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¥ g TR ABSTRACT

The clearly stated goal of Edmund Husserl's

the fust time, to achxeve a "rlgorously sc:.ent:.f:.c
knowledge of the concents of human expenence.' :I‘hrbugh—

Te % out his entire, career, Husserl stxove to realize this

\goal. through the development and use of the’ techmques

epoche and reduction. .In his last _major wbrk, The

g The thesis presented here has as its central -aim

R itidal clanfxgation ‘of the' relat;ons}up between the

two T '\ 1 nomenological themes of the "epoche"
; . :

: onsi rétion’ of the us gf the concepts 'of "world"

o ; and "epoche‘ in Hussetl's work prev;ous to the Crisis.
In- Chapter II the n\eam.ngs and funct:.on of the term

.“lee—-worla" within the crisis, p)rticularly Part IIIA

a:e examlned in detai],, with 1‘_he apecxfxc intentlon of .-

P S revealing Why Hu;se;l views the "1i$e—world" ag the’

trans il inology was to enable phuosophy, for

and the "1'fe;worl’d." This t.akes ‘the’ fonn, in Chapier T




5 utlindRy field of study for phenomenologicai science.

© The fin chapter is a critical analysié of Husserl'
attempt' to conduct an epoche with respect to the llfe-

world, and leads 'to the conclusion that a complete 11fe— i

-vworld reductxon is, in px‘;.nclple, 1mposs:,\:le. Thereiore,

it s, argued,-uf the, phenomenological ideal of 4 r:l.gor— .

ously sc).entxflc philosnphy ental s ;n epoche”oi -

life-world then, far. reasons. arising out of Husserl'

,own phxlosdphy, th:.s J.deal must be abandoned. )
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INTRODUCTION R -

The pifilosopliical career of Edmund. Hus erl; the: . L
_foundexr of . phenomenology, spans a period E);om 1891 when

" “Wis first ma)or work, The Philosophy of Arlthmetlc,i was z .
o _/(}ubns?a to his death in 1938.. During "at time, although ..

his th;nk1ng underwent several ma)or reoriel tatxons,

attentxcn to h1s overa}l development reveals ‘that undex-

ly1 g these chanqes, is a sustained co{nm:._ ent to a’

i
|

spec:.f:.c phllosophlcai Ldear. This ' comln:.tment may be- N %
“characterizbd as’ the ‘dgtérmination to uphold, in-the face |
of the.incréasing mfluence of the various 'Luratlonall.st"

N phllosop es of the nineteenth and eanly twent:,em

. cerituries, the ideal of ‘philosophy.as a quest for

- | 7 “apodictic truth, or certainty.. -

L Tgeon = “The nlovement ©f modern thought, Husserl quite
nght].y éontends, denves its :meetus from the Cartesian
turn to the ‘suh;ect -as' the xndubxtable fuu.ndatlon of know— R g
ledge .- With Bescartes, the absolute’ authority of 4con-'

u sciousness, a} guaxantor cf human knowledge, and thus, ,
u!.t:unately, ~as guarantor of the being of the world is
asserted for -the first time, T)us recognltlonithat
sub:gctivxty is an essent1a1 element in any judgment cén--"

cerning. the status of ‘the objective.world,’ cons(::.tuted a’,

majbE ph;losophical achievement, and .in a cxnclal sense,
Ta b determ}ned the d:l.x'ect:.on of future speculatxve thouqht;

| . i- L .
T 9, " \) L b o -



- Descarté%, a new concern necessarily- preceded ontology-

|

No longer cou),d the metaphysician "na:.vely“ assume the

valldn:y of hu ontological statéments., Rat:her, after

concern with the vand:.ty of human reason as an 1nstrument

of. knowledge .

For’ every pcst-cartesxan atliknker, then, the centfal

phxlosophlcal issues were epistemclog;.cal in chiaccar.

century fq)m{s of raeional.\.sm- are cleax.-ly port:ayed in an &

early essay, Philosophy as a nggrous Sclence AL
The: defming bhaxactezkstw of westam .philosaphy,

fdr Hus§'er1, is Lts télos to estabhsﬁ 1tse1f as a strict

X scxence. 'I'his telos wh.ich upposes all. foms of skeptlclsm,

has been particularly evldent in three ‘great phxlosophlcal

& z:evolutions-—the Socratic-Platon‘ic,‘the Carfesian', and with ,

. the most. radlcal vigout, -in Rant's cr:.tijuel of reason. ’

In Husserl's mxnd Vphenumenology is'the ourth, and; so iy

far' as the future ,bf xatlonalism is concetned declsive,

et e




s . e

:evolu:ic'n\.‘ THe radicalisn of phenomenology will consist s

in 1ts not merely consciously sf.r:.ving toua:ds a scient{f:.c
'ph:tlosophy, ‘but in its maRing poss).ble the nchmvement of

-that qoaiﬁ -Brevious philos; phexs while sfﬁ.mng

"humanity s, 1urperlshahle demand for pure and absoiu!:e . .

) [ e
: knowiedge,“ had been unable o develop a u;hodology " .

E ) ’_ adequate ta its attpi.mnent It is- the dutxnctmn of
i P
hat.

logy that, é it ful].y comprehends

phxlosophy is to hecoma a- sciem.;e is the curyxng out of

-an’ exhaustive analysi.s 9{ pxevmus philonophica]. system,

.in order to discove: what” cand.\tionn of utricc science’ were

nverlooked by past f_hxnkers. Accox‘dh)g to Busaerl, both * _‘

Descﬂﬁs and Kant while aspiring to sci.entific philo-- "

sophxzing, wexe hindered in’ their efiorts by ce‘l‘tain ] — ¥
presupposxtions, which. .their very mode &f thinking made ig 5
oAt a 1mpossxhle to eradjcaté. * Those ninefeenth-century .. . . . .y
- ph sophfes, paiticularly various forms of neo—l(antianism, o 'h“" g
e wh:[.éé claim to have esta.blis‘hed philqaophy as scmntific, Tl 2

& i share the cts of . their rede & Thus,, While th

Sl w1 y * one wttk\, H\isperl in, nuztuzing the spirit of

£ :ationansm, tha actual oucpome of auch phuosogpzan ‘. '3 5

is the erection of a barrier to'the zen].izatiqn of a 't rulx‘
—— . < B . o C e




i losop ical tar‘\fi-i"
.

kt

3 \nm inigh

3 lnbjectlve wcrld whick.
_,mj

ricnl investigation .




Ehllcsf’Ehica posxtxon refutes, itself. Any theory of i e

. é:oﬁ‘s.’cim_x,s_n’e;ssﬁ ‘J:he result ef such 4 theory, howeyer, 15> s




ph:.lcsophy, ‘and the h\lstorlcal :elat1v1sm it m\plxes,

:l’hxs alternatxve, however, % .for Husserl a spurlousv

~one, based on the erroheous assumptxon chat if pihlcsophy
T cannot be characcenzed ds a positive’ science, thén it

'cannot be sc_l,entlflc.\at_-all. - Such a’view, he claims

‘‘partakes Of the? common belief that scien€ific thinking is ,

‘ﬁécessaril’z naxve in its point of. %epartuxa,v' viewing”

that wcrld wh1ch n—. 1nVesngates as real, or as "s:unply

there But while this

s true -of natural scxence,_to E Y

oz argie that the ob]ect1v1ty of ;the w?x’ld is.an absolute‘

‘a4 'req\nrement far sc)enu‘ truth is to m).s\:onstru ‘the .

‘essen ‘al meam.ng of scxence. .The essence of ientiﬂc T

knowmg is not that one be able  tiake universally valid

statements ahout the ob;ect).vny of the wox‘I'd hut that | L. ¥

the tofallty o

human. e&erience,: as, it px‘esents n:self

A to eenﬁ,cx.ousness, be known apuchctxcally. 'l‘he b:.ggest
stumbling block to the reallzatzon of thxs (:ru x scientxfxc

ER P S aim is pxeclsely that assumptmn of ob]e{:tlvlty,

or of
,real existence, whxch 15 the sme qua non of posltlve g s

/
sclence. If one could somehow be freed of this. assmnpti.on,

then the true meanmg of the objectzwlty 2 ‘human ekper— 5 1

1ence could be revealed--and genuinely presuppositionless

§ knorwledqe achxevedA

K @ oz e Phenomenology hopes_ o supe":n:ade §1~1L pseudo—




‘4 iradical app‘mach to the'problem of knowledge. This

.+ Rigordus " science, b but which: ultmately become, the focal

approach is embodied in the techniques of epoche and

reductlun which are Dnly adumbrated in Phlquthx as

péint of Husserlxan phenolﬂenolcqy. Their prlmary Eunc’cxon

will be £ enable the philosopher to totally detach, hinsg:

_ from the "exxstentxal posltlngs" ‘mherem—, im the natural—

freewhlm to study the relat;onshlp between consclousness

and being in.a tr ruly scientlflc mannér. Although Husserl'

e fox:m a centtai

caoioay; Ehe: thenes’of Teducilon and 259

and unifying strand in his thought. 'To' the end of his

career, Husserl ch ized Y 1nmral knowledge

as knowledge w1thn§"&he epoche. Hence, if one accepts' that
for Husserl, the epocheé is prlmarlly a technxq\ae for

achieving scientific philosophy, then one must also accepé

L i .
that in his fixzal works~-~-particularly The Crisis of

European Sciences and Transcendentat Phendmesolo




objectivist science. In order to cope with,such’ issues,

- tg it is claimed that the central fenets of phenomenology must

. be reévised, and thht the emphasis upon such cod as

° ‘the "Life-world" is indicative of Husserl's own turn in

w— . tHat.airection.® = : +

-But :such a view is not the only possible one with

respect to Husserl‘s ldst works, It is clear from his own
comnents ir Crisis Past I that the underlying motivation
for this work is in many ways gompaxable to his reasons
for the earllez attacks on psychologlsm. In his early
works, Husserl presented phex_\omenology as‘ an alt.er‘nati‘ve

»  to philosophical naturalism, which he viewed as a distortionm-

. * .- Of the rationalist ideal. whue in the Crisis natural’ism \ .
is no longer his chxef cpponent his mission 19 even more.: " » A

- pressing, since at this _point 'in human mstory, the very

significance of thé ideal of a scientific p}ulosophy has i

been thrown .‘mto question.’ No longer is the .issud a
-

:hmce between phlesophy as a natural sc;ence, and P 1 \
philosophy as a strxct’ scxence. Rather, with the geneial Y

realization that the natural® sciences are, ‘and must be,

positivistic, there has arisen a czisié in'meaning--a'
N crxsls which, says Husserl, s:nkes at the validity of - ~
) ) the 1dea1 of sclentxf;c knowledge and wu;h it,' the ideal ~ *

‘of a universal, apcdictic philosophy.
Many contemporary tHinkers, Husserl pdinté out,
g oo argie that since philosophy cannot have a positivist baéis,‘
C -



then it therefoxe cannot be sclentific. But this conclusion
. ignores' the fact- :hat our pzesent concept of science is ©
actually a resxduaL concept"-—the outcome of a gradual
', narrowing of the muckl more ccnnprehensxve notion of rational
scientific knowledge\held by its founders. Descartes, whom*
Husserl ;:ecaqnizes a; 'the originator of the modern ‘
scxentlflc impulse,.’conceived philosophy as a universal
method for achieving jenume cextaxnty. Using thxs method, »
not only questions abopt t:he material universe but
questzons which presup) pose man ‘as a "metaphys:.cal

-questions of kAcwledge value, and ethical’

being
acticn—-could; ideally, fmd an_answez. Contemporazy
posxt:.vlst sc:.ence, however, ‘has systematically ruled out
"the ultunate and highest‘ 1ssues, as having no content

. uhu:h could. possibly be treated of by pcs:.txvx.stxc )
. i procedures. It is thus, éays Husserl, that sthe crisis in”’

fodern, “thought has arisen. a'avii{g«agxeed that science is

, and that therefore philosophy as science is d

€ have P e an atntude of skeptlc;sm

concerning/ the possibility of achieving universal .

phiiosophxcal knowledge. L

With the Euz‘ther realization that sc‘iéh‘be s

developmental-—i.a. 4hat it'has’ a history, sc:bhat the

o txuths of today rapidly beéome the érrors.of tomorrow—-this

skepbnclsm se_ems complete. For:if philosophy is consxdeksd

to be the "queen of the scierices,” and not even the least

B :
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of these sciences can be' said to atthim eternal and

apodictic truths, then surely this objection applies, a

fortiori, to philosophy itself? Philosophy, to be sure,

has a history--and is not this véry fact sufficient to”

discredit its claim to achieve universal certainties?
_It is primarily to questions such as these that
the Crisis is addressed. This work is not, for Husserl,

a rejéction of the ideal of philosophy as a rigorous

_science. Rather, it is his final'attempt to reinstate.’

thls 1deal, in the face of that "crisis of .meaning™ whith
now threatens to engulf not only the concept of ph:.lo—
sophical’ truth, but even the cnncept of truth with:.n the

posltlvlst vscxences. what “this wcrk involves, theén,

firstly, is a reconslderatlon of the whole meaning of

the sclentlflc :Ldeal, and secondly, an attempt to undar—

stand the relatlonsh:.p betiveen th:.s ideal and the .concept

", of ‘historical relativism whxch, paradoxically, - has arisen

,in the.course of 'the guxsuit

“Mscientific tr‘uth.‘ #

Finally, the Criszs ccnaists in Husserl s argument t:hat

only within the context of Ehenomenologlcal reflection can,

such an understdnding be achieved. Therefore, its over='

v o
riding purposg’ will be 'to blish, on d logical

. grounds, the validity of the scientific ideal, and with ic,’

; the valld:.ty of the qoal of philosophy as a ‘strict science.

! The thesis to be presented here grows dixectly out

»of the foregmng cqnslderatlons. ' If one accepts the :'

i
'
!



o long-standing ‘ideal of 4

intérpretatiorg ‘of the Crisiélas Husserl's a:jipt to over-.
-come the. restrictive ‘narrowness. of tzadi:/io rationalism,"
by replacing it with a "genuine ration'ahi:" bédsed upon the

phenomenological ‘method, thep many urgent \questions arise. :

Central among these is the pzoble;n of -.the l%f'e-ﬁarld—-a

concept which is used extensively for the first time in

-the Crisi

) Hating developed a complex philosophy, -the primaty ,
aim of wh%c}‘x is the attainment of apodictic (eséenti:al)
knowledge of being, Husserl's:sudden introdiction of a'
contept which, at least prima facie; stresées the con-
tlngency and historicality of human experiem:e may appear
paradoxical._ Indeed, it is the appearance cf the life-
world in Husserl's £final work which has led many contemporan}
-existential’ phenomenologists to argue that, in hls lacer B

years, Husserl was prepannq to y ms t 1

idealism in favour of .a phenomenology based on the primacy
of the concrete, historically-conditioried life-world. 'But,
as we have already po:mted out, Husserl hlmsalf did not

present hxs turn to the 1fe-world as a.

ction of hls

"séientific phuosop’n}. There-

fore, before one accepts path taken by many {ater

phenomenolugists," it is nnper,atxve to. examine Husserl's
own use of the’ life-world, in.the - context of the CZ‘J.SIS,‘
‘in crder to detefmine__tc what degr'ee’ their views are
justified.’ Inrihtérpret‘)‘.x{g a thinker of such e@x_nest.




12

£ e xS on
sxngle mlndedness as Husserl, it ycwld xndeed be pre-
sumptuous to assume that the 11fe world' constitutes a
radical:departure from his original goals, simplly because
the concept has strcng “existentxal“ overtones. v;hile.’ '
there may well be good reason for COnCludlnq that the

introd\;,ctlon of the llfe—v)orld does have f:‘ar-reachlng T

* implications for the meaning of phenomenology, this

conclusion can only be drawn on the basis of a detailed 4

study of the meaning of this concept, as. it functions

5

is.

within the relevant.sections-of the Cr.

It will be thev primary“purpo'se of this thesis to
undertake such a study, using.as a central reference point

Ay
Crisis'Part IIIA, which is entitled, "The Way Into e

1ngical Tri T al Philosophy b_y Inquiring
Back . from thé Freigivén Life-World.” As Husserl's choite
of tltle 1nd1cates,, the exyllclt lntentlon of th;s work
is to reveal the l;fe—wgrld as a new mode ‘of access to 4

the ‘sphere of tr It 11 2 1""_Y~ efore,

whatever our inveéstigation reveals concerning the meaning
~ i

of ‘this ‘term; a serious effort must then be made to render

this meaning compatiblé with Husserl'ssider aim of

dchieving a conslstent transcendental :philosophy. In '

part:u:ular, thxs w;.ll entai'l a conslderation of . the . *
life-world in its relationsh:.p to’ the fundsmental® .

phenomenologlcal concept of epoche, since, as we. have

Aalready 1ntimated, thhout ‘the techqxques of epd’i‘:he and




reduction Husserl's ideal of philosophy as a "stricE ..

. scienge" cap have no” meaninq. - ‘Lg“;f"'

In preparation for this @nalysis, the Pirst chapter
will consist in a br].ef dx.scusslon of the antecedents of the
life-world within Husserl's earher writings. Since our aim

" . -is to present the introduction.of the lee—worh? as'a §
natural development of his xnltlal phenbmenolqgical goals,
it is important to show that the concept has rpots in .
g Husserl's prevmus majcx works. Ch.apter one, 'tﬁ;?nre,
- w111 also -l.nt;:oduce other centx:al phenomenoloqlcal themes,
' ‘e‘specla_lly the themes of horizonality, epoche, and exditlp‘
" lor wssential) intuition, mainly to indicate a continuity °

between these and the more recent elements of Husserl's

——~philosophy.
: ;* Thé subsequent chapters will cover, three central
‘points. Firstly, we shall ‘tonsider closely the text of

_Crisis Part ITIA, in order to reveal the many, and often:

seem.ngly ccnt:xad:.ctory senses wluch Hussernl ascx‘lbes to
the tarm "life-world." We shall argue, however, that
_these contradictions can in fact'be resol\sd, if ore

'cons).derS' Husserl's "turn to the life-y

x L "‘within the

;;eneral context of his thought. Secondly, and on the
basis of th;s argument, we shall proceed to an examxnat;cn
R of the life-world in relation to the phenamenologxcal
technigue of epoche. Our primary aim here will be to show
that while Husserl's use of the life-world does not imply

§ ! ~



. -ideal.". kS *

O 14.

his rejéction of the 'ideal\uﬁ‘ scientific philosophy,. there
‘ 8

N are other crucial issues which the 1n;roduct10q of this

jJconcept: does raise. A dlscusslo‘n of these Lssues, and their

Aimplications for Husserl's Transcendental phenomenology, will
¢omprise the ‘third major section of this thesis. . Drawing
on all three of these main polnts, our conclusions will '

hopefully suggest their signi{icance for the work of those

'y thin phil

A s of_ s::).ence, Exlstentlﬁl

phénomenologists, and "pure" phencmenologlsts alike

Jook to .the later wrltxngs of Husserl for guidance i heilr
|
attempt to comprehend and to realize the "phenomenologlcal




I +
. i < . G
. [ ey B ooy e R SIRERE :
¢ 1.0' THE WORLD AS HORIZON \_ :

Whereas the term “11fs—world" bedame prominént - -

only toward the’ close of his ccmplex phxlo:@hxcal

development Husserl undertook xnvestxgatxons ‘that "move .

so to speak in the realm of the wcrld—problg‘am " as . =

) L early as the period ‘of the Logical Invesngatmns (1900- :

We shall examne thxs concept bnefly, slnce the

(. 1901)
{

meanings_which 'Hisser ascribes to it, and the phno—\

5

f 5 sop}ucal issues ‘to which ,1.t gives risg, renccur, much ¢

orld." @

ction vuth the ¢ P "l).f

late:, in
) 1nvestxgation of the slgnlflcance of "the ,world" will' 2

re provide a framework for the questions we will

there

! . eventually raise concerning the "life-world."
Husserl first made use’of the notion of a world

in his early work cn the nature of perceptlun. Dealing

ﬁ g .(ith the problem of adequate 1ntu1txon he concluded that =
' e

' b, the primordial basis for dll judgments lies in the act of
petceptlon, and 1ts varicus "modes,“ such as remembering,
imagining, etc.v Analysis of the perception cf any d /‘_

'individual thing reveals that the objects of pezcePtion v

are never simply ‘isolated phenortenona. Viewed in its full
concreteness, any entity announces more that it actually

Thus, in order to understand fully the meaning of . .

is.

P15, e
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what. is' perceived, Husserl ‘argued that it was necessary to.

describe not c;nly what is "immediately given™at a parti-

cular spatio-temporal moment, but also what is implied by

our percepticn of ‘that'moment. To take 'a specific example:’

what I may; ,actually“ see is a tree. But part of the

meanlng_ of; L@

hin, in a meadow, among other trees, agamst the sky, and

tree, qua perceived, is that it stands on a

so on, ‘ad 1nf1h1tum Nnt only are: there accompanying ‘data

of a spatial” order, but the “tree also has its exxstence as

'_ part of a tempm:al context. Thus, part of. the 'sense" of

the tree is that I.intend to chop 1t'dcwn,_ or that it is .

over a hundred years old. .In a very significant way, these

spaj::.o—- 1 iments form the ~~or
S

iox: the pergeption of the tree itself. While this

hor;zon [&ay hot be explicitly included in one s :eference
to the tree, xt is nevertheless ‘co-meant :as some:hing which

could, at any tJ.me ‘become themati.c.

Ik-§eems, then, that the only way m ever’

xntuxt} "ﬁe tree in its. total ccnc:eteness would be to

tl;e{natue all of tme co-meanings invalved in its per—

ceptxon. But, if any Earti.cular perceptlon always. polnEs'_
beyond/tself to fureher possibilities of perceptxon, the
necessazy thematization wonld, ideally; extend to include

its relatlon tothe totah.ty of poss).ble exgerxence. The K

analysis of. the indlvidual percephual object, then leads




- - oA, . B - :
) - ‘the "world" as the horizon, or background, of all

. “natural standpolnt" B R

17

particular conscious acts. ' - . -

fusserl's’ use cf the term "world" becoines' truly -

significant, however, in Ideas I: .Geheral Intraductlon go

Pure Phencmenolg_gx, It is here that the concept is first

.expounded in connéction with the central phenoma)c_loglcal

themes of epoch@, reduétior,. and the suspension of the'
"natural‘atfitude." Ifi- the first section of this work,. .

Hussefl relates the nocion of the "world" to that of the

Natural’ knowl.edge beg:.ns with experience
(zrfahtung) and remains within experience.
Thus, in that theoretical positilon which

.we call the Ynatural" stans oin: the total.
field of possible research’ is indicated by4
a slngle word: that is, the World. ot
sciences proper to-this original. standpomt
are accordingly, in, their collective unity, . -5
sciences of ‘the World, and so long as this
standpoint is the only dominant one the -
concepts 'true Being‘ @ ?xng .\n ‘the

.+ World" aré meanmgs that. coincide.

what Husserl hopes ;ta ‘do is to replace this natural stand- ,

’ pomt vuth the phenomenological one, and thereby erase what

. he consxders the f:\ntless dlst).nctlon between the Kknower

and "true (1

of this passage 15 that, within the natur.al attitude.

(aefxned here as’a thecreti. al pos;tlon) the world is.

: 'ytlmar1ly to be vxewed as the ahsqute termmus for the

research activxtxes of the natural scientist:!}
In the second section of Ideas, however, Husserl

broadgns h:.s conceptxon of the natural standpo;.nt, and;

. worldly) Be:mg. But the ‘clear indication




1t but rather from. u:s J.mportance for the prccedure trf

sy acquxrlng sc;ent:.flc (Aatural) knowledge, Husserl now uges -

Y sense p;esent' -whether ot nat I pay 1t specifxc

attenti‘&n." The knowledge I possess cf th:.s woﬂ

| dmy fec(:ly.“” once thie req\n_re nt' that the na»euzal

. - attitude be theoret:l.cal is remaved,r the world, as the: . 5

B
correlate of that; attltude, alsd ceasas (:o be s,:.mply the

<
ma:l.ntauung two!

"yoria" means o




‘but, on the ochér',' the world' simply exists, prior to all

such posit.'mg, as presuppoéed by all human. actions. What
seems to unxte these two diverse conceptxons, however, is

Husserl's furthet charat:tenzatl.on of the wcrld BE hor.

'ﬂ\e concept of hox].zonahty ‘had” alréady ansen in his

earner analyses of perceptmn,» where it was argued that -

every partxcula: perce).ved Dbject polnts beyand 1tse1f \:o :

further :Lndeterml.nate wsibxlxnes af perceptlon. Now.

H&g’sem is extenqu theé bounds of the horizon, 59 that

u—. becomes the "infinite h.m:.t"'of human expenence. Y
L g
® But not even with the added reacl of th].s
co-present margin, which forms a’gontinuous”
:» Ting around the actual field of arcepnon,
“does that world exhaust itself which'in every
waking, mohent is in some copScious measure . -
present! before me. It reaches rather in‘a 3
fxxed ox‘der of hexng J.nto the luru.tless beyond.

'rhe Slgnlflcant résult of thxs equatlen\oi world
\ %

with the concept of an Anfinite horizon is 1ts el oﬁal of

the requu: ment that the world have a" determnate content

If one claims

hat the essence of the world ;s .n:s quallty

.. of encom‘passinq, and indeed, transcendxng, the facts of - :
‘ ccnczeﬁe hun\an exp/e-rlence, then the ﬂzchotomy between tj\e
world‘ as/the totality of poslted sc1entlf.u: objects, and

the world as the présupposed basis for nori- scienhific

et actg.vxty,, can_be resolved. ~For the scientist and

v
the; world can be made up of dxfferent expenencgéd:ut at

Y

the same t.’l.'n\e both can retain a common conceptxon of * world :
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