“of objectivity 1ls contained within a patterned cortext of judmments

tricted desire o lkmow and, on the other hand, merely sublective
Y

.18 simply the correctness of the approprlate vattern of judgnents.

The Notlon of Obiectivity,

Humon knowing is eyellc end cumuiative. It is
cyelie Inssmuch as CO{HlthH&l rrocess advances from exrerlience
throush Inguiry and reflection to judrment, only to revert to
experience and. recommence its ascent to another judgment, It is
cunulatlive, not only in memory's store of axXre rlences and under-
stending's clustering of insights, but also in the coalescencs of
Juirments into the confext nomed knowledss or mentallby.

This complexity of ovr knoving invelves & parallel
complexlty In our notlon of objectivity. Principally the ntlon

which serve as implicit dofinitions of the terms, object, subiect.
But besides this princivel and complete notion, there also are
partial asnects or comnonents emer~ent within cornitional process.
Thus, vhere 1s an experisntinl aswnect of obilectivity rroer to
sengse and emvirical conscicugness, There 1s a normative asnect
thet is contalned in the contrast hetween the detached and unres-

desires and Ifears. PLHQlly, there is an absolute aspect that is
contained in single judrrents consglidered by themselves inssmuch

as reach rests on a srasp of the unconalt:anad and 1is posited wlthout
reservation,.

Principdlly, the notion of oblectivity is contalned
in a patterned context of jud-ments. For one may define as object
any &, B, C, D,.e, where, in turn, A, B, C, D,ss., are dcfined by
the correctness of the set of, judrmenta:

A iS; B iS; C iS; %.S;-.-o

A ls not B nor C nor D nores.es

B is not C noer D NG e s ne

C is not D noreess
Again, one may define a subject as any object, say A, where 1t
ls true that A affirrms himself as a knower in the sefise explained
in the gection on self-alfirmation.

The hare essentlald of this notion of obfectliviiy
are reached 1f wo add to the judrments already di scussed viz.,

I am am knower, This 1s a tvrpewriter, the furtier judfment that

I am not this tvpewriter, An indefinite number of further objects
may be atded by nakling the additinnal apnronriste —ositive and
negative judmments. PFinslly, in so far as one can intellizently
gresp and reasonably affirm the exlistence of other knowers besic-s
onaself, one con add to the list of objects timt 2lso are subjecis,

The nroperties of the prineipal nztion of objectiviiy
have new to e noted. First, asa hes clresdy Teen remarked, the
notlon resides in a com ext of judrments; without a Dl'rality of
Judgments that satisfy a definite natbtern, the notion dogs not
emerge. Secondly, there ollows an Immedinte c¢orollary: the principal
notion of oblectivity, 25 defined, is not contained in any sirgle
judgment and, still less, in any exverientislyznmrzaktive or normative
factor that occurs in coznitional rrocsss vrior to 1udMAent
Thirdly, the vulidity of the vrincinial nobion of objectivity is
the same as the validlty of the set of juderents that com ain iby
1f the judsments are correct, then 1t is correct that trere axe
objects and subjects in the uense defined, for the sense defined
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Fourthly, to turn to certzin broader aspects of
the principisl notion, judements in the approvriate pattern commonly
are made and commonly are regarded agcorrect., It follows thet
conmonly peonle will lmow ohiects and subiects and that comnonly
they will be surprised that any doubt shculd be entertained about
the matier. On ihe other hand, it coes not followm that people
will commonly be able to i e a lucid account of thelr lmovledre
0f 3 ohjects and subjlects, For the lucid account em loys the
somewhet recondite art of implicit definition and, at the same
time, people are apt to jumn Lo the conclusion that so evident
a matter as the exiztence of objects and snhjects must rast on
something as obvisus and conspicuons as the experilential aspect
of objectivity. Hence, on the one hond, they will sey that the <3
Cypewriter 1s an object because they aga 1t or feel it; on the . N
other hand, however, they will admit Fhabawoild n £ consider the
typewriter an ob’ect if Hrwemsadsawe they lmeft to be true either
that there was no ty-ewriter at all or that whet they nomed a
typewriter was identical with everrthine elee.

Filthly, The =rinecipsl notlon of obectivity 1s
closely related to ©he notion of heinz., Beins is what 1s to be
Imswn through the totality of correct judmments. Objectivity in
its principal sense 1s what is kmown thwrourh any set of judrmments
satisfying s deferminate pattern., In brief, theve ls objectivity
if there are distinct beings soue of whichalmow themselves and KAwow
othardas others, loveover, the nobtilon of being explains why
objectivity in ita prircipal sense 1o to be reached only throush
a pattern of judgments, For the notlon of bveing hecomes daberningte
only in so far as judewents are made; nrior to judmment, one can
think of beinm bnt one cannot lmow it: and any sinsle judrment is
but a minube i .crement in the rroceas towar s lmowing it.

Aralin, being is divided from withing apert from being there is
nothing; 1t follows thet “here cannot be a subjeet that stands
outside veling and looks at it; the sibiect has to be before he
can look; and, once he is, then he is not outgide being but either
the whole oiit or some part., If he is the whole of it, then he

i1s the sole object. If he is only & ra-t, then he has to begin
by knowing a multiplicity of -arts (A is; B is; A is not B) and
add th:ut one nart knovs othoers (I am A),

Sixthly, tre princivsl nobtion of obisctlvity
pohds solves the problem of transcendence. How dors the knower
et beyond himself to a lmown? The -uestlon is, we sumzest,
misleading. It supposes the 'mower to lnow himself and asks how
he can know onything else. Our answer involves two ele-ents.

On the one hand, we contend that, while the lav wer mas exrerience
hinself or think about himself vithout Fuzdmmam judsing, still he
anmot know himself unbil he makes the correct affirmation, T am,
and then he imows himself as being and as ob’eck. On the other
hand, we contend thot otlwr judsments are e-ually possible and
reasonahle, s0 that thro gh experilence, in-uiry, and reflection
there ar. ses knoevledge of other haimgaraond ob jects both 28 helngs
and as being other than the lmower., Hence, we place transcendence,
not in going beyond a known knower, but in healing for being
within which there are nositive Aifferences and, amons such
diffsrences, the difference het:een objiect and subjects Inasmuch
as such judgments oceur, tiere is in fact obhilectivity and transcen-~
dence; and whether or not sueh judrents are correct, is a dilstimt
question to Ve resolved alons the lines reached in the analysis
of judgient,
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Besldes the ~rinclpal notlon of objlectlvlty, there
also are the partial a spects of ex erientlal, normative, and
absolube objectivity. It will be convenient to berin from the
lagt of the thres.

The ground of absolute obisctivity is the virtually

. wncondltioned tit 1s ernsped by reflective understandiing end

posibed in judgment., The formally unconditioned, which hns no
conditions at all, stonds ontside the i~ ter-locked field of
cﬂndﬁtiQnSN&néweeﬁﬁéf1Uﬁéd*. 1t 18 Intrinsically absolute. The
irtually unconditloned stands within that field; it has conditions;
it 1tself 18 amons the ocondliblons of other irstances of the
cond:tiored; still its corditions are fulfilled; it 1s a de focto
absolute.
Becruse the con ent of the judrment Is an abgolute,
it is withdrawn from relativity to the suvbiect timt ulters it,
the pl"ce in whi ch he 0 fers 1t the fire at ”hlch he ntters 1t.
= d A ; ! > ¥ i v

Gnesar' s crou31n~ of fhe RL01con wos & co*tlngent event osccurring
in a particular plece ond time. But a true affirmeitlon of that
event is an ebwrnal, immutable, definitlve validity. Porx 1f 1t
ls trie that he did cross, then no one whstever at any place or
Tlme con truly deny thet he did,

Hence, it 1s in virtue of absolute objectivity
that our knowlng acrnires what hes besn nowed its rublieity.

For the same reason thst the uncondiiloned is withdrawn from
relativity to its source, it also 1s accessible not only to the
knower that utters it but also to any otler knower.

Again, 1t is the absolise obiectivity of the
meonditioned thet 1s formulated in fthe lo~ical rrinciples of
ldentity oand contradiction. The =rinciple of identity is the
immutable anc definifive 1 valldity of the true. The principle
of contradiction 1s the exclusiveness of that validity., It ig,
and what 1s op-osed to it is not.

Purther, absolu e obiectivity pertains to single
judpments as gingle. A8 has been ar-ued, the principal notilon
of objectivity is constituted onlg by a saitable constellation
of judgwents, But ecch juderent in Q1cb a constellstion 1s
an absolute ond, mwesxsry moreover, it is an absoluts in virtue
of its own affirmetion of Lhe uHCOﬂuitioned. The validity of
the principal notion is a derived velidity resting on the set
of absolutes it involves, But the absolunie aspect of objectivity
has 1ts sround in the sinfie judement to which it pertaina.

It is ~unite compatible with the affirmetion thet there is but

one being, that there iz no ob ect except the effirminz sublect;
accordingly, the absolute asneet of objectivity does not imply

any subjiect-object relation; it constitutes “he entry of our
knowing Into the realm of being but, by itself, it does not suffice
to posit, distinguish, and relate helngs. However, this insuffi-
clency arises, not from some defeact of absolute objectivity, nor
because piitaM, the posited beings, thelr distinetion, and their
relationa are not all unconditiovned, but heczuse several judgments
are needed to posit, to distinpuish, and to relabe.
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It is important not to confuse the absolute objec-
tivity of any corrsct judgment with the invariance proper to the
exuression of universal jucdgments, Both universal and part cular
Judgments, i1f correct, are absolutely objectiva., But the former
are eXprecsed Inveriantly because the exvression is Independent
of varintlons in spatio-temporsl reference frames, while the laifer
are exrressed relatively because thelr exnression cdoesr not BX
enjoy such indevendence. However, the variation of the expresslon
presupposes and reve2ls the ahsolvte objiectivity of whet is
expressed. Because "I am here now" hns absolute objectivity,
you can repsat the same truth only by employinc the different
words, "He was there then."

Aradn, absoln e oh’ectivity has no implications
of an absolute space or of an absolute time, If it is true that

‘gpace ls, then what is absolute is the truth and not the space.

Whether the srace ls absolubte or relative, 1s a further question.

If it is true that space consists of an infinite set of immovable

and emply pleces, then snaece is absclute. If it 1s trve that space

ig not such a set, then space is relative, Which is correct?

At least, the 1fsue cannot be settled by aprealins to the fact

that a true judement posits an unconditionad,
uTuﬁn ‘Further,,to affirm that something or mrk other ls,

va does not imply that it is within space, If it did, one could ask

whether or not the space {(within which 1t is) 1s. If rot, thst
s-ace ls nothing =ud to offizm thines within nothinc is msaningless.
If, however, it ig, then since "to he" is "to be within space
tne“~uest¢on recursy 1f "X 18" means "X is vithin space," 1t uould
geem to follow that "spnce i1s" means that Ysmce is within space”
the second space cannot be Lldentical with the first, else it uoula
n.t contain i%; and 1f it is distinct, then it can be only by being
within a further space, and so on 1nﬁefinitely.

The same arsument holdslfor beirg whthin time, If
"to be' is "to be ab some time," Lhen either there is time or there
13 not, If thore is not, then "to be at some time! 1is really &
mere "to be." If there is time, then it has to be at some tilme,
and that at some time, and so forth to infinity.

Inter retations of being or of absolu.e objectivity
in terms of space and time are mere Intrusions of imepgination.
Absolute objectivity ls simply a property of the unconditioned;
and the unconditioned, as such, savs nothinr about space or time.
If one's imacination mnles the use of the preposition "within"
imperative, then one mey say thot every judgment is within a
context of m other judgments anc that every uncorddtioned 1is within
a universe of being. Then "space is" by being “ithin the universe

de of being, 2nd "time is" by being within the universe of being,
where to "be within the universe of beins" is to "be unconditiloned
% nlong with othog«unconnitlonedﬁ !
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A uncondit.oned because it desi-es to be recconable.

The second of the partinl aspects of obkctivity 1s
the normative, It is objiectivity as oprosed to the subjectivity
of wishful thinking, of rash or excessively cautions judroments,
of’ allo.ing joy or sadness, hore or fear, love or debestation,
to Interfere with the prorer march of cornitinnal process.

The ground of normativwe ob "ectivity lliss in the
unfolding of the unrestrichted, detoched, disinterested desire to
know, Becanse it is unrestriclted, 1t opproses the obse:rantism
that hides truth or blocks access to 1ty in vhole or 1n —art, 3
Because it is debached, it 18 oprosed to the inhititlons of cocnitionalg
process that arilse from other huoman desives and drives, Becaucse ;1
1t is dlsinterested, it 1= oprosed to the well-meaning bt disegstrous
reinforcement that oth?r desires lend cornitional vrocess only to
twist its orientation into the nzrrov confines of thelr limited
range.,

Normative onjectlvity is consti nted by the Immanent
exigence of the pure desire In the vursuit of its unrestricted
objective. A dynaomic orientation ¢sfires its objiecvcive. No less,
1t defines the menns towards atraining i%s onisctive. Not only
doesg the pure desire head for the universe of belng but also 1t
does so by desiring to unders and and by desiring to zrasp the 5
understood ns uncorditioned. Hence, to e oblective, In the normative g
sense of the term, is to give free rein to the pure desire, to its i
-uesticns for intellivence, and to lts ~uestlons for reflection.
Further, it i3 to distin~—ish wetween guestinns for intellirence
that admlt rvoximate sclutions and otier guesti-ns of the same tyye
that, at present, cannot he solved, Similarly, it 1s 8o distinpudsh
between sound guestions and, on the otler hand, meaningless or
incoherent or illesitirate qiestions., For the nure desirs naot only
desires; 1t desires intellirently end recsonably; it ded res to
understand becausze ii is intellirent and it desires to ~rasp the

Upon the norm=tive exigences of the pure desire
rests the validity of all lcgles end all m-thods. A loric or
nethod is nct an ultimate that cen be established only by tha a
hullabalon of starry-syed nraisesznd for Modern Science,er®r an
Ingecure resentment of everytiing else. ILogic and method are
intellirent and rational; thelr rrounds are not bhsllef nor propavands
nor the nramabic utility of abom-bombs and nylon stockinrgy thelr
srounds are the inner exirence of the pure degire to know. They
are to be accerted in 80 Tor as they succeed in formulating thaeb
dynamic exigence; and they arc to be revised In so far as they fail,

In varlous manners this dependence has already bteen
noted, Thus, the/trinciples of icenbity and contradiction result
from the unconditioned and the compulsion 1t exercises upon our
reasonablensss. The :rinciple of ezclnded middle possessed ultimatbe
but not immediate validity: it possesses ultimatbte valldlty becsuse,
1f a judrment occurs, it must be elther an sffirration or a denlal;
it does not possess immedinte validity, for vwith resrect to each
propositlon ratlonal consclousness is rresented with the three
alternatives of affirmation, of neration, and of sesking a bebter
understanding and so a more adequate formulstion of the isaue.,
Agaln, the p ocedures of empirical method in i1ts c¢lassical and
statlastical phases heove heen accounted for by the pure desire's
rovement towards understanding, towards an understanding that
regards not only thincs as related to us by o:r senses bubt also
things as related Muncti:nally smong themselves, towsrds sn
uncerstanding that presup~cses date to admit systeratization In
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the classical phase and, in other resrects, to be non-systematic
and so necessllate a stabtistical phase. Flnally precepts regarding
judgment can be derived from the coneral re-uirement of the
uncondlitioned and from the s-eclal circunstences of dlffsrent

kinds of Judmuents which may be primitive o derived, theoreiical
or concrete, descrirtlve or exnlunatory, certain or probable.

The third partlal aspect of objectivity 1s the
exreriential, It is the siven as ziven. It 1s the field of c:
materials about which one invuires, in vhich one finds the fulfilmont
of conditions for ihe uncond¢u$oned, to which cocnitional nrocass
reveatedly returnas to senerate the serlisas of in nirles and reflection
that yield the contex |a1;nqnifold of indrmenta.
Further, the ~iveon is unmuestiorable and indubltebls.
What is constituted by answering questions, can be upset by other
questions, Bubt the given is constituted qpqrt from 7uestlioning
it rem=ins the same no matber what the resunlt of guestisning mqy
be; it is unducsticnable In ths sense tqat it lies outside the
ﬁovnltlonal levels constituted by questizning and onswering,
Tn vhe same fashion the siven is ind: vitable. Yhat can be Goudted
is the answer to a qrestisn for reflecticn: it is a Yes or a No,
But the civen 1s not the ansver to any ouestion:ha® it is prior
to questionine and Independent of any answers.
tzaln, the ~iven is resisunl and, of 1tself, difiuze.
Tt 13 possible to select elements in the ~iven 2nd to 1ﬂu;cate
them clearly and precl:ely. Bub the selection and indicsbtion are
the work of insi-ht and formulation, and the given is the residue
that remcing when one subtracts from the indlcnted 1) the instru-
mental act of moeaning by which ons indicatesy, 2) thdconcepts
ez ressed by that Instrimental act, 3) the insirhts on which %the
concerts rest, Wramzthxs“rasxauqivnxpaﬂ Hence, since the
glven 1is just the residue, sirce it csn he a~lected and indicated
only thronsh Intellectusl activities, of itself it ig diffuse;
he fisld of the given containg differences, bubt in so far as
they simply lie in the f!eld the @ifferences are unnssisned.
£ #—ohe —ruen-—is ogually—x 1id
s s ;' It MUSL be-valid in some party, elee thefe
ﬁould be neltldr inguiry pe? reflectisn and so niiéﬁgr'valiiity

o

or invalid;ty. But 1£44% is velid in any ~art, iy-3s enually
7alid in aIl- Tor all are equally ~lven, e ually.-tncuestionghle
nd lnieoLqule, egially residunl-ang i ffrse,//ﬂoreover, wpre

ANy 1o pronoungéd valid 'h119 dtherswore rearded as invalid,
somi;reason wopld have to be g5sirned, oleé the Dronounce” nt
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yould } arbltvary. But any ass ¢fnqb1e reason iu Lhe produet

of infellirence nqd’rnf190t10 “orking ypdn the ﬂlven, 1t s not
profided by the #iven itselfs and o/jhb eiven ns ivan’re.ains
¢qflally valid An all its pdris. e

On the gkher hand, the r~iven 1s @i?feﬂantly

its d In other VOrﬁs, it pravides

2 /gzhr different julmment g,

':n

Thus aTa - T physiecs, rigtry,

al d'b1010ﬂy, apd sach “ gub-divisionsg Ther: &
ape Turther pdrts of Xhe given, as 1llasions 2hd halludinations, @
npuroses nsychoaes, that co*L*"wt the datg -Tor abnormgl -
paycholod But all $These difTerences of sl ficance, though
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Agoin, the field of the clven is equally valid
in all its parts but differently simnificent in differnnt parts,

It is eouelly valid in all its parts 1n the serse
that there is no screening prior to ingulry. Screening is the
frolt of insuiry., It teles place once inrurry has begun.

t is diffeorently 3¢vnif¢cpnt in different varts
In the smense trat some parts are sirnificant for some departments
of lnowu 1ed ‘o and other parts for other d Martments. The vhraiclst
has to dicregard wnnt he merely imrcines, werely dreams, mersly
derives from hig persinal ervation., The narchologlst has vo
explaln imogsinetion, dreamine, snd nersoncl equations, Hence,
once in;u¢ry he~ing, the First step 1s the screeninr that cclects
the relevant rield of the ~liven.

Hence we are emrlo~in~ the ncme, "given," in an

extremely brocd gense, It ircludes not only t“e voridical
dellverances of onter sense *uf also im-reg, freams, illusions,
hallucinations, nersonal equatilons, svbjective bilas, snd so forth,
No doubt, a more restricte#mse of the term would be cdesairable,
if we were spenkinm from the limilted viewpoint of natural science.
But we are workilns at a serernl theory of objieetivity and so w
nave to aelmovwledre 2s riven nobt only the materials irto which
netural selence In-uirds bubt 2lso the wnbteriasls into whilcli the
psycholoqist or msthodolorist or cultural historlan In~nires.

There 13 a rrofoun’er reason., Our account of the
given 1s extrinsle., It Involves no deseri-tion of the :stream
of sensitive consciousness, It involves no theory of that stream.
It discusses nelther the cortribntion of the empirierlly consclons
subject nor the conbribution of other "ontsilde" arents. It simily
notes that reflection and judr-ent presuppose understarding, that
inquiry and undersianding vresup-cse moberiale for in-uiry and
somethin:g to be understood, Such presuprosed mnterials will be
untuestionable and indvbitable, for they nre not constituted by
answering nruestions, They will be residurml and diffuse, for they
are what is left over once the fruits cof Inguiry and reflection
are cubtracted from corniticnal content s,

Now such un -stlonable ond indnbitable, residual
and diffuse materlals for inguiry and refliection must be regarded
as equally valid in 211 their vevbs, VWere they all invalid, there
covld he nelther Inqu:ry nor refl ctlon, ond so no rea aenable
rronouncement that they are invalid, ‘ere some valld and others
Invalid, thsre wonld have $0 e a ressowably affirzed nrinciple
of selection; but such a vrincinle e¢an be ~rasped and veasonaﬁly
affirmed only after inquiry has besun. Prior to inaniry there
cen be no lvbellirent discriminetion and no reasonable re ‘ection.

There is a still deeper renson., VWhy 1ls the siven
to be defined exbtrinsieslly? Because all -nlectivity wrests upon
the unrestricted, detached, disintereszted desire to lmow. It 13
that desire thet sets up the canons of nirmative ohjectivity,

It is that desire that gives rise to the absclute obiectivibty 5
Imolicit in judrment, It is that desire that yields the constellﬁt¢0§
of Judgments that implicitly define the principal notion of :
distinet objects in the universe of hLeing, some of which know others,
Experientia 1 objectivity has to rest on the sams basls, and so

the rmiven is defined, not by apvesling to sensitive process, bub

by the pure desire reparaing the flow of empirical consclousness

28 the materials for its operation.
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~and utllizes, The principal notlon is implicit within a suilsble
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An gccount has been given of a principal notlon
of objectivity and of 1ts three partial aspects, the experlential,
the normative, and the absolute. However, there also exists
subjectivity, and the readsr mey be in¢lined to find in the present
sectlon a full confirmation of a suspiclon that he has for some
time entertained, namely, that we have falled to place our finger :
on what reslly is objective, that we are confusing wlth the objectlve
either in part or in whole what really is subjective., To deal
with this problem will ¢all for further end rather complex Investi-
gatlon but, before we go on to it, let us note the more peneral

characteristics of the notion of objsetivity that has just been
outlined .

et T e © e o e

First of all, desrite 1ts complexity, it can be
the notion of mm objectivity & that common sense presupposes

pattern of judgments; it arises automavically when the judgments
that happen to be made fall within such a pattern, The absolute
aspect Is Implicit in Judgment for, as we have argued at length,
jud@grent afflrms the unconditloned that reflective underatanding ]
grasps. The normative aspect 1s not any set of rules that has te s
be Invented; 1t results from the intellipgent ingulry and the
reflective reauonableness that are the unfolding of the pure deslre
to ¥mow. Pinally, the experiential aspect, while/may ¥ appear

to do viclence to common sense expectations, i1s fully in accord
with scientific practice which ¢l-Ims to be an extension and
reflinement of common sense,

Secondly, the notion of objectivaty that has been
outlined 1s a minimal notion. There arlses ths question, What is
objlectivity? If the answer is to be intelligent and reasonabdle,
then the pure desire and 1ts normative exlgences must be
respected. Noreover, there must be mrterilals Into which
Intelligence inquires and reasonableness reflects. Further, Iif
there 1s a definitive answer, the unconditioned and so the
absolute w1ll be atteined. PFlnally, if the question and answer
have & poink, there will be other judgments which, 1f they occur
In an appropriaste vattern, will yield the principal notion.

Thirdly, our notion of objectivity begs no
questlions, Just as our notlon of bheing does not declde between
empiricism and raticnalism, positivism and idealism, existentialism
and realism, but leaves that decision to the content of correct
judgments that are made, so also our notion of objectivity is
ecually open. If judgments oceur in the appropriate pattern,
then it inwolves a plurallty of lmowing subjects and lmown objects.
If in effect there is only one true judgment, say, the affirmation
of the Hegellan Absolute Idea, our notion of objJectivity undergoes
no formal modification. If true judoments are never reached,
there arlges the relativist position that acknowled 708 onl
experiential and normative ob1ect1vity. ’ 5

53y Only on the supposition
that in ulry and reflection, intelllmence and reasonableness,
have nothing to do with objectivity, iIs our notion invalldated,
But 1n that cese, there does not rrise the question, What is

obiectivity?
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