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Of the essays on the outsiders, perhaps the most interesting are devoted to
philosophers whose reputations went into eclipse after their deaths. Today
there are commentators who are pressing vigorously for Malebranche’s
admission to the canon of great seventeenth-century philosophers, but there is
no doubt that, as Andrew Pyle writes in an excellent overview of
Malebranche’s philosophy, by 1750 he had become very much an outsider
in the philosophical world. Pyle cites three important factors to explain this fall
from grace: the rise of empiricism, Enlightenment hostility to the (Catholic)
Church, and the triumph of Newtonian over Cartesian natural philosophy.
The first of these factors itself calls for explanation in a way that the third
arguably does not. Moreover, one might add that, at least in The Search After
Truth, his longest and most famous work, Malebranche did not put his best
foot forward in presenting his most distinctive contributions to philosophy.
The opening chapters tend to read like warmed-over Descartes, while the great
signature doctrines of occasionalism and vision in God are tucked away in
somewhat obscure corners of the work. Gassendi is another example of a
significant philosopher who did not know how to present his doctrines in a
way calculated to attract the attention of generations of readers; as Margaret
Osler reminds us, he wrote in an ‘erudite, humanist style’ that soon came to
seem ‘difficult and old-fashioned’ (36–7). Of course Leibniz too did not know
how to wear his learning lightly – at least in his one published book, the
Theodicy – and yet he never disappeared from the public eye. However,
Leibniz is arguably a special case. As Daniel Garber shows, he was celebrated
in the eighteenth century more for the immense breadth of his contributions to
knowledge than for the specifically philosophical doctrines that we study
today. In Fontenelle’s words, Leibniz ‘drove all of the sciences abreast’ (282).

Insiders and Outsiders is a volume which is somewhat lacking in thematic
coherence, but the standard of scholarship is generally high. Readers will
find much here to stimulate thought about the vagaries of the fortunes and
reputations of the great (and not so great) philosophers of the seventeenth
century.

Nicholas Jolley
University of California, Irvine

ª 2011, Nicholas Jolley
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09608788.2011.624724

Charles Wolfe and Ofer Gal (eds): The Body as Object and Instrument of
Knowledge: Embodied Empiricism in Early Modern Science. Dordrecht:
Springer Verlag, 2010, pp. 400. £126.00 (hb.). ISBN 978-90-481-3685-8.

The essays in this volume are grouped into three sections, each of which
deals with a subtheme of the history of early modern empiricism. Those
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papers comprising section I, ‘The Body as Object’, examine the medical and
chymical practices of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, with a
particular focus on the workings of the human body. Common to each
philosopher and society reviewed is the goal of advancing knowledge of
medicine; the method is some sort of empiricism. With Harold Cook’s
discussion of the physicians’ somewhat begrudging adoption of empirical
methods of medical practice in England, and Cynthia Klestinec’s account of
a similar change of practice in Padua several decades prior, we are treated to
something of an uprising of empiricism across the early modern era. The
emphasis here, as throughout the volume, is on empiricism as method rather
than as epistemological theory.

Section II, ‘The Body as Instrument’, collects papers that demonstrate the
various shifts in the ways early modern scientists understood and utilised the
body’s sensory organs. The clearest example of this notion of body as
instrument is found in Ofer Gal and Raz Chen-Morris’ excellent chapter on
Galileo’s and Kepler’s uses of the telescope – and its relationship with the
human eye. For these two astronomers, the telescope does not merely
strengthen or enhance vision; instead it ‘thoroughly replaces the ‘‘natural’’
function of the sense organ with reasoned procedure of observation’ (123),
and one must train the eye such that it subsequently becomes, in a sense,
subservient to the telescope.

The third section, ‘Embodied Minds’, is a more philosophically inclined
collection than sections I and II, in that it deals – broadly – with the
reflective or introspective issues of empiricism in the early modern era. John
Sutton surveys seventeenth- and eighteenth-century perspectives on mind-
wandering (that is, unguided thought flow), showing the reader that the kind
of mind discussed by writers between Locke and Hume is something much
more embodied than the kind of mind that is often attributed to a ‘standard’
(epistemological) theory of ‘empiricism’. The type of mind described by
Sutton – as well as his co-contributors in this section – is intimately linked to
the world through the subject’s body. Relating the section back to the two
previous sections, the focus of the philosophers examined here is on
understanding mind and body through their psychophysical operations.

Several philosophers play starring roles throughout the volume. Despite
the overall emphasis on methodological empiricism, it is unsurprising
that Locke should receive particular mention for his epistemological
empiricism. Lisa Shapiro does an excellent job of outlining the importance
of pleasure and pain in distinguishing between what she describes as Locke’s
instrumental and immersed models of experience. The former reading of
Locke, Shapiro tells us, sees the body simply as a neutral means of
perceiving simple ideas; it does not ‘affect the information those simple ideas
provide us with’, therefore ‘our experience might as well be disembodied’
(226). The latter reading pitches pleasure and pain as integral to our sensory
ideas, in that they convey (in part) the ways in which various perceived
things affect our wellbeing. Shapiro also notes that this second line of
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interpretation is evident in Berkeley and Condillac. Yet Locke appears not
only in the armchair, but also in the lab coat, as Peter Anstey demonstrates
in his paper on Locke’s medical thought. Anstey tells us that Locke was a
chymical physician largely inspired by van Helmont and by instruction of
Robert Boyle. Chymistry, it seems, afforded Locke a means of describing
the internal processes of digestion and respiration, and the movements of
blood; and, in line with the theme of this volume, observation and
experiment were the ‘hallmarks of this approach to medicine’ (114).

Another prominent figure discussed here, particularly throughout section
I, is William Harvey. Harold Cook’s excellent opener tracks a changing
trend in seventeenth-century medical practice: by the first half of the
century, the university-educated, theory-informed physicians saw their
status threatened by their rival practitioners who had ‘learned by doing’
(11). By the 1670s, Cook claims, all physicians agreed that experimentation
was a valid means of finding things out – and Harvey was ‘one of the heroes’
of this empirical method (16). Of course Harvey is not without his
inspirations: according to Alan Salter, Harvey is indebted to the language
and literature of empiricism which prospered at least in part due to five key
texts which introduce a ‘discourse of the senses’ (59).

Cook’s treatment of Descartes is particularly interesting, and it clearly
demonstrates the intentional use of the term ‘empiricism’ throughout the
volume. The mature Descartes, Cook explains, became entrenched in a
‘practical and empirical’ approach to natural philosophy, and ‘took up
something he called expérience (or experiment)’ (22). Cook helpfully points
out that Descartes does not claim that the information of the senses should
be doubted; rather, such information should be relied upon, though we can
be sure that the information afforded through reason is even more reliable
than that of the senses. This interpretation nicely complements Shapiro’s
brief description of Cartesian sensations, according to which they ‘inform us
about how things are in relation to us’ (269); that is, with the consideration
that we are unions of mind and body. Running Cook’s and Shapiro’s
readings together, we can see that for Descartes the senses are a perfectly
valid means of gaining practical information about bodies and other world-
objects.

The other much-cited hero of the volume is Francis Bacon. While Justin
Smith uses the Baconian commitment to observable ‘matters of fact’ as a
background to British physician and gesture theorist John Bulwer’s account
of body language, Anik Waldow sees Bacon as advocating a Galenic
discussion of empiricism which ‘neither introduces the epistemological twist
so characteristic for the Kantian analysis of empiricism’, nor commits it to
any metaphysical distinction between the ‘apparent’ and the ‘real’ (301).
Guido Giglioni offers an analysis of Bacon’s Sylva Sylvarum which sees
Bacon determine, through experimental evidence, that ‘war and interest are
the ultimate moving forces in the world of nature’ (164). This view, of
course, has political implications.
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While the common themes of the three sections are clear enough, there is
no real need for the reader to read each paper in the order in which they are
presented. Most of the papers share links with others, whether through a
common philosopher, idea or methodology. What glues them together into
a cohesive volume is an untraditional understanding of ‘empiricism’. That is,
each contributor implicitly dismisses the traditional interpretation estab-
lished by Kant. In fact, Anik Waldow’s wonderful article offers a
paradigmatic example of empiricism as understood by the early modern
natural philosophers, framing it in a Galenic analysis of medical practices.
Those readers less familiar with the history of science in the target period
would do well to read Waldow’s article first, so that they can familiarise
themselves with the more natural philosophical application of empiricism
resonant throughout the volume.

As several elements overlap between the sections, some of the papers
would sit just as well under one or another heading as they do under their
own. In particular, Snait Gissis’ description of Lamarck’s account of
sentiment intérieur – a specific feeling of ‘self’ – would be quite at home in the
phenomenological setting of section III. What the reader will extract from
the text overall is an insightful and informative spectrum of medical and
scientific practices (and to some extent their philosophical implications)
throughout much of the early modern period. Wolfe and Gal have done a
good job of bringing together a wide range of contributions emerging from
various disciplines, resulting in a wonderful analysis of the practice – rather
than the theory – of empiricism in early modern science.

Jordan Taylor
Macquarie University
ª 2011, Jordan Taylor

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09608788.2011.624726

Patricia Kitcher: Kant’s Thinker. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010, pp.
328. £45.00 (hb.). ISBN 978-0-19-975482-3.

In Kant’s Thinker, Patricia Kitcher develops a central theme of her earlier
work: how to understand Kant’s view of the unity of self-consciousness in
the Critique of Pure Reason. Her core interpretive claim is that the unity
Kant is concerned with is the conscious, rational, justification-conferring
grounding of representations on each other, such as when, in counting, we
see our thought ‘two’ as dependent on our earlier thought ‘one’. In such acts
of grounding, Kitcher claims, we must be aware of our representations as
such, and this ultimately provides the key for understanding the inter-
dependence of object-consciousness and subject-consciousness. In my view,
the chief virtue of Kitcher’s core proposal is that it gives a clear, non-trivial
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