
E~;1or1enc~ it iD tr\4'w in~"~~Cti, ~~te o£ Oiffc~t 

mean.t.ags ·~ in an ~i$1Cal p'b1losophf• S>bcl!e a.t-e va1:1a.t.J.ons 

An the meootn9 of th~ cc.nccpt ol exptu;1onee. audl. u. ~.t.tence 
ne i~•• ae eieaninw u aenae-uau. ,.i"'Dt.l oven ~e~ ience n- t~eua 

~o4 1n c~nt~JHQ.::at:Y phUooo~ih:;' ~ Gt~u.co. Ci c~;n.a=e. 'this 

.is a :~t ooi.ne~e o~ tt&e t~cm o.t. tl'lo han~ of scme cc.1cnt.1f1cal1y .. 

. ~n()•d pb,UooO~lO·~• 4l~'l'tl1ck 1D tbe dlief p.t'oponent. of thiS 

nQv~l v!w ,o£ tho meaning o~ experience. !·l<>d.tz ~chliclt Vlj$ the 

nue1~ o.·f 1tbe Viam-a Ctrcl._ tbc ouiCJnv c0i~1t ano foundet: of 

logical po!:1it1vum. C:ci~J!nall.y there we~ a iJI'OUl> of vclenUsw. 

mtlthematic:te.:ns wo gather$) emua~ CChUck. Hany of than belooged 

t.@ this gco~ «Snd eamap anet tieie~ bec~u:: ~~..all•known pbil0$cphew 

o£ thiG 1Ci.;cl.e• • V~1;1ttg~tein uoo n~t \:l t!let~~ of ~ <JmUt:..,. 

but ho aoo~ete<l h~..3~t with '-~chllc~ the SJmat pivot of tb.o 

cmp1r.t.e$1 tJ'·;sCit:!r.ln ant1 the logical ~a.etviat1e ~un«~t ~11y 

tutottoo ultb wcblielt tletn~ inilluencces b'"i' l:~$ttrJensteJ,n 1e ~ractatuso 

Ph11o~opnteal nnaljr'VW of 100'-i®GC .aoo ito i!elotton to wot:OJ. 

mean1n9. t.t'Utb have oetu.al.iy started in ill\ t·JJ.ttgeoatelnien mannet:. 

~hUosophic:al :anGl:;ei~ ou~ht to c:~·nsut z;:t:iman.J.y in ~J.J~oo 

·olZ c new, a~i£1~.1~ £·iStec. U~h.'!{s1co, ~:Jr the rn~a of: the 

•vtema CirQlg,* or l.QSJ~!i¥1 pooJ.t:i•.riets, 1~ the atttmpt. to 

uetli:>nst~:at:.o t-~ot t.h<3ro e::e cmUtie$: vb1d'l lie beyoo<.J t.be J:Cacb 

of ooy po.<Jwibl0 e~J'O~iooce. 'RMti.an tiltop~t.n-t-h~olvu • • Whe 

'1Cf]1eal ~i:t.iv!o.to ejall(:nned t'bc pos1t'-oo. of mettt.)~l!'O.\\cal 



Ultl.taee •. 4l() tbtJ"J woce ettl'~e4 by t.be pdndple of 

ved.:U.abilt.t.y • 't.b• p~lftciple tbet tbe t.leclftg of a :.,_poaitd-011'1 

Ilea in J.tl;) Cletbod ot v~c.tftcat.tqn•. iJ.b"l· ow in it. o -wq •ot 

$11roJnaUtlg ~1 r:efo~eoo w antitiet'l ~1c::b •~ not eccessible 

to ob~tewa~on•. Usually (:Od it~ o~tA~ &seow:.-.,. fdPed.enee 

tteau $81\9~~tence. ln !bln~l. d illilSIRRJD:1 tb• 

wo~~ e:«peat.tmce is taken ·~ tb• BG""Ce of ~ooledUh F.;nowledg'e 

ul. tJ.ttmt.Gl.J ~~ao on the use ofZ im~ aenrse m1tt *ithLilt u et.cwe#ed 

tbJ:.ougb th~... Bxpe.J:".iii!QCQ; in tblS ~En~e, itJ used to meeD 41~ 

~et'er:enee to ~~~teet with objectc. Dut ex.perience c~ 

3lw4ya be W~ed tn th1~ woy. . ~bst =owloU;e ult.~at.•:i7 depGftda 

ot~A the Uf!CI of the aens• p~•u ~S~e &fUCUltl-. ~cugtt ~ 

otf:eicul tt.eat en no' ineuJ:mOuntable. "nu \'1$ t:1n£l that the stJCerat. 

~ll:id.$~ ma£ntalQ the VlGW thfit tmoce U<t limits !f:o. em,.i.tiC.&$1• 

one• • upeuriQ'lC:e ccno-t be wtea .t.n a ·w~oW tb$'t:. 1 t c-. be f,oJ.l.Qwed. 

a long wav = up1;.0 the c;nd foe obvious pl'octieal: end pbyelc&l. 

&ificul'tief.l• ~ilef O!}Oali that only et~uctu.re oe be ~unicutil 

~;ltbout. the ~UB!.Ciiiting; ~1emmta ot b.\?:C:d.C!Cce.. '!tua1: U.QW!Km.t.. 

te tb~t one•s e~en•ce calOOt be e~eoteG. ,;'bus t.b~ cOtiat.me 

elt,peaence ty maJdrlg a shift. fl:\"Jm f!U$l1S~~1eoc:• tJDtl ""~ugbt to 

mtu:ely fo.cmaUaeti $t&tanent.et and GX:.)e:t1cnco mGaM ~Ot' tnfiDl oni-11 

ot~t"&JU. Out e~ed.enee e.mno~ be wseu in the etm~Se of 

tttruct.ut• no~· ceo tt be ®e~ ttl tile senfJie illf mue at:nGe-8iq;»od.mce, 

because both ~e p~e$GGt to us SQCilG cU.ffleultl••; :!fl •• ••* 



a'*f' *kM •• =•.-=~~ •••'•attiee.t• tie <itO not say that. 

we eaped.ence 'Without. an elcmc11t of thr.n,1ght mvolved .tn it• Nol' 

~ we vay tbn't we ~encce only at.root~ ZtN~ut:el ~\Di­

cat.ion mlnutJ SQQCtbin9 J.o 'USele&$.. 1n &bon..,. wc;pe&-ieocC'tt in the 

· P1~1e book end in the plalOIJopby o~ pe~epUon al.W&J• hl•'tc$ 

to a tb~ght waue le aJ.wo.p tho c0l1t:to.t 1t1 1:bo epbon of ~ex:tence. 

ao befor:e we G\) on to eoooider experience as a 60Ucit og cea:tainty 

~• 01ua~ mau elear: the u.Dual. meening of expO%iience ® :foaa\llateci 

by -.piz.:J.cutai. She· il.r1t1ob cmpit:ic.lct#S U'ke £oeke, Dox:kel.OJ' ana 

MtVa.e bola tno opinion tbet $tped.ooe• fU.nd.DbeG U£J t>~i tb the 

mat.erialn of thlnld.ng3 fo: ·which f~malteaUon oao e eon o! ~e 

emp1J:1c.ltrm u~··· dl~eQ't ~·rt.~e o! etJ;"Q.Ctuso 01: ei.s:ect ~:ofCthl\Ce 

to $erut.-.x,pecienee) in eve~Wng .is no~ ~fJUJ• But. the 

·non-mental aetJ.t.ttae .ts present in the t.:atatl~Qns of Locke. iet:keler 

anti liume ao that 'the ex_?lanetrtcn ol obJecttvtty llae· been made 

pce~:!.tJl,{) bJ tbe c.oo.teat-chetaet.e# of objQc:t$ <whieh we e~~.t.eoce. 

t.n 'tb10 Germe. we vent to b~.i~e over o gap 'between the t~&l~Uooal 

~j.ric.tDtO an(;) th:e roost ep1J:iciDtfJ wM aUo tali.eve in the 

objective si&l of our ~ed.ence. Russ.t;&. ito~ exer~tpl•• l.aya cla.lm 

to tbo view that the prlnelple ot !nduc.Uve inf•~en~ camot l1e 

jWJUfied by 8:ete~ence to expe.rieoee. unac bo want;a to mean le 

· tn~t the ~ject.tve ~ide o~ ~e:riooee cao,nt;;t. be &~uo~cei. Yet. be 

was quite 4t1'4X'e oe the ~.ttive $ignif1cance olf ~e.d.eace .aet 

he aalitt.~d tna't tbe~:e ere gcne~:o.J. p~J:t:.tQl'lse ~11\at. he Willlted 



t.o ·ooen, ptotably, ;$.G tbilt. e'~C'"iOOCQ CSi..'"\.0~ b$ USed J.n ~ 

acnae ·oil Ql.t«:t e~erienee or in the s..we of dlnct. refe~· 

to se:nae-~e.::iEtl~e always. 3 uor eo• he mcO\U."age lll.waye t.bo 

i:"JJ[)e~ience o.t; t~~tu.re ~ acmetbing. ~)nt\ t.be.f:e£6~ agtW:t 
. . 

\1~ m~~t otq;~ fur:titOJ; - than t;b~ i~:c.1ner view tibi.eh is the rv>culld 

(ln,u ~t oreiMJ:lf U.f!tt.ge of the ~rtlt e!lmer-ienee ...- that !t 

O;t;:Jed.en~t'! le to be. co:lt1i~x"t~ liS eenoo-&l~ 1~ meat-r-1n9 etc •• 

then the I!U'ea of ~~u:ience neec;& nat b~ li.tdt.ed to * ~eri~tlal 
c;ontenu • 4 in the ve~ strict. lJ;m!.ttJfJ son8.e ~ 17tu::~~ in the 

ol)j<tlc:t.ivc; e~n$&. He ean have a oot.tez: ~l~t.ioo ofi c~.:1cce 

io tbe tiH~CH.~ of immeaiQCf ;;}f 'thou~tr. ~A 4n thut GanG;, 

O~"Pe~iCllc-o c.• be C"..ont.ltO,~t)d. to be .lmmedta:te. rSo e:tpeJ:1m-ce 

eat1not b£t. usea ~n the ocJwo of di~ e.xpeJ:.tflnce olt1a.~ o&: .in 

tb(! emse o::J r.:tfk1.rel;t foc:nali$ed :;;,t{~t.~~ts. but in the se:~e of 

o'bjocetvtty o£3 th~~h"t ana~¥ expe~:.i.ence w~ ~h6ll mean iaun4i4M:f 

of dlcalQht• ln thiS latte~ tt.ens~ ~et'£«i~~ has G\ ~,;i~ m&8Rifl9 

t:!nt\ e-~:l~nen.~ is t~ up to. moan ~hat. aU !Qtwlfltlge J.e ultimately 

earJ.ve})le from e;cpE~Jri•ce• 

£~elC'.t.cmee wu ortgmally t~ toy allpi.s:-J.dste to 

!ntU.cnte a lU.IW ot ee.Rainty which we uet £stem the· inlmediau 

C00fl1tiot.l oz an object euet to a ~JrQt\Se-obj~ cont4Qt• ~m.tJe 

90~eption r:t~ww e tiefinJ.te,. an J.~tliete <:ogtU.tlr.m of an object 

3 c:e. ~HJ!i'SW9llltQ.ta.,.9& RDUQ•ggby, Vol.II. tl•S03. 

4 ;t'olton. ..r.w., •toeke1# <;oncopt. of ~~.,o:ionetf 1n ~t.J!Qu 
~slr.d~» e-..l!.~od ey ,c.o.t>i~rt.t.n & u.t-t~ Lle~tron9# P••"• 



wllieh 10 ~td.bl& clue to • a8l8.-objeet ermt~. ltm~GCJ/ of 

pot:ceptto-a me~. ~ o.ff 03gn1Um es re&reseutat1Ve oi! en 

object g1v.m .j.n ow: eensc-perec[)tiM. ~hi(f is also tho v.iew oJf 

tbe Nayy.-t~atyiyiku. •~caee.tocv• 0)05 not. ·mean tl\t.rc po~tt.on 

1~ a 4S.~:eot petcept1on of ohjecte~ Locke hi.mself poS:ntea out 

tnat we p~eei.Ye ide•• He ·meene by perc:ep'ttoo •.im!'1Y ~acy 

vbieb;. to be ~1ie£Uy st.ate4 b trtmer.U.ecy of thought. s~ 

•~aesmae" call$ tbougbt • • t:tdJ.J.¢\t 4Uistene$1 
.• 'lhe• te no 

ot:!UtJ: t~ay t~ know obJect the tbnugh thougbt whid\t being 

possible. (lue t!l a Qcnoe-object contact. meems 1U~f conter&t. 

t'libet.l t~G GM)Mk of tbe Objectivity of thought;. we meen that o~ 

ttwugbt Catmot l:ll.it be 0~ aft Objoc~. Ouo thOU$h't ~t l'.W <litee~ecl 

~n sorttetb!ng.. ilo the fwleUet.'w of out" pe.rcept.lon ue two•fold. 

~'-~bm the ~~~ng min~ iJDd the pl\:filicfll obj~ az:e ~el~ted to cad') 

~~e::, 1t at ;;;nco fo~ tbe 1st1ti01U$ of the act oi l~!n9• end 

eet.eJ~Unc the •eha~actec• 0~ 1cocti81lt1 of ow: kne\llng by meeu 

of tJbieh we dlstf.n~le'b Cl obje<:t f.Rft\ otb••• ·~.,1\tlii'Jeve~ we tq? tc 

obow • un!;~eaal c!l~u:acter: $f knowle$Ge tbJtC.uflh Q\1# ~ubject.tve 

~od.en®, W$ do it t.hmuoh • ®jcceJ.vlty of tho~"lt. 

~~b{:£levec wo cta£-;e a eJ.sUnetion t~etwt!Gft one o~jeet ana enotbe.., 

-.o Cb zl.t thl:ouub the obj¢et!v1ty of tbo~ght. only ~use, t.bc.n.l9ht 

t100 00-t; a conteot-a.tv.tnu cha£oc~•• CthC:N:i».~ we eotald not meke 

• Al~ust1 t.be 11-tem !3ngli8h me&Utt9 of' •wU1~ht' ie 
not e happy on~ Y•t. whm fil~tiet: calls tnousbt a 
•tt>;Ui~bt o;d.ste¢ee'• it is ~et;;t in tlle tmnotH!'l~pher•e 
19lu:ase lb a go® seaeo. 



any Cistinetton t:eeween object and object and all things wcula 

hove 'been ~a:ed to me~ oubject1Vt? fancJ.es• Even. at the 

cmp~d.eel levOL when \'JO :;peak of tho univo=H!l. essenc.e or: 

C:JSeDCE!fl antS tiete=tJ.nC 0. r:~lat.ion betW~ J.:ndiV 1tlual exPeJ:"J.en,cea 

which arc subJective oneo and OSQfilnc•• we <» it through an 

o'bje<;:t!vJ:ty off thought., bec.~e., thought J.ts~li ia die~teriaec 

by objecttY!ty and Qnivcrsal1~y simul.taneouely. When we apeak 

of en expcrj.oncea obJect- we mean that exp.od.ence is .related 

to e content o:: ~e.rionce baa got a tbougbt..givi.ng Cbot:actea:. 

~h® oul'!' tbo~'ht .is exactly tho ~cy$aEJentutiVfl!i*. of 

t<Jha't 1-tJ QJiven in sooee-pereeption~ ~-~e can o:e6:tnar11¥ deny 

no$-ther the capEcity 0~ tho SetlS~X:gan:J t}.f)~ the phy$ical Objc:ct:i. 

~;~orienco for the cmp:L::ici.Qta moans tumQdiato lmO!lJlcago oz: 

vo~€vt.ton: it cla~ an iane<Uato fo.tm of ¢bjecttvit;y. Kno:>tledge, 

according to Loc!:-4 b~ieally startD wi~ ~eriooce. \--;e 1""-nO\'i the 

bo.o!c ·p:f'O~ll:urzrn~ of ell trl.ltlitionOl ~.t~icJ.ots thOt ~ori~ce 

shoul45 bo fcr:tterclea td. th an open and s.f.r!lple mind. 'I'he mind 

receivao t1hat it g~ta fi!Om the extemal ~orlcl. ~herof.ur-, we know~ 

Loeko appeals to everyooe•o own obSe~&t.ton &nQ_.~e.etmce. 5 · 

• ~h• te:m, • .rrep.r~en"t~t..tve' is annexed he~~ only :booause 
it is ~pcd.all.y applicable in LoCke. Rlnd then~ momen-t 
we have mal the e&,:.?.t'OOfli~ icJ:aediacy OJ: im.-nediate kilowled.ge 
to indicate simply the imme\liac;:y of tboU£;bt. Locke elso WJett 
t:he woJ:C.. irnmedi~te. ixrlnec1iacy to indicate immeCl!acy of though~ 
es he olPQ uoos tl'lc uo.cC .~rcsootatiot) w indicate paJ:t1<:ula.J" 
cases o~ ~resmtation wldch ~nvol.ves the seme Q~$ Qf 
thought. ~berefore, \"1e can 'Wipe out this d.istinetion for the 
:~aka Qf o\1!7 cliall::lussioo unifo.r.mly. Zm.--nc!'Jiccy· of tnougl.l.t enc 
OUI.' thought is reps:esentat1ve Cb 'o~ina~~li me.-. t.he seae 
thought .involved .\n ous- eens ... exper1ence or sense-perc~t1on. 

s Cf. 1~-·t1Jf»res 9'Art.b•,n.tst;erx gf!Ei:f'•9.2h» Vol.l~ 
-~.~:. bya;S;ii ane ana li.a.~!mao~ PP• o .. 04• 



t;ot'h1no can be tr*t-.f.tteo to the untlc..-st.wtJin9 wh.teh 1~ not 

in 'the senst'!l-fteld. ~he elltemal. warltJI fw:niohoe ou&- aoasos w.ltb 

tho ~t.el!'i&lo of knOtfled!;Je. 'i·he mJ.nG) cannot ectually 'thi.nk 

unless it 10 ~eo-4<a«il ~J.t.h all tho metelt'1ele of knowlcC.Oe ea 

ecqut=eii fi'CK::a o~jeets ot· the wo~16 •. Locke ete.rts. w.$.th ~d.GDce 

~ en arsp1Uel$t and aeatnD to tn&.c•te hou far our: knCitllcase 

Mnio~ to o~~icnce. ~h® Locke define:> pereel)tion as en 

.i.n-.W1¢1i~iat~ ;;:~~ oi objcct.ivity. Dy o}:>jm;tivJ:ty he rn-..15 object1v1t1J 

of th~hlt;llt \iilhieh •t~e pereoive in ~c.r:iwee.. .In the OI11St<.:m1c 

critorion of m.Mn·ing all ta:ooi:tioooJ; ~z,.:!.riGiats accept;. that our: 

tn~)UQht; io :ola-tt:o 10 a. wa~" 'to tho worle o::J t.hin\iG• ¥be .t:elations 

ue .bctwat:ll ti!1o reals. ln tacl:koley•s pb1lo~O;?ilY w• a~o fint! a 

o!mllar ettJ..tuee. Zn :uo.:i"~ley•s phi.lo~o;i".oy ~phooi~ on eer.u~e­

•U.?erttmc:e to alco ~Jivc.n in acquiz:ing J::nc-wled~e. On ~1e 

objective otae.. 1n uer1-~clcy. icese e.&"e re_fer.tefl to l;y o'bjoct.s. 

e;ho cl'lercoteJ!!ot1c: feature .of a c~:m1t1on w ouch that it po1nts 

toua:ea en . object or relates to a content. Berkeley aays, we ar:e 

(1efioite of our 1(1ea& o£ 6ensible qtlolitic.o. 'l:o UWt~ ~ras1ons 

are nothing l)ut peree:;>tions. and impcess!on mearw &ensoey pe~cept;ion. 

li'hey ente£' int;Q our mind wit.b wore force enrl livelin~s. 6 'l"bUB 

our: knooled::Je of the mantel te peculiarly es.rec:t. 8!'ltJJ certain. 

lCeas c:u:·.tgkate ln the nitll~ t.then ou:.- Der.:oe-otgane ~ to 61J:ect 

con.t.aet with Objects 1:>f the t'fo.lfltt. ~t).ltboagb in one [;!lace Hume ea~~ 

~-~··-· --~·-·~--1~--~--~.------~----··~··-·----------~--------------------------·· 

" 



that out lmO'iiledue 15 only of o~ own mental #'tfltee. yet he aayo 

thot if we Glte not juot1fi~c1 in tbinllo1ng that •~ co not beve a 

&:ect knotJle-ci.')e of an ¢Xter-nal \:1orltl of t~u.....-~•,. then. we ue 

oot Mt.1tloa to r:efe.: to th.i.n'!Zcl of t.ho extotnal wol:'ld .~n o.l'Cie.r: 

to &atingtailsb between our: metal etat®. ~his <:!)flfUct ts due 

to t:be fact t!iiat. liu;nc oone;t.tre~ c.'*la.r:acter!serJ the ~mtel ae 

.~bjectivo <JnD oe::.:"Act!m~z ce1 :rlubjeet!v~. But ·~ suitable meaning of 

e~~cnme~ e(li:t 1x1 thot ~~1\fn:1cnco pe.i:tf:lJ::ec. 01! !~eith tho Otl~j~ct •d 

th~ object. ~;hcu:efGi:r:e, the tolotion );;"Jet-1-ICt:i.~ ~?e.d.cne;e tW f.lbj~ctive 

ood e:~crie~t:e 0!"1 :Jubjective hao not b~ }?m.»~rly ati;ooded to 1n 

!H1rte• Yet, in spite pf ··this QJ.fficltlty .in. Hurne tho objcct.tve 

cl·H~.r<lcter of a couni t:ivo <:tVSt · J..s ~bo!li~e~. ou: mental ntates 

vo!tlt htY;/bn~ tb.w::.sl.vetl w obj~ct~.. t~~·,lc4ge. aec~r.atng to thntt 

A$ Qf :lmrn~diot.e <.ms>et'icooe, Ol.U' ~c~mee;. accortitng. tQ H~ 

co~r~spoci!s t.o pOS&$-blo soo:Gible ~~~o1G~m. Cbj~ are ta)ltm 

'toy Huna in tt1~ senoe of ~teJrool ltcfertenec. fJy o'bj~ he meau 

obje~t.o: tht\t ue out.:eit::o WJ.~ :tf we neve i(l~~ they are of 

iQ9teostcns tdlich ultimately ~f®.r td thin{;s Ot: objccw. ~Ill• 

,r~oD$1ble obJooUon m4Y be thS't UQllc eo·es not .believe in. 6X~cne1 

objects. All ri~~ t'htrh?J e~es not. elth.ou{)b tie tlin<i a ntlilbe.r ot 

• s.'hinr;;c·, @ii:>jce'W,. faoto,. ~t~tee~f•affs.im are .intierehan,;reably 
used i-n ~.uc <:.!.ica.~J:.'tQUen. ln any ease. the tnr>1rte1ots 'bclleve 
in sometal:tn; .r;iven or 1n. e:~rimeo thf.'J oubjecto.ma·tter of wh1dl 
1& outciee ua. o:;o ou;; ~t?ot>iem.:~ 1o iliJ:Jut a thincr or a feet 
Cff! a !1-tat~f..afi!air cte. In t.h1e OClnDC.. Uume el~o beli.evet~~ 
1n cor:lothing ~~entelly -given. t~'c .dot) nQ't U$ual.ly m~an tha~ 
HUDe opeacw of th;ingo. ueul\lly he docs not. although 'HtDe 
trice to ~lain our bel1E:.1f in tho e~,J.ct:cnee of b~(!y, 'Whidl 
he :teeueo<3 t~ the cont1n\1Cd an~ diot!T±ct ~stt:'fice ef 
po.t:-cept!Qn:s. .. • • • 



co~itm.eDtG mad• by U\l'ae ~n hl• tcaSJY.U (v!ee page t'io:~~"' 11, 18 antl 

19) u he ha.til a natural p.ropensJ.t.y to be11e'f.te in cxtemel o!)ject.a 

o~ to maJw o belief .11~ tho 'existooee o£ bGey' t1hieh he .r:eeueed to 

the cont1no.oo existence of· pet:ee:?tJ.ons. lf t*e co not ~t h.ta 

ficet ;tosiUcn that be :belic.wet~o in external obj~ we ha•e to 

accept hitJ eecond ~!tion u he eeys thi!!it. all tmp~e~r!1ooe ant 

outuara. i\!l.<-1 Wheneve~ we· ~!~$~: of .lde~. t:f~f:i¥ follO!Y fre~ 

1mpresa1Qin~, ils thC:J Gte th:e ~,~_ta.ct • ~rtliea of J.cvrco>J1on~ •. 

~l~e.refotc., a1t..~;)*l-9h tim~ e tho:oUGb-~owg t$\Jiil:1ciot. n<!.!~1taina 

th~ view 'ttl~t simt>le inlpr:esaions are 4.1lr}'r.~cnt-a~ c~t.!:tu®ts of ~ 

.e:~periet1a.::., ~e'~ ho to~ no·t '-lVGia the ~;t:min~tcnt of t~·;-u!t 

c.ct. of crJO.ooiouanes. •-~henever th~H:e ts e~orJ.tmct\f t-here ts an 

elctamt ·-:>f 'tt1o~;.~l1t;. involv~ Eveey e~,ren:ie'lee h~ ~ot t~• eoq.n.tt!ve 

c1on1fJ.ciStlcC! ~tl:W ·e~()ed.ence ae .s:eferred to by the ·mp!r!cal. 

Pililosopl1~r;;J c~let.cD to the objective r.oide of ~ri~~. 'i:heref.:>ro, 

the only t1iffecenc;e betwem Ht10.e on the one hMc m~ LQck~ and 

aetkeloy on th{} otlle~ te. th~t lhne S!:';e.a:t;,S o~ ~rea!lions, while 

l1?Qke ani! Dect-~oley e,peak of .t.tree.s, but in :toth t.he ea=ee, the 

objG't!tiv& czt4.1e of ~~ertenee Ui· ~a$1e~ one out'._ 'knottlceq;e of 

tci1e t"Cal.' necac; en 1nt~"'1ru'!4lJ.a~ object l::-et\-Jeert tbe f.:now:tng mind 

ano the ulea~.-''1t)te objract. ~'h.l$ inteme<Jie.:y object 1o t.h~ Qntt 

inmeoiatc111 "'2Jiv.en o~ tr:K':lcryht one: re-t}rf:conto ebe ulttmet.~ object.•. 1 

Lot:ke. alth-~gh a re.all~t. 1e a ~l:;~::'je'fl.'t'iltional.iDt. ~~eo~J.n9 

to hittw 'tbel'e are ~ntt.e.mal Q.bjecte# :eut. the:iy «t.re not ·ul.t!mat.oly 

.,., ......... 1 1 I l ~·-· ItA •t&a I. I ! •• r 



objocu of perception. l1xpet:ie.nce of object. and J.<ieU clu• t.o 

thei~ expe.-iend.ng •• co-extensive. Co<~Td. t-Lone or tbougbta have 

~t an objective e.w.t.stenc:e. W.l' cogni.ti.OJW h.we co.crflllponc:imee to 

the.i..t objects. ~ince ou.s: t:o®ciouaneea ie a$:J~OC1auu wi'th obj~~. 

Qll o\11.' ~edence applieD to pooaible cmpir.tcal fete. 

at.\11 thinking about tb.o pb.-ys.,icaJ. t.IO~lo 355l.tnes the 

volidtty o£ cbt!er.vat.ion • • • • • 'X'hoUrJht ean never tr&Moena 
a thG senawle in re-.;a:ttl to the physical worla, • • • • • • · 

ph~tcal Object aepeni:t.a :t.;VOD the: 'cibs~rv&tion of 4-tc t:~enGfr.le 

qual1ties •.. J;;.lcience can nevcu: avoie tho t::yieence ofi t~o BeilQCD• 

lloQe,rn sc:ieit.c~ itt Ita ep.iDtcmololf)ieal, rclationshi~ bel.:l.evee in 

e£feetion~ of qualities of objects which a~t) .12iven .in oenee­

.e~erien~.e. .tlotlem vc:1enco 1G an empirical ~c1~nce,. Xf the 

f£'!€}lit.1c.s ere .not pE?rcei.ved ~.nc'l if th~ oooetv~le pnooomena .~e 

no\i. properly cl/3e.cv.~C. then the ntruct.uro of. a pb~ical object 

will be otbe~ than the qu_Gli'ties and oooe.r:v&ttle phenomena p.ercelved. 



. '-· - . . ~- . 

b13!leve Ln tbe S!l!'il'i.eel cd.tu.ton of eo9flit.tve si<anifieaace 

which cea ~ atu1butea to eyttung to J.n.terp.a:et a s:t•t• of 

objects with a •well tiete:m.J.Qe6 stnlCtu.n•. ow: ~i"ion has 

go~ 1te obje<:~ive sLgnifkence in o.:doc to tnt.erp~:et. &1J6t_. of 

PhJSi.eal ph~ena. i'ct ~ple. tf we teko tx• fo~ tbe clue. 

•man• ana if 'til be.tn9 one of t11o e®o.tante. ~tt,c has ce~ft 

q\lnltt1ea# .m. .n. o. then the othe,r cOlUiltanw al!!c posoetul the aene 

qu~llt1••9 

~·be trlOGt. r:oc:am:. «npir1cuta Uko ~ehlick anti uusse1l 

whom we eal1 lo91ea1 ODalysu accept;. tne vaUCi'tf of ::.~ense­

•PD~Ception~ i'oey believe tn the <U .. cc:ct cognlaence of an object 
\ 

whidl ta ULVC;iD to ue. througb t't"Ped.e.nce. Qchlick • emp.S.t:ieJJlt, 

$~:1$ :t.o ooe &1$tllnee th~~t our: ment.al otatee ue our: own. Yet, 

be !!:loen not em,y tb~ objeeUve 1!$1cle of Oll;l' enpes:1ence.. He caou 

no- eey t.he:t oucr mental statu. u•. ~· Qr~ly,.. He J.:s c:ontiden.t of 
'· 

'the knowle~e of o'bJecUJ ~hic.b an ~er1eoeoa. b)' •• ~ mental 

vtatee. alt.bou9h meot.ol ant! $uk>jecttve have ~ot on cbjeetive 

el~i:fJ.cance ana this ot>Jecuve a19Qif1cance itS ae.r.lv(.ta from 

CA])eUenee. ln ehon., expedence~~ have ~h.~t objectivity. auseell. 

fo#' wt~lt;t. ettltes hie viG.f.- in the followiag way 1 

•uo b&Ve l\nf.>1J1G6;'Je by adquiiJ!ntafteo. Qf en object 
if we ece 61rectly awe~ of 1~.10 

9 t:f. Uar.tpel. c.o.Aspocts of sc:.tcnU fie ~3Planati~ PP•113•l1~ 121. 

10 Passrno:o. John, A Hypd(SS,.!sam ..2LRI»lii'iiab» pp.a32•233. 



a;;.;e~o t'5:lat "&10 oro ox?e.r:-1-onc.ino cu!ul~tl~ifi9• l.?i:~lffi what has been 

otat.ed a'l;c;;vc it ;1& ev.;t..Ce'lt that 'Y'9C oro owaa:e of oue ~ant81 

states ant'\ e~ienee w1 th which we hLWe ei~cct acquaintance. 

ii'J.UJt. Russell ool1ev~;G in ~omctbing that w Q:i.ven 1:1 t~.«:ept;ton. 

80f..'OfUUy, L~oocell iJe11evcs . .i~ the objcctiVal.C:Sf.l Qf o~ m~tGl 

states. -. •, 

i~¥ar, c e6Voeato of l:ecent em:>itioiern ecc.ept.s the 

~eaUty o£ tJ1o !£$iV«l• He S3!t""D t..~at. we he.vo cooec-uata o..~er;lcnc:• 

t;ut thErJ flo~ l?art of an ~te:mal t~orlO; ana he lo.01caJ.ly believes 

in an ~i~tence of the -ostomal worlel o.t: ·uh1e1l we have sense­

-c~~er1onee tW :l t will be cleer f'.r::Jm the following remor".k 1 

•t~CtVort.~el~tee it. 10 SD~ancQ. tb.ot Q.toce tbese objfiet.a aro 

mdeniebly ~erienee.- they m~t .in &al'lO Gc~e be teal0 • 11 

l'~y;e:: tjayo, "ouc Qt,m.pc.-data elt§Odcnc.;os {IJ:O oatodal :ln 

uotute. l\ecCJtcU:ng to Ayo= 0~ho acanin~; of D ccnt~nce fi.Z ao 

~1~1ea1 foet.• 12 

~l Wl snolyvi& it. can be auu t.not .;~~·cr: bal~evea .t.n the 

r;.;~.;;nitive eZJ)Ol:l::cte.; <:;~f. otll' me!ltol events. t2q acc:o:rdi.n(j to 4\:;t-er. 

Q$-vc the oQ.nc~ of ~!:d.cal. fi!K:C to what coo '©0 actually obl»ewed. 

11 Ayer. ~.~ • .; •• &b!i-s€.Wm.~;a,ono ef ... ~tn~AF.if..!l..¥n9lti~!OJi.it P• 76. 

12 l!ti~-r>•~s. 



Ue a&:e ooo£laent o$: ~~t'lot ve elfl)e.r:.tence. l"\yeJ:< 1a _.. «apicJ.cJ.at. 

ln bQt."l the COl1:'1eB• In thtJ fii.r:ot instance. be believe& J.n en 

4~~~u:1enco ~!.c..~ io Cen$e-gtveo. ~econCU.r~t bo bcr;:llcvcs in tbe 

~!dinees of ooot~ts which .tnt:.U.cato fQC'ta in. obflcwat..l'®• 

t)erc~tit:R'l arteoo aue to 'the stir".iUla'tior. of the :JiirroSQ­

liiiOJ:.glJn.$. our c:..Qtitiono originate in ana :2~ the eontiM.~ of the 

~Ci"x!lMrgaOO. w.tth objects. c~ iiLew or tilowt;ll'ts h~vc rofc:ence 

to on exti:~ntal reality• t-:e are definite of the funct.t.onino o" 

o~eration oc the. ~enDa-organa in reletLon to thai&- p:~rt;t.culo:n -~ -

objecu. t-Je atte ..:an·f'itlent that. a cognition w prooucec out of 

e!C!)tn:o1encit1eJ an object. COVftit1on, :o1thou.g!ti a mental event. is 

eJi:cocteei outwara to eo object. li'or: G.?h&Gitd.ng the objectivity 

of! ~e.rien~ nooec makes a tl.lst1.not1on ~eoo the act of 

e;@erieneiit-aB &4C, the object ~ori.~cca, bat.~ of t:bidl exist sna 

~re Ciat1nQt f~u e~ ;:)t.b$1:. So co~ni t~ ~)I:W a fount1at1oo in 

an Objaot. of t'C:lre~t1on. 

t7hGt. 1c re.lovant to our e:.toc~zion io th~t;, tio ta.'l(e. L"lto 

C:Jr.t31CeraeiO~l the part playecJ ey CO'iP11t1oo. UbmeVC!: tie e..~edcmcc 

o thing. uo become eefini te of the nature o:Z en o'bj cot that :le 

f:C"'.le:Jletl to our Ct}ruJC10USACOG t,y ua.y Of ~~:;;nirlling it. 

'1'11tse accc-J:tling t.o the crn;pU:iciot. tho very Dt:ocoos of· 

kaoulceao il:t>l1cs that 'tb~ mind 1$ confronted t1ith a.~ object ant! 

tha-t v~ o.:cc ncrJm: .t.aentical "i.titir.l tbae ®jcct. Eo!' ox<:~n:»l~ to 



H~ .Q\11" ~lO"oiiled'Je of tho ~~t~ ic pacul!&:rly 4~ aa• 

co~. ll~ ~ben. tt Ue.ne~;le&;el cannot be ceUod f!lenteJ. 

oocnu,e tllo o~u~ce o~ t.he ·~-eQJ.• ts GCill.~J~tore elo•• oe eannot 
c.Hl!l• &n Ut,a01$ eeoo._ tho itl:ee have th~il:' mootal origin• flo 

::elat~ the i&Ju to the om<l doeo not mean tbat. they ·an purely 

oentel., bee~~~ .aa::eaetbllity to en &nal.~v.t.s of f1X9t!.!~ience u 
only porjc,blo ~w.;)b J.a.as. ~owe eboulta r-'..Ot thin~£ that • 

pU:slJ 11eot~tie ettitude ~cd.~ ®01: in· an a~p;lr.teill pbiloaopby 

~ke Huae1e OWU• Only wo want to t:hl;J'Qp qxm objectivity and lite 

D4y • wbcte (1~ the 1dQilJ COOO :Si:cca 1 ihey Q,llf) fJ:OID Ampreasicns. 

Bennett aloo ®Cl;t;Jt &·!wna•o .t.d.oas n.re • ~<lenao;a:y states • • 13 

$0 if tl\Q~ al'e ifle-.. they are faa lmp~~J.on•• As soon .u we 

~gin to $t;~~ wit.b ~riance. ~t:e8sion betiinfj to ente.w: in wtth 

l 't$ eon toot tJhich ia nothing but thought. ~horefo~ tire cwten4 

to 6ey that. H\11\-o's e;K,perieneo meaa"'W sheeif objeeuvJ.ty nna .t.:f we 

tJ!l~ of i<le¥, they ae• o£ imLJr:ess.!ons •.. -'4e also t;.tnt a s£m11u 

~tt;l:t~c in :Grent~•o phi~Qpby. llo/awo tbinb of the 

koQIIIle(lge pt; thO ~t:~ i;lO t\itoet, ;&ntl ce~nt bu~ bio Jmowle~e 

of <the r~n't.al u Utle\1 i'li th a ~~= ei9Qif.t..caneo to nwan en 

intewlti.onal mca,..~tng tiih.i.ell wo t:Jhall d;\Scu:Jo l,ateli on ~o~ the eeke 

oft a c~at;:1Jltive ctu.<ly and alao t>Whf.)fl t<-Je ehcll tL? to foGBulat.o ou 

oun vieu,. t.n Locme. the ~?J:imaq concem @.f .\(';eas io w.ttb ~crie.ace. 



.LQcJie eono.tCOP all i<ieau :beintJ cnue~teneed blf 'flmettc.t.&m•• 

:En o~et ~~. bt.l conai~e:o ell ideas bavtng t.~1J:' sena.ozoy 

o~tigJ.n tn1~!~1y, ~a~e ~1• J.deas aro also boo~~ &t bottom, 

on oOMO.ri ~au. Locl"e 6~~ Q:f t.bo ~resentaU9e thevry of 
I 

pe,t'C~')Ucn Wlf3 1dea5 .c-e,.-eaent to 1.1$ tblnfJ$ or eenf!tble propurtiee 

e£ th!n~;o in ·ttbo wo#ld. 1-'his ~ tht~ f;S.~nt ~ense of t.}le wo.r4, 

f:();?.t.Sente.Uon. n~rooenta~o~ tn no~~.l usage, mea\IS ~:epresmt.a• 

'tion ~f .tcle~ ~c they ar" useu in tho obj eetive sen$e ~<i ue uaed 

to maen ~~acy of thou:;bt t'Ol$.t!ng to tho .t.eea of one..too-on• 

e(::~c~pant!en(!e. ~ ·thte smo~ ~~f.t.eetioo of 1C¢ov ~·M~s ~en m~ 

t;;.ion t!~!3t .rt:".'ltficati{}n o~r:~"GO to 1/le• ~Ot' i'~(truJ•. i1na rcification 

rn~y jib u~th ~reZl~tat:i®~~ in t.ho fl!:Bt oc.:\ce a:z note(! GbOve w~En 

we eound mud\ of our sennoey ~lor.i.ence. Vhcth~e# ~ anti :Dez:keley 

ho:vt~~ ~~ioo tue~ or not • that does not mat.tcu:. ln any ~;:ea-. 

we know tn .t.Qcke u ta Bc;~::t.;.el•y tha1; id~ .I:'O.p-receat ®j«.<tao 

D~t l~.ee eli.'e me lt«n at one t.1me ana tb~ trAQxt item at a~other 

time. 'ihe~of~-. t:~)~eee~tatton !.n r.no~ p\a~~ng a to~ OtJ it is 

with us. en e neare.t view .tt enl.n bo fcu .. "lt'! aut thBt LoQke1 s 

~l?I'.'OS~tatiVO theo!fy Qf i~ .li.B l:(t{JpOr':®!lJlC f~t the \IDOl.e 

zeC:~$t.£-uetiou Qf his thqo.qr of ideas )(iaid't hO has not e»yla;lnea 



alonu a truly ~irical line. ~ht;": woJ:d, rc:;:liresentatton cat.r:iea 

t~j.th it a oc~11oe of embit;tlity. ~here are d!ffercm.t notiona/1011• 

ee:Jo.rdlr~G: ;=:a-p.l'e:;;entaUon. A nore 9l()riou~. vuz2le ee~~ to peep 

in to ou= r;;tn!(J t!1-at Locto at ooo tir:u:) 80k~ .e <.'t1etinct!on between 

i~1CM 8r.U ;p~;>jt~c:W. ln. Locke, r>m, tho 00~ hon(J l:'C:;)r'e,.J(n't;etion J.e 

EUf.ll(jl t~ a111 i.C~e reprCfl~t.in:fJ an e..uste:nc;e: j.n 't;ho phy~icel u~rld 

(;ut.ai&t. ae;.l:f"..sent.aU.on J.,f;l. o direct ~:,t:etJoentaUon ot an oJ;;ject 

exieting in tho outsicle world. On the other hana. rep~~cnt.aticn 

il.a we wtve~el J.rlea ma I.e at once the 'log4.~al ~tent• •. Logical 

c~ot.ent an~ .intuitive coneent a&-~ not tho oa'le• lu tbic oec;~nd 

oenso. ra~rcnmtation i.e ')ut. jus·ti:lZtea ~ir1cally. ~~e:,re3eat&tton 

in the seoono aense, J..e. senoocy-intellcctWU .Ia not cor~ect. 

'prot. Bennett oleo tul'bscriooz to th.te v.icw. It means finally the 

eoo;,ltmtty of iceae. ~hus ide~ c:;ver: a ~-li<~o~ area than objects 

in the ment&l wod~ Berkeley's coso io o!i~btl.!f Uifferent. 

'Objects are s~ly iO.aa' oecor6ing to Dei:ko.tey. Berkeley ·.s.n 
f~" oiffe.:a f.=om the View what we call .re,?~en~ation of Locke. 

~o put it. core clearly, uerk.el.-.1 tioes not Ci11eourage t:h() J.aea of , 

rc,3.'Jtesentatioan in ex$C'Cly the $Gme sense aa it is in LOcke. Dut 

the cont&"al !?Qint of en~}Uiey may be et vo~ t:ith Locke':; that i(~~e 

ha:vc t-heir objects. Ucrl~oley1B philos~hi ·~Go secno to ~ive more 

Ll'lwortanco to tho Qt"l'ntal. l.;lut wo eo nu't 1~.1 clef.ini~ely uhut: is the 

natu~@ o' t~~e \JO~.d). •oent&l' • ':i'o use Bt:;rl;;.olG".i1S own h"'r®, iuea 

ere J:eally tho 1 c;Iiea.t.urcs 0f the ~a 1 • ~heJi havo tl:J,e1r being in 

th.f.il m.:tnt':• ~·n-D Wilt't~ idea iG u&e(i in Lo<;I;;o as .in ~erht.1!¢:y iD i1D 



ove~lappiftt:i sense. ~he demareet$.on ~t#tween idt!as .t.s not. clear 

1n Looke anll also 1n aetkeley. Ut~ntJ J.n many rG::i.lpf..'Ct.B ehe~ 

~:rith t.oer~ 1 11J view. ~ie may cite some ~al'f9l~ £or thew ~otional.lstic 

trQnd of UUttro's thought which in the tlltirr-atc analyots Coes not 

fino ~vcur with his •pirieJ.em. Htnc tQ?r: eo:ta.tn tnenta1 

fceulU~ ao e.~lanators~ of certain exverimc••· Dut. all 

heppent:ncrs• ace~rtling· to nune to!3k !Jlace acco~din9 to. cettaln 

rules. Hune veey f=:equently spcab of tb~ui)bt. Sometime!l his 

tb(;';'n.tght ~1-,eal'S to be <liffe:tent. £xc.11 ps~~holQ;;)Jieal tbo~bt. lt 

u ~:efleetive tbou.~t. ';'hcrefor~., ~l'O i'1oJunt. ~ .1aeas elar.U;f 

objeew • to iJiVm m1.1ch mozo pro:nincne:e 1n t.~~a t::Pb1lonop~'A!CS of the 

t~w~itioeol ~ir~ciOtD# ~~e ~ee£on oiqply boing tbat the tro~Ltional 

tm!}.Utic.isw lll~Je eeve.lor-~w 'their ¢l11~s~td.c;:; u~ timilt@ly twwa~ 

ideas. 

~o oum Up the ~int..f!J in retmspect. we m&)" o~y that tt: 

re::>~enteti-an ta taken .in LocX.•ta f.S.nt sense,; tnen it mMD&t 

oheet. objecttvS:ty. 15 Yet !.t to ~ot cleaJ: how be has take up 

z-e:,~esentauon. 'lbe othe~ view is also pl!'eeent in Locke. t"Je 

cannot totetiy say that the campii:iQJst like LoCke ~ not 9.tve 

t~o.rtaneo to the mGn'tal. ~hf'irefQre, ue a~ Locl(G eponsol'G 

o:bjectivit.y t:.y .ro-eefining •the ~yd7J.cal' cu: •mental'. Locke 

t.d.~s t.o !;!tla out .a telat.ion beti~een tho oU:OJecUve affair:s of the 

mind and tbo objective character. of kn01ilctJ;;;e of ®ject8.. Yet, 

-tbU J:eleuon is r-..ot p~·~po.r: oo©l the relation u not car.rict.l ou~ 

eons.tstr.;ntly because of h:W t:ad1tional rlefmition o.f pe~e;ptioa 
S..-.111-Bbk;;::<.'l _____________ ..,. ______________ _,.. 

15 ~teton. ii.z •• i2Dil Loe}tj; PP•101•1C3. 



as aD inmeQJ.ate form of objectivity anti oeeondly, bec:aU&e of hie 

WJln~ tho w0&"4, reprMentetJ.on in en ambiguous secuse. Fnokly 

Dpeakift9# in Locke, the woJ:Gs. •concept.J.on•. 1univers~ '• 

• rep.t~$ntlltion • nave bean uSed. .in an ab.t.guous eeQ.Se. ~hia ie 

vbat we Call the m&ppltgemspt; of the notions. (my 1taUca) • ~hie 

®a been u~e because tt.o .i.d$& of subjective experience b&S not 

been given free acceae to 1n Lock.e•s philosophy etc. Still. we 

hope,. there.,., a thir" OC\Se of ~8?-t:eoentat.ton. By rc,.w:esentation 

in the thitd eense. we mean nonaecno~l.e irlcee. yet. they have 

tho1r Yalid refera1ce to expet"1\!nce. ln thJ.e oenee. we mean 

.taeos of a .general ctuu:actea: sh<a.:ed by psrticulao of the o001c 

oon..16 

~~@ see that. erpir:.tc1$u nave eo fa..- unoort~'cen a 

vo~i ti•e eearch fot CGrtainty of knowledge. s~er1~e for them 

Cleans a eot;ni.tlonal contact ~31th o'bj6"Cto which arc oiven in 

aenae-perc:~tion. ~-Je aro aqu~ o£ tho J.m:-J$J1W:y of th;~ught 

t'tl".ich hcl~S ~ to knoYJ obj~. Our t}' •. cu:::;ht ie ... an encvunt.er: 

ttu:c,w;h ~~hidl man becamos ewate of the act?Jality of reality 

it.~ elf." 17 iib&nENe~ tho an,pi.ricists take c~cienc:e u .he eou=e, 
- . 

tha val1<.1 me~u of !r.t1!.mle&.;e. they believe that the objective 

f~etos:e of k1o~Jleego n:e the ~r..U.t of .knol';ledQe. ~Xl?ed.enca 

.16 A~ a.x., iQhD..!@Skl. m>e101 and 103. 

11 Cantore. t;., "iluman.tstic eignif:lcaa.ce of ~cionee a 
u ome Hotbo®lo~ieel coneide!:ationG" • ~j).U.q§gghx ,g& 
Q,cJtp'fr V~l.lS. uo. 3. 



DU?r.;>liee us with the materials of t.b.tnkillo so tbat the~• can be 

a eys'tf:l!l o£ kr.lowle&Je• lt 1.S t~ indeecl. tb&'t if we have to 

~¢eo9DJ.:ae ~e.rienee u expei1'1enee. we have to recor;ntee equall)' 

the objectivity oi! thouoht• lfbe anyit:ielsta holfl that whenever 

there is ~oerience. there iG thought. Yet, mere obj~tctivity 

of tboU9ht, ve ehe:lJ. s~ cannot give us .-a obJective srstea of 

I~O'i.~le(lge whiCh ie equally communJ.c.mle aoo sberablo by othora. 

ln oUt' fin~:Yl anal~"oiP tiO ohall seG that. Gn obj~tivu s~·fltan of 

knooledgs J.r; e~u~ to 1·w t.JCutb. ~he E}roltlc:;n a:tiaeM, £3-ox U1e 

unpiticiota cwulo not tal~o subject-ive exj;>Qd.ence as it ~- Xn 

!5~:~ito of the .r~l.:Jt.ion bet1.tJ~ e.lq>trJr.:t.e;.-1ce an~ thll ot.jcct.iviq, of 

thvusht. t.h.o ~~irJ.e.ie:tG ;tgoortJ the fo.c:t that oogn!.Uon is ul.co 

t>ubjectivo !o nature• J:t 1D t&-U~ indeeO, t:~at onc*tJ 0.K9erictlee 

cannot be ®"hievcd tiithout ~etn·~ aubject . .1lle. lf \·U~ juot look 

to tho meaning of ex_?ed.enee, ~c may amaz.t.r;s;l~ ... note as ~:of. Yolton 

h"1c .remari«ibl,~ put it. toot experience rn~t be· mooe £%'Om t-he 

• rc:flect1ve•/4Q)I.ar4 level. (my itolJ.ea) • ii·~r;Q we shall toke the 

\tJO.V:~ • toi..lootj.ve• anil 'iJ.1.~1w.>cl 1 in the cu:.'e .C·CilSEi to mean that 

our oxperi!:Dee is subjoot..iv~ ment.el in ·natura. ~lo c.~ak of 

cm~1r1cisn U.."ld tho p.r::>?;X>ncnt$ of a:npit'ic!sm. either tr.Uitional 

cr r:.OO.e:t"n, thtt:!l ru:e wise mooyh not to ~.:intaln the a:tmurd 

concluv.io~J t&Ja•t. e~~_:)t:JK'i·encc ean be aehJ.eved w1tbout partieipat.t.ng 

in :tt. t~ot·J~.thstano.tnq this. the ~iricict.o take ex9eti~e in 

cue'l a way that by experience 'they only anphasize the objective 

uitJ.e of c~-:/(..):t:ience ~a its rtllat.too to tho ohject.!.viey of th.-:>UGht. 

~hus .in t.!:1o 9t.\Jt~lJ!<ll. ~evelq~t; or:: ~.i!!;'~8l'n the quenticm of vali.:i 



t'{~foft'!nce eJf eXI)erieftce to COn•tJcnoJ.blo ideao is imtne<U.e.~ely ~usecs 

by the aapirict£ts like Locke ane De.rkele-.J eveo.18 
A s!mUu 

rGfOt'Cl<:fl ea1 alBo l:.:le mace :Ln Aaron•e b~l'".., ¥QbD Losg.19 Because 

of hio (!(':f.initJ.on of p.e:cc:e9tion as an ,lm;"'lediate foo of obj eetivity 

of thot:tt;;h~ Locke is not reatly to dflrt:~llftino t..~e relation of 

cxpetience to non.-aenaible ideas ultimately, for, on-e may ;rat.ee an 

objeetton by saying that llt1 1d.ea 1s in the rJind, ana. yet. ita 

prccice rel{!\tion to tnc ainu i(j not eaDy t:o eotc:cn!ne. l£ the 

;t,:;)oke :ls n~·;.:,: roa(ly to ~ce::"'>t. Our c~er1~1cc inepi te of 1 ts 

objectivity ct:lflnot fotrn en objE:ctnve ltnQtr~lc~;Jc ur..J.esi3 !t ia 

r,-:'!l~tet3 be) the incliv.ioool cooscicar;neos. tr~ th15 sc."lse., the 

LT;lation }:)et;w®n svl;;jectJ.vc ~t~r.tenee en:;! intel:-subjcct!vity 

1& ~1ot pr~ve:tly mRint'lin~C ane1. ~h£Jrefor:Q, c.n objccti vc truth 

eatlllQ\; 't·cj c:.:.::r:nJo!catode 

an objective ~realm. '.i:h.u;.:; vhenevc.:: th\itJl fJ~Y :chat eveey th~trsht. 

i~ 9t'opc4:ly .c.uill~·.:~ct\ ie cqy.;;.~l to it;g::; ~ontoot~ or it haz; got itll 
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relation between ~ecieoc:o an~ the f#lbjec.t£.vit;r of thought. All 

ctnpiric.Wts ¢.b ac;hit. of tb1o veey· dl«U~.Jeter.i.st!c prima fac.te. 

Bven the moot recent c.trrJ}i~i<:ieto for rwhOtn e~~rience means only 

otJ:Uetu;:e hGlt1 thet vJ.e'u that Dtruetus-e ee..;"leade on eXt_-,er!enc::e'*. 

tJe·t w clarify this point d ~ a little. ~lie shall t7.ot comL.-d.t 

ourselvea to en ol~orate es.Planotion of Gtructuce ji.Wt nov. 

Only t1e bllve a foc>~ote here at t.h1e paQe in aup,i)OJt of the 

vj.et·J that st.~tu.rE;t c.16.Yenc:tl oo <MPetience. C;fil2 ~·o ~iln tJ~ that 

~JG!:icncu wit.hc.Jiut J:ts (!O?~~~u.t tc inb@it ;':,~ st~:Uetur~ ;l.s not 

t~iJ01'ble. ~Je canno·c ~link of ot~;ucture tj!i Ciou.t ex.pe~1C.\'lCGe Yet 

-t~hu :t?::Oblcm a~ines .re.garcing m:::)a..roiin.s;, t.•-uth cm.d ~:-.:;unJ.t:ation 

oc:ciooo pr::bl~ f~r ue ¥fhon He !:4nu a gap t~~~~c.oo fortn !\lnci t.hQ1,tght 

ar.u:l imis pro.t1cm crca:t(f.!J an iw~~~s~ \'ihcn ·~he ~cent ~piric:lote 

l:S.ko fichlict-~ and Qthe~ C::e:pri\"e C~~X.?O.t:icnc~ of t.h.Ow:Jht. ·tt•at rna,· be 

-----------------------------~----------------~~------~----------* ~·:e huve Cil gt~oi! n~.k.~E:r o£ stGternmt:l) u u.tv-m by 0ehl1ck 
fo:: ou.: oo;::t~i.w.i:'in9 tl~~ ;l;;oc~ t;h(.!·~ ct;-u~\o~e dc;.'cn~ o:a 
c:~}:)t::r.letc~ Ge."lliek•s "given" rneana GQfmathinc x-epreaentative 
of which \.J& huve e. <iat\r.4 'fliVu'1 in vU~ ~eneuee. ~•c er.e not. 
hot'fev.er, <Z~in~ along t:he Y~tic.m line. Uo elon9 tb~ 
exper!ent.1al line of enq,u.i;:y ~~e m~y £w:thor opca.l~ ~:; Cchliclt's 
cc,mmi.t!t::c"!'lts t.o wh~t ere. collcG •ayntbetic p.ro-~ovition~~ a 
poat~r1c~i • (Uef.a u:uentel of tho s~nthetie a prior.t."" • 
~lli~l..fB~~ ana 11 (/.n the HeanJ.no of r>I'O~s:S.tions .. • 
!;rgicN. £Q.pi·t,i.xig, editcu ·by ~•yer). 
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in hie bOOk entitled Jeoekg ~§E!S!ltx Hums. Pmf. Bennett 

eubacn:ibeo to the viet~ tbet locke's comoun!cet.ion ia object:J.ve 

in nature. 20 MOreover. Locke at tames eommtl!11cation mol'e f.lftd 

more to eruculaUon. ln 'thie latter sense, locke uaee 

cornmun!eetton in auch a way that_ it s~ -t.o us. lanwau• 

commmtcatee 1 teelf. So eotttnun!cat1on or the purpose of 

eommun!catf.on is not pJ:Operly eerve<l a.., we Et$e not eoncel."fted 

H!t.h linguiet.ic eo.:n."!lun.tcatS.on. Horo uo r.'lay f,ind an affinity 

between !~etm•e conmunicat.ien ubic., is l!fls"Uistie ant~ Ul&t of 

remains obj~t1ve minuo one•s e>mmunJ.cating t'ft.fJ!u~ht fJ:a:tt the 

~ubjeetivo level of coneu:J.ousn.e$o. But ·ub~ tdll ~icace 1 

lf the l!nJ.bjo:t-rnett.er of c~':!n.l.l:'htcat!cn in not relatet'l in the 

f::: ubjective level of c:OOimun1ca.tion,. then e.~n!eation on • 

!nter-subjeet~ve lov~l io not p~osible. C~~icati~ !s c~lete 

t-Jhen \·ie ettaeh the e~e m~an!ng to n H,ra ~;h1dl ln&cat{!~ the afae 

tht":>'t}9ht j.n b!:Jth ~he Bpee~'ke.r end th~ hearcro Ne went t.o ~unicate 

©Ur .1oceo fc.:: the benefit of c~:nt.m!eat!on of meanin~ G!.'ld tmtb 

.t.n C')enerel. our ca:wnunieation becocnes c::m_!!\leted when 11ft 

nnee~ttm&~1g t,~kcD a vitsl !:Ole on the p~lnt of e(l"'Uity of both 

the speaker a"'16 the hearer. Cornmuntcati@tl is inte~oiOI$\lbjeetive 

communication in a true senseo In the lang deVelopment of 

ccpiric!sm, e;{_?er.ienco for: recent tnpi.rieistf.» ia us.U in tno seuae 
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of et.ruct:u~ Fo~ them the only pUblJ.clf' &buable facto~ in 

knowledge 15 structure. 'Ihcy maintain ou_bjocttve cMPf.ll'!ence .!D 

so fe~ u .it means tater-eubJecti.v~ experience of :;tt:ucture minua 

tb~ conteoto o~ knOIIilcclge tbot a:e contained in ou ~erie.nce •. 

~him has been tbne becawe. tbell have ecce-~tetl the logical 

de\telo;r!u1~r&t of ~rienc.e. ~hciz:o ove~'hfW10 ~the objective 

o ide of ~rience also e~pels than to teach sud\ a logical 

!,n kn:)':;?lcCJC ;t.eJ C·~ntent 1'Welfe ~:t'h:f,o otat:c:·rent fin~") .t~ 

j~t12::tcatl"'n (\~en t.l!c f~ tJlnt ~Siht:n the r~c~t ~~1ne1nt5 

havo firct, b~ to en~l?St;'~ flf~~t"icnee, ·~hey have (iorte ! t 

.to not. t-~ith>.v"l.iG dle 19~-..onit:J.QJQ tna·t o~ tt.tot~,cht. being enuact.enaed 

&J~· ollj~'Civ~;~y h~ s;ot an cxte.rnii\1 .eeiez:enc• ~h.i.a vi~ ii.n~ iw 

J~ntii!ice-wton .in &l£Of• u£l;lan1s wolf, llk~PsiUQi M",..;.f.jij,\jDj} Whic:b 

em be put. S.n \;he follO\ii.in) .t>U>J:oo of Urban bitri$elf t\ 

t'l.r~ ~-.:.o 'Cot"mu oJZ Ki4:1't, t'io D'JSi:ul~t.G oi: ·the 
• emp.i.r.iet'.ll' (!'f!':p!e1fr3'!nt:, <rif f;hff: u~rl~.mtB!t!Q.fl~ i.o j\tl$t 

·thn\; 101ilo·~~aco SiiJ.aU ~1aau C"Ei!eX'et1Gf) to t;,~c DCtl.CU:.1us1y 
olmecvat,ld' • 41 . 

'ii!O .. -"!II'I.'IiOJlJ--~-:.~~~·~,._,._..,,._ __ r•--·•.....S_. _____ ..,....,, ____ I __ F .. IMI ... ____ _ 



'l'he~fcu:Elit J:t AD t.rue that ~i~ce fo&" the 

OC"tg,SXiciets ·bi' ~"'l".m consent. Gu.pplie& the -Rl&te:J.als of 

thinking. \mleas thought to 1!:\V;)l.Ved in ~ analyol$ o£ 

o:c.pe»:icnctr;, tlle.re is no obJect:J.vJ.tr.. ~unt<;ebi1:1ty end 

obatr@U.ittJ o£ tho\.."9bts• t~¢~ s•tit; tho~ioro. that expe~ienee waa 

ot1g1taall:V tattoo by t:be ~l!ie.ist# to zeaeb. ~J eactain kind of 

cene1nty. Yot, t.be queoU• it leave& uc with ia that 1f we <D 

not bel.1eve the feet that. subjective expez:iencea bevo .sy 

.Oi@l1f1can~e in the bJ.noing f:orce of t.h• facto:o o.£ know1oage-. 

then what ~;p~ in ~e caee oJJ general otatemtm't!i O# in the 

ease of de:JOtiptton wh.S.Cb layt$ Claim tO eonst.i.tu~ a :i)'Gt.en of 

knowledQ.,. 

;&f: tvo &') bol!~ve iD a cognitive ~ignJ.fkQJlc$ of o~ 

aubjective E;<x;;;er1enee i!UJpit~ of 1.ts being· cb~~ac:tedoe~ ee 

otlbject1"1Eit then. lie ceo t.d.dge ovet' e gap betwet.ll 'til$ aubjecti'Ye 

end 'the o}.';ljEletive aepec:t of ex9$r1ence. ObJeetivtty te not 

p.gssiblo \~1tllout a preccnfSit.iOtl of subjot.'tlv.tt.y. Gttc Rent. for 

the tuike of the empi c-ieal t~an 1n b.ls philosophy. when he speab 

oi! tbe eyntb$tie pd.nciplee a ~~iod. 60$ not ... that. they 

at'~ r~t ~ortvoa f.Nm ~e~ieftoee rlath$z-. oo th1lt othor bane. he 

tJaya that th~ are tlE:!t:ivcu i~ ex.~..:1ence oJ: i.o Kan~•o Qtin t'\10#~. 

tboy a~c •torrawet:l by us f:"Om exped.once•. aa ic~ whicll o®ject1ve 

unity of eorulcioucness is neceGsuy for the manifoltl .t.ntuit.ton 



empix'ieally given. · Kun~ when he o~u'ks of the emp1.a:..t.cel 

anployrnent of the unt1erstending ®ec not rncan that ccnaepte 

a.:e ntel'cly foJ:ma.l. Qn tho o'tbe.r hana., 8ni>.1%'1eal concopu• as-e 

full of content in as liUeh u our: subject;Lv& exper.t.~ce u not 

without any eiQnificance anti bas go~ oo objective oo9flit1ve 

o1gn1ficanco an<i oeeonCJ.:r. becawe we ~lieve that -.a empid.cal 

ctetement u capable of bein9 tested by a con~mntotion with 

expertent1el f1nd1n9e• ~hat. eubjeet1v.lam itl :C-ut. rwerded c• 

oo fu.tther' sus>vo rtec! by Kant:• s t..reatrnen~ of apt.hettc pr:J.ftciploe 

.s priori being characterised ey an inteotiooal significance o£ 

s®jec:t1ve ~erienc•• 23 · 'I'bW atUtuc3e tG not ahsenc in Locke 

as well as in most l"ecet fn,Pi.d.c1~~ like Russell. end othen. 

~bur; Locke be~ a v.S.sion of p.coconccptusi' ~ed.ence. Although 

fot" Locl:,Q, the untve:rsal .ts the meaning and .a idea end J.t 1G the 

log1a1 COtltcnt. yet. hSJ;l concept. of tiw wive~al itJ oot. 

nota•ccmformable to e,xperienco e LOcke calls • sGn•u:al -idea as 

the representative of all of the GM'Ie kina ozo .1t is • •Cbuact•c 

or 6 gi'Oup of ehtu;~ers sbenu by poJ:tic\lll.e;s of the ~ame Gon- • 2• 

.toclte hae •~ the em;irical. poas.l.b.t.U~y of tbe JU$t1Ucat1on of 

the un.tv~::sal. \~hat is logically poseillle may be emp.f..d.eally 

poctlible also. Only tho p.coper ~:elation betueen the t.t·ro haa not 

be$ nometimes properly atten4ec.l to by the emp.tricut.s. For Aye.r: 

* lieve we any ju;attfication to call the concepts empJ.rieal 'I 
~'\s the concer.-t;s have good ~:eference to exporienc~ we 
call them empirical. 

23 Cf. x~·~ Crlt.j.gug gf RUre aepsm- ~.c-. by s.Kaop Qmit;b., 
ns.e, ~r. 

24 J\aron. L~:t .. tl9UD !Qs:!)t. p.2o1. 



oxpenfilllee means uense-<lata wq')erieneo. Ncvertb.elese,. in ~tuppe~ 

€:Jf our I.?r:olill• of ahowing • s.tgntfieant relation tetts-;ec 

sUbjective experience ent.l objective conmuni<:eble tr:ut.h iioye,r ••YB 

that e. JVltificetion of a Qom.plet.(t .ey:.;t• of: «G,piJ:icel knowledge 

can be 13ouna oo empir:.tc.ol oun.aea. i'<.u: ~chlitik'. th~ me.\tning of 

a p~;opoaltion is en ~tual etate of affa.a.ro aecaunu £~ 

eX!)e&-ieru:e. fly oxpet"ieooe iJeblic~ 1ft •ooe <:Qntut. means a totel 

reaction to an extes:nal .reality 1n all .its c.n;GplexitV• ~his 

ot.atcment will 'be clear fcom the follol>~inrJ Gta~ent. t 

• •I 

give the .t'A$an1D.g of a o t&tment. • ex.r:ept by dUScd.bJ.ng 'the f~ 

which m~t e..~st" .io ut"tc.rly ~d.blo. as 

nunc• s ~e.r:ience finally may be o note og ~epas:tus:-o 

fmm tbe empirical stan~ yet. ho :»ayn that. we •1eam by enal)'ll1a 

that .1tleas eo.l'reepon.&ng*' to the •po~Gpt.ions beh~ve in certain 

ways aecc~ng to e~rtain ru~eaM. 26 

.D"*'tano, a noted ~&lJ.st o~ Geman.y 1n sPite of 

otsoecaing the QbjectivJ:ty of knowl.ecsa equally et~:C.Otietl the ·v.t.• 

olZ r:~!nil as t J.ntcnt1on&l 1 
• OUJ: rJMtal. ect. ao::oreing to· O~t~o. 

J.s not racrely cbtmeru. It occu.:.-s aJ.mpl3f' bec:aU$c J.t. nfeD to eo 

object. ~~e hove no barrier t.o call our ~rlence eubjec.uv., 

25 Scbliel• '~d.to~ "~n the l'lcwin~ of V~~asitiona• in 
&rssitc!J..P2f3rlilwm oo.tted by .~&.J-.'\y€Jr, p.a7. 

26 t'IO.rrw. c.t-t.. &gey, DJ.HihslU H_. p.140. 



beeaWie primas-ily aJ,l our egperience bf:llon~o to the subj4"0Uve 

conai t.tons o~ our mincJ ood seeonc.U.y bee~ c. all ou.J; mental acta 

1ntonu to &no~ ovrJe.tbing by J:6ilfQrd.n~ to iZacta in ®~e=vauon. 

'J;fifJ m1na•s cho.~e£' iu Gu.ch tbu't ~-t can reveal t.be ~ nitt.un 

of an 9bjc"-t by coons Qf moving it ma by way of mal".tng ita 

ltlet1tal aetci c:a.rectcd t.owud& an object. 

~he relation between the s.ubject1ve ana the objective 

side of t:ne uhnle theeliS of our: e~et1CAee hU not. been p~per:ly 

met with by the cmpir1cel philosopbets. ~hey l~noz:e that all our 

e)t9Gr1ence may even be celled subjective in a broeeer: sense. Yet. 

ue C$Unot eall tho subjective as n1s.:ely aubjective. On the otheE 

hanU, objeetiviem J.e J.ovolvec in the1 fol'm of the eubj~1v~ 

bocause, •coop~ehens1on 1D neJ:ther en em.lt.cal:!{ act nor a ~$J.ve 

e:q>erienco but a responsible act claimin; universal va1icU.tt' • 27 

Our: knowing, although per:sone.l eno aubject.ive c~ ye"" be colle4 

objective. since. it w thfJ condition ioJ: aee~d.'binti an o'bjeot.ive 

concept which .tncluQe:3 \iith.tn 1toolf an :in<Uet.e:mi.Dat.e rao~e of 

yet; unlmown oou yet spirically t~e .implications. ~be empiricists 

cJo not cc;nsit!or tho fuct tha~ ew:>jecuvo expcd.encc baa any 

ro·lation \'J!tlll objectivity. 'I'he~e 1s. no cont.r:C!Wiction :tet"dOdiD 

Dubjective et,?erieaee ooe 1nter-cubjcct1ve ~dence whiCh ia 

t;)roperly c:olled an 1nte:"..au'bject.1ve wor:ld of Cbjo:tivit.y. bect\use 

objectiv!Om is involve€3 in our oubjectt.ve exve.r~cnce encl ac:co,&'dingly 



.it :i.e transmitted to ether min~. i\ltbough the emp.lt'ieel 

pbiloeopbeu; did not 1frookly a$1t. of the ~tence oi s\Jbjective 

C"-!Jeri~ yet, they bad an awarenes• o£ 4.-t. '8or ex•ple. the 

tJ:atlitional gnp1l'iciste coula oo~ steese the point o:f eubjectJ.v1ty 

but a kin6 of ~Subject-iviSm w&e b(;.lng maturOO to c::onelutie their 

philosopbi.M• 'lhe1~ 6ubjeoUvro attit®e 1# not totally absent J.n 

anpuic.t.em when the empir:!c.t.ote like Locke. Be~:keley (lDt;'i Htae 

have ta:ie6 to stgnJ.-fy objeet1v1t.y of thought. by ceflriing and 

re-defJ.nJ.Qg the Duhjcctive or mental ~c.l, ther:eforo. lastly bf· 

relegating ~lemselvos of tho confuoion b~ making a ~latJ.on between 

the subjective cucpcu::!.eneo and ~he o}.)jectivJ.ty of thOUfib't. ln th1e 

ecmse, probaW.y, Locke is rispht in making cont.fmt the main point. 

aut he cl!tl not clad.fy it• Zn our optnJ.on. tb:ls is not the only 

~int. ~he pan playea by subjeet:l.ve OJCped•u~• .ta not em;,lJ' 

ao sw.&red in Loclte os thex-e 1s en J.ncQmpatib.tl:U~y bet11cot\ b!s 

notion of c:onttllftt an~ the noUon of univem.ality wbicn :18 scaoq/ 

intellectual. t·Je may guesa that· content. has ot.t1er neaninge. u 

Locke uses sane te.rme hav,t.ng e dup11oettng netu~ t~udl ns, 

reflection, conce:9~ r~J:'O.Sentati,oo and untvo=sality. When we 

onalya$ th~e tev.,s, we •uelly .eelate than ~ c;ont.ent which lu 

tum oppoora to us hav.tng some mental faculUee/elOClfmtD whicb 

attc foreign to ~er1enc~ ~harefare., Wi tbout 90!ng into 

contJ:Ovoay we say. we could hwe no objecUQll if his content 

could have meant an over•1nd1vidual content. ln many cud• it. 

::emains impllc1t. 1ft ~ opinion. Ol.lt rncntel ~'tenta. ·altbOUQh 



eu.bjec.tive Ulr:e ove.c--indivitiuel c~tentm wh!eb have a teu~·r•aebl.ng 

cognitive ct9Dif'iC$1tce. llecause all ~~erieneee have cont.enta, 

,tnter-subjective ·~t'ienc:ea a•e made posuibl•• ~ hi• boo~ 

AD Xnmaai ADAA H!D£!!f19 onCi .f4'£!i't)l. Russell ~l$0 ••Yfl• per:cept\ii*l 

knowle49e u U.ually ri~ht .in .1t5 content in sr:.-1\ie old lQ9ical 

.tnconceJ.vabil1tlea28 m1c p;mba'bilitJ.u• It u ~af.ble w ~:r 
!:JJe~onal. :&.nvolvement in the fiyatwa oi kcowl~•· Cln: penonal 

1~0"1ledge £s ereat.tn9 a s1~r41f.tcunt fflOael of ~l~O:J•• · lf we take 

mental ~tc.at.s ao subje-ctive anCI say that~ ~':le'IJ are .t.n<:omnunlcable 

in net.ure. tht.m the data can never be r;hat:eO. For eaanp18, wben 

t1e hea# a tiy!ng ~an.•s death agonies !t il3 t~~W'Jtheal=:ed by those·· 

who 81:'e arounC. It ifi not mere S)'mpa.tby fo$ ·~• sake of fo~1tjf 

but it .ie 4$Jr.tpBthY• fot: tbe pains of 'the eying atan d$ felt and 

t)ha~ed by. by biu fellow-mates. l:t te bec;auae of mcnt.el eonteilta 

of di:ifie~t: ;S.ntil!.v.leuala. say. -.. b, c. 4. c that an obje®tve 

oystw c&n be conctitut~ ~'.io knw the :fom t.ot;ether \!lith ·tQe. 

content, not the content vi,tb tho fo~ Ever/thing camot tie 

<.~cter:m.tnt-'15 objectively through opaco-t:lm~ ~wltfiineUQQ. Opatial 

o~tl temporal objects muot nave e limitat.it:Jn • whut 1~ called the 

l~tatiQn o~ perception. tSpaco-t.Smo aetecnJ.naUonLi· b~.ave leu the 

tceent. empir.)l.cats t.Q ~ept the worlcl1s fC~:m. not tt1o 'uorl-a•8 

content. ~b:ts u w~ioual:; a Mt.ant.tan echo. t\ut foxm ~ empty 

without c~nteut. so. .i.f c.oatQllt 10 made tho £Jain ~int which 

cloo n1ean$ an ovor ... .t.n&vie.uel content of othefti. ~1m, an 



il'l.ter.Bubjeetivo \iOrtltJ of ®jcc~ivJ.• e8Q be maitlt.alnnil to 

constitute a syetem of ialO\tledge. 'ihus a oap 'betwee=n alubjeet;ive 

ex9et:1ence ane the world of objects cen be bd.age4 over. 

ln this .S.t.seenatlon, tie ttJhall CO".lsi~r: now fer 

~ed.-ee iG c:cmrnitted to • ~icula.r a.'Speet of metmi.ng. 1n 

thitl th0.$1o,. we ehall tl.cy t() show thtt\ subjectivism involvea an 

int.€1t:-oubject1Vo -w-,clemtCAndin\i ane. th()~0~·1}re. ®je~t!tVJJ:.m $0 that 

an objective CO£!Cuni<:able facto.t in lQlzy..:ledSc may bo e~harc& lie 

shall also t"J to allow how fa%' au:bjectiviom mvolves obj~t.J.vum 

ao that en .tnter-.su'bjectllvo unuer:stanotng milJl t>e por.D.Lble .for the 

COID:m\lllication of t.tu.th in gt:ne:ral. 


