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 The Aims of the Analytic of Principles

• Four questions:

. Which concepts are a priori? (the Metaphysical Deduction)
. Must the categories apply to objects of experience? (the Transcendental

Deduction)
. How could the categories apply to objects of experience? (the Schema-

tism)
. What synthetic a priori truths do we know as the result of their applica-

tion? (the System of All Principles)

The Analytic of Principles aims to answer questions () and (). A full vindica-
tion of the categories thus depends not only on the arguments of the Analytic
of Concepts but also those of the Principles.

 The Schematism (A-/B-)

. The Aim of Kant’s Argument

• What’s the scope of Kant’s argument?

. Specific: explain how the categories, whose content is purely a priori, and
based on the functions of judgment, apply to object of experience

. General: explain how any concept applies to an object of experience

. The Homogeneity Requirement 1 In all subsumptions of an object under a
concept the representations of the former
must be homogeneous with the latter,
i.e., the concept must contain that which
is represented in the object that is to be
subsumed under it, for that is just what
is meant by the expression “an object is
contained under a concept.” (A137/B176).

Homogeneity: Two representations(?) X and Y are (partially) homogeneous iff
X and Y share (some of) the same content

• What is Homegeneity a problem for?

– All concepts as they relate to objects via intuition? (Pendlebury)
– Pure (a priori) concepts as they relate to objects via intuition? (Guyer)
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. Guyer’s Interpretation

• Empirical concepts are their own schemata 2 The rule by which the reproductive imagi-
nation represents a dog or the understanding
recognizes an object presented to it as a dog is
just the rule that anything which displays four-
footedness (and of course a number of other
similarly sensible properties, such as certain
characteristics of dentition, musculature, and
so on) is to be called a “dog,” and this rule
is precisely the rule signified by the concept
dog. In other words, the rule which functions
as a schema is the concept signified by the
expression “dog.” (Guyer (1987), 164)

– Empirical concepts relate ‘immediately’ to schemata (A/B)

* Why would the schematism be a ‘hidden art’ then? (A/B-)

– Avoids empiricist problem of abstract ideas

• Schemata are required only for pure concepts

3 the problem is that the content of the pure
concepts of the understanding does not
include any predicates which do directly
designate any properties of pure or empirical
intuition...Although being four-footed or
triangular is something that may be both
thought in a concept and directly presented in
the appropriate kind of intuition, being real or
a ground of a consequence – that is, possessing
the property which is the objective correlate
of the logical function of affirmation or the
logical relation of antecedent to consequent
– is not the kind of property that is directly
presented in pure or empirical intuition.
(Guyer (1987, 165)

KANT’S ’TERTIUM QUID’ – TIME

• Kant requires an intermediary that is homogeneous with both the categories
and appearances, as well as being

– universal: applies to all appearances
– knowable a priori: allows for knowledge of the a priori applicability of the

categories to appearances
– diverse: compatible with the full variety of logical properties and relations

specified by the categories

• Only the representation of time and temporal relations satisfies all three
conditions

– Allows for a distinctive form of anti-skeptical argument since Kant also
argues that representation of determinate temporal relations depends on
the spatial content of representation 4 By beginning with the premise that the

categories can be interpreted in the purely
temporal forms of inner sense, but then
arguing that the determinate temporal
relations of subjective states thus called for
can be judged only if those states are also
linked to independent objects in space, Kant
can show that the categories can be given
empirical sense in terms of knowledge which
even the skeptic must concede…but that
they can be used only if knowledge of external
reality is also conceded. (Guyer (1987), 168)

. Pendlebury’s Interpretation

• The schematism concerns the general problem of how concepts apply to
objects via the subsumption of intuitions under concepts

– The categories are only a special instance of a general problem

• The Homogeneity Requirement is understood in terms of shared representa-
tional content between representations (i.e. intuition and concept) 5 an intuition, i, and a concept, C, are homo-

geneous if and only if C-ness is part of the
content of i. Here and elsewhere in this paper
I use the word “content” in the sense which
is now common in the philosophy of mind and
language…one representation subsumes an-
other if the content of the latter includes the
content of the former. (Pendlebury (1995),
781)

– How can an intuition and a concept have (or share) the same representa-
tional content?

• Kant’s solution is not to appeal to a tertium quid but rather to appeal to
a pre-conceptual capacity for synthesis which is ‘excercised in both the
formation and the application of concepts’

6 Pendlebury (1995), 784
– Schemata are fundamentally dispositions to group ‘bare’ (i.e. non-

representational) sensations 7 my inclination would be to define a schema
canonically as the (repeatable) process-type
which yields the relevant synthesis. In terms
of this suggestion, Kant is most accurate
when he describes a schema as a rule, for
there is a minimal sense in which a rule is in
effect a process-type, viz., the sense in which
it is not something which an agent obeys or
follows, but something which a particular
sequence of event tokens fits or instantiates.
(Pendlebury (1995), 786n15)

Colin McLear | October , 



THE SCHEMATISM  | 

References & Further Reading

Allison, Henry E. . “The Schematism of the Understanding and the Power
of Judgment.” In Kant’s Transcendental Idealism: Revised and Enlarged,
–. New Haven: Yale University Press.

Grüne, Stefanie. . Blinde Anschauung. Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio
Klostermann.

Guyer, Paul. . “The Schematism and System of Principles.” In Kant and the
Claims of Knowledge, –. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Krausser, Peter. . “Kant’s Schematism of the Categories and the Problem of
Pattern Recognition.” Synthese  ():–.

Longuenesse, Béatrice. . Kant and the Capacity to Judge. Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Pendlebury, Michael. . “Making Sense of Kant’s Schematism.” Philosophy
and Phenomenological Research  ():–.

Pippin, Robert B. . “The Schematism and Empirical Concepts.” Kant-
Studien  (-):–.

Schaper, Eva. . “Kant’s Schematism Reconsidered.” The Review of Meta-
physics  ():–.

Sellars, Wilfrid. . “The Role of the Imagination in Kant’s Theory of Expe-
rience.” In, edited by Jeffrey F. Sicha, –. Atascadero, CA: Ridgeview
Publishing Company.

Young, J Michael. . “Kant’s View of Imagination.” Kant-Studien  (-
):–.

———. . “Construction, Schematism, and Imagination.” In, edited by Carl
J Posy, –. Springer Netherlands.

Colin McLear | October , 


	The Aims of the Analytic of Principles
	The Schematism (A137-47/B176-87)
	References & Further Reading

