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EDITOR' S INTROD UCTIOT.T

I)ermot Moran

Phenomenology as a way of seeing and as a movement

Phenomenology may be characterised init ially in a broad sense as the unprejudiced,
descriptive study of whatever appears to consciousness, precisely in the manner in
which i t  so appears.  Phenomenology as thus understood emerged as an or ig inal
philosophical approach at the end of the nineteenth century in the school of Franz
Brentano,  and was developed by Edmund Husser l  and h is  successors to become a
major tradition of philosophising throughout the world during the twentieth century.
At the dawn of the twenty-first century, it continues to offer a vibrant and challenging
alternative to contemporary naturalistic accounts of consciousness and meaning.

Phenomenology is usually characterised as a way of seeing rather than a set of
doctr ines.  In  a typ ical  formulat ion,  the founder of  phenomenology Edmund Husser l
(1859-1938), in his late work Crlsis of European Sciences and Transcendental
Phenomenology (1936 - hereafter Crisls), presents phenomenology as approachirlg
'whatever appears as such', including everything meant or thought, in the manner of
i ts  appear ing,  in  the 'how'  (We) of  i ts  mani festat ion. l  S imi lar ly ,  Husser l 's  co l league
and prot6g6 Martin Heidegger (1889-1976) could proclaim in his methodological
discussion of phenomenology at the beginning of his Being and Time (1927), section
7: "The expression 'phenomenology' signifies primarily a methodological conception.
This expression does not characterize the what of the objects of philosophical
research as subject-matter, but rather the how of that research" (SZ S 7,27: 50).'?
This approach involves the practice of taking a fresh unprejudiced look - i.e.
unta inted by sc ient i f ic ,  metaphysical ,  re l ig ious or  cu l tura l  presupposi t ions or  at t i -
tudes - at the fundamental and essential features of human experience in and of the
wof lo.

According to Husser l 's  own s logan,  phenomenology a imed to return to ' the th ings
themselves', avoiding constructivist system-building so prevalent in traditional phil-
osophy, or reasoning on the basis of some preconceived and uninterrogated
star t ing-point  (as t radi t ional  rat ional isms and empir ic isms were wont  to do) .  lnstead,
fundamental  phi losophical  issues are examined through at tent ion to the manner rn
which things and meanings show themselves, come to self-evidence, or come to be
'const i tu ted ' for  us,  as Husser l  put  i t ,  invoking a concept  f rom the Kant ian t radi t ion.
The phenomenological approach is primarily descriptive, seekin( to i l luminate issues
in a radical, unprejudiced manner, paying close attention to the evidence that
presents itself to our grasp or intuit ion. Husserl frequently speaks of phenomeno-
logical description (Beschreibun{, Deskription) as clarification (Klarung), illumination
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(Erhellunp), enlightenment (Aufkldrun!), even as conceptual analysrs (Begriffsana-
/yse), whatever assists in elucidating the meaning of the phenomenon in question
without resortingto purely causal or'genetic' explanation (Erkldren). Due to its con-
cern to treat the phenomenon concretely in all i ts fullness, phenomenology stands
opposed to natura l ism, sc ient ism and reduct ionism, and to a l l  forms of  explanat ion
that draw attention away from the manner of the appearance of the phenomena in
question. Or, as the French phenomenologist Maurice Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961)
put it, phenomenology seeks to restore the richness of the wortd as experienced; it
wants to be present at the birth of the world for us.

It is important to grasp the difference between the phenomenological approach
and other  k inds of  sc ient i f ic  approach,  for  example,  the psychological ,  physio logical
or causal-explanatory approaches prevalent in the natural sciences. Husserl
ins is ted on th is  point ,  but  i t  s t i l l  g ives r ise to endless confusion.  F i rs t  of  a l l ,  Husser l
is emphatically not challenging the importance, necessity or validity of explanatory
scientif ic accounts. Investigations into the physical and chemical nature of the brain
and its processing are a necessary part of science. But that is not the function of a
phenomenological  descr ipt ion,  which is  a mode of  approach that  can be used in a l l
areas of science, but which specifically focuses on the manner objects are consti-
tuted in and for subjects. lt focuses on the structure and qualit ies of objects and
situations as they are experienced by the subiect. What Husserl calls the paradox or
mystery of subjectivity - as the site of appearance of objectivity - is its theme.

Phenomenology aims to describe in all i ts complexity the manifold layers of the
experience of objectivity as it emerges at the heart of subjectivity. lt is crit ical of all
forms of objectivism that attend only to what appears and not to the relation of the
appearing to the subject. Put in another and perhaps less satisfactory way, phenom-
enology descr ibes,  in  i ts  own terms,  the essent ia l  and i r reducib le nature of  the
experience of consciousness in the world - less satisfactory, because the appeal to
consciousness can hardly avoid invoking the spectre of Cartesianism, with its
ghostly isolated subject and its problematic dualism (and for this reason Heidegger
tended to avoid the term 'consciousness' altogether). In fact, however, in their
attempt to do justice to the essential and irreducible relations between human
comportment and the world, phenomenologists seek to overcome the traditional
dichotomies of modern philosophy, especially the subject-object distinction of trad-
it ional epistemology, with its attendant account of knowledge as a representation of
the object immanent in the subject.

Husser l  ins is ted that  phenomenology as the fundamental  sc ience of  a l l  sc iences
had to be presupposition/essness, i.e. its descriptions had to avoid the presumptions
both of  the modern phi losophical  and the sc ient i f ic  t radi t ions.  Of  course,  th is  c la im
to a presuppositionless starting-point is itself highly problematic and soon came
under scrutiny within the phenomenological movement. Given the historically rooted
nature of human knowledge, the total absence of all presupposition would be
impossib le in  a sc ience,  and thus what  is  a imed at  is ,  a t  best ,  as Gadamer has
suggested, freedom from undisc/osed prejudices. In fact, the manner in which phe-
nomenological description had to come to terms with the recognition that some
presuppositions are necessary for any form of understanding led to the fusion of
phenomenology wi th the o lder  d isc ip l ine of  hermeneut ics,  the ar t  or  pract ice of
in terpretat ion,  beginning wi th Heidegf ,er ,  who,  as we shal l  d iscuss below, drew on the
hermeneutical tradition of Friedrich Schleiermacher (I768-L834) and Wilhelm
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Dilthey (1833-1911), and continuing with the explicit ly hermeneutical orientations
of, for instance, the contemporary German thinker Hans-Georg Gadamer (b. 1900)
and the contemporary French phi losopher Paul  Ricoeur (b.  1913).

Husserl cherished his own role as founder of a new science, even characterising
himsel f  as a Moses leading h is  people to new land of  what  he came to cal l  -  invoking
the language of German ldealism - transcendental subjectivity, i.e. the a priori struc-
ture and content of object-constituting subjectivity. Husserl also l iked to see himself
as a radical follower of the French philosopher Ren6 Descartes (1596-1650), who
sought  to prov ide the sc iences wi th a secure epistemological  foundat ion,  immune
from all sceptical doubt, by starting with the unshakable truth of one's self-presence
in each act of one's own thinking, expressed in his coglto ergo sum. Husserl some-
times portrayed his own efforts as a revival of the Cartesian project of founding the
sciences on strict certainty, an attemptto explore the essence of the coglto without
fa l l ing prey to naive metaphysical  assumpt ions involv ing substance,  as he bel ieved
Descartes had. Thus he characterised phenomenology as "the secret nostalgia of
all modern philosophy" in his programmatic 1913 work ldeen zu einer reinen
Phdnomenologie und phiinomenologischen Philosophie (ldeas pertaining to a Pure
Phenomenology and to a PhenomenoloSical Philosophy, First Book - hereafter /deas
l).3 In other words, phenomenology actually provided the secure science sought by
Descartes and by Kant (whom Husserl also crit icised for getting lost in a purely
speculative faculty psychology). Husserl 's best-known formulation of his transcen-
dental idealist analysis of the structures of consciousness came in his Cartesian
Meditations. First published in French translation in 1931, it remains the most popu-
lar  in t roduct ion to h is  work.4 But ,  over  the course of  h is  long career ,  and in var ious
univers i t ies in  which he worked,  Husser l  character ised the essence of  phenomen-
ology in many different ways. While his official theoretical allegiance was to a radical-
ised form of transcendental idealism, his research manuscripts suggest other ways
of developing phenomenological themes, often with more attention to corporeality,
intersubjectivity and the experience of otherness or alterity. Thus, in Crlsis, Husserl
was drawn to analyse the ' l i fe-wor ld '  (Lebenswe/t ) ,  which is  ind issolubly  l inked wi th
and grounds human experience, the analysis of which offered a corrective to the
reduct ive sc ient ism which Husser l  fe l t  had become enmeshed in the modern sc ien-
t i f ic  out look and pract ice.  As more of  Husser l 's  unpubl ished manuscr ipts  f ina l ly  see
the l ight  of  day,  new dimensions of  phenomenology are being uncovered,  which are
attracting renewed attentions from philosophers worldwide.

For  Husser l ,  phenomenology unfo lded as a l iv ing,  endlessly  expanding f ie ld of
' in f in i te  tasks ' ,  which could be carr ied forward only by inqui rers phi losophis ing
together (syrnphilosophein), co-workers concerned about the future of humanity
itself, a humanity conceived of as a rational community of knowledge, where science
fu l f i ls  rather than dehumanises the human wor ld.  In  lay ing out these ' in f in i te  tasks ' ,
he assigned regions to be explored by the many gifted disciples gathered around
him. Thus,  h is  Got t ingen assis tant  Adol f  Reinach (1883-1917) would undertake the
phenomenology of law, and his Freiburg assistant Martin Heidegger would develop
the phenomenology of religion.5 But Husserl was rarely satisfied with their efforts,
which he tended to see as misinterpretations or distortions of his own work, leading
him to feel unappreciated and even betrayed. Husserl, too, was rather unfortunate in
his  choice of  would-be successors.  His most  controvers ia l  choice of  successor  was
Martin Heidegger, whom he had warmly embraced since their f irst meeting in
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Freiburg in  1916 and whom he supported for  appointment  to h is  own Chair  in
Freiburg on his retirement in 1928. Heidegger, however, went on to promote a rather
different vision of phenomenology in Seln und Zeit (Being and Time, 1-927\, as we
shal l  see,  which inspi red many phi losophers to abandon Husser l  and h is  t ranscen-
denta l  ideal ism for  an ex is tent ia l  analys is  of  Dasein.

Late in his career, and also due to his official exclusion from university activit ies
by the Nazi  ant i -Semit ic  laws,  Husser l  fe l t  par t icu lar ly  iso lated,  character is ing
himsel f  as a ' leader wi thout  fo l lowers ' .  In  1935,  he b i t ter ly  acknowledged the
impossibil i ty of achieving the ideal of philosophy as a science, when he proclaimed:
"Phi losophy as sc ience,  as ser ious,  r igorous,  indeed apodict ica l ly  r igorous sc ience -

the dream is over" (der Traum ist ausgetri;umt, Crlsls, p. 389; Hua Vl 508). But even
here,  in  th is  poignant  farewel l ,  Husser l  is  not  renouncing the ideal  as an ideal ;  he is
simply acknowledging the bitter truth that philosophers have not understood this
ideal and have been tempted away into irrational substitutes for scientif ic phil-
osophy. lt is not Husserl who has ended the dream but those supposed followers
who have been seduced by historicism and an irrational philosophy of l i fe (Leb-
ensphilosophie), and indeed have been drawn into anthropology of the l ife-world, as
he understood Heidegger's account of human existence (Dasein) to be. As he him-
self put it, ' the phenomenologiical movement! I now count myself as its greatest
enemy.' Nevertheless, post-Husserlian phenomenology tended to lead off from vari-
ous starting-points, most of which were - at least tentatively - f irst explored by
Husserl. Thus, the first f ifty years of phenomenology can be seen correctly, as Paul
Ricoeur has put it, as a series of heresles devolving from Husserl. For this reason, we
have included selections from different phases of Husserl 's career.

Over the course of the twentieth century, the originally German phenomenological
movement spread through Europe,  North and South Amer ica,  and to Asia,  especia l ly
Japan and Korea but  increasingly  in  China.  l t  broadened into a loosely def ined col lec-
t ion of  or ig inal  th inkers commit ted to a cer ta in or ientat ion in  th ink ing.  In  understand-
ing the development of phenomenology, it is useful to invoke the categories of the
American phenomenologist Lester Embree who has identif ied four "successively
dominant and sometimes overlapping tendencies"'. realistic phenomenology (early
Husserl, Adolf Reinach, Scheler); constitutiye phenomenoloEy (the mature Husserl,
Gurwitsch, Becker); existentia/ phenomenology (Heidegger, Arendt, Sartre, Merleau-
Ponty, Michel Henry); and hermeneutic phenomenology (Gadamer, Ricoeur, et a/).6 In
th is  in t roduct ion,  we shal l  have something to say about  these four  tendencies wi th in
phenomenology, although we shall not attempt to keep them distinct. Heidegger, for
example,  had both an ex is tent ia l  and a hermeneut ic  or ientat ion,  whereas Scheler  is
both a realistic and a constitutive phenomenologist. We should also note that phe-
nomenology in the contemporary setting has incorporated postmodern, gender and
even environmental elements in its efforts to understand the nature of l iving in the
age of global technology and interculturalism. We can offer merely an outl ine sketch
of some of these develooments here.

The 'phenomena'of phenomenology and the science of
essences

As we have seen, phenomenology means literally the science of phenomena,lhe
science which studies appearances,  and speci f ica l ly  the st ructure of  appear ing -  the
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how of appearing - giving the phenomena or manifest appearances their due,
remaining loyal to the modes of appearance of things in the world, whether they
belong to the physical ,  mathemat ica l ,  cu l tura l ,  aesthet ic ,  re l ig ious,  or  other  domains.
The phenomena of phenomenology are to be understood in a deliberately broad
sense as including all forms of appearing, showing, manifesting, making evident or
'ev idencing ' ,  bear ing wi tness,  t ruth-c la iming,  checking and ver i fy ing,  inc luding a l l
forms of  seeming,  d issembl ing,  occ luding,  obscur ing,  denying and fa ls i fy ing.  In
short, phenomenology studies, in the words of the contemporary French phenomen-
ologist Michel Henry (b. 1922), the essence of manifestation,T or, as the American
phenomenologist Lester Embree puts it, the varieties of evideneing.

In examining the nature of  mani festat ion and d isc losure,  phenomenology a lso
comes to recognise that many things are not disclosed or can only be approached
through a detour ,  speci f ica l ly  the condi t ions which enable d isc losure,  which a l low
manifestation to take place, for example, the background of the 'world' itself. In its
focus on meaning, phenomenology paid particular attention 10 the l iving experience
of meaning, or intending to mean (Ricoeur's vouloir-dire), and hence to the peculiar
nature of the human encounter with the 'surrounding world' (Umwelt) and the kind of
objectivit ies normally encountered there. Indeed, phenomenology was the first
movement to focus on the speci f ic  condi t ions of  human embeddedness in  an
envi ronment ,  and to make v is ib le the phenomenon of  the envi ronment  i tse l f .  In  h is
mature work Husserl focused on the structure of our everyday manner of human
being in the world, the structure of what Husserl termed 'the natural attitude' (die
niiturl iche Einstellung), f irst publicly discussed in /deas l, which at once both revealed
the wor ld in  a cer ta in way whi le  i tse l f  remain ing concealed.  In  other  words,  the very
'natura lness '  of  the natura l  wor ld acts to conceal  the manner in  which th is  'normal '

world is constituted by the activit ies of the conscious subjects who inhabit that
world. The phenomenological attitude, then, is not the normal engaged or absorbed
attitude, but requires, as we shall see, a change of orientation, a detachment or
disengagement - what Husserl called epoch6 and reductlon - to bring the nature
of the experience more to l ight.

I t  is  cruc ia l  to  emphasise at  th is  point  that  phenomenology does not  subscr ibe to
the assumption that the phenomena are somehow to be distinguished from things in
themse/ves. To say that phenomenology is interested in appearings does not mean
that it is committed Io phenomenallsm, the doctrine that claims that all that exists is
the appearances to the senses,  or ,  on the other  hand,  to a Kant ian b i furcat ion
between phenomena and things in thernse/yes o( noumena. Phenomenology neither
wishes to claim that all that exists can simply be reduced to appearings, nor to affirm
an unknown and unknowable real i ty  behind appearances.  Both c la ims d is tor t  the
essence of the phenomenological point of view, which begins from the experience of
th ings appear ing to the subject ,  to  consciousness.  Since a l l  showing or  mani fest ing
or evidencing is precisely of something to someone, it is fundamental to phenomen-
ology to attempt to think through the nature of the essenlial correlation between
mind and wor ld,  rather  than beginning wi th one or  other  as g iven,  as t radi t ional
idealisms and realisms have done. Phenomenology begins with the essential correl-
ation between objectivity and subjectivity, between the thing that appears and the
conscious subject  to  which i t  appears,  what  Husser l  ca l ls  in  /deas l the noet lc-
noematic correlation uncovered bv reflection on the nature of intentional acts and
their objects.
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The phenomena, then, are the things thernse/ves, as they show themselves
to be, in other words, what is self-given, and not something that is a representation
of an outer world. Thus, for example, in the phenomenology of religion, the focus
is  on the manner in  which the sacred is  exper ienced by the re l ig ious pract i t ioner  -

or indeed as denied by the atheist - rather than on the attempt to ascertain
if there really is or is not a domain of the sacred as it were 'behind' the belief.
Phenomenology seeks a direct intuit ion of the essence of the object or situa-
tion. According to the phenomenologist Max Scheler, it attempts to achieve full
self-givenness in realms currently approached only through the mediation through
symbols.  Thus Scheler  wr i tes:

Phenomenology has reached its goal when every symbol and half-symbol is
completely fulf i l led through the "self-given," including everything which func-
tions in the natural world-view and in science as a form of understanding
(everything "categorial"); when everything transcendent and only "meant"
has become immanentlo a l ived exoerience and intuit ion. lt has reached its
goal at the point where there is no longer any transcendence or symbol.
Everything which elsewhere is sti l l  formal becomes, for phenomenology, a
material for intuit ion. And the attitude phenomenological philosophy has
toward a religious object or an ethical value is exactly the same as the one it
has toward the color red.

That  which const i tu tes the uni ty  of  phenomenology is  not  a par t icu lar
region of facts, such as, for example, mental or ideal objects, nature, etc.,
but only se/f-glvenness in a// possible regions.B

Phenomenology then does not stop with the appearance but seeks the essence of
the appearance. lt aims to be a science of essences, a science that makes the
essences of  th ings that  appear v is ib le to the enquirer ,  s imi lar  to  the manner in  which
geometry,  another  e idet ic  sc ience,  s tudies the essent ia l  re lat ions that  hold in
space. The claim of phenomenology is that the facts of the matter as disclosed to
consciousness may be described in such a way that the essences of those facts and
thei r  in ter twined laws can be exhib i ted,  as wel l  as the modes of  our  access thereto.
As Husserl puts it in the 1913 Second Edition of the Logical /nvestlgations:

This phenomenology, l ike the more inclusive pure phenomenoloEiy of
experiences in general, has, as its exclusive concern, experiences intuit ively
serzable and analysable in  the pure general i ty  of  thei r  essence,  not  exper i -
ences empirically perceived and treated as real facts, as experiences of
human or  animal  exper ients in  the phenomenal  wor ld that  we posi t  as an
empir ica l  fact .  This  phenomenology must  br ing to pure expression,  must
describe in terms of their essential concepts and their governing formulae
of  essence,  the essences which d i rect ly  make themselves known in in tu-
i t ion,  and the connect ions which have thei r  roots pure ly  in  such essences.
Each such statement of essence is an a priori statement in the highest
sense of  the word.e

Phenomenology then is  to  be an a pr ior i  sc ience of  the essences of  a l l  possib le
objects and exper iences.  l t  a ims to arr ive at  a pure essent ia l  in tu i t ion of  'pure
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experiences' (reine Erlebnisse) in their essential natures as perceptions, wil l ings,
acts of imagining, and so on. Phenomenology is a kind of specialised reflection on
the nature of consciousness, not as a factually occurring set of psychical acts, but
understood in its object-constituting role, as that which makes cognition in the wid-
est sense possible at all. Thus Husserl inserts a clear definit ion of phenomenology
(echoing /deas | $ 75) in the revised Appendix to the Sixth Investigation (note the
repeated stress on the word 'pure'):

Phenomenology is accordingly the theory of experiences in general, inclu-
s iveof  a l l  mat ters,whetherreal  ( reel len)  or in tent ional ,g iveninexper iences,
and evidently discoverable in them. Pure phenomenology is accordingly the
theory of the essences of 'pure phenomena', the phenomena of 'pure

consciousness' or of a 'pure ego': it does not build on the ground, given
by transcendent apperception, of physical and animal, and so of psycho-
physical nature, it makes no empirical assertions, it propounds no judge-
ments which relate to objects transcending consciousness: it establishes
no truths concerning natural realit ies, whether physical or psychic - no psy-
chological truths, therefore, in the historical sense - and borrows no such
truths as assumed premises. lt rather takes all apperceptions and judge-
mental assertions which point beyond what is given in adequate, purely
immanent  in tu i t ion,  which point  beyond the pure st ream of  consciousness,
and treats them purely as the experiences they are in themselves: it sub-
jects them to a purely immanent, purely descriptive examination into
essence.

(Ll Vl Appendix, l l , p. 343; Hua XIX/2 765)

Phenomenology must study and bring to clarif ication the nature of the essence of
subjective acts of cognition in their most general, ideal sense, Erkenntnis }berhaupt.
This is to be an investigation of the pure possibil i ty of cognition in its non-natural
essence, disregarding all empirical instantiation in humans, animals, angels or
extraterrestrial beings.

Intuit ion and givenness

The chief  character is t ic  of  Husser l ian and indeed a l l  phenomenology,  then,  is  that  i t
is orlented entirely towards what is given immediately in intuit ion (Anschauung). lnlu-
i t ion,  immediacy,  g ivenness,  are Husser l 's  key in ter l inked terms;  or ,  as Heidegger
put it in one of his lecture courses, 'givenness' (Ge{ebenheit) is the 'magic word'
(Zauberwort) of phenomenologists and a stumbling-block to others. Givenness and
intuit ion are correlative terms; the character of the intuit ing corresponds to the
character of the givenness or manifestation. Givenness is to provide the measure of
a l l  comprehension.  Phenomenology does not  speculate about  essences or  make
inferences, it is supposed to grasp them directly in immediate ' intuit ion'. As Husserl
wrote in 1930 in his Author's Preface to the English Edition of ldeas l:

But in the transcendental sphere we have an infinitude of knowledge previ-
ous to all deduction, knowledge whose mediated connexions (those of
intentional implication) have nothingto do with deduction, and being entirely
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intuitive prove refractory to every methodically devised scheme of construct-
ive symbol ism. lo

Intu i t ion has p layed a major  ro le in  phi losophy f rom Plato onwards,  but  especia l ly  in
modern philosophy, for example, in both Descartes and Kant. For Descartes, deduc-
tions must be grounded in intuit ions that are immediately and self-evidently given.

For Kant, intuit ion (Anschauung) is one of the two key components of knowledge -

the other being the concept (Begrin. Kant distinguished sharply between two separ-
ate faculties - the faculty of intuit ion or sensibi/ lty (Sinnlichkeit) and the faculty of
concepts or rules, understanding (Verstand).11 These two faculties provide two dis-
tinct'sources of knowledge' (Erkenntnisquellen), as he says in the Crit ique of Pure
Reason (A260/P376). Kant, however, understood intuit ion rather narrowly as the
purely passive, sensuous material for knowledge, whereas Husserl wanted to attend
to the k ind of  se l f -ev idence mani fest  in  var ious k inds of  in tu i t ion and thus requi red a
much broader notion of intuit ion. In the Logical lnvestigations Husserl presents his
own phenomenological breakthrough in terms of a clarif ication of the precise ways
that intuit ion and perception - understood in a broadened sense - could play a role
in philosophy. In the Sixth Logical Investigation he broadened his key concepts of
intuit ion (Anschauung) and perception (Wahrnehmun{), beyond the purely sensuous,
so that  one can speak of  in tu i t ing a conf l ic t  or  a synthesis  (L l  V l  S37,  l l  p .262;

Hua XIX/2 649).
Husser l 's  phenomenological  descr ipt ions began wi th acts of  s imple sensuous

percept ion and he used the k ind of  fu l f i lment  achieved in these acts as h is  exemplar
of  acts of  meaning fu l f i lment  in  general .  But  he d id not  want  to g ive the impression
that all our intuit ive knowledge consisted of such sensuous acts. In the Sixth Logical
Investigation he introduced a new notion of categorial intuit ion to rectify what he
thought of as a falsif ication of the experience of consciousness being purveyed by
empir ic ism, posi t iv ism and indeed neo-Kant ianism. Husser l  mainta ins that  we must
be allowed to speak of the possibil i ty of intuit ion of complex situations or states of
affairs such as the intuit ion of unity, or of synthesis, or the intuit ion of other categor-
ia l  s i tuat ions.  These were a genuine and non-sensuous form of  in tu i t ing,  h i ther to
neglected by the empir ic is t  t radi t ion.

Emphasis ing h is  commitment  to a phi losophy which based i tse l f  so le ly  on what  is
validly given in intuit ion, Husserl - in his next major work after the /nvestlgations -

/deas |  (1913),924, lays down his  fundamental  pr inc ip le,  which he cal ls  h is  pr inc ip le

of all principles (das Prinzip aller Prinzipien\'.

that every originary presentive intuit ion is a legitimizing source (Rechts-
quelle) of cognition, that everything originarily (so to speak in its "personal"

actuality) offered to us in "intuit ion" is to be accepted simply as what it is
presented as being,  but  a lso only wi th ln the l imi ts  in  which i t  is  presented
there.

(ldeas l, 924, p. 44: Hua ll l / 1' 44\

Every act of knowledge is to be legitimised by 'originary presentive intuit ion' (originer
gebende Anschauungj). This conception of originary presentive intuit ion is at the core
of  a l l  Husser l 's  phi losophy.  Indeed,  he cr i t ic ises t radi t ional  empir ic ism for  nalvely
dic tat ing that  a l l  judgements be legi t imised by exper ience,  instead of  real is ing that
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many different forms of intuit ion underlie our judgements and our reasoning
processes ( /deas I ,  S19,  p.  36;  Hua l l l l l  36) .

Intuit ions, for Husserl, or what the American phenomenologist Robert Sokolowski
calls 'registerings' or 'registrations',12 occur in all experiences of understanding; but
in cases of genuine certain knowledge, we have intuit ion with the highest form of
fulf i lment (Erfi.t l lung) or evidence (Evidenz), or'self-evidence'. When lsee with ins,ght
that 2 + 2 = 4 in the sense of grasping the state of affairs itself rather than simply
manipulatingthe symbols, I have as clear an intuit ion as I can have. Husserl believed
that similar intuit ive fulf i lments occurred in many types of experience, and were not
just restricted to the truths of mathematics. When I see a blackbird in the tree
outside my window, I also have an intuit ion fulf i l led with all the certainty of the sen-
suously given 'bodily presence' (Leibhafti{keit) of the blackbird presenting itself to
me. Husserl distinguished between these kinds of experience and other experiences
where the object is not immediately present, for instance, in acts of memory or
expectation. In general Husserl was fascinated by the contrast between intuit ive self-
givenness and various forms of symbolic representation. He was led by reflection on
these kinds of experience to want to develop in the Sixth lnvestigation a classifica-
tion of all conscious experiences, with an eye to considering their essential natures
and the k inds of  in tu i t ive fu l f i lment  oroDer to them.

The origins and forerunners of phenomenology in the '

philosophical tradition

Although Martin Heidegger maintained in Being and Time (1927) that a genuinely
phenomenological approach to being and truth, untainted by the subjectivism of
modern philosophy, could be found in its most authentic form in ancient Greek phil-
osophy, in fact, as a distinctive philosophical method, phenomenology emerged
gradually only in the context of post-Cartesian modern philosophy, and specifically in
posfKantian German philosophy which focused mainly on psychological and epi-
stemological problems, often confusing these domains in a manner which inhibited
the successful progress of scientif ic knowledge. Heidegger himself, in Being and
fime, acknowledged that the term 'phenomenology' could be traced back to the late
Scholastic tradition, and specifically to the school of Wolff (SZ 5 7, 28; 51). In fact,
the first specific reference to 'phenomenology' may be traced to Johann Heinrich
Lambert (L728-!777); the fourth section of whose Novus Organon bears the tit le
'Phenomenology of transcendental Optics' (Phaenomenologia oder optica transcen'
dentalis).13 By this Lambert meant a 'science of appearance' that would proceed
from the appearances to truth in itself, just as optics studies perspective in order to
deduce true features of the object seen. lmmanuel Kant (7724-7804), who greatly
admired Lambert, employs the term 'phenomenology' in several places in his writ-
ings, ranging from his early letters to his mature treatises. Thus, in a letter to Lam-
bert of 2 September 1,77O,l<,anl states, 'metaphysics must be preceded by a quite
distinct, but merely negative science (Phaenomenologica generalls)'.14 Kant's Meta-
physical Foundations of Natural Science (Metaphysische Anfangls{rAnde der Natur'
wissenschaft, 1786) has an entire section entit led 'Phenomenology', dealing with
the area of motion or rest in relation to its apoearances to our external senses.
Phenomenology, on this account, is that branch of science which deals with things in
therr manner of appearing to us, for example, relative motion, or properties - such as
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colour  -  are dependent  on the human observer .  Indeed,  Kant 's  whole enquiry  in to
the conditions for the possibil i ty of objectivity - as seen from the subjective side -

may also be understood as phenomenology, and was so understood by Hegel and
later by Heidegger, but it is unlikely to have influenced Husserl at least in terms of his
terminological  decis ions.  I  5

Johann Gottl ieb Fichte (1762-1814) also made use of the term 'phenomenology'

in his Wissenschaftslehre lectures of l-804 to refer to the manner of deriving the
wor ld of  appearance,  which i l lusor i ly  appears to be independent  of  consciousness
from consciousness i tse l f .16 Al though Fichte was a phi losopher to whom Husser l
turned in his later Freiburg years - indeed he lectured on him in 1917 - it is unlikely
that  F ichte in f luenced Husser l 's  ear ly  choice of  the term. Simi lar ly ,  Husser l ,  a t  least
when he was formulating his conception of phenomenology, knew next to nothing
about G. W. F. Hegel's Phenomenology of Spirit ( l-807), where the term 'phenomen-

ology '  is  used in a sense c loser  to the twent ieth-century meaning,  as that  d isc ip l ine
which describes the unfolding or coming to consciousness of truth. Hegel himself
seems to have borrowed the term from Karl Reinhold who employed it in the tit le of
his E/ernenten der Phdnomenologie oder Erlduterun! des rationalen Realismus durch
seine Anwendung auf die Erscheinfungen (I8O2). Hegel envisaged phenomenology
as only a certain preparatory part of systematic philosophy, and indeed he pro-
claimed: "The Kantian philosophy may be most accurately described as having
viewed the mind as consciousness,  and as conta in ing the proposi t ions only of  a
phenomenolo{y (not of a philosophy) of mind."17

Although it has become usual to trace the origins of phenomenology back to
Hegel, in fact the Hegelian version of phenomenology only came to be recognised by
Husserl 's followers after the important lectures of Alexandre Kojdve on Hegel's Phe-
nomenology of Spirit given in Paris in the 1930s.18

After  Hegel ,  the term'phenomenology 'cont inued to have some iso lated occur-
rences dur ing the la t ter  hal f  o f  the n ineteenth century.  Si r  Wi l l iam Hami l ton ( I79t-
1856), the Scottish philosopher who influenced Brentano, refers, in his Lectures on
Metaphysics,ln to the 'Phenomenology of Mind' or 'Philosophy of Mind'. In 1894, the
physic is t  and phi losopher Ernst  Mach (1838-1916) proposed a 'general  physical
phenomenology '  descr ib ing a l l  our  exper iences of  physics as a basis  for  general
physical  theor ies.  Evident ly ,  Husser l  was fami l iar  wi th Mach's use of  the term and
acknowledged Mach as a forerunner of  phenomenology in  h is  Amsterdam lectures,
where he characterises himself as involved in "a certain radicalizing of an already
exist ing phenomenological  method". '0  But  the t rue or ig ins of  phenomenology in  the
sense it is discussed bythe authors in the Reader may be located in the descriptive
psychology practised by Franz Brentano (1838-1917), and by his students, notably
Carl Stumpf (1848-1936).

Franz Brentano attemoted to found a descriotive science of consciousness. He
was an admirer  of  the sc ient i f ic  empir ic ism of  Ar is tot le  and indeed of  David Hume, of
the exact descriptive psychological projects of George Berkeley, John Stuart Mil l and
Wi l l iam Hami l ton,  of  the posi t iv ism of  Comte and Mach,  and of  German psycholo-
g is ts  such as Fr iedr ich Lange.  He a imed to establ ish phi losophy on a st r ic t ly  sc ien-
tif ic basis, in deliberate opposition to what he regarded as the obscurantism and
myst i f icat ion of  the t radi t ions that  dominated German phi losophy at  the t ime,  namely
neo-Kant ianism and Hegel ianism.

ln PsycholoSy from an Empiricalstandpoint (L87 q,2t now recognised as one of the
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foundational texts of modern experimental psychology, Brentano proposed to spe-
cify the subject matter of the science of psychology, in the course of which he sought
the defining characteristics of the domain of mental phenomena. He proposed the
intentional relatedness of the mental act to its object as an essential positive char-
acteristic of the mental. Brentano's 1889 lectures on "Descriptive Psychology"," of
which Husserl possessed a transcript, significantly, are subtit led "Descriptive Phe-
nomenology", and here he laid down the basis for his descriptive science of the
a priori laws of consciousness. Brentano's descriptive psychology , or phenomenology,
then, is an a priori science of the acts, contents and objects of consciousness,
described in the manner in which they appear to consciousness.

ln 1900, the term 'phenomenology' featured in the tit le of Alexander Pfander's
(7870-1941) Phenomenologie des Wollens (Phenomenology of Willing. A Psycho-
lotical Analysis, 1900), his prize-winni^g Habititation thesis, written under Theodor
Lipps at Munich.23 Pfander's work related indirectly to Brentano. Pfdnder wants to
examrne the nature of wil l ing itself, exhibit ing what he calls a 'piety' (Ptet6i0 towards
the phenomena.2o The observation of conscious experiences of wil l ing must proceed
using what he calls "the subjective method" by examining retrospectively what goes
on when we orient ourselves towards something in wil l ing it. Furthermore, the
essence of wil l ing has to be cleared up before we can correlate bodily processes
with it.25 The procedure involves identifying the proper parts of a psychic act by
bringing them to intuit ion. As Pfander writes: "fo analyze a fact of consciousness
means to divide it into its parts or elements and specifically both into its separable
parts and those which are distinguishable only in abstracto. "26

The aim of this close descriotion of the facts of consciousness is to find essential
laws of consciousness, to achieve essential insights. This is indeed a good
description of phenomenological practice, but the precise moment of inauguration of
phenomenology as a distinct method, however, must be credited to Edmund
Husserl in his breakthrough work Logische Untersuchungen (Logical lnvesti{ations,
1900-1901).

Edmund Husserl, a mathematician who had studied in Berlin with world-famous
mathematicrans such as Carl Weierstrass and Leopold Kronecker, and completed a
doctorate in mathematics in Vienna with a student of Weierstrass, studied phil-
osophy in Vienna from 1884 to 1886 with Franz Brentano from whom he absorbed a
deep suspicion of what he regarded as an unscientif ic, mythical, speculative phil-
osophy (Hegelianism), and a deep appreciation for the tradition of empiricism, espe-
cially David Hume. Indeed, Hume's attempt to explain all the sciences in terms of
the 'sc ience of  man'  and,  speci f ica l ly ,  psychology,  or  the study of  human understand-
ing,  s t ruck a chord wi th both Brentano and Husser l .  Thus,  much later ,  in  h is  1930
Foreword to the first English translation of /deas I made by Boyce-Gibson, Husserl
claimed that Hume's lreatise was "the first systematic sketch of a pure, although
notyete idet ic  phenomenology" .2T Husser l  -  in  l ine wi th the analys is  of  h is  s tudent
Adolf Reinach - read Hume as a transcendental phenomenologist, since Hume real-
ised that causation is not sonrething occurring externally in the world so much as a
set of connections imposed on the world, constituted in consciousness out of our
experience of temporal relations (succession, contiguity and so on), that is, that
objectivity had a subjective genesrs.:" Hume. for Husserl, had the essentially phe-
nomenological insight that the l ife of consciousness is 'a l i fe of achievement' or
'performance' (/eistendes Leben, Crisis I 26, p. 90; Hua Vl 93), that is, the result of

l l
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an act of sense-giving constitution. As Husserl says, Hume was the first to take
Descartes seriously and focus on the inside of consciousness as a clue to the
constitution of the outside world. Similarly, much earlier in his LoSical /nvest/€iations
Husserl explicit ly praises Berkeley for carrying out a 'phenomenology of inner
exper ience'  (L l  l l l  g  2,  l l ,  p .5;  Hua XIX/ I  232) .  In  other  words,  the empir ic is t
tradition was in effect a proto-phenomenology.

fhe Logical /nvestr'gations focused specifically on the clarif ication of logical and
formal knowledge and the rejection of psychologism; nevertheless, the work sug-
gested promising ways of investigating consciousness in all i ts forms. Here Husserl
announced his plan for a phenomenology of the acts of logical cognition, acts of
th ink ing and knowing general ly .  In  the Int roduct ion to Volume l l  o f  that  work,  in  d is-
cussing the need for a wide-ranging theory of knowledge, Husserl speaks of "the
phenomenology of  the exper iences of  th ink ing and knowing" (L l ,  tn t ro.  $ 1,  I ,  p .  166;
Hua XIX/1 6) .  Brentano's  d iscussion of  in tent ional i ty  inspi red Husser l ,  who saw in i t
the possibil i ty of a science of pure consclousness, removed from naturalistic and
causal  misconstruals .  Husser l  in i t ia l ly  character ised phenomenology as a method
for  approaching epistemological  problems,  anci l lary to psychology,  but  he soon
came to bel ieve that  phenomenology provided a unique approach to meaning,  and
hence could provide both the foundation for philosophy itself and also for the other
sc iences.  Phenomenology could be an overal l  'sc ience of  sc ience' .  Speci f ica l ly ,  as
Husser l  would la ter  put  i t ,  i t  could d iscover  " the ABC of  consciousness" . 'o

The Logiical lnvestigations was quickly adopted as the foundational text for the
phenomenological movement as it developed in Germany. Gradually, however, espe-
c ia l ly  in  h is  lectures at  Got t ingen,  Husser l  h imsel f  extended the reach of  phenomen-
ology unti l i t took on for him the role of f irst philosophy, borrowing from Aristotle's
conception of prote philosophia. He came to conceive of phenomenology as co-
extensive with philosophy itself, and with the specifically philosophical attitude (a
point on which Scheler too would insist). After 1905, he began to conceive of phe-
nomenology as a kind of transcendental idealism, a radicalisation of Kant's project,
which recognised that all meaning had its source in the transcendental ego. In later
years, he also began to recognise two aspects to transcendental phenomenology - a
static and a genetic side. Husserl 's own radical reflections and corrections of his
ear l ier  work,  h is  changes of  d i rect ion and intensi f icat ion of  ef for ts  in  par t icu lar  prob-
lemat ic ,  set  the pace for  the evolut ion of  phenomenology,  as Husser l  gradual ly  d is-
tanced himself from the form descriptive phenomenology had taken among the first
set of admirers of the Logical /nvestr'gatlons. But let us first look more closely at the
emergence and development  of  the concept ion of  phenomenology in  Husser l 's  own
work.

Husserl's Logical Investigations as a breakthrough work

Husserl 's Logiical /nvestr'gations does not purport to offer a 'systematic presentation'
(elne systematische Darstellung) of formal logic, but rather an 'epistemological clari-
f ication' (eine erkenntniskrit ische Kldrung!, Ll l l l ,  l l , p. 3; Hua XIX/1,228) of Ihe
fundamental concepts required in the elucidation of the nature of thought and know-
ledge. Husserl was actually trying to address the foundational problems affecting
formal  mathemat ics,  log ic  and the formal  sc iences,  leading h im to ra ise "quest ions
of the essence of the form of knowledge itself " (Ll, Foreword to First Edition, I, p. 2;
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E D I T O R ' S  I N T R O D  L J C T I O N

Hua XVl l l  6) ,  and speci f ica l ly  to  seek to c lar i fy  the key concepts such as conscious-
ness,  menta l  act ,  content ,  meaning in tent ion,  meaning fu l f i lment ,  judgement and so
on .

This conception of phenomenology, as a way of approaching and clarifying con-
cepts, emerges only tentatively in the course of the Investif,ations themselves,
especia l ly  in  the Fi rs t ,  F i f th  and Sixth,  though i t  is  c lear  Husser l  was formulat ing h is
approach gradually through the 1890s especially in his crit ical studies of the exist-
ing logical l i terature. The Fifth Investigation focuses specifically on the elucidation of
the intentional structure of consciousness, in order to give a deeper characterisation
of the different features involved in any expressive act of meaning. The Sixth Investi-
gation looked at the manner in which acts of meaning intention are correlated to acts
of  fu l f i lment ,  leading to a d iscussion of  the exper ience of  t ruth in  judgement.

ln his lntroduction to the First Edition of the LoSical lnvestiElations, phenomenology
was presented as essentially descriptive psychology of the Brentanian kind: "Phe-
nomenology is descriptive psychology. Epistemological crit icism is therefore in
essence psychology, or at least capable of being built on a psychological founda-
tion" (Ll, lntroduction, I, p. 176; Hua XIX/ 7 24).

While phenomenology was to support psychology, it was opposed to psycholo-
gism. In the First Edition, he does not clearly differentiate phenomenology from what
he himself refers to as Erkenntnistheorie,'epistemology' or 'theory of knowledge'
(L l ,  ln t roduct ion,  l ,  p .  166;  Hua XIX/ ] -7\ ,  understood in the neo-Kant ian manner as
the invest igat ion of  the condi t ions,  especia l ly  the concepts and laws,  which make
objective knowledge possible, rather than as an attempt to refute scepticism
concerning the possib i l i ty  of  genuine knowledge.

Husser l  a lso in i t ia l ly  character ised phenomenology as a k ind of  radical  'con-

ceptual analysis' (Begiriffsanalyse), offering a clarif ication of concepts. The Introduc-
t ion even speaks of  'analyt ica l  phenomenology '  (L l ,  In t roduct ion,  5 4,  I ,  p .  172;  Hua
XIX/ I  17) .  Husser l  speaks of  ' f ix ing ' -  he uses the term ' f ix ieren ' -  concepts by
def in ing thei r  boundar ies and stabi l is ing thei r  sh i f t ing senses by d i f ferent ia t ing and
disambiguat ing them into thei r  speci f ic  essent ia l  meanings.  Husser l ,  in  th is  sense,
proceeds in the manner of Aristotle, defining terms, then noting new uses and
analogous expressions and so on. In the lnvest,gations, however, Husserl does not
offer an explicit theoretical characterisation of the nature of this clarif ication; instead
he exhibits it in practice in the actual analyses he carried out there. However, in a
draft of a later work known as /deas l l l , he understands it in terms of connecting
concepts back to the in tu i t ions that  found them and a lso to the running through in
intuit ion of the various stages or layers of the concept itself.r0

In the Second Logical  lnvest igat ion Husser l  a lso speaks of  'meaning analys is '
(Bedeutungsanalyse,  L l  l l ,  S 31,  1,p.287;HuaXlX/7115),  but  he d id not  mean to
focus exclus ively  on l inguist ic  analys is  in  the manner of  h is  contemporar ies G.  E.
Moore and Bertrand Russell. Thus, in his 1913 draft Preface to the Second Edition
of the /nvestrgatlons, Husserl explicit ly repudiated the interpretation of phenomen-
ology as a k ind of  'meaning analys is '  or 'semant ic  analys is '  (Bedeutun{sanalyse) ,
which relied exclusively on the interpretation of language.3l For Husserl, phenomen-
ology was not simply the clarif ication of our l inguistic expressions, but a more deep-
seated attempt to analyse the very senses or meanings which we constitute through
our acts and which receive expression in  language.  He was suspic ious of  the
stranglehold of grammar on our thinking (a suspicion he passed on to the young
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Heidegger), but equally suspicious of purely grammatical analyses that did not focus
on the essential acts involved. As Husserl says in the Sixth Investigation (Ll Vl g 40),
grammatical distinctions offer a clue to meaning distinctions, but they are not the
whole of  the meaning d is t inct ion and do not  s imply mir ror  i t .  For  Husser l ,  meanings
are clarif ied through phenomenological reflection secured in intuit ion.

Husserl 's development of transcendental phenomenology

Gradual ly ,  Husser l  real ised that  the t rue import  of  phenomenology could not  be
accommodated within psychology or even epistemology. The focus on the essential
structures of acts and objects of consciousness needed to be articulated in a man-
ner that removed all assumptions driven by scientif ic or indeed everyday naturalism.
After his discovery of the reduction in 1905, he gradually distanced himself from his
init ial characterisation of phenomenology as a direct eidetic seeing driven by realist
sympathies. He came to see the phenomenological reduction as the very essence of
phenomenology, involving a l iberation of the essence of thought acts and contents
from their psychological consideration as facts of nature, and the similar exclusion
of the ordinary psychological ego as the locus of these acts (see Husserl 's Foreword
to the Second Edition). Husserl referred to this orientation towards the eidetic in
terms of a breakthrough to 'pure' consciousness understood in terms of transcen-
dental subjectivity. Thus, in the Foreword to Second Edition of the Logicallnvesti{a-
tions, he speaks of his book as a 'breakthrough work' (ein Werk des Durchbruchs, Ll
l ,  p .  3;  Hua XVl l l  8 ; ,32 that  is ,  h is  breakthrough into phenomenology as an e idet ic
scrence.

Husser l  h imsel f  por t rays phenomenology as s lowly dawning on h im between the
Logical /nvestr'gations and /deas | (1913) and tended to emphasise the importance of
carrying out systematic removal of the natural attitude in order to gain a new orienta-
t ion on the phenomena of  consciousness,  thought  not  as b i ts  of  the wor ld,  psychic
occurrences, but as essential structures which have meanings entirely independent
of the world. Phenomenology is now portrayed as a parallel science to psychology,
and not  necessar i ly  exc lus ively  as a c lar i f icat ion of  log ical  terms and concepts.  The
phenomenological  domain comes into v iew as that  set  of  a pr ior i  condi t ions (not  just
formal  condi t ions but  mater ia l  condi t ions,  condi t ions which belong to the essence of
consciousness itself) which determine the relation between what occurs as natural
psychical  acts in  the wor ld,  and the purely  ideal  senses or  thoughts which these
psychical acts grasp and instantiate.

The exclusion of the natural attitude and the reduction

Husser l  came to see phenomenology as fac ing down mis leading concept ions of
science, specifically the distortions latent in naturalism and psychologism, at least in
the guise that these tendencies presented themselves at the end of the nineteenth
century,  and especia l ly  to  oppose ' the natura l isat ion of  consciousness '  (d ie Natura l -
isierung des Bewusstseins - a phrase Husserl himself employs in his 1910-1911
essay,  "Phi losophie a ls  Strenge Wissenschaf t "  ( "Phi losophy as a r ig iorous sc i -
ence")) being carried out by various versions of psychology and positivism.tt As late
as h is  Amsterdam lectures ot  1929,  Husser l  was opposing th is  'prevai l ing natura l -
izat ion of  the mental '  as an endur ing pre judice,  or ig inat ing in  Descartes,  Hobbes and
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Locke, and which continued to haunt even Brentano's attempts at descriptive
psychology.3a Husserl saw phenomenology as a corrective to naturalism and con-
tinued to uphold the aim of scientif ic philosophy, which he acknowledged was pres-
ent  in  d is tor ted fashion in  posi t iv ism.

Husser l  announced h is  change of  d i rect ion in  ldeas l ,  publ ished in h is  newly
founded Jahrbuch in 1913.  He now mainta ined that  phenomenology excludes a l l
psychical acts understood as natural performances in a natural world (i.e. as events
in time captured within the nomological net of the natural world), and must be the
science of pure or even abso/ute consciousness. At the basis of all acts of meaning
lay the domain of transcendental subjectivity, which could not be accessed in normal
reflection because all consciousness has an inbuilt world-affirming, 'positing' or
'thetic' character. This'position taking' (Stellungnahme) is so deep-rooted that it
distorts any attempt to study the structures which might be involved in the constitu-
tion of the world itself. Therefore Husserl proposed a kind of detour, or reduction, a
series of methodological attempts to neutralise or suspend or put out of court the
thetic character of our intentional acts to focus attention on the modes of con-
sciousness in which objects appear. Since they cannot actually or l i terally be
'unplugfed ' ,  they can be neutra l ised only by a k ind of  'bracket ing '  or  'suspension '  of
the thesis of the natural attitude. This stepping back is different from the normal
crit ical or reflective standpoint, which belongs to the natural attitude and is coloured
with its prejudices, and remains, as Husserl says, within lhe horizon of the world
(Cdsls $ 40). The proposed reduction is to uncover the structures involved in the
or ig inal  const i tu t ion.

/deas I offered Husserl 's f irst published account of one of his greatest achieve-
ments, namely his identif ication of the natural attitude (die nat}rl iche Elnste//ung) in
which we l ive f i rs t  o f  a l l  and most  of  the t ime:  in  a wor ld spread out  in  space and
located at a moment in the flow of t ime which also spreads out before us, sur-
rounded by objects,  both natura l  and cul tura l ,  and by other  l iv ing organisms,  p lants,
animals and people.  Al l  o ther  at t i tudes,  inc luding the sc ient i f ic  at t i tude,  take thei r
origin from the natural attitude and usually refer back to it. The natural attitude is
actual ly  a complex conste l la t ion of  at t i tudes,  at t i tudes which under l ie  our  sense of  a
world itself with its aspects of familiarity and strangeness. Thus the notion of the
natural attitude has as its correlative the notion of world, 'surrounding world' or
'environment' (Umwelt\. In fact, it was Husserl who first developed the concept of
world that became so central to Heidegger's analysis of Dasein in Being and Time.
Our sense of the world is actually conveyed through a certain orientation or mood;
traditional ontology, as Heidegger declares, was done in the mood of everydayness.

In order to gain access to the constituting nature of consciousness, Husserl pro-
poses a radical  d isrupt ion or  suspension of  the natura l  at t i tude,  a t ranscendenta l
turn, according to which the whole of nature is to be treated as nothing but a correl-
ate of  consciousness,  a point  missed by natura l ism. The essence of  the corre lat ion
between consciousness and its object is masked and systematically distorted
unless we make et for ts  to separate out  the normal ,  wor ld-posi t ing or ' thet ic 'char-
acter of the acts. The phenomenologist must operate the bracketing and reduction
in order to focus only on the meaning-constituting character of the act, its act char-
acter, its nature as a noetic act embedded in a network of such acts which have
essential interconnections with each other. Intrinsically correlated to the noetic act
is the noema or the 'meant' now taken not as an ideal entitv free of the world nor as
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a piece of  the wor ld but  as pure condi t ion for  meaning,  that  which makes meaning
possible. The same perceptual noema can 'found' or 'motivate' different judge-
ments. Husserl 's account of the noema has been compared favourably with Frege's
notion of Sinn, however, the noema is the correlate of an act and hence is the act
p lus the manner in  which the act  object ivates i ts  content .  The' logical  sense' ,  as
Husserl calls it, is only one abstracted part of the more complex noema. We cannot
discuss this complex issue further here, but we have included a reading from /deas I
which d iscusses the noema in some deta i l .

Husser l 's  la te work a l l  takes p lace wi th in the reduct ion,  a l though the reduct ion is
construed in different ways beginning with Cartesian scepticism or with a consider-
ation of the l ife-world. In whatever form, the reduction is essentially a transcendental
reflection on the manner in which objectivity is constituted. Increasingly in his late
writ ings Husserl paid more attention to the role of t ime in this transcendental gen-
esis, and his work develops both static and genetic approaches. On the 'genetic'

side, Husserl 's late work shows a marked affinity with that of Hegel. In the Crisis, for
example, Husserl engages in an intellectual reconstruction of some of the moments
of primary founding (Urstiftung) in Western culture, for example, the discovery of the
Pythagorean theorem, which, once discovered, becomes an enduring possession of
humank ind .

Phenomenology after Husserl

Husserl 's Logical lnvestigations was first given serious notice by philosophers and
psychologists gathered around Theodor Lipps at the University of Munich. This so-
called 'old phenomenology' (Alphanomenologie) of the Munich School, which
included Johannes Daubert, Alexander Pfander, Moritz Geiger, Hedwig Conrad-
Martius, Adolf Reinach and Max Scheler, understood phenomenology as eidetic
description, the attempt to accurately distinguish the essential natures of the acts of
consciousness and so on. Johannes Daubert is credited with being the first of the
Munich students to travel to Gottingen to study with Husserl, and returned to set up
a circle for the study of Husserl 's philosophy. Soon afterwards, Adolf Reinach, a
trained lawyer, became Husserl 's assistant and was considered the great hope for
the future of phenomenology unti l he was kil led in action in the First World War in
1977. Max Scheler (7874-1928) was an inspirational philosopher who had an
extraordinary influence in Germany during the second decade of the twentieth cen-
tury. He taught in Munich with Lipps, and was deeply impressed by the Logical
lnvestigations and especially its account of categorial intuit ion in the Sixth Investiga-
t ion,  but  he was not  drawn to Husser l 's  complex theor is ing about  the nature of  the
phenomenological method. Scheler drew on the strong tradition of German socio-
logical  th ink ing (Max Weber)  as wel l  as on the phi losophy of  l i fe  of  Eucken,  Simmel
and others, to develop a realistic philosophy of the experience of embodied emo-
tions in Munich, Gottingen and later in Berlin. He was enthusiastic in his defence of
the necessity of essential viewing, and was particularly drawn to the phenomenology
of value and of the emotions. Scheler also argued for the experience of being as
central to all experience, and on this issue, HeideE€ler was a huge admirer of
Scheler .  Scheler  was especia l ly  cr i t ica l  of  Kant 's  account  of  eth ica l  va lue.  His Der
Formalismus in der Ethik und die materiale Werkethik (1913-1916) opposed Kantian
eth ical  formal ism on the basis  of  h is  phenomenology of  the exper ience of  va lue.
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Edith Stein (1897-L942) and Roman Ingarden (1893-1970), who joined Husserl
in Gottingen, developed Husserl 's realist phenomenology in exciting and original dir-
ections. Stein in particular was assigned the task of putting shape and order on
Husserl 's extensive and disconnected research manuscriots. and she worked in par-

ticular on his draft of ldeas l l, his attempted revision of the Sixth Logical Investigation,
and his Lectures on the lnternal Consclousness of l ime, the published versions of
which show evidence of Stein's extensive editorial intervention. Stein followed Hus-
serl to Freiburg where she continued to assist Husserl, but her own work developed in
the directions she herself was interested in - for example, the experience of empathy
and the nature of emb odiment - before her conversion to Catholicism in L922led her
in quite another direction. After her conversion she tried to graft Thomism on to
phenomenology in a metaphysical way, somewhat at odds with her mentor's
approach, although she and Husserl remained firm friends. Born a Jew, she became
a Carmelite nun and died in a Nazi concentration camp in 7942.lngarden was active
in developing phenomenological analyses of the l iterary object and of the work of art,
and played a role in the development of phenomenology in Poland.

Although Husserl had already been attracting international students in small
numbers at Gottingen, it was only after he moved to Freiburg in 1916, and especially
during the 1920s, that he became the leading figure in German philosophy. He also
developed a considerable international reputation, as is evidenced by his invitations
t0 lecture in London (in 1-922), Paris (in 1929) and Amsterdam (in 1929). But
Husserl was soon overshadowed by the publication of Heidegger's Seln und Zeit
int927, which continued to invoke phenomenology but now linked to the project of
hermeneutics and fundamental ontology. Heidegger had been developing his own
conception of phenomenology in his lectures at Freiburg (7979-1923) and Marburg
(7923-1928). Whereas Husserl emphasised the centrality of consciousness
approached in terms of the intentional correlation between subject and object, and
sought to peel back the distorting layers ofthe natural attitude to grasp the nature of
transcendental constituting consciousness, Heidegger in Being and Time offered
what at f irst sight appeared to be a new, non-Husserlian vision of phenomenology
which dropped reference to both consciousness and intentionality and introduced a
new way of approaching human 'being-in-the-world' through its special inquiry into
the nature of human existence (Dasein\.

Being and lirne claimed to be an exercise in fundamental ontology, seeking an
understanding of the meaning of the age-old 'question of Being' (die Seinsfrage).
Although ostensibly a treatise in phenomenology, it contained few references to
Husserl and moved phenomenology away from description into hermeneutics, and
away from the science of consciousness towards the study of existence and ontol-
ogy. In his etymological analysis of the term 'phenomenology' into its component
parts phainomenon and /ogos, Heidegger even claimed that phenomenology had
been understood more originally by the ancient Greeks, although at the same time
he acknowledged (SZ 5 7, 38; 62) that this book could not have been written had
not Husserl made the 'breakthrough' to phenomenology in his Logical lnvestigations.

ln Bein{ and Time Heidegger specifically l inked phenomenology with the hermen-
eutical tradition stemming from Schleiermacher and Dilthey, to the point of claiming
that phenomenology must be understood as hermeneutical:

Our investigation itself wil l show that the meaning of phenomenological
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description as a method lies in interpretation (Auslegung). The lof,os of the
phenomenology of Dasein has the character of a hermeneuein, through
which the authentic meaning of Being, and also those basic structures of
Being which Dasein possesses,  are made known to Dasein 's  understanding
of Being. The phenomenology of Dasein is a hermeneutlc in the primordial
signification of that word, where it designates this business of interpreting.
(SZ S 7,37;67-62) .

Heidegger is emphasising the importance of tradition (also taken up by Gadamer)
and the manner in which all thought has to be approached in terms of presupposi-
tions. Contrary to Husserl, there cannot be presuppositionless philosophising; rather,
Heidegger endorses the view that understanding develops through a circling back
and forth between presumption and surprise, the so-called 'hermeneutic circle'.
Bein{ and llrne also downplayed the analysis of human beings in terms of con-
sciousness and intellectual cognition and gave more attention to human 'being-in-

the-world' (ln-der-Welt-sein), and the importance of linguisticality (Sprachlichkeit\ in
any attempt to understand meaning. Most of all, Heidegger's leading concern was to
use phenomenology to revitalise the age-old metaphysical question concerning the
meaning of Bein{ (die Seinsfrage), a question which had been forgotten in modern
philosophy. Thus Heidegger wanted to put phenomenology in the service of
fundamental ontology.

Relations between Husserl and Heidegger became strained after Husserl read
Being; and Time and realised how much Heidegger had departed from his vision of
transcendental phenomenology. Husserl immediately embarked on a series of lec-
tures and publications meant as a corrective to Heidegger's distorted version of
phenomenolo€,y. For Husserl, Heidegger's Being and firne was a kind of anthropol-
ogy undertaken in the natural attitude that failed to understand the true meaning of
the transcendental reduction. Furthermore, much to the horror of the elderly Hus-
serl, in the early 1930s Heidegger became an enthusiastic advocate of National
Socialism, and in 1933 was elected Rector of Freiburg University, where his inaug-
ural address pledged the university to the service of Hitler. During the 1930s, also,
inspired by his reading of Nietzsche and of German poets such as Holderlin,
Heidegger's thought underwent a turning away from transcendental philosophy and
towards a kind of poetic, meditative thinking, directed against what he characterised
as the technological framing of the age, a framing which had been enabled by but
had deformed the ancient Greek approach to the 'event' or 'happening' (EreiSnis) of
being.

Even dur ing h is  so-cal led 'phenomenological  decade'  (1919-1929),  Heidegger
was never a slavish follower of Husserl. Indeed, he rejected and even ridiculed Hus-
serl 's conception of the transcendental ego and other central aspects of Husserl 's
thought right from the beginning of his lecturing career (after 1919), and intended
Being and Iime to kil l  off the 'old man'. As he caustically remarks in a letter: "Foun-

der of Phenomenology - no one knows what that means anymore."3u For example, in
his lecture course for the Summer Sernester 1923, Heidegger asserts that:

Phenomenology can only be appropr iated phenomenological ly ,  i .e . ,  only
through demonstration and not in such a way that one repeats propositions,
takes over  fundamental  pr inc ip les,  or  subscr ibes to academic dogmas.  A
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large measure of crit ique is init ially required for this, and nothing is more
dangerous than the naive trust in evidence exhibited by followers and fellow
travellers. lf i t is the case that our relation to the things themselves in
seeing is the decisive factor, it is equally the case that we are frequently
deceived about them and that the possibil i ty of such deception stubbornly
persists. Perhaps called once to be the conscience of philosophy, it has
wound up as a pimp for public whoring of the mind, fornicatio spiritus
(Luther).36

With Heidegger's personal fall ing out with Husserl, it was left to Husserl 's later
assistants, Eugen Fink, Ludwig Landgrebe and Stephan Strasser, to carry on the
legacy of Husserlian philosophy. Indeed, it was due to the efforts of a hitherto
unknown graduate from Louvain, Fr. Herman Van Breda, who had never met
Husserl, that Husserl 's papers and manuscripts were rescued from the Nazis
and brought to safety in the Husserl Archive of the Catholic University of Louvain
in Belgium.

Heidegger's anti-subjectivist characterisation of human being-in-the-world and his
emphasis on the ' l inguisticality' of human experience were taken up by Hans-Georg
Gadamer (b. 1900). Gadamer, who trained as a classicist with Paul Natorp and later
Heidegger, accepted Heidegger's claim that phenomenology must proceed in her-
meneutic fashion, sensitive to the manner in which tradition shapes and constrains
the meanings we encounter in the world. Init ially, he developed his hermeneutics
through the interpretation of Plato in particular, but he was also interested in the
nature of the work of art and attended Heidegger's 1935 lectures on "The Origin of
the Work of Art". However, his real impact came with the publication of Wahrheit und
Methode (Truth and Method,1960).37 In this work, Gadamer argues that humans are
essentially involved in the historically situated and finite task of understanding the
world, a world encountered and inhabited in and through language. As Gadamer
puts it, ' language is the medium of the hermeneutic experience' (TM 384; 361); that
is, language is the medium in which understanding is realised. Furthermore, for

Gadamer, language has its true being in 'speech' (Sprache), the kind of speech
which occurs in the context of a 'conversation' (ein Gesprdch, TM 446; 422). Philo'
sophy, then, is a conversation leading towards mutual understanding, towards the
overlapping of horizons which Gadamer calls 'fusion of horizons' (Horizontsver'

schmelzung, TM 306; 290). Furthermore, against the Enlightenment aim of eliminat-
ing prejudice, Gadamer paradoxically wants to rehabil itate prejudice, in the sense of
recognising the presuppositions we bring to any situation or encounter with others.

Hannah Arendt (1906-1975) first encountered Heidegger when she became a
student at Marburg, and was particularly impressed by his lectures on Aristotle's
Nlcomachean Ethics and on Plato'S Sophist. Forced to leave Germany because of the
Nazis, Arendt emigrated to the USA where she developed her own independent way
of analysin( human life or dwell ing ' in the midst of the world', but drew deeply on her
contact with Heidegger, including his interpretations of Plato and Aristotle. Arendt's
own phenomenological account of human freedom and sociality and the conditions
which make polit ical action possible are set out in fhe Human Condition (1958).

Arendt was never a subscriber to a particular practice of the phenomenological

method but her approach may be understood as phenomenological in broader
terms.
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PhenomenoloSy outside Germany

Husserl 's Log;ical /nvestr'gations had an early and considerable influence on phil-
osophy elsewhere in Europe, with followers in Russia (Gustav Shpet and later Roman
Jakobson) and in Poland, due to the efforts of Husserl 's student, Roman Ingarden,
who returned there. Husserl was well received in Czechoslovakia, due to his old
friend Thomas Masaryk and Jan Patodka (I9O7-7977 ), and, most notably, in France,
originally through Jean H6ring (1890-1966), but principally due to Emmanuel Lev-
inas (1906-1995), who had studied with both Husserl and Heidegger in Freiburg in
1928, and had translated Husserl 's Paris lectures of 1929 into French. Levinas
introduced phenomenology to French readers through his pioneering study, Iheory of
lntuit ion in Husserl 's PhenomenoloEly (1930),38 which explicit ly compared Husserl
with Henri Bergson, the most prominent French philosopher of the time. Although
Levinas published many articles on Husserl and Heidegger, he did not really achieve
recognition for his own ethical approach unti l the publication of Totalite et infini (Total-
ity and lnfinity\ in 1961.3e

Phenomenology went on to have a considerable following in France through the
writings of Jean-Paul Sartre, Maurice Merleau-Ponty, Mikel Dufrenne and Gilles
Deleuze, although it also gradually metamorphosed into structuralism (Michel
Foucaul t )  and subsequent ly  in to deconstruct ion (Jacques Derr ida) .  Husser l  even had
some influence on French anthropology through Lucien L6vy-Bruhl (1857-1939),
who had been present at Husserl 's Paris lectures in 1929 and enf,,aged in cor-
respondence with him. In France, phenomenology was given a radical existential
interpretation, especially in the writ ings of Sartre, Merleau-Ponty and Simone de
Beauvoir.

Jean-Paul Sartre (1905-1980) was a bri l l ianl l i tterateur, an accomplished novelist
and playwright, as well as a bohemian intellectual and left-wing polit ical activist who
popularised existentialism in post-war Europe. His first published work, Iranscend-
ence of the Ego,a0 sought to repudiate the traditional view that the ego is an inhabitant
of  consciousness,  whether  as an e lement  to be found 'mater ia l ly '  in  consciousness
(as some psychologists maintain), or, as in the Kantian account, as a formal organisa-
tional aspect of consciousness. Rather, for Sartre, the ego is outside consciousness
altogether, "a being of the world, l ike the ego of the other" (un 6tre du monde,
comme I'ego d'autrui, TE 31). Sartre argues that if consciousness were not
sel f -consciousness i t  would not  be consciousness at  a l l :  " lndeed the ex is tence of
consciousness is an absolute because consciousness is consciousness of self" (TE
40). Consciousness is aware of itself because it is aware of objects.

Sartre followed up his essay on Husserl with two books devoted to a psychological
and phenomenological study of imagination. The earlier 1936 study, L'imaflination,
conta ined more of  Sar t re 's  cr i t ic isms of  prev ious theor ies,  inc luding those of
Berkeley, Hume and Bergson, as well as the psychologists Buhler, Titchener, Kohler,
Wertheimer, Koffka and others. His next study, L'lmaginaire,in 1940, offered his own
positive, descriptive phenomenological study of the nature and role of imaginative
consciousness. Sartre is best known for his massive study L'Etre et te neant (BeinE
and Nothingness, 1943),41 subtit led "Essay on Phenomenological Ontology", which
suggests the influence of Heidegger's Beingand Time, and which Sartre had begun
studying in the early 1940s. Beinf and Nothlngness contrasts objects and con-
sciousness in terms of the distinction between 'being in itself '  (6tre en soi) and
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'being for itself '  (€tre pour soi). Consciousness is pure for itself and hence has no
internal content or being but is always in a process of becoming, of aiming to be
something in itself. Sartre's account of the fluctuations of consciousness is meant
to underscore the fact that human existence is radically free. There are many differ-
ent structural ways in which humans either face up to or occlude their freedom, the
main manner of occlusion being 'self-deception' or 'bad failh' (mauvaise foi), the
analysis of which is a tour de force in the t:ook.

Maurice Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961), who became a close colleague of Sartre's
unti l they fell out over polit ical matters, offers a radical description of the primary
experiences of embodied human existence and a crit ique of various forms of object-
ivism and scientism (both rationalistic and empiricist) in his major work, Phenomen-
ology of Perception (1945).42 He sought to avoid Husserl 's idealism by returningto
our pre-predicative experiences. As he puts it in a late essay, "La m6taphysique
dans I 'homme" ("The Metaphysical  in  Man") ,  the a im of  h is  phi losophy is  " to
rediscover, along with structure and the understanding of structure, a dimension of
being and a type of knowledge which man forgets in his natural attitude".a3

Jacques Derrida (b. 1930) began his philosophical career rather conventionally
as a student of Husserlian phenomenology, writ ing a number of close, crit ical stud-
ies of both he Logical lnvestrgations and Husserl 's late essay, "On the Origin of
Geometry". Derrida sought to expose the hidden metaphysical presuppositions
of traditional Husserlian phenomenology, which, in his view, far from being a presup-
positionless science, actually belonged to the history of metaphysics. Phenomen-
ology, far from being a radical presuppositionless pure science of consciousness,
was in fact the apotheosis of the old metaphysics. Indeed, Husserlian phenomen-
ology, with its commitment to self-identical ideal truths, remains, for Derrida, trapped
in "the metaphysics of presence in the form of ideality".oo Although Derrida seeks to
go beyond phenomenology and indeed philosophy, nevertheless his work takes off
from the ambiguities and tensions in Husserl 's enterprise and Derrida l ikes to see
himself as operating within the context of the Husserlian epoche.

Phenomenology in America and Britain

Due to the Logical lnvest/ 'gatlons, Husserl had attracted American students including
Will iam Ernest Hocking and later Marvin Farber, Dorion Cairns and Fritz Kaufmann.
Through the 1920s phenomenology spread to Japan, and after the Second World
War it enjoyed a major renaissance in the USA up through the 1960s. Sartre would
recall that his l i fe was broken in two by the Second World War, and phenomenology
suffered a similar fate, with Husserl 's own work being threatened by the rise of
the Nazis, and by the enforced emigration of so many phenomenologists - Aron
Gunvitsch, Alfred Schu?, Hannah Arendt. All had to flee, f irst to France and then
to the USA, some assisted by Husserl 's American students Marvin Farber and
Dorion Cairns. A new phenomenological tradition began to take root in America,
specifically at the New School for Social Research in New York, during the 1940s
and 1950s.

By contrast with America, Husserl never became particularly influential in England,
although he was read by philosophers such as Gilbert Ryle. More recently, however,
especially through the writ ings of Michael Dummett, David Bell, and scholarly work
on the origins of analytic philosophy, Husserl has been recognised alongside Gottlob
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Frege as a major philosopher with interesting insights into the nature of logic, and
issues connected with meaning and reference. Some contemporary analytic philo-
sophers of mind in both the UK and the USA have been attracted to Husserlian
phenomenology because of its rigorous attempt to provide an anti-naturalistic
approach to the essence of consciousness and of cognitive acts in the broadest
sense, and because of its accounts of intentionality, a concept which plays an
important  ro le in  the work of  Danie l  Dennet t  and John R.  Sear le,  among others.

The current situation: what is l iving and what is dead?

Having been in vogue in France in the 1950s and in the USA in the 1960s, duringthe
latter half of the twentieth century phenomenology gradually became eclipsed as a
programme and as a unique method, giving way to broader and less scientif ic con-
ceptions of continental philosophy, which include crit ical theory, post-structuralism,
hermeneutics, postmodernism and multiculturalism. However, recent developments,
including the interest in the history of analytic philosophy, discussions concerning
consciousness arising out of the recent revival of the programme of the naturalisa-
t ion of  consciousness,  the cr i t ique of  natura l ism, and quest ions concerning the re la-
tion between philosophy and the sciences, have generated new interest in the
contribution of phenomenology to these themes.as There is undoubtedly a certain
sense in which phenomenology has now receded into history as a movement and is
no longer championed as the exc/usive method of philosophy. lt is certainly no longer
viable in the form of a rigorous foundational science as originally conceived by Hus-
ser l ,  just  as the pro ject  of  producing an ideal  c lar i f ied language has d isappeared
from contemporary philosophy of language.

Phenomenology 's  endur ing contr ibut ion is  i ts  pat ient  descr ipt ive analyses of  the
phenomena of  consciousness wi th i ts  emohasis on the inel iminable ro le of  con-
sciousness in knowledge and its rejection of the modern tradition of represen-
tat ional ism and natura l ism. Phenomenology has a r icher  understanding of  the
subjective and the relation between subjectivity and objectivity, whereby objectivity is
an achievement or production of subjectivity. In this world, there is no objectivity
without subjectivity. Furthermore, Husserl has shown how complex even basic per-
ceptual acts are, a complexity which wil l be appreciated by those trying to replicate
these achievements in  machines.  Phenomenology 's  emphasis on wor ld-const i tu t ing
consciousness is  a powerfu l  ant idote to natura l ism in a l l  i ts  forms,  and i t  is  probably
the only philosophy which has attempted to concretely describe the manner of the
self-relation of the ego or self, and its experience of others in empathy. In terms of
its complex analysis of the nature of human being-in-the-world, phenomenology sti l l
has much to offer contemporary philosophy.
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