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 Kurt Mosser. Necessity and Possibility: The Logical Strategy of Kant's Critique of Pure Reason. Washington, DC: The Catholic University of America Press, 2008. Pp. xxiv + 226. Cloth, $64.95
 
  This book is a foray into the thorny interpretive issue of what to make of Kant's so-called "Metaphysical Deduction" of the categories. As with many of the arguments in the first Critique, the claim of the Metaphysical Deduction is easier to make out than its argument. The claim is that by some or other reference to "general logic," one may obtain a "transcendental logic," i.e., a justification (or "deduction") of the categories (of the understanding) necessary to the (very) possibility of experience. But how? By, Kant says, discerning, in general logic, a "clue" to transcendental logic. But what sort of clue? And then what clue exactly? We need a meta-clue to get a clue.
 Herein lies the very mixed reception the Metaphysical Deduction has met. Depending on how one interprets 'clue' (Leitfaden), one may treat the claim of the Metaphysical Deduction as a bit of a sham—overblown, unsubstantiated, and eminently dispensable (the consensus, more or less, of much nineteenth-and twentieth-century commentary)—or, on a rarer view, one may treat it as the ticking heart of the whole deal (as in Beatrice Longuenesse's Kant and the Capacity to Judge [Princeton, 1998]). Neither extreme is quite persuasive, and if Mosser's more temperate interpretation comes across as somewhat tepid, it also comes across as more plausible.
 Before setting out his account of the relation between general logic and transcendental logic such that the one is a clue to the other, Mosser dispatches two traditional bugaboos, viz. that the categories cannot be "derived" from the judgment forms, and that, contrary to Kant's claim, the tables of judgment forms and categories are not "complete." Mosser argues convincingly that the question of deriving the categories from the forms of judgment was not Kant's concern and is pretty much a red herring. As for Kant's "completeness" claim, Mosser offers two vindicatory suggestions. Kant may simply be adhering to his unargued faith that "what reason produces out of itself cannot be hidden" (KrV Axx), and/or he has gone "regulative": "Kant's introduction to the Analytic of Concepts would seem to suggest that the completeness of the transcendental analytic is grounded in a maxim of reason, and thus involves a regulative employment of the idea of totality" (102). In any case, Mosser further argues, what really matters is the necessity of a given set of judgment forms to the possibility of thought, and not the completeness of the set. I am sympathetic to this defense of Kant although, as I shall suggest, it risks forgoing the best clue to the clue.
 By 'transcendental logic', Kant means an account of things that "isolates" the understanding no less than "transcendental aesthetic" isolates sensibility (KrV A62/B87). How is general logic a clue to this? Mosser's answer is a relatively moderate and deflationary one: by analogy. "The central line of argument I have been attempting to develop here is straightforward: a logic is the systematic presentation of rules that range, universally and necessarily, over a given domain. Kant argues that just as the rules of general logic universally [End Page 402] and necessarily range over the domain of possible thought, the rules of transcendental logic—specifically transcendental analytic—range over the domain of possible experience" (107). Kant's Leitfaden leads by example. This is the nub of Mosser's account.
 Though he has much else of interest to say, one may feel that Mosser's nub does not quite coincide with Kant's nub (and there is the rub). The latter, it is widely conceded, is presented by Kant just before he sets the table of the categories: "The same function that gives unity to the different representations in a judgment also gives unity to the mere synthesis of different representations in an intuition, which expressed generally, is called the pure concept of understanding" (KrV A79/B105). Mosser notes and discusses...
 
 
 
 
			

			

			
			
			
			
			
			
      
      
        
      

      

			
			
			
						
			
				
					collapse
				
				
					
					You are not currently authenticated.
									
					If you would like to authenticate using a different subscribed institution or have your own login and password to Project MUSE

					Authenticate
				

			

			
			
			
    	

    	
    	




	
		

		

		

			
				
				Purchase/rental options available:
					 Buy Issue for $25 at JHUP


				
			


		
		

		

		
    
    
	  Share


    
               
      
  		
  		
  		  

  		
    

		
    
		

		
			
			
		

    


	





    	
    	
    	
    	
    	



    	
    	
	
		
			Additional Information

		

				
							
			
				
					ISSN
				

				
					1538-4586
				

			

			
			
			
				
					Print ISSN
				

				
					0022-5053
				

			

			
			
			
			
			
            
			
			
			
				
					Pages
				

				
					pp. 402-403
				

			

									
			
			
				
					Launched on MUSE
				

				
					2010-07-01
				

			

			
			
			
			
			
				
					Open Access
				

				
					
					No
					
				

			

			
			
			
				
			
			
		

	

	
		
		

		

	






		
			
				
					
						Project MUSE Mission

						Project MUSE promotes the creation and dissemination of essential humanities and social science resources through collaboration with libraries, publishers, and scholars worldwide. Forged from a partnership between a university press and a library, Project MUSE is a trusted part of the academic and scholarly community it serves.

					

					
						
					

				

			

			
			
				
					
						
							
								About

									MUSE Story
	Publishers
	Discovery Partners
	Journal Subscribers
	Book Customers
	Conferences


							
							
								What's on Muse

									Open Access
	Journals
	Books
	The Complete Prose of T. S. Eliot
	MUSE in Focus


							
							

						

						
						  
								Resources

									News & Announcements
	Email Sign-Up
	Promotional Materials
	Presentations
	Get Alerts


							
							
								Information For

									Publishers
	Librarians
	Individuals
	Instructors


							
							

						

					

					
						
							
								Contact

									Contact Us
	Help


									
											
	
	


									


							
							
								Policy & Terms

									Accessibility
	Privacy Policy
	Terms of Use


							
							

						

						
							
								2715 North Charles Street
Baltimore, Maryland, USA 21218

								+1 (410) 516-6989

								muse@jh.edu

								©2024 Project MUSE. Produced by Johns Hopkins University Press in collaboration with The Sheridan Libraries.

							

							
								Now and Always, 
The Trusted Content Your Research Requires

								
								
								
								
								

								Now and Always, The Trusted Content Your Research Requires

								Built on the Johns Hopkins University Campus

							

							

						

					

					

				

			

			
				Built on the Johns Hopkins University Campus
		
				©2024 Project MUSE. Produced by Johns Hopkins University Press in collaboration with The Sheridan Libraries.
			
			
		
		

		
		
		
		
		
			Back To Top
		

		
		
		
		  
		
		
		
			
				This website uses cookies to ensure you get the best experience on our website. Without cookies your experience may not be seamless.

				Accept
					
						
								
						
						
						

				

			

		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
		
	