[bookmark: _GoBack]The project of ‘Naturalizing Phenomenology’ dominates current dialogues discourse about the relationship between phenomenology and neuroscience/cognitive science. It is claimed that Trtranscendental Pphenomenology is a form type of philosophical fundamentalism passé duethat has become outmoded  to because of its limited applied development in the of sciences (Roy et al. 1999), and because to give a philosophical grounding to the ground sciences is no longer our Zeitaufgabe (Breyer 2011). , and Sscientists, it is asserted, are mostly objectivists who are insensitive to the transcendental subjectivity (Zahavi 2006). TTherefore, the phenomenology engaged referred to in dialogue the current discourse is therefore de facto phenomenological psychology, which is an investigationng into a human mundane organismbeing’s ordinary consciousness (Zahavi 2010), an investigation from which le Ttranscendental Pphenomenology is largely excludedexpelled.  But Transcendental Pphenomenology working in concert with and Neuroscience? It appears to be impossible (Ramstead 2015). IndeedNonetheless, the possibilityit  has been mentioned,proposed that a waye.g., to free current dialogues discourse from the naïveté of objectivism is to apply with Ttranscendental Pphenomenology (Schmicking 2010) , and use it to transcendentally transcendentally reflect upon scientific activities (Taylor 2010, 2013); one example of the latter would be how )—for example, empathy functions as is a prerequisite for doing biological research (Thompson 2007). This and other like proposals, ese, however, remain have yet to be unimplemented proposalsdeveloped in practice. .



