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The Subjective Deduction in Kant’s
Critique of Pure Reason: An Analysis of Its
Proof-Structure and Method

Hua Terence Tai
Abstract

In the Preface to the first edition of the Critique of Pure Reason, Kant
describes his inquiry in the Deduction chapter as having two ‘“‘sides,”
which he calls the objective and subjective deductions (OD and SD). Ac-
cording to most commentators, the OD is a philosophical inquiry which
results in the transcendental deduction (TD) of the categories, whereas the
SD is a psychological inquiry which results in Kant’s theory of “‘synthesis.”

This paper presents a new approach to the SD by arguing that the SD
is as philosophical an inquiry as the OD in that, just as the OD contains a
TD of the categories, the SD contains a TD of the concept of “I’’ (a Kantian
“fixed and abiding self”’). Both TD’s are intended by Kant to yield a kind
of a priori justification for our employment of certain concepts which he
thinks cannot be derived from experience. In this paper, the TD of the
concept of “I”" is reconstructed step by step on the basis of some relevant
passages from the first-edition Critique. In order to bring out the philoso-
phical nature of Kant’s inquiry in the SD, the author tries to show, first,
that the theory of ‘“‘synthesis’ is the outcome of conceptual analysis (a kind
of philosophical method) rather than some psychological investigation, and
secondly, that the same inference-rule Kant explicitly employs in the TD of
the categories is also employed in the TD of the concept of “I.”
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