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Critlgue of Pure Reason denles the absolute objsctivlity of mexre

mmthhoughts as well as the absolute obJjectivity of sense; it falle
to discover elther the structure of human knowledge or ikx
the structure of its objectivity; 1t settlee for the normative
oblectivity of a transcendental logile that ls clalmed, mistskenly,
to valldate human cogniticonal activity with respeect to a world
of possible experlence.

Seventhly, confronted wlth phenonenslilsm and ideallem,
the cognitional atomist naturally enough claims for his position
the argument that 1t 1s realist.

Seventhly, confronteld wlth phenomenslism and ldealism,
the cognitlomal atomist will claim that hls positlon 1s realist.
Buch & clalm 1s trus. But the cognitlonal atomist may also nake
the further clalim that his posliion 1s the sole posalble realism.
Such a ¢laln 1s nelther self-evident nor demonstrated nor true.
It 18 not self-evident, for cogniticnal atomism 1ls no more
gelf-gvident than ontological atomism. It is not demonstrated,
for a demomnstration would presuppose the premise that set forth
the complete list of posslble philosmo=-hle positlons. BSuch a list
the cognitlonal atomlst 1ls not able to concelve let alone establish.
Filia.lly, 1% 18 not true, for cognitional atomlsm 1s false, and
the ondy posslble reallsms are not gll false
would be extremely difficult to conceive and still more difficult
to establlish; and cognlitional atomism, so far from achleving anything
diffiecult, ls essentially a matter of blurring dlistinctlons and

evad ing
axgking difflcultles
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Critique of Pure Reason denles the absolute objectivity of mere

thoughts ag well aa the absolute objectivity of semse; it falls

to discover the structure of human knowing and the structure of
an amblguous

its objectivity; Lt settles for xlm/\normative ob jectivity of

& transcendental logle that ie clalmed, nmistekenly, to validate

human cognitlonal activity wlth respect to a world of possible

experlence.

Seventhly, confronted with phenomenalism and ideailen,
ths cognitional g atomlet will pralse his position as reslist.
fuch pralse is allowable. But he may also make thwe extravagant
@F# ¢laim that his position ﬂ is the sole po=sible reallsm.
Thaile this claim is in character, it cannot be n;mi e.1lowed.
It is in character for, llke cognitional atomia*m, 1t 1s
an over--simpllibfication: a8 the cognltional at\-c{miat blandly
d laregards the. facte of cogniflonal activity and can entertain
nothing but the noet confused motions on ob jsctivity, so also
he takes for granted that & mers Imaginatlve scheme, placing
realism as a middle between the extremss of Ldeslism and mm
nominelism, 1ls not a mere lmaginative scheme but a self-evideni
or demonatrated dis jgknction setting forth the full range of
possible philosophic ;ositiom.
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ideslist denites the sbhsolute objectivity of mere thoughte to
acknowledge the normetlve objectivity mx expressed Ln a2 logle but,
no mors than the phenomenalist, does he diesmcover rationality

and rational judgement a&s the carrlier of an abvsolute objectlvity | _
in contingent matters of fact. Flnally, the existentiallst
palls down the idealist houses: a logic ls merely tm&gxpreasion
of normative objectivity, and there are many such expresslons;
nornative objectivity itself 1s prior to its expressions; 1t lles
In the exigence of the tragle sublect for suthentie beling; but
just what that exigence has to do with objectivity Xs not

41 s=-covered.

Seventhly, there remains the questlon about the unlllnear

gchems. When it 18 asserted that reslism 1ls & mlddde position

between the two extreme poslitlons, ideallsm and nwminallsm,
la there offered anything more than a device invented for an
ccoaslon? Or are we to conslder ourselves in the presence of

& definitive statement of the totallty of possible philosophies
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