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philosophles. For a realist thilosothy posits a correspondence
between human knowlng and reality. IBut human knowing may be
thought to be structured and 1t may b thought to be atomlsatic.
The two views of human knowling differ all along the line. BY
the realist principle of corresponidente there will folloy quite
dlfferent views of reallty. Reallsm, then, ls & genus of

phllosornleas wlth the common xe festure
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rhilosophies, For the generai principle of reallsm 1s the

affimation of truth as the corraspondence hatveen knowledge
and reslity. From thls princlple of correspoundence as ma jor
premiss and from a minor premiss, such and such is kmowledge,

one resches Lhe conclxusicn, such and such 18 reallty.
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Fifthly, the structure of knovwledgs and of ob jsctivity
i relevant to an understanding of the mltiplilcity of realist
philosophies. For, obviously, this multipllcity does not
arigs from a plurality of real worlds, so thaet Thomlsm is true
of one real world, Scotism is true of another real world, etec.
Obviously, again, this multiplicity does mot arise from any
dispute about the definition of truth: all rcaliste define
truth as the correspondence ofk knowledge to reallty., The
many r@alismus result from many accounts of knowledge and
the nany accounts of knowledge result from cogmitional atomiszm.

universal obleots.

For example, we think zhmwkxunktverkmimxawxmue¥, But
8 cognitional atomlst has to affim that such thinking is
oblective knowlng or x else he must deny that thinking is a
cognitional activity. It follows, o the filrst altermative,
that thinking uniwversal objects 1s lknowing unlversal reallties;

on the second aliernative, it follows thet thinking ia not a

cognitlonal actlvity. X A structursl view of knowledge ellminstes

the dllemma: thinking is a cognitlonral actlvity with its proper
object.ivity, which 18 normative; but thinking 1s not kmowing
but only a component within knowlng.

Agaln, we think of partlcular objects that do ﬁot exist,
On cognltional atomien, such thinking has to be an objective
knowlng, or else thinking cannot be a cognltiomal activity,
On the former alternative, there follows the view that there
are non-exlstent reallties, namely, the possibles.

Agaln, not only 4o we know thet X exists when we make
a true exlstentisl judgement, but elsoe, prior to malking that

Judgentent, we think about the existence of X and ask whether

X does or does mot exlst. On cogritional atomism, elther thinking
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phllosophles. For the gensral princlple of realism 1s the
affirmation of truth as & correspondence between knowlng and
the real. But thls general princlple has quite different
conasquences when differemt accounts of knowledge arise.
Thue, 1f human knowledge X structural, then there will be
ons and only one princiml meaning of the word, real; that

meaning will be id quod est; and every other meaning will

be in terms of that principal meaning, so that eng est cul

suo modo competdt esse. On the other hand, 1 human knowledge

1s atonlstic, then every dlstinet cognltlonal actlvity haw
nust beagbjectlve knowing to which corresponds an approprlate
realitys baslcally, the words, real, reallty, are egulvocal;
and 1t ds the task of ontology to proceed from that set of
gquivocations to the apprehenslon of a single real world.

Thus, we have quoted M, M, Goree to the effect that
senalble knowledge possesses an absolute value, & value
independent of ths mind of man. Now every cognitional atomlst
that accspts the reallst principle of correspondence has to
agree with that vlew. Elther sensitive activity is knowlng or
it is not; either that knowlng is objectlive or it 1s not.

Both disjunctions are couylete on atomist suppositions
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Fifthly, there follows the possibility of many realist
rhilosophles. Obvlously, thls poesibility cannot be derived
from & plurality of real worlds, that there 1z ¢ne real world
of which Thomisim lsg the correct account, and qulte another
rgal world of which Scotlsm 1s the correct account. Agaln,
this poseibility cammot be derlved from dlfferent visws about
trath: In general, realist philosorhles all acknowledge that
trath is the correspondence of knowledge to reallty. It remalns,
then, that the many reslist philoscphles result from different

accounts of what Iknowledge 1s
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