10 6 , but u n su p p orted ), and  
(ii)  I m u s t  b e  c o n s c io u s  o f th is  grou nd  a s d ep en d in g  upon m y  a p p e r c e p 
tio n  (u n s ta te d !) . W e can n ot e v a lu a te  K a n t's  h ig h ly  c o m p r e s s e d  and  
co n v u lted  a rg u m en t h e r e  ( i t  i s  r e p la c e d  b y  a m o r e  e le g a n t a rg u m en t in  
B); ra th er ,! I w ant to e x a m in e  s e v e r a l  c o r o l la r ie s  th at a r e  r e le v a n t  to  
ou r r e c o n s tr u c t io n  o f both  v e r s io n s  o f the d ed u ctio n .

F ir s t ,  K ant a r g u e s  th a t w e a r e  d ir e c t ly  a w a r e  o f th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  o n ly  in  th e  sy n th e tic  u n ity  of the m a n ifo ld  o f rej»"*v 
p r e s e n ta t io n s  w h ich  w e e f fe c t  in  ou r e x p e r ie n c e  by m e a n s  o f  e m p ir ic a l  
c o n c ep ts  (A 10 8). B e c a u s e  K ant t ie s  th e  in tro d u c tio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
a p p er c e p tio n  in  A  to  the fa c ts  of c o n c ep tu a lly  r e p r e s e n t in g  an o b je c t ,  
tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  is  d efin ed  in it ia l ly  a s  a  con d itio n  m e r e ly  
fo r  th e u s e  o f e m p ir ic a l  c o n c ep ts  in  c o n c ep tu a liz in g  th e  o b je c t iv e , s y n 
th e tic  u n ity  in  w h ich  a p p ea r a n c es  stan d  to one a n o th er . (Any b e in g  
th at e m p lo y s  e m p ir ic a l  co n c ep ts  o v e r  the ran g e  of i t s  e x p e r ie n c e  m u s t  
p o s s e s s  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p e r c e p t io n .)  W e c o n c e p tu a liz e  th e  u n ity  o f  
a p p ea r a n c es  th rou gh  a c o h e r e n t s y s te m  o f thought th at w e a p p ro p r ia te  
a s  o u rs; h e n c e , th is  s y s te m  m u s t  b e  r e fe r r e d  to a u n ity  o f a p p ercep tio n  
and, m o r e o v e r ,  to  on e th at i s  n ot e m p ir ic a l .  (K ant c a l ls  th e  sy n th e tic  
u n ity  in  w h ich  a p p e a r a n c e s  stan d  the a ff in ity  o f the m a n ifo ld  (A 1 1 3 -1 1 4  
& A 1 2 2 ). T h is  a ff in ity  fu n ctio n s a s  th e  o b je c t iv e  c o r r e la te  in  a p p e a r 
a n c e s  of the co n cep tu a l u n ity  the c o n s c io u s n e s s  of w hich  c o n s t itu te s  the  
c o n s c io u s n e s s  o f an id e n t ic a l, n o n -e m p ir ic a l  s e l f  in  e x p e r ie n c e .)  B ut 
b e c a u s e  o f the b œ atr ic tion  to  c o n c e p ts  th at i s  b u ilt into  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
a p p er c e p tio n  a s  a r e s u lt  o f it s  m a n n er  of b ein g  in tro d u ced  in  A , K ant 
m u st exten d  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  to  in tu itio n s  in  o rd er  to e x e 
cu te  S tag e  (3 ). T h is  e x te n s io n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  p r o v id e s  
the k ey  to th e  o b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  in  A  ( s e e  P a r t  IV ), but, a s  w e s h a ll  
s e e ,  K ant tr e a t s  th e  in tro d u ctio n  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  in  su ch  
a w ay in  the B d ed u ctio n  th at h e  h as no m o r e  n eed  of ex ten d in g  it  to  in -
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tu itio n s

S ec o n d ly , th e  o b je c t iv e  v a lid ity  o f th e  s tr u c tu r e  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
a p p er c e p tio n  i s  in su r e d  th rou gh  th e u s e  o f  e m p ir ic a l  c o n c e p ts  in  e x 
p e r ie n c e .  T he p o in t i s  th at th e  s tr u c tu r e  of the o b je c t  o f e x p e r ie n c e  
can  be a s c e r ta in e d  th rou gh  an e la b o r a tio n  of th e  s tr u c tu r e  of t r a n s c e n 
d en ta l a p p ercep tio n  (v id e  A 117n  & A 1 2 2), w h ich  s tr u c tu r e  i s  show n in  
S tag e  (3) to be c a té g o r ia l .  V a ih in g er  w as e s s e n t ia l ly  c o r r e c t  w hen h e  
o b se r v e d  th at th e  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  p r o b le m  o f o b je c t iv ity  i s  " so lved "  
h e r e  w ith out r e fe r e n c e  to  c a te g o r ie s  and s im p ly  in  te r m s  o f th e  fu n c 
tio n  o f  e m p ir ic a l  c o n c e p ts  in  r e la t io n  to  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p e r c e p t io n .^  
If m y  in te r p r e ta tio n  o f  th e  s tr a te g y  o f the d ed u ctio n  i s  c o r r e c t ,  th en  
A 1 0 4 ff m u s t co n ta in  a so lu tio n  to th e  p r o b le m  o f o b je c t iv ity  th at i s  in 
d ep en d en t o f th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  I f  K ant had  a ttem p ted  to c o n str u c t  a p ro o f  
of th e  o b je c t iv e  v a l id ity  o f c a te g o r ie s  a t th is  p o in t, w h ich  w ou ld  h av e  
b een  a h o p e le s s  p r o c e d u r e , th e  id e n t if ic a to r y  s t r a te g y  o f th e  d ed u ctio n  
co u ld  be d isp e n se d  w ith; and had he not c o n str u c te d  a p ro o f o f th e  o b 
je c t iv e  v a l id ity  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  p r io r  to  e x e c u tin g  S ta g e  
(3 ), a ttem p tin g  to p ro v e  th e v a lid ity  of c a te g o r ie s  b y  id en tify in g  th em  
w ith  th e  u n ity  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  w ould  h av e  m is s e d  i t s  
m a rk . K a n t's  p r o c e d u r e , if  s u c c e s s f u l ly  e x e c u te d , w ould  sh ow  th at  
th e  su b je c t iv e  c o n d itio n s  o f u n d ersta n d in g , th e  c a t e g o r ie s ,  a re  in d eed  
o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid  ( s e e  A 8 9 /B 1 2 2 ) , fo r  th e fo r m e r  a r e  id e n t ic a l w ith  th e  
s tr u c tu r e  o f that w hich  is  o b je c t iv e ly  v a l id . We s h a ll  s e e  in  P a r t  Y .A  
th at K ant fo llo w s  the sm e  s te p s  in  e x e c u tin g  th e d ed u ctio n  in  B .

C r it ic a l  E v a lu a tio n . It i s  w e ll  know n that Kant g iv e s  d iffe re n t a c 
cou n ts of the su b je c t iv e  s o u r c e s  o f k n o w led ge: one a cco u n t in v o k e s  a 
p s y c h o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  c o n s is t in g  o f a p p reh en sio n , im a g in a tio n , and r e 
co g n itio n ; th e  o th e r  in v o k e s  an  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  c o n s is t in g  o f 
s e n s e ,  im a g in a tio n , and a p p er c e p tio n , ea ch  of w hich  h a s an e m p ir ic a l  
and tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a s p e c t  (A 94). O nly  th e tr a n sc e n d e n ta l m e c h a n is m s  
of the la t te r  tr ia d  a c tu a lly  u n d e r lie  th e d ed u ctio n  p r o p e r , though K ant 
s e e m s  to th ink th at th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  ca n  "point to" th e m e c h a 
n is m s  of th e  d ed u ctio n . T h is  a rg u m e n t, h o w e v e r , is  h o p e le s s ly  m i s 
gu id ed . I® E m p ir ic a l  a p p er c e p tio n , fo r  in s ta n c e , i s  not th e sa m e  a s

l^In  G ra m , p . 4 5 . Of c o u r s e ,  it i s  i l le g it im a te  to u s e  th is  o b s e r v a 
tio n , a s  V a ih in g e r  a ttem p ted  to do, to  ju s t ify  an e a r ly  d ate fo r  th e c o m 
p o s it io n  o f th e a rgu m en t; s e e  a ls o  a b ove  fn . 13.

l^K an t a tte m p ts  to a lig n  th e tw o tr ia d s  in  th e s o - c a l le d  T h ird  T a b le , 
A 1 1 5 . T h is  a ttem p t i s  a n o to r io u s  fa ilu r e ;  fo r  fu r th e r  c r i t ic a l  d i s c u s 
s io n s ,  s e e  V a ih in g e r , in  G ra m , pp. 5 3 -5 4  & 56; K em p S m ith , C o m m en -
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th e p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s  o f co n cep tu a l r e c o g n it io n  e v e n  i f  K a n t's  a r g u 
m e n t in  A 10 4ff cou ld  sh o w  th at it  i s  a com p on en t o f  th is  p r o c e s s ;  w hat 
i s  m o r e , a p p re h en sio n  in  in tu itio n  i s  n ot th e s a m e  a s  r e c e p t iv ity  in  
s e n s ib i l i ty  (to w h ich  a sy n o p s is   ̂ s y n th e s is  i s  su p p o sed  to c o r r e sp o n d ,  
A 97 ), and r e p r o d u c tiv e  im a g in a tio n  i s  o n ly  a s p e c if ic  fo r m  of im a g in a 
tio n  a s  th is  fa c u lty  o c c u r s  in  th e  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d . T h u s, n ot e v e n  
in  th e ir  e m p ir ic a l  a s p e c ts  do the m e m b e r s  o f th e  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  
c o r r e sp o n d  to  th e p r o c e s s e s  o f th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  tr ia d . W hat e m e r g e s  
i s  a p e r v e r te d  a rg u m en t: Kant a tte m p ts  to  in tro d u ce  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
c o u n ter p a r ts  o f m e m b e r s  of a p y s c h o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  in s te a d  o f in tro d u c in g  
the c o r r e sp o n d in g  a s p e c ts  o f the e m p ir ic a l  m e m b e r s  of th e e p is te m o 
lo g ic a l  tr ia d . A s a r e s u lt ,  K a n t's  e x e c u tio n  o f S tag e  (2) y ie ld s  t r a n s 
c en d en ta l c o u n ter p a r ts  o f th e  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s e s  th at a r e  u s e l e s s  
(at b e s t ) ,  o r  th e p s y c h o lo g ic a l  p r o c e s s  tu rn s out to  be s t r ic t ly  u n n e c e s 
s a r y  fo r  in tro d u c in g  th e tr a n sc e n d e n ta l m e m b e r  o f th e  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  
tr ia d . K a n t's  p r o p o se d  m eth o d  of e x e c u tin g  S tag e  (2) in  A  i s ,  c o n s e 
q u en tly , a fa i lu r e .  B e c a u s e  K ant w a s m is le d  in to  a cc e p tin g  T e te n s '  
p sy c h o lo g y , he fa i le d  to p ro v id e  w hat i s  r e q u ir e d  fo r  the e x e c u tio n  o f  
S tag e  (3); n a m e ly , so m e  fo r m  of ju s tify in g  th e  e m p ir ic a l  a s p e c ts  of the  
e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  in  an a cco u n t of k n o w led g e . N e v e r t h e le s s ,  th e  
to r tu ro u s  d is c u s s io n  of A 1 0 4 ff r e m a in s  r e le v a n t  fo r  th e  d ed u ctio n  p r o 
p e r , ev en  though  i t s  r e le v a n c e  l i e s  o n ly  in  i t s  r e s tr ic t e d  m a n n er  o f in 
tro d u c in g  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  and in  i t s  p ro o f o f the o b je c t iv e  
v a lid ity  o f th e  s tr u c tu r e  of th is  a p p er c e p tio n .

IV . C o m m en ts on the D ed u ctio n  in  A
In th e P r e f a c e  o f A , K ant t e l l s  u s  th at the tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  

h a s both  an o b je c t iv e  and a s u b je c t iv e  s id e  (A x v i- i i ) .  R ou gh ly , th e  o b 
je c t iv e  s id e  p r o v e s  th e v a lid ity  o f  th e  c a te g o r ie s  a s  a fa c t , w h e r e a s  the  
s u b je c t iv e  s id e  e s ta b l is h e s  th e ir  r e la t io n  to the c o g n it iv e  fa c u lt ie s  that 
a r e  n e c e s s a r y  fo r  th e ir  o b je c t iv e  e m p lo y m e n t. T he d is t in c t io n  b etw een  
th e  tw o s id e s  c o r r e s p o n d s , r e s p e c t iv e ly ,  to the d is t in c tio n  b etw een  
sh ow in g  th at and how  th e c a t e g o r ie s  a r e  o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid  ( s e e  A 5 6 /B 8 0 ) . 
It h as a lw a y s  b ee n  a s su m e d  that th e  su b je c tiv e  d ed u ctio n  o c c u r s  in  th e  
n u m b ered  s u b s e c t io n s  o f s e c t io n  2 o f the ch a p ter; h o w ev e r , if  I am  c o r 
r e c t  r eg a rd in g  th e r o le  o f th is  s e c t io n  in  th e s tr a te g y  of K an t's a r g u 
m e n t, th en  no d ed u ctio n  a t a l l  i s  tak in g  p la c e  in  th e s e  s u b s e c t io n s .  
R a th er , we sh ou ld  e x p e c t  K ant to  in vok e th e n otion  of c a te g o r y  in s e c 
tio n  3 tw ic e , ea ch  t im e  a t the c o n c lu s io n  of an a rg u m en t in  w hich  the  
c a te g o r ie s  a r e  id e n tif ie d  w ith  th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p p er c e p tio n .

ta r y , p . 228; W olff, M en ta l A c t iv ity , p . 175; and B en n ett, § 3 4 , p . 137 .
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A nd, in d eed , th is  h ap p en s at A 119  and at A 1 2 4 -1 2 5 . I w ish  to s u g g e s t  
th at th e  o b je c t iv e  s id e  o f th e  d ed u ctio n  ru n s fr o m  A 116  through  A 1 1 9 ,^  
w h ile  th e m u ch  lo n g e r  a rg u m en t fr o m  A 119 th rou gh  A 1 2 5 , b eg in n in g  
w ith  "We w ill  n ow , s ta r t in g  fr o m  b e lo w , . ,  ", c o n s t itu te s  i t s  su b je c tiv e  
s id e .  Kant c o n s id e r s  th e s e  a rg u m en ts  to be "two s id e s"  o f one a r g u 
m e n t p ro b a b ly  b e c a u s e  h e  th in k s o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  a s  b ein g  d e s c r ib a b le  
e ith e r  in  i t s  r e la t io n  to it s  o b je c t o r  in  i t s  r e la t io n  to th e su b jec t; th u s  
h e a ttem p ts  to p ro v e  th e id e n tity  of c a te g o r ie s  w ith  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l c o n 
d it io n s  v i s - a - v i s  both  w ay s of d e s c r ib in g  c o n s c io u s n e s s .  N e v e r t h e le s s ,  
th e  a rg u m en ts  a r e  lin k ed  in  that th e su b je c tiv e  d ed u ctio n  m u st a s s u m e  
th at a p p e a r a n c e s  can  be o b je c ts  o f k n ow led g e  (A 120), w h e r ea s  th is  th e 
s i s  i s  p ro v en  in  th e  o b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  (A 119). W h ile  th e te x t  o f the  
d ed u ction  in  A , th en , p r e s e n t s  a con tin u ou s d is c u s s io n ,  th e  o b je c tiv e  
d ed u ctio n  r e m a in s  " e s se n tia l"  fo r  K an t's  p u r p o se s  (A x v ii) .

C ontra in te r p r e ta t io n s  su ch  a s  W o lf f 's , th e r e  i s  no one p r e m is e  
th at i s  th e  p r e m is e  o f th e  d ed u ction  in  A; n or d o es  K ant adopt one p a r 
t ic u la r  p r o c e d u r e  fo r  ex e c u tin g  S ta g e  (3 ). T he p r e m is e  of th e o b je c t iv e  
d ed u ction  is  th at k n o w led g e  iâæpKBSÆiblë-onfrsHf  in tu itio n s  a r e  ta k en  up in to  
one c o n s c io u s n e s s  th at i s  a w a re  o f i t s  id e n tity  in  a l l  o f i t s  r e p r e s e n ta 
t io n s  (A 116 ). T hough K ant d o es  not d is c u s s  th e s ta tu s  o f th is  im p o r 
tan t p r e m is e ,  h e  tr e a ts  a s im ila r  p r o p o s it io n  a s  a ta u to lo g y  in  B . But 
in  B , a s  we sh a ll  s e e ,  K ant e m p lo y s  th is  p r o p o s it io n  to a m u ch  d if f e r 
en t end , n a m e ly , fo r  th e  e x e c u tio n  of S tag e  (2 ). In  A , th is  p r o p o s it io n  
can  fu n ctio n  a s  a p r e m is e  o f th e  d ed u ctio n  p r e c is e ly  b e c a u s e  t r a n s c e n 
d en ta l a p p er c e p tio n  w as in tro d u ced  in  S tag e  (2) a s  a con d itio n  fo r  the  
u s e  o f e m p ir ic a l  c o n c e p ts  in  e x p e r ie n c e . T hus th e o b je c tiv e  d ed u ction  
p r o c e e d s  by c a r e fu l d e fin itio n  o f th e  c o n d itio n s  th at m a k e  p o s s ib le  th e  
s y n th e s is  in  im a g in a tio n  th at i s  r e q u ir e d  to b r in g  th e m a n ifo ld  of in tu i
tio n  in to  a sy n th e tic  u n ity  u n d er  th e tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p p e r c e p 
tio n . On the o th e r  h and, th e  su b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  b eg in s  w ith  th e p r e 
m is e  th at m a n  h as p e r c e p t io n s , c o n s c io u s n e s s  of a p p e a r a n c e s , w h ich  
i s  a g e n e r a l fa c t  about hum an n a tu r e , and p r o c e e d s  b y  r e g r e s s iv e ly  
a s c e r ta in in g  th e m e n ta l fa c u lt ie s  and co n d itio n s  of th e ir  em p lo y m en t  
th at a r e  n e c e s s a r y  fo r  ob ta in in g  a u n ified  e x p e r ie n c e , o r  k n ow led ge o f 
an o b je c t , on  th e  b a s is  o f p e r c e p tio n .

l^ T h e  o b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  b eg in s  w ith  th e th ird  p ara gra p h  o f s e c t io n  
3; th e in it ia l  tw o p a ra g ra p h s b e lo n g  to  S tag e  (2 ).

^ A c c o r d in g  to  W olff, th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  u lt im a te ly  r e s t s  
ju s t  on th e p r e m is e  th at c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  a u n ity  fr o m  w h ich  th e o b je c 
t iv e  v a lid ity  of th e c a te g o r ie s  can  b e  lo g ic a l ly  d ed uced; M en ta l A c t iv ity ,
pp. 1 1 1 -1 1 2 .
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S in ce  th e s e  a rg u m en ts  a re  s u p e r se d e d  in  B by a m o r e  lo g ic a l ly  e l e 
gant e x e c u tio n  o f S tage  (3 ), w e sh a ll  n o t c o n s id e r  th em  in  d e ta il  h e r e .  
N o n e th e le s s ,  th e  fo llo w in g  p oin t i s  n o tew o rth y  r e g a r d in g  the o b je c t iv e  
d ed u ctio n . K ant in tr o d u c e s  th e  s y n th e s is  of p u re im a g in a tio n  a s  th at 
w h ich  e f fe c t s  th e  fo r m a l u n ity  in  the m a n ifo ld  o f in tu itio n . C a te g o r ie s  
a r e  th en  id e n tif ie d  w ith  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l co n d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e  th rou gh  
the n e c e s s a r y  r e la tio n sh ip  of th is  s y n th e s is  to tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p e r c e p 
tio n . T h is  r e la t io n sh ip , K ant a s s e r t s ,  c o n s t itu te s  u n d erstan d in g : "T he  
u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  in r e la t io n  to the s y n th e s is  o f im a g in a tio n  i s  th e  
undBEift&nding11 (A 119). T h is  i s  so  b e c a u se  th e  c a t e g o r ie s ,  a s  a p r io r i  
c o n c ep ts  of u n d ersta n d in g , a r e  c o n c e p ts  of th e u n ity  o f th e  p u re  s y n 
t h e s is  o f im a g in a tio n  ( s e e  S ta g e  (1 )) . T h u s, th e  n eed  to p o stu la te  a r e 
la t io n sh ip  b e tw e e n  th e p u re  s y n th e s is  o f im a g in a tio n  and tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
a p p er c e p tio n  ju s t  i s  the n eed  to p o stu la te  v a r io u s  m e a n s  o f c o n c ep tu a l
iz in g  th at s y n t h e s is .  C a te g o r ie s ,  th e r e fo r e ,  a r e  o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid  in  
v ir tu e  of th e fa c t  th a t u n d ersta n d in g  is  w hat i s  g en e ra te d  in  the r e la 
tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e p u re  s y n th e s is  of im a g in a tio n  and tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
a p p er c e p tio n  (w h o se  o b je c tiv e  v a lid ity  w e h a v e  a lr e a d y  sh ow n ). T h u s, 
the v a lid ity  of c a t e g o r ie s  i s  sh ow n  in  A  by sh ow in g  the n e c e s s i t y  o f in 
tro d u cin g  'u n d ersta n d in g ' -  -a n d  w ith  i t ,  i t s  p u re c o n c e p t s - - a s  a d e 
fin ed  te r m  in  th e  d ed u ctio n .

T hat 'u n d ersta n d in g ' i s  a d e r iv a t iv e  co n cep t in  th e  o b je c t iv e  d ed u c
tio n  e x p la in s  w hy K ant s o m e t im e s  w ou ld  p r e s e n t  a tr ic h o to m y  of s e n s e ,  
im a g in a tio n , and a p p er c e p tio n , and at o th er  t im e s ,  a d ich o to m y  b e 
tw een  s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g . R a th er  than e m p lo y in g a .fr  iofeotom y of 
s e n s e ,  im a g in a tio n , and u n d ersta n d in g  o r  ju s t  a d ich o to m y  b etw een  
s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g , K ant u s e s  a d is t in c t io n  b e tw een  im a g in a tio n  
and a p p er c e p tio n  fo r  c o n str u c t in g  th e  d ed u ctio n  in  o rd e r  to p o stu la te  
fu n d am en ta l p r e -c o n s c io u s  a c t iv i t ie s  in  te r m s  o f w h ich  th e  c o n sc io u s  
m e n ta l a c t iv ity  of u n d ersta n d in g  can  be d efin ed . T he d ich o to m y  b e 
tw een  s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g  l i e s ,  so  to sp ea k , on the s u r fa c e  of c o n 
s c io u s n e s s ,  and in  A , K ant cu ts  d ee p ly  in to  a th e o r y  o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  
by o ffe r in g  u s  a tr ic h o to m y  in  o rd e r  to e x p la in  th e  s u r fa c e  a c t iv i t ie s  
v ia  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l f a c u l t ie s .  P e r h a p s  m o r e  than any o th er  a rg u m en t  
in  th e A  d ed u ctio n , th e  o b je c tiv e  d ed u ctio n , w h ich  K ant fo r m u la te s  in  
te r m s  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l m e n ta l " a c t iv it ie s ,  " can  b e  tr a n s la te d  into a 
p u r e ly  lo g ic a l  m o d e , in to  a s e r i e s  o f d e f in it io n s  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l co n 
d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e  fo r m u la ted  in  te r m s  o f th e m e m b e r s  o f th e e p i s 
te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d . T h u s, K an t's  ex p lan atio n  o f th e " g en eration "  o f

21xT h e n otion  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a c t iv ity  i s  s u s p e c t ,  o f c o u r s e , b e c a u se  
i t  m u s t  l i e  o u ts id e  t im e . S e v e r a l  r e c e n t  p h ilo so p h e r s  h ave a ttem p ted  to  
exp u n ge th e th e o r y  o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  fr o m  th e ir  in te r p r e ta t io n s  o f th e
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u n d ersta n d in g  in  t e r m s  o f th e s e  c o n d itio n s  i s  a lo g ic a l  a n a ly s is  o f  ou r  
c o n c ep t o f u n d ersta n d in g . (K ant s o m e t im e s  a b b r e v ia te s  - - o r  p erh a p s  
ig n o r e s  -  4,this a n a ly s is  by sp ea k in g  of im a g in a tio n  a s  " m ed iatin g"  
s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g : th is  " m ed ia tion "  ta k e s  p la c e  o n ly  in co n ju n c 
tio n  w ith  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n . ) It fo l lo w s , m o r e o v e r , th at 
V a ih in g e r  w as m is tk k e n  in u s in g  K a n t's  ju x ta p o s it io n  of th e  d ich o to m y  
b etw een  s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g  w ith  th e e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ic h o to m y  
o f s e n s e ,  im a g in a tio n , and a p p ercep tio n  a s  e v id e n c e  fo r  K a n t's  " in co n 
s is te n t"  th inking  re g a r d in g  th e su b je c t iv e  s o u r c e s  o f k n o w led g e . ^  T he  
la t te r  fu n c tio n s  a s  a b a s is  fo r  d efin in g  th e fo r m e r .

The a d v e r s e  r e a c t io n  o f K an t's  c o n te m p o r a r ie s  to th e o b sc u r ity  o f  
th e d ed u ction  in  A  is  a m a tte r  o f r e c o r d . U n d ou b ted ly , one r e a so n  fo r  
K an t's r e w r it in g  th e  d ed u ctio n  w as the s in c e r e  in ten tio n  to c o m p o se  a 
s im p le r ,  m o r e  d ig e s t ib le  a rg u m en t. A n o th er  r e a so n  w as th e fa i lu r e  of 
S ta g e  (2 ). In  th e  P r o le g o m e n a  th e u s e  o f T e te n s ' p sy c h o lo g y  i s  e x p l ic 
i t ly  r e j e c t e d - - K ant w arn s the r e a d e r  that he i s  n ot d is c u s s in g  "the o r 
ig in s  o f e x p e r ie n c e "  (§ 21a) - -  and th e  d ed u ctio n  i s  c o n str u c te d  on the  
n o n -p s y c h o lo g ic a l  b a s is  o f a d is t in c t io n  b e tw een  su b je c tiv e  ju d g m en ts  
o f p e r c e p tio n  and o b je c t iv e  ju d g m en ts o f e x p e r ie n c e . And th ir d ly , both  
h is  (p erh a p s m isg u id e d ) d e s ir e  to  co u n ter  th e c r i t i c i s m  th at h e  had o b 
lit e r a te d  a l l  tr a n sc e n d e n t e x i s t e n c e ^  a s  w e ll  a s  h is  own in v e s t ig a t io n s  
into th e  m e ta p h y s ic a l  p r e s u p p o s it io n s  o f m o r a ls  w e r e  fo r c in g  K ant to  
r e v is e  th e d e f in it io n  of 'c a te g o r y ' in  S tag e  (1) in  o r d e r  to f r e e  c a t e 
g o r ie s  fo r  "thinking" th in g s in  t h e m s e lv e s .  A s  d efin ed  in  A , c a te g o 
r ie s  a r e  c o n cep ts  of a s y n th e s is  of im a g in a tio n , but im a g in a tio n  can n ot  
be an e le m e n t  in  th in k in g  a tra n s cen d en t e x is t e n c e .  On th e o th er  hand, 
p u re  c a te g o r ie s  (w h ich , c o n tr a r y  to th e  u s u a l te n d e n c y  in  th e se c o n d a r y  
l i t e r a tu r e ,  a r e  n ot to  ?bpiid8Bictified w ith  p u re  c o n c e p ts  of u n d ersta n d in g )  
a r e  s im p ly  lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s , or  m e r e  fo r m s , o f c o n c e p ts  (A 2 4 2 -2 4 3 ).

tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n , fo r  e x a m p le , B en n ett, § 3 0 , and P . F .  S tr a w -  
so n , T he B ounds o f S e n se  (London: M eth uen  & C o . ,  1966), P a r t  T w o, II, 
§ 4 . T hough K ant d ep lo y s  l e s s  a p p ara tu s in  the B d ed u ctio n , a th e o r y  
o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  s e e m s  e s s e n t ia l  to  th e  d ed u ctio n  of c a te g o r ie s  in  o r 
d er  to sh ow  how  th e  o b je c t  of k n ow led g e  can  be jo in ed  w ith  ou r s e n s i 
b il ity , w h ich , o f itsse lf, cou ld  con ta in  o n ly  d is c r e te  e le m e n ts .  H ow  w e ll  
a th e o r y  o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  can  s o lv e  th is  p ro b le m , h o w e v e r , w ill  be  
d is c u s s e d  b r ie f ly  in  P a r t  V .A .

2^In G ra m , p . 3 4 .
^ F o r  the b ack grou n d  to th is  c r i t i c i s m ,  s e e  de V le e s c h a u w e r , pp. 91 

& 106.
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W ithout a con ten t a c a te g o r y  can  r e p r e s e n t  o n ly  a w ay o f u s in g  a c o n 
c e p t, but cannot s p e c ify  w hat co n cep t m a y  b e so  u s e d . T h e se  fo r m s  
a r e  fo r m s  b y  w h ich  c o n c e p ts  a r e  m a d e , and so  can not be u sed  fo r  
th in k in g  a n yth in g . T h u s, a s  a r e s u lt  o f th e  A d ed u ctio n , Kant fa c e s  a 
d ilem m a : on e cannot th ink  th in g s in  th e m s e lv e s  w ith  e ith e r  c o n ts n t le s s  
fo r m s  of c o n c e p ts  o r  w ith  c a t e g o r ie s  w h o se  co n ten t p ro h ib it th em  fr o m  
b ein g  u se d  b eyond  th e sc o p e  o f im a g in a tio n . C le a r ly , th en , K ant h a s  
to d ev e lo p  a n o th er  d e fin it io n  o f th e  c a t e g o r ie s ,  one w hich  w ou ld  f r e e  
th e co n ten t o f c a t e g o r ie s  fo r  th in k in g  th in g s in  t h e m s e lv e s .  A  n ew  d e 
f in it io n , o f c o u r s e ,  w ou ld  fo r c e  K ant to  r e v i s e  the d ed u ctio n  a c c o r d 
in g ly . U n fo r tu n a te ly , a s  w e sh a ll  s e e ,  K an t's r e v is e d  d e f in it io n  o f  
c a te g o r y  p ro d u c es  a s e r io u s  p r o b le m  fo r  the d ed u ctio n  in  B .

One f in a l  p o in t. T he fa c t  th at the e x e c u t io n  in  A  i s  s u p e r se d e d  in  B 
d o es  not m ea n  th at w e can  d isp e n se  w ith  th e  e a r l ie r  v e r s io n .  B ut our  
r e a so n  fo r  r e ta in in g  it  h a s  n oth ing  e s p e c ia l ly  to do w ith  th e lo g ic a l  d e 
fe n s e  o f a lle g e d  p r e s u p p o s it io n s  in  th e  n ew  d ed u ctio n . W hile th e  A  d e 
d u ction  m a y  p ro v id e  a kind o f p r a c t ic a l  b ack grou n d  fo r  u n d ersta n d in g  
th e B d ed u ction , th e  la t te r  i s  su b sta n tia lly  lo g ic a l ly  in d ep en d en t o f th e  
fo r m e r  d ed u ctio n . R a th er , o u r  r e a s o n  i s  that K an t's ex p lan atio n  of 
th e p ro o f s tr u c tu r e  o f  sy n th e tic  a p r io r i  p r in c ip le s  is  cou ch ed  in  the  
s u b je c t iv is t ic  v o c a b u la r y  o f th e A  d ed u ction ; s e e ,  fo r  ex a m p le^ , A 1 5 5 /  
B 194  and A 1 5 8 /B 1 9 7 . In  lig h t o f th e  su b sta n tia l r e v is io n s  K ant e f f e c 
ted  in  th e  B d ed u ctio n , th e s e  p a s s a g e s  m u s t  h a v e  b een  v ir tu a lly  u n in 
t e l l ig ib le  to a r e a d e r  u n fa m ilia r  w ith  A .

V . A n a ly s is  o f the D ed u ctio n  in  B
In the r e v is e d  d ed u ctio n  ch a p ter  in  B , s e c t io n s  16 th rou gh  18 co n ta in  

K an t's e x e c u tio n  o f S ta g e  (2), and , s tr ip p e d  o f i t s  e x p la n a to ry  m a te r ia l ,  
th e  w h o le  o f S tage  (3) i s  e x e c u ted  in  ju s t  th r e e  p a ra g ra p h s: th e  seco n d  
p a ra g ra p h  o f  S 19, § 2 0 , and th e th ird  p a ra g ra p h  o f § 2 6 . T he c la im  
(e . g . by W olff, fn . 20 a b o ve) th at th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p p e r c e p 
tio n  r e p r e s e n ts  th e  s o le  p r e m is e  of th e d ed u ctio n  i s  m is ta k e n . T he  
t h e s is  th at tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  i s  a n e c e s s a r y  con d itio n  o f e x 
p e r ie n c e  i s  th e c o n c lu s io n  of S ta g e  (2 ), and S ta g e  (3) m u s t  p r o c e e d  on  
in d ep en d en t p r e m is e s  in  o rd e r  to id e n tify  c a te g o r ie s  w ith  th e s tr u c tu r e  
o f th is  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity .
A . C om m en ts on S tage  (2 ). ^

D ie te r  H en r ich  a r g u e s  th at §§ 1 6 -1 8  p r e s e n t  a d ed u ctio n  th at is  
b oth  c o n fu sed  and in c o m p a tib le  w ith  th e  p r in c ip a l d ed u ctio n  of §§ 20 &



K ant now  in tr o d u c es  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f a p p ercep tio n  on th e  b a s is  
of w hat h e  c o n s id e r s  a ta u to lo g y ; n a m e ly , th at a l l  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  th at I 
c a l l  m in e , w h eth er  th e y  be co n cep tu a l o r  in tu it iv e , m u s t  be a s c r ib a b le  
to  a u n ified  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  = m e  (B 1 3 1 -1 3 2  & 138). T h is  th e s is  i s  
g e n e r a lly  thought to b e  th e m o s t  p la u s ib le  con ten tio n  o f K a n t's  a r g u 
m e n t. ^  If K a n t's  p r e m is e  i s  c o r r e c t ,  it w ould  fo llo w  that H um e cou ld  
n ot e v en  h ave  sp ok en  of h is  p e r c e p tio n s  u n le s s  th e s e  w e r e  ca p a b le  o f  
b e in g  u n ited  in  a s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  = h im . T hu s H um e w ould  h a v e  to  
a c c e p t  th e  K antian  p r e m is e  or  r e m a in  s i le n t  r e g a r d in g  e v en  h is  p e r c e p 
t io n s .  O f c o u r s e ,  K ant g o e s  on  to a rg u e  th at th is  c o n s c io u s n e s s  m u s t  
be p u re  and tr a n sc e n d e n ta l, fo r  e m p ir ic a l  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  r e v e a ls  
no a b id in g  s e l f  and , fu r th e r m o r e , th is  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  m u s t  b e  a 
s o u r c e  o f sy n th e tic  a p r io r i  k n o w led ge  about th e  s tr u c tu r e  of th e  u n ity  
fpim d w ith in  th e co m b in ed  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  (B 1 3 2 ).

26; H en r ich , p p . 6 5 4 -6 5 6 . T h is  d ed u ctio n  is  su p p o sed  to be b a se d  on  a 
se m a n tic  a n a ly s is  of th e  w ord  'm in e '.  (T h is  in te r p r e ta tio n  m aybbe m i s 
le a d in g , s in c e  K ant h o ld s  that e v e r y o n e 's  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  m u s t  be h is  
own; c f . B en n ett, p . 1 0 3 .)  A c c o r d in g  to  H e n r ic h , K ant o b ta in s th e v a 
l id ity  o f the c a t e g o r ie s  fr o m  th e p r e m is e  th at a l l  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  a r e  
m in e  o n ly  in s o fa r  a s  th ey  can  be bound in  a u n ity  o f  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  
th at i s ,  in  a u n ity  a c c o r d in g  to  th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  H o w e v e r , th e  a rg u m en t  
of §§ 1 6 -1 8  d o es  not sh ow  th at th e  u n ity  o f s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  i s  c a t é 
g o r ia l ,  and, th e  a rg u m en t o f § § 2 0 & 2 6  d o es  n ot sh ow  that th e u n ity  
w h ich  i s  m a d e  p o s s ib le  th rou gh  c a te g o r ie s  h a s  a n e c e s s a r y  r e la t io n sh ip  
to  a u n ity  o f o r ig in a l s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s .  (F o r  an a n a ly s is  of H e n r ic h 's  
c la im  th at th e  a rg u m en t o f §§ 1 6 -1 8  is  c o n fu se d , s e e  b e lo w , fn . 2 5).

^ I t  is  e n d o r se d , fo r  in s ta n c e , by S tra w so n , B ou n d s, p . 117 , and W . 
H. W a lsh , K an t's  C r it ic is m  o f M e ta p h y s ic s  (C h icago; U n iv e r s ity  of 
C h ica go  P r e s s ,  1975), pp. 4 9 ff&  6 5 . H e n r ic h , h o w e v e r , c la im s  th at 
th e  a rg u m en t r e s t s  on  an  a m b ig u ity  o f 'm in e '; " . . .  i f  so m eth in g  b e lo n g s  
to m e  o n ly  i f  I can  tak e i t  up in to  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  th en  a s lon g  a s  i t  i s  
o n ly  a v a ila b le  to  be tak en  up in to  c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  i t  i s  n ot a t a l l  'm in e ';  
but o n ly  'in  r e la t io n  to m e '"  (p . 6 54 ). But th e  p r o ta s is  h e r e  i s  s u s p e c t .  
K a n t's p o s it io n  can  b e in te r p r e te d  a s  sa y in g  th at in tu itio n  can  b e g iv e n  
p r io r  to the s y n th e s is  o f th e  u n d ersta n d in g  (B 132  & 145) - - a  s itu a tio n  
K ant h im s e l f  a d m its  i s  in e x p lic a b le . S in c e , though, in tu itio n s  a r e  g iv e n  
p r io r  to  s y n t h e s is ,  th ey  a lr e a d y  a r e  "m iné" and so  stan d  u n d er th e 'I 
think' p r io r  to b e in g  co m b in ed  o r  ta k en  up b y  u n d ersta n d in g . H en r ich  
e q u iv o c a te s  on th e w ord  'c o n s c io u s n e s s '  w h ich  h e r e  m a y  m ea n  e ith e r  
th e 'I think' o r , m o r e  s p e c i f ic a l ly ,  the a c t iv ity  of u n d ersta n d in g . H en -  
r ic h 's  c r i t i c i s m  i s  le g it im a te  o n ly  on th e  la t te r  m e a n in g . B ut p r o b le m s  
r e m a in  in  K a n t's  p o s it io n  u n d er  th is  in te r p r e ta t io n , s e e  b e lo w , p . 2 5 .
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In §§ 1 6 -1 7  o f B , K ant adopts th e s ta n c e  o f th e  p r e m is e  o f th e  o b je c 
t iv e  d ed u ctio n  in  A , r a th e r  than th at of th e  c o r r e sp o n d in g  in tro d u ctio n  
o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  in  A . B ut K ant d o es  so  w ith ou t tr e a t in g  
th e a p p lic a tio n  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  to  in tu itio n s  a s  an e x te n 
s io n  o f i t s  r a n g e . W h erea s  in  A in te r v en in g  p r e -c o n s c io u s  m e n ta l a c 
t iv i t ie s  had  to b e  p o stu la ted  in  o rd e r  to r e la te  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p e r c e p 
tio n  to  in tu it io n s , in  B  K ant t i e s  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  d ir e c t ly  
to in tu itio n s  a s  the co n d itio n  o f th e  u n ity  in  w h ich  in tu itio n s  m u s t  stan d  
in  m y  e x p e r ie n c e . T he w ord  'd ir e c t ly 1 m a y  ap p ea r  m is le a d in g , s in c e ,  
c o n s is te n t  w ith  the n ew  p ro g ra m  of the B d ed u ctio n , th e  u n ifica tio n  of 
in tu itio n s  i s  e f fe c te d  th rou gh  u n d ersta n d in g  by m e a n s  o f w hich  in tu i
tio n s  a r e  co m b in ed  in  o n e  c o n s c io u s n e s s  (B 1 3 4 -1 3 5 ) . O ur ju s t if ic a t io n  
fo r  u s in g  th is  e x p r e s s io n  l i e s  in  the s ig n if ic a n t ly  d if fe r e n t  p o s it io n  th at 
the a w a r e n e s s  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  o c c u p ie s  in  e a c h  v e r s io n  
of th e  d ed u ctio n . In  A  th e  e x te n s io n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  to  
in tu itio n s  i s  a p r o b le m  to be so lv e d , fo r , a s  w e h a v e  se e n , K ant m a in 
ta in s  th at w e a r e  a w a re  o f th e tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  of a p p er c e p tio n  o n ly  
in  th e  s y s te m a t ic  u n ity  o f th e  m a n ifo ld  of e m p ir ic a l  c o n c e p ts  (A 108). 
H o w ev er , in  B th e a p p lica tio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  to  in tu i
tio n s  i s  a p r e su p p o s it io n  o f th e  n ew  d ed u ctio n , fo r  K ant now  c la im s  th at  
th e  u n ity  w h ich  i s  found in  a m a n ifo ld  o f in tu it io n s  i s  the ground  o f ou r  
a w a r e n e s s  o f th e  id e n t ity  o f  a p p er c e p tio n  (B 133 & 134). K ant a r g u e s  
th at th e  u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  can not be thought (i. e .  r e p r e se n te d )  in  
the a b se n c e  of th e  u n ity  in  in tu itio n  (B 1 35 ).

In d ic a tiv e  o f th is  n ew  p o s it io n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  i s  th at  
in  B K ant is  a b le  to  e lim in a te  one o f th e  m o r e  dubious co n c ep ts  o f th e  
d ed u ctio n  in  A , th at o f the tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a ff in ity  o f th e  m a n ifo ld . T h is  
c o n c ep t, w h ich  Kant req u ired  in  A  a s  th e  o b je c tiv e  c o r r e la te  to  th e  s y s 
te m a tic  u n ity  o f o u r  e m p ir ic a l  c o n c ep ts  in  e x p e r ie n c e , a p p ea rs  a s  i f  
fr o m  n o w h e r e . In B , on  th e  o th e r  hand, K ant g u a r a n te es  th e  s tr u c tu r e  
of th e  m a n ifo ld  of a p p e a r a n c e s  by t ie in g  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  d i
r e c t ly  to in tu itio n s  th rou gh  w h ich  a p p ea r a n c es  a r e  im m e d ia te ly  r e p r e 
se n te d . (N e v e r th e le s s ,  the u n ity  of in tu itio n s  i s  a c tu a lly  e ffe c te d  by  
m e a n s  o f u n d ersta n d in g , th e r e b y  brii^iaggjatbautour a w a r e n e ss  o f a 
tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  in  e x p e r ie n c e . )

A s in  A , K ant fo llo w s  th e  in tro d u ctio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  
w ith  a p ro o f o f i t s  o b je c t iv e  v a l id ity  (§§ 1 7 -1 8 ) . K a n t's  p ro o f i s  q u ite  
s im p le .  T r a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  i s  o b je c t iv e ly  v a lid  b e c a u se  i t  i s  
th e u n ity  th at i s  e f fe c te d  in  ou r in tu itio n s  by u n d ersta n d in g , and b e c a u s e  
u n d ersta n d in g  i s  th e  fa c u lty  o f k n o w led g e  th at co n ta in s  th e  r e p r e s e n ta 
tio n  o f an o b je c t (B 1 3 7 ). T h u s, the tr a n sc e n d e n ta l u n ity  o f a p p ercep tio n  
i s  n e c e s s a r i ly  r e la te d  to th e  o b je c t o f e x p e r ie n c e :  "The tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
u n ity  o f a p p er c e p tio n  is  th at u n ity  th rou gh  w hich  a ll  th e  m a n ifo ld  g iv e n
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in  in tu itio n  i s  u n ited  in  a co n cep t of an o b ject"  (B 1 3 9 ). W hat i s  u n iq u e  
about th is  a rg u m en t i s  th e  fu n d am en ta l r o le  a c c o r d e d  u n d ersta n d in g . 
K ant a n n ou n ces th e  n ew  p ro g ra m  of the d ed u ction  im m e d ia te ly  in  8 15 
by in tro d u c in g  u n d ersta n d in g  a s  th at w h ich  effectsrfbe com b in a tion  o f a 
m a n ifo ld . K ant s a y s ,

B ut th e  co m b in a tio n  (co n ju n ctio ) o f the m a n ifo ld  in  g e n e r a l can  
n ev e r  co m e  to  u s th rou gh  th e s e n s e s . . . .  F o r  i t  i s  an a c t  of 
sp o n ta n e ity  o f the fa c u lty  o f  r e p r e se n ta tio n ; and s in c e  th is  f a c 
u lty , to d is t in g u ish  i t  fr o m  s e n s ib i l i ty ,  m u s t  be e n t it le d  u n d er 
stan d in g , a l l  c o m b in a t io n .. . i s  an a c t  o f u n d erstan d in g „ (B 1 2 9 -  
130).

H e r e  u n d ersta n d in g  i s  a s s ig n e d  th e  fu n d am en ta l a c t iv ity  o f the d ed u c 
tio n , th at "of b r in g in g  th e  m a n ifo ld  o f g iv e n  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  u n d er th e  
u n ity  o f  a p p ercep tio n "  (B 1 3 4 -1 3 5 ) . G one fr o m  the d ed u ctio n  a r e  the  
m e c h a n is m s  of th e  e p is te m o lo g ic a l  tr ia d  th at in  th e o b je c t iv e  d ed u ctio n  
in  A s e r v e  to  d e fin e  the u n d ersta n d in g . In d eed , im a g in a tio n  i s  u t i l iz e d  
in  B o n ly  fo r  e x p la in in g  how  u n d ersta n d in g  can  r e la te  to  hum an in tu i
tio n  (8 24); but i t  i s  no lo n g e r  a lo g ic a l  com p on aht o f the a rg u m en t i t 
s e l f .  T h is  n ew  p r g g r a m  h a s  tw o r e s u l t s .  F i r s t ,  on  th e s id e  of K a n t's  
th e o r y  o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity , i t  g iv e s  to u n d ersta n d in g  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l  
fu n ctio n  o f sy n th e s iz in g  a m a n ifo ld  th at u n d ersta n d in g  did n ot p o s s e s s  
in  A , and se c o n d ly , on e th e s id e  o f th e lo g ic  o f K an t's a rg u m en t, i t  
m a k e s  th e  n otio n  o f u n d ersta n d in g  a b a s is  fo r  c o n str u c t in g  th e p ro o f, in  
e f fe c t ,  a p r im it iv e ,  though in te r p r e te d , co n c ep t of th e  n ew  d ed u ctio n .

K a n t's  e x e c u tio n  of S ta g e  (2) i s  s i ip p lif ie d  in tw o w a y s by tak in g  u n 
d ersta n d in g  a s  p r im it iv e .  F ir s t ,  th e  p ro o f o f th e  o b je c tiv e  v a l id ity  o f  
tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p er c e p tio n  can  u t i l iz e  ju s t  one fa c u lty  w h ich , b e c a u se  
i t  i s  th e  fa c u lty  o f k n o w led g e , can  e f fe c t  o b je c t iv e  u n ity  in  th e  m a n ifo ld  
i t  s y n t h e s iz e s .  A nd b e c a u s e  u n d erstan d in g  i s  now cxtonsidered  a t r a n s 
cen d en ta l fa c u lty , it  can  e f fe c t  o b je c t iv e  u n ity  in  th e com b in a tio n  of in 
tu it io n s . S ec o n d ly , K ant i s  a b le  to  g iv e  an in d ep en d en t a c c o u n t - - in d e 
p en d en t, th a t i s ,  o f  th e  in tro d u ctio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p e r c e p t io n - - of 
th e m ea n in g  of 'o b je c t  o f r e p r e s e n ta t io n ' .  B y  h av in g  a v a ila b le  th e c o n 
ce p t o f u n d ersta n d in g , in te r p r e te d  a s  th e  fa c u lty  o f k n o w led g e  w h ereb y  
an o b je c t i s  r e p r e s e n te d , K ant can  d efin e  th e o b je c t a s  "that in  th e  c o n 
c e p t o f  w h ich  th e  m a n ifo ld  o f g iv e n  in tu itio n  i s  united" (B 1 37 ).

But th e  n ew  p r o g r a m  of th e  d ed u ctio n  i s  n ot w ith out i t s  d if f ic u lt ie s .  
In B , K ant s o m e t im e s  sp e a k s , in  a m a n n er  r e m in is c e n t  of h is  p o s it io n  
in  A , a s  if  th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l fa c u lt ie s  of s y n th e s is  (h e re  u n d ersta n d in g  
a lo n e) o r ig in a te  th e  s tr u c tu r e  o f a u n ified  m a n ifo ld  of in tu itio n  by a r 
ran g in g  i t s  m a te r ia l  in  a c c o r d a n c e  w ith  th e fo r m s  of tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p -
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p e r c e p tio n  (B 1 3 0 , e s p . B 1 4 5 ). B ut th is  p o s it io n  in v o lv e s  w e ll  known  
d if f ic u lt ie s  in so fa r  a s  i t  r e m a in s  u n in te ll ig ib le  how  a f o r m le s s  m a n i
fo ld  cou ld  d e te r m in e  w hat s tr u c tu r e  a p p lie s  to i t .  T he so lu tio n  w ou ld  
s e e m  to b e to m a in ta in  th at th e  a r r a n g e m e n t o f th e m a n ifo ld  i s  a r e s u lt  
o f a (n ou m en à l) c h o ic e  of th e  tr a n sc e n d e n ta l e g o . ^6 On th e o th er  hand, 
in  o t j ie in p a s s a g e s , K ant a p p a ren tly  m o v e s  to s o lv e  th is  p ro b le m  a lo n g  
a n o th er  l in e .  H e h o ld s  that the m a n ifo ld  o f in tu itio n  i s  su b jec t to t r a n s 
cen d en ta l a p p er c e p tio n  in s o fa r  a s  i t  a llo w s  "of> b e in g  com b in ed "  (B 1 3 6 -  
137). He co n te n d s , "The thought th attth e r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  g iv en  in  in 
tu itio n  one and a l l  b e lo n g  to  m e , i s  th e r e fo r e  .e q u iv a le n t to  the thought 
th at I u n ite  th em  in  o n e  s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  o r  can  a t le a s t  so  u n ite  
t h e m . . . "  (B 134, e m p h a s is  add ed , c f .B 1 3 2 ) . A c c o r d in g  to th is  p o s it io n ,  
a m a n ifo ld  of in tu itio n  i s  a lr e a d y  su b jec t to  th e  s tr u c tu r e  of t r a n s c e n 
d en ta l a p p er c e p tio n  p r io r  to  i t s  a c tu a l com b in a tio n  th rou gh  u n d e r s ta n 
d ing  ( s e e  fn . 25 a b o v e ). U n d ersta n d in g  m e r e ly  a c tu a liz e s  th e  s tr u c tu r e  
th at i s  con ta in ed  in  a m a n ifo ld  in so fa r  a s  th at m a n ifo ld  a lr e a d y  f a l ls  
u n d er tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a p p ercep tio n  in  b e in g  m in e . B ut K ant g iv e s  no 
s e n s e  to  th e c la im  th at a m a n ifo ld  o f  in tu itio n  can  p o s s e s s  a s tr u c tu r e ,  
ev en  a p o te n tia l s tr u c tu r e , p r io r  to i t s  b e in g  co m b in ed  b y  u n d ersta n d in g . 
T hu s th is  " so lu tion "  d o es  n ot go fa r  in  a lle v ia t in g  the o r ig in a l p r o b le m , 
fo r  it  r e m a in s  a m y s t e r y  h ow  a m a n ifo ld  co u ld  a c q u ir e  a p o te n tia l fo r  a  
s tr u c tu r e  s im p ly  b y  b e in g  in  r e la t io n  to  m e  - - u n l e s s ,  o f c o u r s e ,  Kant 
c o n s id e r e d  it  to  b e  an a n a ly t ic a l  a ssu m p tio n  of th e  d ed u ctio n  th at o n ly  a 
m a n ifo ld  th at p o s s e s s e s  su ch  a p o te n tia l can  be in  r e la tio n  to , o r  b e lo n g  
to , m e .

T h is  p r o b le m  in fe c t s  th e n otio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l m e n ta l " a c tiv ity . " 
H e n ce , i f  w e in te r p r e t  K an t's th e o r y  o f m e n ta l a c t iv ity  a s  I h av e  s u g g e s 
te d , a s  a th e o r y  th at ex p la in s  how  th e  o b je c t of k n o w led g e  i s  p o s s ib le  in  
con ju n ctio n  w ith  o u r  in tu it iv e  s e n s ib i l i ty ,  th en  e ith e r  it  i s  u n c le a r  how  
to a s c r ib e  r e s p o n s ib il i ty  fo r  th e  s tr u c tu r e  o f a sy n th e s iz e d  m a n ifo ld  of 
in tu itio n , o r  th e  th e o r y  r e d u c e s  to  th e  d og m a tic  c la im  th at no m a n ifo ld  
cou ld  b elo n g  to m e  u n le s s  i t  had  a t l e a s t  th e  p o te n tia l of b ein g  com b in ed  
in  a (c a té g o r ia l)  u n ity .

A seco n d  s e r io u s  p ro b le m  r a is e d  by the n ew  p ro g ra m  o r ig in a te s  . 
fr o m  K a n t's  a s s ig n in g  a fu n ction  of s y n th e s is  to u n d ersta n d in g  (B 1 3 0 ).
I h a v e  a rg u ed  th at in A  s y n th e s is  i s  p r im a r ily  a fu n ctio n  of im a g in a tio n , 
and I h a v e  im p lie d  th at u n d ersta n d in g , s in c e  i t  is  o n ly  a d e r iv a t iv e  n o 
tio n , h a s  no fu n d a m en ta l sy n th e s iz in g  r o le  to p e r fo r m . K an t's n ew  •

^ T h i s  d r a s t ic  p o s it io n  i s  ad op ted  b y  R . P . W olff in  T he A u to n o m y  o f 
R ea so n  (N ew  Y ork: H a rp er  & R ow , 1973), pp . 14f & 2 08 f, w h ere  th is  
p ro b le m  i s  c o n n ec ted  w ith  th at o f n o u m en a l f r e e  w il l  in  K ant.

398
C-2



26

d ed u ctio n , h o w e v e r , a m b ig u a te s  th e  n otion  o f s y n t h e s is ,  H e i s  f o r 
ced  to em p lo y  both  an  in te l le c tu a l  s y n th e s is  th at p e r ta in s  to th e r e la 
t io n sh ip  b e tw een  th e u n d ersta n d in g  and c a te g o r ie s  in s o fa r  a s  th e  la t te r  
a r e  p u re  c o n c ep ts  o f u n d ersta n d in g  p lu s  a f ig u r a t iv e  s y n th e s is  w h ich , 
lik e  s y n th e s is  in  A , p e r ta in s  to im a g in a tio n  (B 1 5 0 -1 5 1 ) . U n d e r sta n 
d in g , a s  w e sh a ll  s e e ,  in tr o d u c e s  an  in te l le c tu a l  s y n th e s is  a s  th e s p e 
c ia l  co n ten t of c a t e g o r ie s .  T h is  co n ten t e n a b le s  K ant to f r e e  th e c a t e 
g o r ie s  fo r  th in k in g  about s u p e r s e n s ib l ia ;  but i t  a ls o  c r e a te s  n ew  p r o b 
le m s  w ith in  th e d ed u ction  i t s e l f ,  p r o b le m s  to  w h ich  w e m u s t  n ow  tu rn .
B . A n a ly s is  and E v a lu a tio n  o f S ta g e  (3)

T he n ew  p r o g r a m  of u s in g  u n d ersta n d in g  a s  a p r im it iv e  co n cep t in  
the d ed u ction  h a s  y e t  a fu r th e r  r e s u lt :  K ant can  e x e c u te  S tag e  (3) s im p ly  
b y  a n a ly z in g  th e n a tu re  o f ju d g m en t a s  th e  b a s ic  a c t iv ity  o f u n d e r s ta n 
d in g  th rou gh  w h ich  th e  co m b in a tio n  o f a s e n s ib le  m a n ifo ld  i s  a r t ic u la te d .  
T he r e a liz a t io n  th at a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  cou ld  be c o n str u c ted  on 
th is  m e a g r e  b a s is  e v id e n tly  d ev e lo p e d  w h ile  K ant w as w ork in g  on th e  
P r o le g o m e n a , w h ere  he e m p lo y s  a d is t in c t io n  b e tw een  ju d g m en ts of 
p e r c e p tio n  and ju d g m en ts  o f  e x p e r ie n c e  in  o rd e r  to  i l lu s tr a t e  th e  o b je c 
t ify in g  r o le  o f c a t e g o r ie s  in  e x p e r ie n c e  (§§ 18ff). K a n t's  id ea  w as th at 
in  b r in g in g  c a t e g o r ie s  to b ea r  on th e su b je c t iv e  ju d g m en ts o f p e r c e p 
tio n , one cou ld  tr a n s fo r m  th e s e  in to  o b je c tiv e  ju d g m en ts o f e x p e r ie n c e .  
T h is  id e a , h o w e v e r , did  n o t p ro v e  a d v a n ta geo u s fo r  th e  v e r s io n  o f th e  
d ed u ctio n  in  B in w h ich  an u n am b igu ou s n o tio n  o f ju d g m en t w ould  h ave  
to c a r r y  the fu ll  w eig h t o f e x p r e s s in g  o b je c t iv ity . K ant, n e v e r t h e le s s ,  
b e c a m e  so  co n fid en t of th e p o s s ib i l i t y  o f c o n str u c t in g  a d ed u ction  on  
th is  b a s is  that he w ro te  in  a fo o tn o te  in  th e M e ta p h y s ic a l F o u n d a tio n s o f  
N a tu ra l S c ie n c e  th at a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l d ed u ctio n  cou ld  be c o n str u c ted  
" fro m  th e p r e c is e ly  d e te r m in e d  d e fin it io n  of ju d g m en t in  g e n e r a l (an  
a c t  by w h ich  g iv en  r e p r e s e n ta t io n s  f i r s t  b e c o m e  co g n itio n s  o f an o b 
je c t ) .  "28

A s id e  fr o m  th e  a cco u n t of ju d g m en t in  § 19, th e d ed u ctio n  p ro p er  
ta k e s  p la c e  in  tw o sp p a ra te  s te p s  in  §§ 20 and 2 6 . But th e  r e la tio n sh ip  
b etw een  th e s e  s te p s  h a s  b een  a m a tte r  of d isp u te  am on g c o m m e n ta -

2 ^In a d d itio n  to th e  s e n s e s  o f 's y n th e s is '  d is t in g u ish e d  h e r e ,  K ant a l 
so  in tr o d u c e s  a " sy n th e s is  of a p p r e h e n s io n ,"  B 1 6 0 , w hich  p e r ta in s  to  
th e co m b in a tio n  o f a m a n ifo ld  in  an  e m p ir ic a l  in tu itio n .

28K a n t's  M e ta p h y s ic a l F o u n d a tio n s o f N a tu ra l S c ie n c e , t r a n s .  J a m e s  
E llin g to n  (In d ia n a p o lis  & N ew  Y ork: T he B o b b s -M e r r il l ,  C o . ,  1970), p . 
13.

399
C-3



t o r s .  7 On the one hand, K ant s e e m s  to be m o v in g  fr o m  th e a p p lic a 
b il i ty  of c a t e g o r ie s  to  th e  u n ity  o f a g iv en  in tu itio n  (in  § 20) to th e ir  
u n iv e r s a l  a p p lic a b ility  in  an y  p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e  (in  § 26); and, on  th e  
o th e r , he s e e m s  to  b e  m o v in g  fr o m  an in te l le c tu a l  s y n th e s is  th at a b 
s t r a c t s  fr o m  o u r  p a r t ic u la r  m o d e  o f in tu itio n  to th e s p e c i f ic  fo r m s  o f  
s y n th e s is  th at p e r ta in  to  our s e n s ib i l i ty .  T he f i r s t  in te r p r e ta tio n  d o e s  
n ot f i t  th e a c tu a l a rg u m en t of 8 2 6 , and the se c o n d  w ould  ren d er  th is  
s e c t io n  u n n e d e s s a r y  a s a s tep  in th e a rg u m en t, w hich  cou ld  h av e  ended  
w ith  § 2 4 . W hat K ant d o es  n eed  i s  a p ro o f o f the u n iq u en e ss  o f c a t é 
g o r ia l  a p p lica tio n  to th e  m a n ifo ld  o f ou r in tu itio n . T hus 8 20 sh ow s  
th at th e  c a te g o r ie s  m u s t  app ly  to any g iv e n  m a n ifo ld  that i s  u n ified  in  
one c o n s c io u s n e s s ,  w h e r e a s  8 26 sh o w s that o n ly  th e  c a te g o r ie s  can  d e 
te r m in e  the s y n th e s is  th at g iv e s  our in tu itio n s  u n ity .

T he id e n t if ic a tio n  o f c a te g o r ie s  w ith  th e n e c e s s a r y  co n c ep ts  of the  
c o n d itio n s  o f e x p e r ie n c e  i s  a c h ie v e d  in  § 2 0 . S in ce  ju dging  i s  an a c t iv 
ity  of u n d ersta n d in g  b y  m e a n s  of w h ich  th e  o b je c t iv e  u n ity  o f a m a n i
fo ld  i s  a r t ic u la te d  (8 19), and s in c e  c a t e g o r ie s  " a re  ju s t  [th e  lo g ic a l  J 
fu n c tio n s  of ju d gm en t, in  so  fa r  a s  th ey  a r e  em p lo y ed  in d e ter m in a tio n  
of the m a n ifo ld  of g iv en  in tu ition "  (B 1 4 3 ), ju dging  m u s t  u t i l iz e  c a te g 6 -  
r ie s  in  a r t ic u la t in g  th e u n ity  o f a m a n ifo ld . " C o n seq u en tly , th e  m a n i
fo ld  in  a g iv en  in tu itio n  i s  n e c e s s a r i ly  su b jec t to  th e  c a te g o r ie s "  (B 1 4 3 ). 
In § 26 K ant a r g u e s  th at the s y n th e s is  w h ich  a p p lie s  to o u r  a p p reh en sio n  
of o b je c ts  can  be "no o th er  than" th at o f th e  c a t e g o r ie s .  T h is  ss so  b e 
c a u se  (i) p e r c e p tio n  m u s t  be su b jec t to  an a p r io r i  s y n th e s is  o f sp a c e  
and o f t im e , ( ii)  s in c e  sp a c e  and t im e  can  be r e p r e s e n te d  a p r io r i ,  th e  
u n ity  o f th e ir  s y n th e s is  m u s t  be g iv en  a p r io r i ,  and ( i i i)  o n ly  th e  s y n 
t h e s is  con ta in ed  in  th e  c a te g o r ie s  " is  g iv en  a p r io r i a s  th e  con d itio n  of 
th e  s y n th e s is  o f  a l l  a p p reh en sio n "  (B l6 l)„  In th is  v e r s io n  o f  th e  d e 
d u ction , the r e s tr ic t io n  of c a te g o r ie s  to  a p p e a r a n c e s  (8 22) fo llo w s  a s  a 
c o r o lla r y  to th e ir  in tro d u ctio n  in to  th e  d ed u ctio n  v ia  th e ir  c o n n ec tio n  
w ith  ju d g m en t. S in c e  ju d g m en t i s  r e s tr ic t e d  to g iv en  o b je c ts  and i s ,  
th e r e fo r e , su b je c t  to th e c o n d itio n s  of in tu itio n , c a t e g o r ie s ,  a s  fu n c -

29

^ F o r  fu r th e r  d is c u s s io n  of th is  d isp u te , s e e  H en r ich , s e c .  I , pp. 
6 4 2 -6 4 4 . T he in te r p r e ta tio n  o f 8 26 o ffe r e d  h e r e  d if fe r s  fr o m  th at  
g iv e n  by H en r ich , s e c .  II, pp. 6 4 5 -6 4 6 .

■ ^Kant s ig n a ls  th e e m p h a s is  on th e  g iv e n n e s s  o f th e c a te g o r ie s  a s  a 
p r e m is e  fo r  th e a rg u m en t in  § 26 by dubbing th e  in tro d u ctio n  o f th e  c a t e 
g o r ie s  v ia  th e ir  co n n e c tio n  w ith  th e lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s  o f ju d gm en t a 
" M eta p h y sica l d ed u ction "  (B 1 5 9 ). In  th e  A e s th e t ic  of B Kant had in tr o 
d u ced  th e n otio n  o f a m e ta p h y s ic a l  e x p o s it io n  a s one w h ich  " co n ta in s  
th at w h ich  e x h ib its  th e  co n c ep t a s  g iv e n  a p r io r i" (B 3 8).

400

C-4



t io n s  o f ju d gm en t a p p lied  to  in tu itio n  in  g e n e r a l, a r e  r e s tr ic t e d  to  o b 
j e c t s  o f in tu itio n . T h is  a rg u m en t, a s  w e ll  a s  th e  w h o le  o f S tag e  (3) in  
B , a s s u m e s  a s p e c ia l  co n n ec tio n  b etw een  fo r m s  of ju d gm en t and c a t e 
g o r ie s  a s  th e  o n ly  p o s s ib le  m e a n s  o f d efin in g  c a te g o r ie s  fo r  S tag e  (1 ). 
L e t u s now  c o n s id e r  th is  c o n n e c tio n .

We h a v e  a lr e a d y  s e e n  K an t's p e r so n a l r e a s o n s  fo r  r e v is in g  th e d e f
in it io n  o f c a te g o r ie s  in  th e B d ed u ctio n . In B , w h ere  S tag e  (1) i s  not 
a c c o r d e d  i t s  ow n d is c u s s io n ,  K ant d e f in e s  c a te g o r ie s  a s  lo g ic a l  fu n c 
tio n s  o f ju d gm en t in s o fa r  a s  th e s e  " a re  em p lo y ed  in  d e ter m in a tio n  of 
th e m a n ifo ld "  o f g iv e n  in tu itio n s  in  g e n e r a l .  C u r io u s ly , K ant re ta in ed  
in  B th e d is c u s s io n  o f 'c a te g o r y ' that p r e fa c e s  th e  ta b le  o f c a te g o r ie s  
in  A , p erh a p s b e c a u s e  he thought th is  s e c t io n  d isp la y e d  the grou n d s fo r  
a c o n n ec tio n  b etw een  fo r m s  o f ju d g m en t and c a t e g o r ie s .  E v en  in  A  
K ant g iv e s  th e  im p r e s s io n  o f d raw in g  c a te g o r ie s  out of lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s  
of ju d g m en t, a s  w hen  he c la im s , "The fo r m s  o f ju d g m en ts (c o n v e r ted  
in to  a co n cep t o f th e  s y n th e s is  o f in tu itio n ) y ie ld e d  th e c a t e g o r i e s . . .  " 
(A 3 2 1 /B 3 7 8 ) . But K ant n e v e r  ex p la in s  how  a lo g ic a l  fu n ctio n  can  be  
" co n v erted "  o r  h ow  i t  can  " d eterm in e"  in tu it io n s . P r im a  fa c ie  to app ly  
lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s  to  in tu itio n s  ra th er  than to c o n c e p ts  i s  to ap p ly  th em  
o u ts id e  th e d om ain  fo r  w h ich  th ey  a r e  d e fin ed . ^1 W hat i s  m o r e , the  
d efin it io n  of 'c a te g o r y ' in  B , § 20 im b e d s  c a te g o r ie s  w ith  a d iffe re n t  
kind  o f co n ten t than w hat th ey  w e r e  g iv en  in  the o r ig in a l e x e c u tio n  of 
S tag e  (1) in  A .

W hat K ant s e e m s  to h a v e  in  m in d  in  m o v in g  fr o m  lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s o f  
ju d g m en t to c a te g o r ie s  i s  th e  id e a  that th e  c a te g o r ie s  con ta in  no m o r e  
than an in te l le c tu a l  s y n th e s is  and so  can  p e r fo r m  o n ly  a kind o f in t e l 
le c tu a l  fu n ctio n  r e la t iv e  to lo g ic a l  fo r m s  o f ju d g m en t. It i s  p la u s ib le , I 
th in k , to in te r p r e t  th is  fu n ctio n  a s  p ro v id in g  th e fo r m s  fo r  th e k in d s of 
ju d g m en ts  that o c c u r  in  a p o s s ib le  e x p e r ie n c e ,  i .  e .  in  a s c ie n c e .  S c i 
e n t if ic  ju d g m en ts a r e  n ot s im p ly  u n iv e r s a l  (A ll A  i s  B ), o r  h y p o th e tic a l,  
e t c . , but a r e  q u a n tita tiv e  (m a th em a tic a l)  and c a u s a l, e t c . . T he c o n 
c e p ts  th at p e r fo r m  th is  fu n ctio n  and so  a r t ic u la te  ju d g m en ts o f a c a t é 
g o r ia l  k ind m u s t  be fo r m s  of thought fo r  an o b je c t  of in tu itio n  in  g e n e r a l  
(B 1 5 0 ). No m a tte r  w hat fo r m s  o f  s e n s ib le  in tu itio n  a f in ite  b ein g  m a y  
p o s s e s s ,  he m u s t a r t ic u la te  h is  e x p e r ie n c e  by m e a n s  of ju d g m en ts o f a 
c a té g o r ia l  k ind and so  th ink  o b je c ts  o f h is  e x p e r ie n c e  a s  so m eth in g  
q u a n tita tiv e , m u tu a lly  in te r r e la te d , e t c . . Such  fo r m s  o f thought, Kant 
t e l l s  u s , m u s t  co n ta in  an " in te lle c tu a l s y n th e s is ,  " w hich  a p p a ren tly  is

^ F o r  c r i t ic a l  d is c u s s io n s  o f th e  r e la t io n sh ip  b etw een  th e  tahhe o f  
lo g ic a l  fu n c tio n s  and th e c a t e g o r ie s ,  s e e  S tr a w so n , Bounds, pp. 7 8 -  
82, and W a lsh , C hapter 3 , § 12.
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n oth ing  m o r e  than the fa c t  th at su ch  c o n cep ts  p ro v id e  the fo r m a l m ea n s  
of a r t ic u la tin g  c e r ta in  k in d s o f ju d g m en ts . In c o n tr a s t  to K ant!s o r ig i 
nal d e fin it io n  o f C a te g o r y 1 in A, th is  d e fin it io n  e lim in a te s  any s p e c if ic  
co n n ec tio n  b e tw een  th e d efin itio n  of C ategory*  and in tu itiv e  s tr u c tu r e s  
g en e ra te d  by im a g in a tio n . The B d e fin it io n  in tr o d u c es  c a te g o r ie s  r e la 
t iv e  o n ly  to a fu n ctio n  o f  thought. Kant b e l ie v e s  th at th e ad van tage he  
o b ta in s  w ith th is  d e fin it io n  of 1 category* is  th at of fr e e in g  th e c a te g o r ie s  
fo r  thought o f s u p e r s e n s ib i l ia ,  fo r  ev en  if  no in tu ition  u n d erg r id s  the  
c a te g o r ie s ,  it fo llo w s  that th ey  a r e  s t i l l  th ou gh ts o f so m eth in g  in g en 
e r a l ,  but su ch  th ou gh ts a s  a re  not th e b a s is  o f p o s s ib le  k n ow led ge (B146, 
& I66n).

But h ere  the lacu n a  in th e B d ed u ctio n  o c c u r s .  K ant can  g iv e  no e x 
p lan atio n  of how  to co n n ec t in te lle c tu a l s y n th e s is  w ith  the s tr u c tu r a l  
co u n terp a r t of the o b je c t  w e th ink fo r  a p p ea r a n c es  th rou gh  the m a n ifo ld  
of our in tu itio n s . Kant m e r e ly  in tro d u ces  an oth er  fo r m  of s y n th e s is ,  
a f ig u r a t iv e  s y n t h e s is ,  a s  the u n ified  s tr u c tu r e  o f the s e n s ib le  m a n ifo ld  
a s e ffe c te d  th rou gh  im a g in a tio n  (B151). A s  we sh ou ld  e x p e c t , th is  sy n 
th e s is  is  c a lle d  a s y n th e s is  s p e c io s a - - l i t e r a l l y ,  a sy n th e s is  of f ig u r e  
o r  fo r m , and th is  s y n th e s is  is  sa id  to 11 co n fo rm  w ith” th e in te lle c tu a l  
s y n th e s is  tltought in the c a te g o r ie s  (B152). But K ant can not ex p la in  
the a c tu a l m e c h a n is m s  by w hich  a f ig u r a t iv e  s y n th e s is  and a g iv en  in 
te l le c tu a l  s y n th e s is  a re  co n n ec ted . Kant cannot p ro v id e  th is  e x p la n a 
tion  b e c a u se  the tw o ty p es  of s y n th e s e s  d iffe r  in kind and ra n g e , the  
one w h o lly  a b s tr a c tin g  fr o m  th e m o d es  th at d efin e  -the o th er  ( s e e  B144). 
In the B d ed u ctio n , th e r e fo r e , the r e la t io n  that b r id g e s  the gap b etw een  
a c a te g o r y  and im a g in a tio n  b e c o m e s  a m a tte r  e ith e r  o f a p o s t e r io r i  
d is c o v e r y  o r  o f d o g m a tic  a s s e r t io n .

D ie te r  H en rich  a r g u e s , h o w e v e r , th at a ll  K ant in ten d s to a c c o m p lish  
in  the B d ed u ctio n  is  an ex p la n a tio n  of the m e r e  p o s s ib il i ty  of ap p ly in g  
c a te g o r ie s  to th e s e n s ib le  m a n ifo ld . ^2 A cc o rd in g  to th is  in te r p r e ta tio n ,  
K ant r e fr a in e d  fr o m  g iv in g  a su b je c tiv e  d ed u ctio n  in B p r e c is e ly  b e 
c a u se  the s tr u c tu r e  o f th e d ed u ction  p ro h ib its  h im  fr o m  sp e c ify in g  th e  
m e n ta l a c t iv i t ie s  in v o lv ed  in a c tu a lly  a p p ly in g  c a te g o r ie s  to s e n s ib i l i ty .  
T h is in te r p r e ta tio n  is  e n t ir e ly  a c c u r a te , but it m is s e s  the p o in t. W ith 
out so m e  id ea  o f th e u n d er ly in g  m e c h a n ism s  that co n n ect in te l le c t  and 
im a g in a tio n , w e h av e  we w ay of a s c e r ta in in g  a p r io r i  what a c tu a l s y n 
th e s is  in e x p e r ie n c e  co n fo r m s w ith  an in te lle c tu a l sy n th e s is  in a c a t e 
g o ry . W hat H en rich  ig n o r e s  and Kant a p p aren tly  fo r g o t is  that th e d e 
d u ction  m u s t p ro v id e  a b a s is  fo r  w ork in g out the d o c tr in e  o f th e s c h e 
m a tism . In B, o f c o u r s e , K ant a lr e a d y  had at h is  d is p o s a l a s e t  of 
p r o p o s it io n s  about th e r e la tio n sh ip  b etw een  th e p a r tic u la r  c a te g o r ie s

^ H e n r ic h ,  pp. 6 5 1 -652 .
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and fo r m s  o f u n ity  in  th e p u r e , s e n s ib le  m a n ifo ld , but th is  th e o r y  w as  
w ork ed  out w ith  th e  d efin itio n  o f ’category*  in  A . It i s ,  h o w ev e r , th e  
p o s s ib i l i ty  o f th is  th e o r y  th at K ant’ s r e v is e d  d e fin it io n  o f th e  c a te g o r ie s  
e ith e r  r e n d er s  u n in te ll ig ib le  o r  m a k e s  a m a tte r  o f u n a cc e p ta b le  a l t e r 
n a t iv e s .

(T he d iffe r e n t p ro g r a m s  fo r  c o n str u c t in g  the d ed u ctio n  p ro d u ce  d if 
fe r e n t  d e fin it io n s  o f the s c h e m a t is m . In A , w h ere  Kant c la im s  th at im 
a g in a tio n  m e d ia te s  s e n s e  and u n d ersta n d in g  (A 124), s c h e m a t is m  is  b e s t  
c o n c e iv e d  a s  a p ro c ed u r e  of im a g in a tio n . "  In B , h o w e v e r , th e  d o c 
tr in e  o f the s c h e m a t is m  h as to s p e c ify  o n ly  w hat (f ig u r a tiv e )  s y n th e s is  
c o r r e sp o n d s  to a c a te g o r y . A  sc h e m a , th e r e fo r e , n eed s to be u n d e r 
stoo d  o n ly  a s  a p ro d u ct of im a g in a tio n . ^4 U n d ou b ted ly  a tte s t in g  to  th e  
o b s c u r ity  and a m b ig u ity  th at p e r m e a te s  th e d o c tr in e  o f s y n th e s is  in  
both  ed itio n s  o f th e C r itiq u e  i s  th at both  v ie w s  o f th e  s c h e m a t is m  e x is t  
s id e  b y  s id e  in an u n r e v is e d  c h a p ter . )

S u m m a ry  of the B D ed u ctio n . In B K ant e m p lo y s  th e sa m e  kind of  
id e n t if ic a to r y  a rg u m en t a s he p r e s e n te d  in  A , but h e e x e c u te s  its  s ta g e s  
in  r a d ic a lly  d iffe r e n t w a y s . E v en  if  w e ig n o r e  the o b sc u r ity  in  th e n o 
tio n  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a c t iv ity , th e r e v is e d  a rg u m en t s t i l l  la c k s  im p o r 
tan t e x p la n a to r y  p o w er . T h is  la cu n a  r e s u lt s  fr o m  the fa c t  that in  w r it 
ing B , Kant had sh ifte d  h is  a tten tio n  fr o m  the c o n c e r n  to l im it  o n to log y  
to  a p p ea r a n c es  ( s e e  A 2 4 6 -2 4 7 /B 3 0 3 )  to  e th ic o -m e ta p h y s ic a l  in v e s t ig a 
t io n s  and the d e fe n se  o f c e r ta in  m e ta p h y s ic a l  p r e su p p o s it io n s  o f A th at 
he thought dem anded^ one to  th ink  o f th in g s in  th e m s e lv e s  by m e a n s  o f 
c a t e g o r ie s .  To c o m p le te  th e se  ta sk s  K ant had to f r e e  th e co n ten t of 
c a te g o r ie s  fr o m  th e  r e s tr ic t io n  to  th e  s y n th e s is  of im a g in a tio n  th at had  
c h a r a c te r iz e d  th e ir  d e fin it io n  in  A . K ant a ls o  w anted  a s im p lif ie d  e x e 
cu tio n  of the d ed u ction  i t s e l f .  Kant m u st h ave r e a liz e d  th a tlh is  n ew  
c o n c e r n s  a s  w e ll  a s  h is  d e s ir e  fo r  a s im p lif ie d  a rg u m en t cou ld  be m ad e  
to d o v e ta il  by p o stu la t in g  u n d erstan d in g  a s  the b a s ic  m e n ta l a c t iv ity  fo r  
c o n str u c t in g  th e d ed u ctio n . B y  b a s in g  S tag e  (3) on th e a c t iv ity  o f ju d g -

3 3A s in  A 1 4 0 /B 1 7 9 :  "The p r o c e d u r e . . .  in  th e s e  sc h e m a ta  w e sh a ll  e n 
t i t le  th e  s c h e m a t is m . . .  A 1 4 0 /B 1 7 9 -8 0 :  " T h is r e p r e se n ta t io n  o f a u n i
v e r s a l  p r o c e d u r e  o f im a g in a t io n .. .1  e n t it le  th e  sc h e m a  o f th is  con cep t" ;  
and A 1 4 1 /B 1 8 0 : "T he s c h e m a . . .  i s  a ru le  o f s y n th e s is  of the im a g in a tio nit. • . . 34

34A s  in  A 1 4 0 /B 1 7 9 :  "T he s c h e m a . . . i s  a p ro d u ct o f im ag in a tion " ; A  
1 4 1 -4 2 /B 1 8 1 :  " . . .  the schem a-. . .  i s  a p r o d u c t .. .  of p u re  a p r io r i  im a g i*  
n a t io n . . .  "; and A 1 4 2 /B 1 8 1 :  " . . .  th e  sc h e m a  of a pure co n c ep t of u n d e r 
sta n d in g . . .  i s  a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l p ro d u ct of im a g in a t io n .. . . "
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m e n t and so  in tro d u c in g  th e c a te g o r ie s  into  th e  a rg u m en t th rou gh  th e ir  
c o n n ec tio n  w ith  th e fo r m s  o f ju d g m en t, K ant thought he cou ld  g iv e  the  
c a te g o r ie s  an " in te lle c tu a l"  co n ten t th at w ould  be in d ep en d en t o f th e  
s y n th e s is  o f th e s e n s ib le  m a n ifo ld  w hich  i s  e ffe c te d  th rou gh  im a g in a 
tio n . Y et th is  d e s ir e  to find  a m e a n s  o f th in k in g  th in g s  in  th e m s e lv e s  
w ith  c a te g o r ie s  m is le d  K ant into  c o n str u c t in g  a d ed u ctio n  th at cou ld  no 
lo n g e r  e p is te m o lo g ic a lly  ground  the co n n ectio n  b e tw een  c a te g o r ie s  and  
s e n s ib i l i ty  v ia  a d o c tr in e  o f s c h e m a t is m . T he iro n y  i s ,  h o w e v e r , th at  
th is  d e s ir e  i s  p ro b a b ly  an a b e r r a tio n  o f K a n t's  th in k in g . ^5

V I. C o n c lu s io n s
T he e x e c u tio n  o f th e  d ed u ctio n  in  A c le a r ly  r e q u ir e s  a rew o rk in g  of 

th e  a rg u m en t o f A 1 0 4 ff. ^  W ithout a r e s ta te m e n t  o f th is  a rg u m en t, 
S tag e  (2) of the d ed u ction  in  A can n ot be a c c e p te d , fo r  th e  p s y c h o lo g i
c a l  a rg u m en t i s  m is g u id e d . In B , h o w e v e r , th e d ed u ctio n  flo u n d ers  on  
th e r e la t io n sh ip  b e tw een  c a te g o r ie s  and s e n s ib i l i ty .  But b e c a u se  of the  
sh ift  in  th e  lo g ic a l  p o s it io n  of u n d ersta n d in g  in  ea ch  v e r s io n  of the d e 
d u ction , th e e x e c u tio n  o f S ta g e  (3) in  A  can not co m p le m e n t th e  m o r e  
s u c c e s s f u l  e x e c u tio n  of S tag e  (2) in  B . N e v e r t h e le s s ,  th e  o b sc u r ity  in  
th e  n otion  o f tr a n sc e n d e n ta l a c t iv ity  c o n st itu te s  a p ro b le m  fo r  both d e 
d u c tio n s . In both  e d it io n s  of the C r it iq u e , th e r e fo r e ,  Kant w as u n ab le  
to o v e r c o m e  th e u n a v o id a b le  " o b s c u r it ie s"  in  an a rg u m en t th at he h im -  
sftàf d e s c r ib e d  a s  b e in g  one of " e x tr e m e  d ifficu lty "  (A 98).

K irk  D a lla s  W ilso n  
L itt le to n , N ew  H a m p sh ire

•^ S e e , fo r  e x a m p le , W alsh* p . 81 .
^ I n s o f a r  a s  B en n ett a r g u e s  th at a tr a n sc e n d e n ta l s e l f - c o n s c io u s n e s s  

m u s t be a co n d itio n  fo r  u s in g  c e r ta in  k in d s o f e m p ir ic a l  c o n cep ts  in  e x 
p e r ie n c e ,  h is  in te r p r e ta t io n  o f th e  d ed u ction  i s  p erh a p s b e s t  c o n str u e d  
a s  a r e c o n s tr u c t io n  of A 1 0 4 ff ( s e e  B en n ett, C h ap ter  8 ). B en n ett, h o w 
e v e r , ig n o r e s  o r  d i s m is s e s  K a n t's  a ttem p ts  at e x e c u tin g  S tage (3) (c f .  
B en n ett, § 3 3 ).
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