Truth
My name is Dennis Kane, and I am a natural philosopher.  I have developed a universal theory of physical reality which I believe offers a simple and intuitive explanation of the most basic, well-known of the natural phenomena.  However, you must realize that the purpose for a theory does not entail the provision of accurate predictions of observable quantities.  The purpose is rather to provide a comprehensive framework that allows one to attain a vivid “mental picture” of the subsisting things that allow for the possibility of all phenomena.  It is in this way that theories are meant to enhance subjective understanding rather than to enhance predicative knowledge.

As a philosopher, I owe a great debt to the foundations laid by the giants of the Western tradition, especially Plato and Immanuel Kant.  It is the current fashion to say that the West has presently “gotten beyond” the questions with which these masters were dealing, but statements such as these often only belie certain deficiencies in breadth and subtlety of thought.  
Put simply, philosophy will always be understood as the search for truth, and it is the way in which one understands this search to be meaningful that determines where one’s philosophical deficiencies lie.

The possibility of truth results from a synthesis of three clear and distinct concepts: 1) Belief, 2) Criticism, and 3) Technique.  That is, truth is belief that results from technical criticism.  A belief is always an actively projected construction rather than a passively received datum.  The critical faculty, when applied in a rigorous, technical manner, is the agency that allows for unformed intuitions to become clear beliefs that are held to be true.  When any of the components for the realization of truth are lacking, several results are possible.
Failing belief, all that is possible is the technical criticism of inherently insubstantial phenomena.  This is the empirico-scientistic paradigm.  The technical believer, on the other hand, has at his disposal a sophisticated formulation that is deemed to be isolated from criticism because of its supposedly “manifest truth.”  That is, this “truth” is thought to have already been “proven” by the efforts of past scientists.  The believing critic, finally, simply suffers from the impotence of not being able to construct a logically rigorous formulation.  That is, his arguments are atmospheric and hand-waving, and he can never quite seem to get to the point.
When the three requirements for truth are taken in isolation, the result is as follows.  The pure believer is a simple dogmatist with no technical skills whatsoever.  This kind of person can be understood as a naïve religionist.  A pure critic is an unsophisticated skeptic who simply finds pleasure in bringing others down to his base level.  These are the logico-philosophes who are forever analyzing the “truth values” of statements.  Lastly, a pure technician is a skilled mechanic who does not believe in the reality that underlies his endeavors and is therefore not concerned with questioning his place within the “real world.” 
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