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post-modernity has raised with respect to knowledge and its produc-
tion—problems and issues that have given a precise historical charac-
ter to the post-modern.

To begin to trace the consequences of these questions—conse-
quences of the fact that they can be posed—requires that we first
recall a history: the history against which Kant’s critical project and
the place of the sciences or disciplines of knowledge within that
project are developed, a history in which skepticism plays a crucial
role leading to the close association of systematic thought and the
question of how different modes or knowledge, or disciplines, are
related to one another.

Prior to Kant, skepticism about philosophy’s ability to account for
knowledge on rational grounds had already been voiced strongly,
most notably by David Hume for whom—and he is responsible for
this generalization—“all knowledge descended into probability”
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Every object was on his eyes and to him they seemed stuck to this organ
like sticky objects stick to the skin. He was unable to distinguish what he
had judged to be round, with the aid of his hands, from what was angular.
He succeeded, but not without difficulty, to perceive that his house was
bigger than his room, but he did not succeed at all in conceiving how the
eye could give this idea. It took a great number of repeated experiences to
assure him that a painting represented solid bodies; and, when he was well
convinced, as a result of looking at paintings, that he was not simply seeing












