












































































































































Kant’s strategy in the first Critique assumes this analogy between general
and transcendental logic.

Mosser attempts to clarify the analogy between general and transcenden-
tal logic by considering a corresponding analogy between logic and grammar.
Grammar is concerned with syntax — the set of formal conditions that any
proposition must meet in order to be well-formed — as well as with seman-
tics, which considers the relation between a proposition and the thing the
proposition is about. Since Kant sees a significant affinity between grammar
and logic, we should expect to find in logic a parallel to the grammatical dis-
tinction between syntax and semantics. Mosser claims that the distinction
between general and transcendental logic is analogous to the grammatical
distinction between syntax and semantics. Just as the grammarian specifies
the formal syntactical rules for the proper formulation of linguistic expres-
sions, the general logician specifies the minimal set of rules governing thought
in general. And just as a proposition may be syntactically well-formed but fail
to be meaningful, a judgment may be free of contradiction — it may meet the
minimal requirements of general logic — but still fail to make reference to an
object. Transcendental logic brings in a ‘semantic’ component by considering
the possible application of judgments to objects of experience. One could say
that general logic articulates the grammar of thought, while transcendental
logic articulates the grammar of experience. Mosser’s perceptive discussion
of grammar and logic and the historical relationship between them is one of
the most interesting sections of the book.

The analogy that holds between specifying a set of universal and neces-
sary conditions for the possibility of thought (general logic) and specifying
the universal and necessary conditions of experience (transcendental logic) is
reflected in Kant’s move from the table of judgments to the table of categories
in the metaphysical deduction. Mosser believes that Kant’s strongest argu-
ment for regarding the categories as necessary conditions for the possibility
of experience is his attempt to show that they coincide with the functions of
thought. Establishing a clear connection between the two tables is to some
extent tantamount to establishing the assumed connection between general
and transcendental logic. Against the dominant reading of the metaphysical
deduction, Mosser argues — convincingly — that Kant’s aim is not to derive
the pure concepts of the understanding from the logical forms of judgment,
but — exploiting the analogy between general and transcendental logic — to
take the forms of judgment as providing merely a clue for discovering the
set of rules governing the experience of an object. Kant’s strategy in the Cri-
tique is therefore explicitly logical in that it seeks to lay out the minimal
constraints on judgments relative to sensibility by considering the minimal
constraints on judgments in general.

This interpretation is meant to demonstrate the relevance of Kant to con-
temporary philosophy. Mosser argues that (1) Laurence Bonjour’s defense of
the a priori badly misconstrues Kant’s position and as a result fails to recog-
nize a strategic option that could remedy certain weaknesses in his own argu-
ment; (2) Donald Davidson’s view that cognitive claims must be adjudicated
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by ‘triangulating’ amongst two subjects and a shared world relies on the very
Kantian notion of necessity that Davidson rejects; and (3) the postmodern
critique of Kant presupposes just those universal and necessary constraints
on rationality that postmodernists blame Kant for maintaining. The success
of Mosser’s reasoning here depends in each case on the accuracy of his inter-
pretation of Kant as well as of the allegedly cognate position. He thus invites
eriticism from a number of different angles.

One shortcoming of the book is that Mosser never really explains what
‘necessity’ means for Kant, or how transcendental necessity differs — if at all
— from either logical or psychological necessity. Given the title, such an ex-
planation might reasonably be expected. But perhaps this objection commits
the common error of criticizing an author for not writing a different book.
There is much here that is worth reading and nothing obviously superfluous.
The transparency and smoothness of Mosser’s analysis, by comparison with
the crushing weight and murkiness of other works on the same topic, make
this an easy — almost enjoyable — read.

Scott Stapleford
St. Thomas University

John Mouracade, ed.

Aristotle on Life.

Kelowna, BC: Academic Printing and
Publishing 2008.

Pp. 207.

CDN$/US$74.95

(cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-920980-96-5);

CDN$/US$28.95

(paper ISBN-13: 978-0-920980-97-2).

This slim collection of essays emerged from a conference held at the Univer-
sity of Alaska Anchorage in 2007. Some of the essays are broad while others
focus on quite specific areas of research. The level of detail also varies but
most can be understood by an informed general reader. Many run over some
quite basic principles (i.e., what Aristotle means by substance and soul) and
lines of interpretation (e.g., various interpretations of Aristotelian teleology)
while also providing distinctive and original interpretations of key ideas,
concepts or passages in texts. The volume as a whole provides the reader
with a sense of the philosophical interest and relevance of Aristotle on living
nature.
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Paul Studtmann’s ‘On the Several Senses of “Form” in Aristotle’ begins
with the idea that Aristotle’s various accounts of form are problematically
confused. Studtmann attempts to establish that there are two key senses of
form, form of matter and form of a composite, and that most of the descrip-
tions and definitions of form can be found to fall neatly under these two.
Studtmann admits that such neatness is artificial but claims it is necessary
to make Aristotle’s philosophy plausible. Studtmann adds that form often
represents soul or living essence, but his appeal to and explanation of pas-
sages from Aristotle’s biology is not extensive.

In ‘The Role of Material and Efficient Causes in Aristotle’s Natural Te-
leology’ Margaret Scharle tackles an issue at the heart of Aristotle on the
life sciences, namely the nature of his teleology. Scharle argues against the
view that Aristotle was sometimes willing to accept the physical science of
his predecessors. On Scharle’s view, material and efficient causes (that is,
physics and chemistry) are, for Aristotle, always inadequate on their own,
without a view to an end (felos). Scharle believes that her interpretation has
the advantage of making Aristotle’s teleology more relevant today. Unlike
the alternate view, her interpretation avoids natural teleology becoming re-
dundant through advances in physical science. This is a bold and interest-
ing thesis and the evidence, which comes mainly from Aristotle’s Physics, is
compelling. However, it would have been helpful to include some discussion
of Aristotle’s biological texts, in order to set out the implications of this posi-
tion for Aristotle’s explanations of living beings.

One of the most interesting papers in the volume is Devin Henry’s ‘Or-
ganismal Natures’. This essay offers astute insights about the possibly broad-
reaching implications of various discussions within Aristotle’s Generation of
Animals. The piece reads more like a detailed commentary than a single ar-
gument. However, one of its main aims appears to be to support A. Gotthelf’s
contention (‘Aristotle’s Conception of Final Causality’, in A. Gotthelf and J.
Lennox, eds. Philosophical Issues in Aristotle’s Biology, Cambridge Univer-
sity Press 1987, 204-42) that Aristotle’s teleology is grounded in the powers
(dunameis) at work in the natural world. These powers can be quite specific
and reach below the level of teleology, as in the unusual case of the powers at
work in hereditary resemblance (GA IV 3; 767h24-68a3). Henry speculates
that inherited features of animals are neither caused by chance (i.e. they are
not random), but nor do they count as part of the essence of an animal. An-
other speculation comes from Aristotle’s discussion of hair color in GA Book
V, where it seems that Aristotle considers a group of animals as having a na-
ture. This appears anomalous since something with a nature is normally an
individual animal, but it may be helpful in order to explain goals undertaken
by several animals together (e.g. reproduction).

Julie Ward’s ‘Is Human a Homonym for Aristotle?’ is a carefully argued
piece taking its lead from Aristotle’s logic. Ward attempts to untangle vari-
ous uses of the term ‘human’, coming mostly from Aristotle’s ethical and
political writings, in order to set out whether it would be best characterized
as a homonym. She concludes that it would not and that we need to accept
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the implications of the term’s being synonymous. Ward cleverly explains how
women and slaves can be human, according to Aristotle, without possessing
the essential feature of deliberative rationality. This is an interesting attempt
to link Aristotle’s biology (specifically his discussion of the soul) to his ethics
and politics.

Errol Katayama’s ‘Substantial Unity and Living Things in Aristotle’ ar-
gues that not all living things are substances, defined as unified entities.
Katayama links the ability to remain unified (nutritive) with the ability to
produce another like oneself (reproductive), and focusing specifically on hy-
brids and spontaneously generated animals, he argues that animals that do
not have this combined ability cannot count as substances. It is somewhat
surprising that Katayama did not include a common reproductive strategy,
mentioned often by Aristotle, in which an animal is incapable of producing
another like itself: larvae production.

Christopher Sheild’s ‘Substance and Life in Aristotle’ defends Aristotle’s
claim that only living things are properly termed substances. Sheild does
this by first forcefully setting out the opposing stance which argues that he
is not justified in excluding structured artifacts from the category — after
all, no table is a quality or quantity. The argument is that it is the ability to
feed itself that best distinguishes the substance from the non-substance and
effectively excludes artifacts.

In the final essay editor Mouracade argues that non-reductive materialism,
the most viable theory in contemporary philosophy of mind, is missing an ac-
count of mind as an ‘internally caused and maintained structure’. Mouracade
attempts to argue that Aristotle’s hylomorphism can fill this gap, in the pro-
cess assuming that Aristotelian form can be unproblematically equated with
DNA. The attempt to integrate Aristotle’s psychology with modern ideas in
the philosophy of mind is admirable. However, more care needs to be taken
in particular to justify associating Aristotelian biology with modern genetics.
Two articles cited in footnotes of this essay do not appear in the bibliography
(Hasker 2001, Ariew 2007). Another editorial peculiarity is that the first es-
say has a completely different referencing style from the rest.

Important new interpretations of Aristotelian philosophy emerge from
several of these articles, based on careful readings of Aristotle’s biological
works. This volume is therefore a valuable contribution to our understanding
of Aristotle, and it ought to be of interest to any historically minded philoso-
pher.

Sophia Connell
University of Cambridge
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Michael Potter

Wittgenstein's Notes on Logic.

New York: Oxford University Press 2008. Pp. 310.
US$70.00 (cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-19-921583-6).

This volume — a better title might be ‘Wittgenstein’s Very Early Philosophy’
— covers ‘the whole of Wittgenstein’s period working with Russell’ (3). The
first fifth of the book (WNL) focuses on philosophy within Wittgenstein’s
reach during his pre-Cambridge years and first year in Cambridge, when he
was learning the trade. Next, in the central chapters, themes from Russell
and Frege that Wittgenstein broaches in Notes on Logic (NL) are critically
examined. Finally, some four-fifths of the way in, ideas in the Tractatus not
in NL, ideas about elementary propositions, picturing and the like, are iso-
lated and explained.

Though not principally concerned with textual niceties, Potter has a fair
amount to say on the origins of NL. In an appendix he conjectures that the
text was put together over three days in October 1913, starting from notes
extending back ‘perhaps as far as the previous February’ (270). He argues
that the items published as ‘First MS’, ‘Third MS’ and ‘Fourth MS’ were
translated by Russell from a text Wittgenstein dictated in Birmingham on
October 7th, the item referred to as ‘Second MS’ is Russell’s ‘transcription’
of a document (266), now lost, that Wittgenstein wrote in Cambridge on the
8th, and the so-called ‘Summary’ is a dictation produced in Cambridge, again
in Russell’s presence, on the 9th. (A version of NL reflecting these conclu-
sions is included in a second appendix, along with textual notes and an analy-
sis of the later, less authentic, ‘Costello version’.)

It is no easy task to track Wittgenstein’s thinking from mid-October 1911,
when he turned up in Cambridge as ‘a self-taught philosophical novice’ (4),
to late October 1913, when he left for Norway as an important independent
philosopher, one responsible for ideas Russell considered ‘as good as anything
that has ever been done in logic’ (262-3). Wittgenstein instructed Russell to
destroy his early notebooks and there is not much else to go on, just a hand-
ful of letters from Wittgenstein to Russell, diaries of contemporaries, meager
University records and letters of varying reliability from Russell to Ottoline
Morell (and one or two other acquaintances). To compensate Potter scours
the philosophical literature likely familiar to Wittgenstein for clues.

By scrutinizing this literature, Potter aims to put us in a position to work
through NL on our own. He does not provide a line-by-line commentary but
refers to Wittgenstein’s text as he proceeds (and appends a list of page refer-
ences to the quoted passages). He observes that ‘[t]he bulk of the book itself
is taken up with exegesis — not, certainly, of every sentence of the Notes, but
at least of what I take to be their central claims’ and writes: ‘An important
aspect of this book [is] to disentangle these texts in order to leave the way to
philosophical understanding of Wittgenstein’s intentions much clearer’ (3).

NL is, to put it mildly, a hard read, and Potter does his level best to make
it less forbidding. He expounds the ins-and-outs of the work in contempo-
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rary philosophical language, paying special attention to conclusions and ar-
guments of interest to philosophers today. Thus he describes Wittgenstein’s
‘symbolic turn’, his understanding of facts and complexes, his treatment of
‘the unity of the proposition’, his examination of judgment and his concep-
tion of meaning and sense, i.e. what makes propositions true or false and
what they say about the world. In addition he reviews Wittgenstein’s remarks
about truth functions, molecular propositions, generality, types, identity and
other more specific topics.

It does not hurt that Potter indicates where he thinks his three principals
— Wittgenstein, Russell and Frege — go astray. He may be overly bothered
by Wittgenstein’s ‘insouciant attitude to the details of . . . implementing [his
thoughts]’ (48, 140, 159, 243), unreasonably quick to chide Russell for ad-
vancing ‘hopeless’ theories (36) and unnecessarily harsh about ‘Frege's be-
wildering error of treating sentences as names of truth-values’ (254). But his
criticisms, however moot, serve to clarify what he takes to be Wittgenstein’s,
Russell’s and Frege’s objectives and what he takes NL to be about.

Potter’s observations about Wittgenstein’s philosophical approach are no
less helpful. It is good to be reminded that Wittgenstein reconfigures philo-
sophical problems or seeks to show they are spurious (43, 61, 73), that ‘tech-
nicalities were never for [Wittgenstein| the real reasons for holding the views
in question’ (176) and that ‘Wittgenstein’s logical insights were independent
of formal considerations’ (194). Moreover, I appreciated Potter’s stressing
that ‘Wittgenstein’s method of theory formation . . . put[s] a much greater
premium on suggestive analogies than on reasons’ (217) and ‘[allmost all his
ideas are, in a certain sense, simple’ (2) in fact have ‘a foreibly striking com-
bination of depth and simplicity’ (250).

Central to Potter’s argument in WNL is his belief that Wittgenstein was
influenced much more by Frege than by Russell. Potter acknowledges that
debates about influence are ‘often sterile’ (258) and concedes that Wittgen-
stein’s friend, David Pinsent, wrote in August 1913: ‘[1]t is obvious that Witt-
genstein is one of Russell’s disciples and owes enormously to him’ (258). But
he insists that ‘Wittgenstein owed [the underlying principles which guided
his handling of propositions and their relationship to the world] to Frege,
not to Russell’ (262) and ‘the effect that Frege’s thinking had on [him| was
... profound’ (58). Indeed he avers that ‘Frege’s influence on the Nofes is so
persuasive and so manifest that it is almost superfluous to supply an argu-
ment for it’ (258).

Lacking compelling proof for interpreting Wittgenstein as following in
Frege’s footsteps, Potter has to speculate. In particular, he portrays Witt-
genstein as ‘collapsing . . . distinctions Frege had drawn’ (70), hazards the
opinion that ‘Frege’s influence can be detected in Wittgenstein’s move from
copula to form’ (109) and deems Wittgenstein’s account of the relationship
between language and the world to be ‘a synthesis of two influences, Frege's
and Russell’s’ (69). At one point he even says: ‘Perhaps it is not too fanciful to
wonder whether Frege wrote [a certain document in his Nachlass] in prepa-
ration for, or as a response to, one of his meetings with Wittgenstein’ (100).
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Wittgenstein thought highly of Frege’s writings but was he as indebted to

them as Potter contends? Not everyone agrees that Wittgenstein had a firm,
never mind deep, understanding of Frege’s philosophy, and there can be no
denying, as Potter himself allows, that ‘Russell’s work during [the] period .
.. constitutes the context in which Wittgenstein was working’ (4). Wittgen-
stein was a reactive thinker, and it is difficult to believe his three meetings
with Frege in 1911-1913, meetings that Potter notes lasted ‘a few days at
most’ (58), marked his philosophy more profoundly than his regular, some-
times daily, meetings with Russell. And how apparent is it that the parallels
between Wittgenstein’s remarks in NL and Frege’s pre-1913 writings in his
Posthumous Writings ‘hint at the enormous effect that [Wittgenstein’s] few
visits to Frege must have had on [him]’ (258)?

Separating what Wittgenstein appropriated from what he arrived at in-
dependently is especially tricky. It is, to mention one example, possible that
his ‘conclusion that logic is contentless . . . derives from . . . tenets central to
Frege’s thinking’ (60). But it is equally if not more probable that he came to
it very early on. Chances are that Wittgenstein rejected the idea of logic as
saying something before reading Frege — and not merely because Frege did
not himself, as Potter notes, derive the conclusion. His training in applied
physics would have inclined him to think of logic as a technique for making
inferences rather than as a body of information, and he was always distrust-
ful of the idea of logical knowledge (149, 205).

Surprisingly, there is little in WNL on Ludwig Boltzmann and Heinrich
Hertz, the first two thinkers Wittgenstein mentions in the list of influenc-
es he drew up in 1931 (256). Wittgenstein’s mathematical knowledge and
engineering talent may have been as unimpressive as Potter argues (7, 9-
10), but he was not scientifically uninformed. He was 22 when he arrived
in Cambridge and his background in science was by no means negligible.
Nor was the role of the physicist’s notion of an abstract (coordinate) space
of possibilities in his philosophy insignificant, to say nothing of the applied
mathematician’s conception of physical systems as having so many ‘degrees
of freedom’ (84, 199).

While mostly valuable for understanding Wittgenstein's pre-Tractatus
philosophy of logic, WNL also sheds light on the question of how the Trac-
tatus itself should be read. Potter is surely right that however much Witt-
genstein’s wartime experience affected him personally, he did not change his
philosophical spots in 1916 (247). All indications are, as Potter says, that ‘the
general principles that inform [the Tractatus] . . . already guidle] Wittgen-
stein’s work in the Notes’ (254). And since the remarks in NL recycled in the
Tractatus are, as Potter notes too, ‘not there advanced ironically, “transition-
ally”, or for purely literary effect,” we can be pretty confident that ‘Wittgen-
stein did not always believe that the claims made in the text of the Tractatus
were nonsense’ (252).

Andrew Lugg
University of Ottawa

437



James V. Schall

The Mind that is Catholic:

Philosophical and Political Essays.
Washington, DC: Catholic University of
America Press 2008.

Pp. 352.

US$34.95 (paper ISBN-13: 978-0-8132-1541-9).

Fr. Schall is a Jesuit priest and professor of government at Georgetown Uni-
versity. He has written voluminously (more than 25 books and some 200 arti-
cles) on an enormous range of subjects — from piety in Plato to ‘noble lies’ in
Machiavelli, from ‘madness’ in G. K. Chesterton to liberation theology. This
volume is itself a collection of essays on diverse subjects. All of the twenty-
two essays have been published previously; however, with few exceptions, all
have appeared within the last fifteen years and many within the last five. As
a result, there is a currency to them — in, e.g., their inclusion of statements
by Pope Benedict XVI and Fr. Schall’s reflections on Christianity’s relation to
Islam (a comprehensive index accurately leads a reader to both). The essays
are grouped under seven headings: ‘On Catholic Thinking’, ‘Reckoning With
Plato’, “The Abiding Implications Of Friendship’, ‘The Medieval Experience’,
‘Implications of Catholic Thought’, ‘Things Practical and Impractical’, and
‘Where Does It Lead?’ The conclusion, ‘On Being Allowed to Read Monte
Christo’, which is new, is followed by an interview with Fr. Schall on both the
importance and limits of political philosophy.

Before commenting on the content of some of the essays, a remark on the
style in which they are written is in order. Fr. Schall tells readers (2) that
while his essays are ‘academic’, they are academic ‘light’, in that they seldom
cite many sources for the positions he defends. They are also light in that
they are not only brief (average length: ten to twelve pages) but also rather
informal and discursive (one will not find in them rigorously formulated ar-
guments). This is intentional, since Fr. Schall admires Catholic writers like
Josef Pieper for his brevity and Chesterton and Hilaire Belloc for their com-
mon-sense pithiness and playfulness. I find myself of two minds here. On
the one hand, Fr. Schall’s essays are usually a delight to read — even if you
don’t agree with him. For example, he asserts that winning, within the rules
of the game, is the purpose of sport. The idea that ‘it matters not whether
you win or lose . . ." i, he thinks, just nonsense (255). On the other hand, the
loose structure can sometimes be annoying, since it is not always clear what
position Fr. Schall holds (on, e.g., the Fall) or what he thinks follows from
what (as in his discussion of the Trinity). Consult the index, and especially
the tenth essay, “The Trinity: God is not Alone’, for passages that reveal my
concerns.

What is there to like in this volume? A lot. Another reviewer could easily
point to other essays, but I mention a couple of my favorites. The relation be-
tween faith and reason is a recurring theme, and I especially liked his moving
tribute to Etienne Gilson (‘Possessed of Both a Reason and a Revelation’) and
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an equally moving tribute to Jacques Maritain (‘The Very Graciousness of
Being’). I also liked the only essay explicitly devoted to Chesterton (‘Chester-
ton: the Real Heretic’), since he was a late nineteenth-century Kierkegaard
who sought to wake (and shake) us up, and ‘On Choosing Not to See’, since
that is normally how we try to avoid the wake-up call.

Does one have to be a Catholic to find something worth reading in Fr.
Schall’s book? Not at all. The entire part devoted to Plato, for instance, may
be read with profit by anyone interested in ancient thought — especially po-
litical thought — and its relevance to contemporary thinking about politics
and society. And the essays on friendship, another recurring theme in the
book, are all insightful. The nine-page ‘Aristotle on Friendship’, in particular,
is a gem. Moreover, the essays on ‘Sports and Philosophy’ and on ‘The Real
Alternatives to Just War’ are both provocative and they should be of interest
to any thoughtful person. I've already mentioned Fr. Schall’s view that the
point of sport is to win, while abiding by the rules, which may seem a strange
position for a Catholic priest to take. What about building character? Read
the essay to see what he has to say about that. Fr. Schall is no pacifist. He de-
fends some wars as just. Indeed, he thinks that force is sometimes needed to
preserve justice and that the idea of ‘eternal peace’ in this world is a utopian
myth (263), which may also seem a strange position for a priest to defend.
But Fr. Schall’s reasons are relevant, to non-Catholics as well as Catholics,
and opposition to utopian thinking is another recurring theme in the book.
See, especially, “The “Realism” of St. Augustine’s “Political Realism”: Augus-
tine and Machiavelli’.

Still, as a Catholic myself, I was intrigued by the book’s title and wondered
whether I have a Catholic mind. The definite article in “The Mind that is
Catholic’ might suggest that, for Fr. Schall, there is only one way to think like
a Catholic, but he clearly acknowledges that this is not so: sincere, honest, re-
flective Catholics disagree on many things (3, 13). What he suggests, instead,
is that they share a certain temperament, which includes the following com-
ponents. First, Catholics are not opposed to reason or enemies of the mind,
rightly used; they aren’t fideists. ‘Catholicism is not afraid of intelligence’
(16), he writes. Second, Catholics don’t think that reason and revelation are
incompatible; each can (and should) inform the other. So they are neither
Biblical literalists nor naturalists who think that reason alone is sufficient.
Third, they are open, in consequence, to all of what is, Fr. Schall’s way of
characterizing the whole of reality. Fourth, the Catholic mind is ecumenical;
it seeks to be inclusive (16-17) and non-judgmental. God is to be found every-
where — ‘in all things’, as my Jesuit colleagues would say. If all this is true
(the last point is probably the most contentious), then I am pleased to say
that not only am I a Catholic, but I have a ‘mind that is Catholic’ as well.

Robert J. Deltete
Seattle University

439



Quentin Skinner

Hobbes and Republican Liberty.

New York: Cambridge University Press 2008.
Pp. 268.

US$70.00 (cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-521-88676-5);
US$22.99 (paper ISBN-13: 978-0-521-71416-7).

At first glimpse, this book would appear to be superfluous. What can Skinner
have left to say about this subject that he has not said in his previous work
(particularly in Visions of Politics III and in Liberty before Liberalism)? In a
sense, the question is justified — there is little radically new here, although
Skinner makes a novel argument about the break between the old and the
young Hobbes. The book’s importance lies in its expansion of Skinner’s pri-
mary philosophical concern to justify a variant of neo-Roman republican
liberty in the face of a triumphant Hobbesian liberty. Thus, while Skinner
claims to have written this book to contextualize Hobbes’ thought and to
‘bring Hobbes down from the philosophical heights’ (xvi), he is embarked on
a project at odds with his pugnacious battle against anachronism. A philoso-
pher malgré lui, Skinner is exploring an issue of importance to contemporary
political philosophy: the combat between republican liberty and the more
slavish kind he sees in Hobbes. In the Anglophone world, Skinner affirms,
Hobbes ‘has won the battle’ against republican liberty, but we should not as-
sume that he has ‘won the argument’ (216),

But if political philosophy is the reason for this book’s existence, the bulk
of Skinner’s account is given over to the historical development of Hobbes’
doctrine. We follow the concept of liberty as it appears in the three versions of
Hobbes’ political philosophy (The Elements of Law, De cive, and Leviathan).
Skinner locates each of these visions of liberty in their respective political
contexts, and he attempts to situate precisely the origins of Hobbes’ radi-
cal notion of freedom as the absence of external impediments to movement,
a view that Skinner contrasts to the ‘republican’ notion of freedom which,
in his presentation, entails a juridical condition in which an individual is
free from dependence on the will of others. The bulk of Skinner’s argument
here is dedicated to the proposition that this radical view of freedom was not
present in De cive and The Elements; Skinner thereby swims against the cur-
rent of much Hobbes scholarship that stresses continuity between the works.
‘Hobbes’s analysis of liberty in Leviathan’, he argues, ‘represents not a revi-
sion but a repudiation of what he had earlier argued’ (xvi).

Given that the stated intention here is contextualization, it is surprising
that such little use is made of the extant Hobbes scholarship or of the mas-
sive scholarship on the intellectual landscape in England before and during
the civil war. Skinner makes comparisons to some major thinkers, but his
analysis of everyone but Hobbes is relatively limited. His contextual point
that Hobbes’ shift was based on an opposition to republicanism is clearly fair
to some degree, but he devotes so little attention to the existing literature on
the context that it is of negligible utility — experts on the period will learn
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little new; neophytes will be given a somewhat distorted view of the civil war
as a simple battle between monarchists and republicans (a term which, in
Skinner’s usage, covers any number of positions opposing arbitrary govern-
ment). The book would have benefited from a greater attention to the com-
plexities of early seventeenth-century royalism — just as the ‘republican’ (or
neo-Roman, Skinner’s preferred phrase) strand in English political thought
requires much more careful treatment, both historically and analytically,
than that given by Skinner here.

Rather than analyzing these sources, Skinner prefers to make numer-
ous comparisons between Hobbes’ evocative frontispieces and renaissance
emblemata, Attractive as the images are, the comparisons are often quite
forced (esp. 99-103), relying both on speculative assertions of influence and
even more on speculative readings of the images. Nor is it entirely clear what
interpretative conclusion Skinner would have us draw from some of these
comparisons, save perhaps the reinforcement of his earlier claim that Hobbes
was an apostate humanist.

It is not historical scholarship that carries Skinner’s argument, but rather
a close reading of Hobbesian freedom in the three major formulations of his
political philosophy. Hobbes, we learn, has three different notions of liberty.
The first, in The Elements, entails a view that liberty and subjection are mutu-
ally exclusive, although Hobbes never explicitly defines liberty in that text. In
De cive, liberty emerges as the absence of impediments — but here, liberty ap-
pears to be undermined both by external impediments, and by Hobbes’ some-
what scholastic term, ‘arbitrary impediments’, of which fear is one. There is
no physical barrier to, say, jumping off a ship into the sea, but we find our-
selves unable to do so because of fear, an ‘arbitrary impediment’. This raises
a problem, for it would appear to undermine the claim that liberty and neces-
sity are reconcilable, or that contracts made out of fear are free (134-5). It is
in Leviathan that Hobbes fully articulates the strictly materialist conception
of liberty as simply the absence of external impediments, thus being able to
argue that subjects of an absolute and arbitrary sovereign are free so long as
they are not physically bound. This is Hobbes’ rhetorical tour de force, since
it does away with the republican contention that living under an absolute
sovereign is equivalent to slavery: for Hobbes you are free if you are physically
unimpeded, so subjects are free — liberty and subjection can go together.

If Skinner is clearly correct to note a shift in emphasis between these
texts, we might contest his claim that they are essentially in tension. And,
indeed, while Skinner sometimes speaks of Leviathan as ‘contradicting’ the
earlier works, he also speaks of it as ‘tying up loose ends’ (132). The difficulty
is that Hobbes throughout speaks of liberty in different senses. There is a
juridical condition of bearing rights (liberties), and there is the actual physi-
cal capacity to move. The connection between these two is one of the more
difficult aspects of Hobbes’ thought. Unfortunately, Skinner increases rather
than resolves our difficulties here, since he sometimes assimilates these two
conditions rather than clarifies the relationship between them. If one were to
take more care on this point (as Skinner did in his earlier work), one might
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make a strong case for the ‘tying up loose ends’ thesis rather than for the
stronger claim of outright theoretical contradiction.

The important philosophical questions raised by Skinner’s book, however,
are not about the unity of Hobbes’ oeuvre or the various rhetorical strategies
Hobbes employs, but about the nature of liberty itself and whether Hobbes’
understanding is philosophically compelling. It would be a delightful coup for
modern republicans if Skinner rose to Hobbes’ philosophical heights in order
to win the argument for republican liberty.

Robert Sparling
University of Ottawa

Catherine Wilson

Epicureanism at the Origins of Modernity.
New York: Oxford University Press 2008.

Pp. 320.

US$65.00 (cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-19-923881-1).

Wilson presents a well-researched and readable plea for the importance of
Epicurean thought in the origin and evolution of early modern philosophy.
There is a wealth of scholarly detail and philosophical insight in this book,
much more than can be justly covered here. But even so, the book promises
more than it delivers, and Wilson’s larger thesis remains unestablished.

In arguing for the importance of Epicureanism for early modern philoso-
phy, Wilson intends something bold. She wants ‘to establish that an intel-
lectually compelling and robust tradition took materialism as the only valid
frame of reference, not only for scientific inquiry but for the solution of the
deepest problems of ethics and politics. . . . [So much so that] the identifica-
tion of Epicurean topics and themes and the analysis of their reception offers
a useful framework for understanding and interpreting the history of early
modern thought’ (v-vi). She even suggests, contra the ‘received’ Popkin the-
sis (that the development and tenor of early modern philosophy is explained
by the rediscovery of Pyrrhonianism), that ‘the philosophical skepticism that
is sometimes said to have generated a crisis in the early modern period was
not so much an expression of genuine bewilderment as a rhetorical tactic
facilitating the reworking and assimilation of the Epicurean’s remarkable
philosophy of nature and society in the early modern context’ (2). Wilson is
right, certainly, to reject the denigration of Epicureanism’s importance and
the fixation on its role in scientific inquiry — one of the most welcome as-
pects of the book is the emphasis placed on ethical and political theory — but
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a pervasive fuzziness about what constitutes Epicureanism limits its useful-
ness as an interpretative lens for early modern period.

Such a bold thesis requires, of course, more than mere responses to Epicu-
rean suggestions, but given the impressionistic nature of Wilson’s argument
that is often all that is implied. Wilson analyzes wide swaths of primary lit-
erature, much of it obscure, on a number of Epicurean topics. She is, how-
ever, uninterested in trying to document or trace out actual influences, or in
providing a chronological narrative of early modern Epicureanism. Instead
she concentrates on textual and theoretical similarities or parallels sprinkled
across the various texts. The introduction provides an overview of ancient Ep-
icureanism and its fortunes, from its censure by Cicero and loss in the middle
ages, through its rediscovery in the 15" century and relative neglect in the
16", to its flourishing in the 17". But the book’s heart is its topical chapters,
where Wilson highlights the acceptance and use of various Epicurean theses:
1. ‘Atomism and Mechanism’, 2. ‘Corpuscular Effluvia: Between Imagination
and Experiment’, 3. ‘Order and Disorder’, 4. ‘Mortality and Metaphysics’, 5.
‘Empiricism and Mortalism’, 7. ‘The Social Contract’, 9. ‘Robert Boyle and
the Study of Nature’, and 10. ‘“The Sweetness of Living’. Two other chapters,
centered around Leibniz, are thrown in to provide illustrative contrasts and
critiques: 6. ‘Some Rival Systems’ and 8. ‘The Problem of Materialism in the
New Essays’. As one would expect, each chapter displays considerable pen-
etration and insight. The wealth of her scholarship is impressive indeed. But
the overall coherence of the project is another matter.

Endemic to ‘big picture’ history of philosophy is circumseribing the proj-
ect. One possibility is to follow the early moderns’ use of the term ‘Epicure-
anism’. The danger, of course, is that even if everything reported is absolutely
correct, the project might still fail, perhaps because the early moderns were
so confused or so unsystematic in their uses as to unhinge it from historical
Epicureanism, or perhaps because there is so little overlap among their uses
as to degenerate into triviality if not outright inconsistency. Better, it seems,
for the author to assert control and consider how what we now recognize
as constituting Epicureanism was engaged. Of course that requires criteria
for determining what constitutes Epicureanism. One eriterion might involve
focusing on definitive theses, e.g. mortalism, the thesis that humans are
naturally mortal. The danger, however, is that one might accept that thesis
without actually being an Epicurean, as shown in Pomponazzi’s mortalism,
which was anything but an ‘Epicurean idea’ (17). Pomponazzi’s mortalism
was Averroist. The Christianization of Epicureanism, furthermore, implies
that mortalism should not be considered even a necessary condition for Epi-
cureanism. A second criterion might focus on the deployment of distinctive
arguments. But does Berkeley’s deployment of perceptual relativity argu-
ments make him a Pyrrhonian? Of course not, and why should Epicureanism
be any different? A third criterion might concentrate on certain principles or
premises, e.g., the atoms and the void. In such a case, the author owes us an
account of why these principles, and not others, constitute the essence of Epi-
cureanism. Moreover, she should worry that someone’s denial that certain
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conclusions follow from those principles — as the Christianization of Epicu-
reanism requires — implies that those principles mean something different
for that individual than what they meant for Epicurus and Lucretius.

Wilson is insensitive to these dangers, and appears variously guided by
all of these criteria. Daniel Sennert and Francis Bacon, for example, appear
as atomists, but clearly neither are Epicurean atomists. They held matter to
be fundamentally infused with vital and occult powers, and their atomism
owed much more to the decidedly non-Epicurean tradition of late scholastic
and Renaissance doctrines of minima naturalia, where the particles were
not properly atomic but simply the smallest particles capable of containing
the substantial form in question and where the principles of interaction were
not mechanical. Their atomisms were no more an ‘Epicurean idea’ than was
Pomponazzi’s mortalism. Additionally, Wilson calls Hobbes ‘the most thor-
oughgoing Democritean philosopher of the seventeenth century, despite his
denial of the void’ (52). Yet that kind of materialism seems Chrysippean or
Stoic. Without the interstitial void, there are no atoms; and without atoms, it
is hard to see that kind of materialism as properly considered Epicurean. And
elsewhere Descartes is called, ‘the most fervent and explicit Epicurean — or
perhaps theo-Epicurean’ (98) — because in Le monde he speculated on the
evolution of a world, given God’s creation of matter and the laws of motion.
Yet Descartes is quite careful not to assert the Epicurean idea of multiple
worlds. Le monde was intended as an allegory, and the thought-experiment in
the introduction to Chapter 6 was couched in terms distancing his meaning
from any literal interpretation: ‘I shall create for you a new world in imagi-
nary space [which] the philosophers say is infinite and as they should know
since such space is invented by them’ (Descartes, Le monde, AT 11:31-2).
Whatever the inspiration Lucretius provided, Descartes’ point hardly quali-
fies as Epicurean. He nowhere asserts a multiverse, nor gives any indication
of a purely natural and non-providential evolution of material systems, nor
holds a theory of eternal and atomic matter. These three examples indicate
the wooliness with which ‘Epicurean’ is used throughout the book and which
limits the explanatory value of her analyses of the arguments.

Indicative too is the discussion of Walter Charleton’s The Immortality of
the Soul. Charleton’s spokesman, Athansuius, does not completely shed the
Cartesian strains that marked Charleton’s conception of soul in The Dark-
ness of Atheism, and as Wilson recognizes the doctrines and arguments ‘of-
ficially’ asserted to be ‘victorious’ are Athanasius’ rather than Lucretius’,
Thus it is hard to say that the work is Epicurean, at least on the surface.
While conceding that ‘it is difficult to gauge the impact of Charleton’s dia-
logue’ (148), Wilson suggests that it ought to be seen as Vanini-esque — the
intentionally elliptical presentation of dangerous and heretical ideas by con-
joining weak and implausible refutations to vigorous and powerful descrip-
tions of them. There is, however, no evidence to suggest that Charleton so
intended the dialogue, or that his contemporaries took it in that way. Indeed,
that seems unfair. After all, Charleton described the soul’s immortality as a
‘proleptical’ — i.e., axiomatic — and ‘super-excellent’ notion and equated it
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with ‘the Being of the Deity’. More likely, Charleton was simply being honest
— these are the best arguments to be marshaled in support of that ‘prolep-
tical Notion’. Indeed Descartes, who drew on much richer conceptual and
methodological resources, never claimed to demonstrate more geometrico
the soul’s immortality. He claimed simply to lay the foundation for the con-
struction of a proof of its possibility (Meditationes de prima philosophia, AT
7:12-14, 153-4). Thus without any indication that Charleton’s work is itself
Epicurean, or that it influenced subsequent thinkers as an Epicurean work,
it is difficult to fit it into a narrative taking ‘the identification of Epicurean
topics and themes and the analysis of their reception [as] a useful framework
for understanding and interpreting the history of early modern thought.’
The impressionistic flavor that such disconnections and doctrinal fuzziness
generates pervades the entire work.

None of these criticisms, however, should be taken to lessen the signifi-
cance of Wilson's book, especially the wonderful chapters on ‘The Social
Contract’ and ‘The Sweetness of Living’. The sheer volume of lesser-known
works brought to light, and the rigor and depth of her analyses of many of
those works, alone make it required reading for any early modern scholar,
Her book is a treasure trove, which scholars will no doubt be mining for years
to come.

Benjamin Hill
The University of Western Ontario

Paul J. Zak, ed.

Moral Markets:

The Critical Role of Values in the Economy.
Princeton, NdJ: Princeton University Press 2008.
Pp. 386.

US$65.00 (cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-691-13522-9);
US$26.95 (paper ISBN-13: 978-0-691-13523-6).

The point of this book is to replace the common view that free markets are a
non-moral realm in which all participants pursue their self-interest without
regard to their moral obligations to others or to the common good. The vol-
ume’s contributors argue that moral rules and an instinctive regard for the
interests of other people are fundamental to free markets and that markets
cannot function without morals.

The common view of the free market is that it is a self-regulating mecha-
nism in which every individual pursues only her own self-interest, and from
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which, as though by an invisible hand, emerge enhancements to the common
good. The central assumption is that people act within markets like homo
economicus, a being who rationally pursues the maximization of his own util-
ity, has a well formed consistent utility curve not influenced by other people,
and is never altruistic except when altruism pays dividends. Since free mar-
kets promote the common good, homo economicus need never sacrifice his
interests from moral motives. Sometimes part of the common view is the idea
that homo economicus is the natural result of evolution, since self-interested-
ness is the result of the evolutionary survival of the fittest.

The contributors to this book reject the common view from many perspec-
tives, both theoretical and empirical. The attack comes from many disciplines,
including economics, where institutional theory, behavioral economics, game
theory, and macro-economics have shown that (a) people do not behave like
homo economicus, (b) altruism and costly rule following is common, (c) the
invisible hand does not work well in real markets, (d) free markets (even if
self-regulating in some sense) are not self-generating or self-restraining, and
(e) the best outcome is often the result of co-operation and co-ordination, not
free market competition. Our economy is full of prisoners’ dilemmas. Psychol-
ogists have contributed empirical data that make nonsense of homo economic-
us’s obsession with self-interest; people, they have shown, are mostly trusting
and trustworthy, honest, and deeply concerned about others, plus we have an
instinctive sense of fairness. Biologists have pointed out that our closest evo-
lutionary relatives (other primates) share some of our altruism and sense of
fairness, and that such attributes are not only a possible outcome of evolution,
but are a probable outcome in many social species. Anthropologists have tried
to trace the cultural evolution of free markets, and have shown that trust and
trustworthiness necessarily accompanies such evolution. Sociologists have
collected further evidence on the role of trust in economic exchanges. Philoso-
phers have pitched in with theoretical constructions and arguments, and they
have claimed that philosophy has known all this for centuries.

This book is a snapshot of current developments in all these fields, and
most of the contributors are leading scholars well able to give an overview of
what their discipline has to say relevant to markets. The result of bringing
these views into one book is a new paradigm of morals and free markets. Key
elements of this new view are that markets require morality to function; that
most human beings are naturally moral even at the expense of their self-
interest; that moral instincts are buried deep in human emotions and that
morality derives from ‘sensations’ not ‘reason’; that this natural morality of
fairness and co-operation is the result of evolutionary forces; that there are
many common moral instincts that exist across most human cultures; and
that free markets have culturally evolved in ways consistent with natural
human morality. None of these views are original to this book, but it is nice
to have such excellent accounts of them brought together: the result is like a
picture emerging as a jigsaw puzzle is completed.

For philosophers, the picture painted in this book is of great interest, but
the book raises several more specific issues of philosophical purport. First,
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bringing these contributors together made them realize that key words had
radically different meanings in different disciplines. De Waal comments on
this directly with respect to ‘altruism’ and ‘selfishness’. For a primatologist,
‘altruism’ refers to any behavior with results that benefit others, and ‘self-
ishness’ refers to behavior with results that benefit the actor; intentions,
motives, reasons, and feelings are not considered. But, of course, most of the
other disciplines deal with what the primatologist exquisitely ignores. This is
not just scientists leaving love to the poets. At stake is the nature and struc-
ture of acceptable explanations. An evolutionary explanation of altruism has
to explain altruism in terms of survival benefits, which by definition makes
altruism selfish. The sensations and feelings that Solomon claims underlie
morality do not enter the biologist’s picture — or rather, the philosopher is
left wondering how they enter it. The methodological questions of explaining
and doing ethics are intriguing.

If levels of explanation are to be kept clear, it is helpful to be clear on
whether the morality being studied concerns altruism, co-operation, rule
following, or mechanism design. Oliver Goodenough has contributed an ex-
cellent article specifically on this issue. I wish the other contributors had
positioned their ideas more clearly with respect to his conceptual structure. I
recommend that Goodenough’s contribution be read first; and I recommend
his discussion be required reading for anyone who thinks game theory has
implications for ethics.

The main contribution of a philosopher to the volume comes from Rob-
ert Solomon, who examines how the Scottish moral sense school anticipated
much of what is now being said by other disciplines. The key point is that
most of the contributors believe that morality is the result of feelings or sen-
sations, not rational principle. They seem to think that this view is entailed
by their claim that morality is the result of human evolution; rational prin-
ciples are the result of cultural evolution. The empirical evidence is thus de-
ciding the eighteenth century debate between moral reason and moral sense
in favor of the latter. I am not convinced. Unfortunately, this issue runs as a
theme through many contributions; no single author tackles it directly.

Reading this book is like looking at a still from a film; all the contributors’
disciplines are expanding explosively and several of these disciplines are very
young. This book should be read by everyone interested in current views on
morality and its role in how free markets function. This includes anyone in-
terested in moral failure within our economy, a most important topic at the
moment. However, I am afraid that this book will date very quickly. A revised
edition in 10 years, even in 5 years, will show a vastly different picture,

John Douglas Bishop
Trent University

447



Tzachi Zamir

Ethics and the Beast:

A Speciesist Argument for Animal Liberation.
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press 2007.
Pp. 158.

US$38.50 (cloth ISBN-13: 978-0-691-13328-7).

According to its acknowledgements, this book is the result of a number of
arguments that Zamir had with Justice Richard Posner in which he ‘did not
fare well’ in defending his moral vegetarianism against Posner’s elenchi. As
a result, Zamir has staked out new territory in the animal ethics debate in
which expediency with regard to animal liberation trumps the need to under-
mine speciesism.

Since the 1975 publication of Peter Singer’s Animal Liberation, all but a
few philosophers writing in support of animal liberation have argued that the
controverting of speciesism is a necessary conceptual first-step in achieving
true animal liberation. By contrast, Zamir argues for what he calls ‘speciesist
liberationism’, claiming that a rejection of speciesism is not necessary for the
reform of our current attitudes and practices toward nonhuman animals,
and that, contrary to conventional Singerian wisdom, speciesism and animal
liberation are in fact quite compatible. Not only are they compatible, but, ac-
cording to Zamir, there are a number of good arguments for why one should
be both a speciesist and an animal liberationist, the central one being based
on the ‘[wleighty practical ramifications’ that follow from the ‘deradicaliza-
tion’ of the animal liberation movement and the embracing by animal libera-
tionists of ‘conservative, widely shared, moral beliefs’ (xi).

At the heart of the book is Zamir’s claim that solely from the fact that X
has greater value than Y, it does not follow that X’s interests always trump
Y’s interests. As Zamir points out, there is ‘no simple semantic equivalence
between greater value and trumping interests’ (5). To illustrate, given a situ-
ation in which it is possible to rescue only one, I could admit that the life of
an important scientist is more valuable than that of my aging father while si-
multaneously be justified in allowing the interests of my father to take prior-
ity over those of the scientist in choosing whom to rescue. According to Zamir,
once animal liberationists see that value and interests can be conceptually
de-coupled in this way (thus abandoning any sort of ‘trumping thesis’), they
can then concede that humans are more valuable than animals, reject the
implication that human interests must always trump animal interests, and
forge ahead with arguments for liberation.

Once this ‘trumping thesis’ is dismantled, we follow Zamir in search of a
version of speciesism that actually is in opposition to liberationism. Of the
six formulations he attempts, only one he thinks liberationists should reject,
namely, that any and all human interests trump any and all animal inter-
ests solely on the basis that those human interests belong to humans. Of
course, this type of extreme speciesism is held by relatively few (thoughtful)
individuals. And that is precisely Zamir’s point. For if that is the case, then
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there is no need for liberationists to waste time undermining this type of
speciesism. Since five of the six versions of speciesism that Zamir formulates
are consistent with liberationism, it behooves liberationists to abandon their
theoretical moral highground and — for the sake of expediency — advocate a
‘speciesist liberationism’.

Next Zamir moves to one of the most refreshing aspects of the book, high-
lighting how the debate over moral standing is, at best, merely a distraction
from the real issue at the heart of animal liberation, namely, whether ani-
mals possess morally relevant properties that imply restrictions on what may
be done to them (which, of course, they do). After disintegrating neo-Kantian
arguments against the moral status of animals, Zamir then salvages the mor-
ally-relevant-properties approach essential to utilitarianism (and the Rollin-
modified version of utilitarianism), advocating what he calls a ‘single-stage’
approach to liberation which assumes rather than argues for the premise that
animals possess morally relevant properties.

The first two chapters comprise the main argument of the book. The re-
maining six chapters (save one) include previously published (and persua-
sive) essays on a range of topics from vivisection and moral vegetarianism,
to arguments for pet ownership and against zoos, to veganism (against) and
animal-assisted therapies (for).

Overall, Zamir’s arguments are original, clever, and, for the most part,
persuasive. Yet, there may seem, for most animal liberationists, something
odd and unsettling about advocating a speciesist liberation, odd in the same
sense that an argument for racist black liberation or a sexist women’s lib-
eration movement might seem unsettling. To see what I’'m getting at, first
consider the type of speciesism that Zamir finds compatible with liberation-
ism, and then consider an analogy. Speciesism: Human interests are more
important than animal interests, in the sense that promoting even trivial hu-
man interests ought to take precedence over advancing animal interests (15).
Now imagine a (very Singerian) analogy in which an abolitionist movement
accepts the following version of racism. Racism: The interests of white per-
sons are more important than the interests of black persons, in the sense
that promoting even trivial white interests ought to take precedence over
advancing black interests.

The analogy calls to mind the Fourth Lincoln-Douglas Debate of 1858 in
which Abraham Lincoln declared, ‘T am not, nor ever have been, in favor of
bringing about in any way the social and political equality of the white and
black races . . .. And inasmuch as they cannot so live, while they do remain
together there must be the position of superior and inferior, and I as much
as any other man am in favor of having the superior position assigned to the
white race’ (‘The Lincoln-Douglas Debates of 1858’).

Putting aside the complicated and imperspicuous legacy of Abraham Lin-
coln, advocates of black liberation might find a strategy like this disturbing,
one that advocates liberation while sanctioning the sentiments of such a dec-
laration. Likewise with some animal liberationists with regard to Zamir’s
central thesis. Nevertheless, Zamir is an exceptionally clear writer whose
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book constitutes an important contribution to the literature on animal lib-
eration. His book would surely fare well against any of Richard Posner’s ar-
guments.

Robert C. Jones
California State University, Chico
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