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Translated by Lanei Rodemeyer

r. Husserl,s phenomenology Today

Edmund Husserl (rgss-rslg) was the ficunder of one of the major currentmovements in philosophy, phenomenology. It was especially significant for Ger-man philosophy during the first decadt of the t*enti.th"."r,tury and forF:::.h philosophy during the middle of the twentieth ..;;;;. Frrdamentalphilosophical works of our time , such as Max scheler,s Forruarisrn in Ethics andNon'formal Ethics of Values (tgt3/ro), Martin Heidegger,s Being and Time(tszz), /ean-Paul Sarrre's Being a,nd Nithingness (ts+l),and Maurice Merleau_Ponty's Phe.nomenology of Pe.ieption (rs+s) are programmatically consideredphenomenological investigationi.
several phcn,menorogical goars have been influential in other philosophiesand academic areas nor based in phenomenology, such as ,i*"ri criticism orthe social sciences, but especially in psychorog|.'rodry ,rr. i"nri.*e of phe-nomenology extends weil beyond the'reache-s'of the c"*rr.-- 

"rrd 
French-speaking world; here we must point 6rst ro T-atin_America and |apan. But phe-nomenological ideas are arso bling discussed rvithin tr," ,.rt- oI yugoslavia,s

unorthodox Marxism, in czechoslovakia and porand, i, I;t;r;; increasingryin the area of Anglo-American thought, where at first a broad Husserlian in-flucnce rvas absenr. Thus rve could splak justifiabry of 
" 

**orriJd" ph".,o*.-nological ntovement.,,
Experts consider Edmund Husserl, who launched this movement, to be oneof the 

.classical phirosophers of the trventieth century. But little more thanHusserl's name is known by the average person interested in philosophy-evenin Germany' There is one main ..rrorifo. this: Husserli"n prr.rro-.norogy mayeasily constitute the most important presupp.osition for the important earryy"*: gf Heidegger and sartie 1-"rtio.,.j above), but because Husserr wasJewish' his later wrirings courd no rong.. upf"r, in the Third Reich. Thus con-tinued analysis of Husserl's thought ,i^ int.r.rpted, whereas in the rgjos andr96os, Heidegger and sartre were again discussid intensery-;.; inside andoutside of the German university.
The silence rvith regard to Husserl in Germany's ,,period of economic
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miracles" remains a disgraceful posthumous triumph of National Socialism.the nar:.lcr. :r..i&-. rrlEsir'rtr !
even if we must concede two things. First, from the teginning, the dry dictiondentlr. c: :r rrm,.mrurc m
of Husserl, the "armchair philosopher," hardly offereJas -.i.h fo. p"uli. a. ii.- i.*.*" .rrffr:i- ,iin:r:
bate as the handy formulations offered by existentialism. second, thecomplerecentrarrcc :irfir -r:r::
edition of Husserl's writings, which have been historically criticaily edited since polish p,:r:*rtrfir -;rn l.i
I95o, unfortunately did not appear in Germany.l became r:l:r$T d mc iE

In the second half of the r96os and in the r97os, one heard even lessandly6q {.j,;-iur,flji.:: niir;
mention of Husserlian phenomenology as interests returned strongly to Hei_ States a::= ::c >c::rn: il
degger's later philosophy, to existentialism, and to Gadamer's hermeneutics Husss- ;;r::; :c m
(which also shared im_portant goals with phenomenology). In addition, ,.Criti- ing to a -:r,-y -;fru.r,,nnl.,r,.r
cal Theory" in the Frankfurt School, linguistic rn.tyiir following the latersulppor.l:: ::r:r -,-r -:r
Wittgenstein, so-called French structuralism, and academic theory 

".rd 
hirto.,'llsirea a".---,. .--s *r--:rd

appeared with alternating intensity in the foreground of not only professional \yit: -arr-' -- L:,L:
but also public interests. The name Husserl has only resurfaced -o.i f..qr.ntlv after Ltara" --n-;n*ii,&;,r
in recent decades-even in discussions outside of the university-because the which h,, .,,--=.--,*-,o -
main concept of his unfinished later philosophy, the "life-world,"2 increasinglr.return lare::: ::d :,.,; L-'
draws attention. of the ear-:e: :(:-.,.r- L:r:

z. Lifeand work 
tn""*t:":.j -;';:
works of h:] :: ::':r;: -

- There is nothing "spectacular" to tell about the inconspicuous scholarly life made up o: :.-,. :: :,,^

of Edmund Husserl. He was born on 8 April 1859, in Piossnitz in Moiavia. Edith Siein. r:e :.:;il :g
From 1876 until r88z he studied mathematics and philosophy, first in Leipzig Consciou:ttt:: l:: .,::: :-:
and then in Berlin. His graduation in mathematics, in the winter semester of mal nnd Trsns:tnim:a-
I88z-83, was followed 

:Jos:ly by in-depth philosophical study under Franz Bren- he had prese nrei ;.; -----,c

tano in Vienna. In Halle, Husserl graduated rvith his habilitation, entitled "On phenome nolog.., i:ese ;
the concept of Number: Psychological Analyses." l{e remained there to teach 

-Med,itatio,s.Tne 
Ge:-,

as a university instructor from 1887 to t9or. In rgoo-r9ol Husserl published his the Husserlian,z eCr:_c,::
first main work, Logical Investigatiozr (in two volumes), r.l,ith which he estab- side of Germanr--o,ne :
lished his phenomenology. Because of this work, he was called to take a position a ne\\, inrroducrrcrn :r
as associate professor in Gottingen. He was only made full professor theie when Transcentlestnl pl::n,:cr.t,
he was forty-seven, in 19o6. Then from r9t6 until he retired in rgzg-to be as volume 6 of the fir-=
succeeded b)' Martin Heidegger-Husserl was chair of philosophy at Freiburg together bv Husserl's ::
in Breisgau. He died rhere on zz April rglg.3 able to appear outside o:

A circle of friends and students already formed around Husserl rvhen he worked on 
""d 

pubtris:e
was in Gottingen, called the "Gottingen School" of Phenomenology. The Excluding Logi;;t, i
School was soon joined by a philosophical movement native to Munich. To- ner Tirue-Consciottstt:,-.
gether with two Munich philosophers, Moritz Geiger and Alexander Pftnder, ing Husserl's liietime . i
as well as his student from Gottingen Adolf Reinach (who later fell in World works, one of them n,r:
War I) and Max Scheler (who was then lecturing in Berlin), Husserl founded not concentrare on sucl--
his Tearboohfor Philosophy and. Phenomenological Researchin gry,which became cal analyses. Husserl r,.:,
a reservoir of works in phenomenological research. In this yearbook appeared ingly from r89o to r9:!.
not only the above-mentioned works of Scheler and Heidegger, bur also other in Gabelsberger srenos;
outstanding philosophical works up through the r93os. Edith Stein was one of devotion to the subiec:
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the names that became especially well known, although also knorvn indepen-

dently of the Tenrbooh; she was Husserl's first assistant, a |ew who convcrted to
the Catholic church, later became a Carmelite, and eventually died in a con-

centration camp. Other famous names include Roman Ingarden, an influential
Polish philosopher; ]an Patocka, a noted Czechoslovakian philosopher who later

became known as the speaker of the human rights declaration "Charta 77";
and Aron Gurwitsch and Alfred Schiitz, both of whom Iectured in the United
States after the Second World War.

Husserl started off his yearbook with a programmatic work, Idens Pertnin'
ing to a Pwre Pbenornenology and to a Phenomenological Pbilosophy, which was

supposed to come out in three volumes, but of which only the first was pub-
lished during his lifetime.

With ldeas I, which was his second main work-published thirteen years

after Logical lruvestigatiozs-Husserl took a turn in his phenomenology one

which his companions in Gottingen and Munich could not accept. We will
return later to the old and new forms of phenomenology: the "study of essence"

of the earlier period and the transcendental-philosophical stamp of Husserlian
thought in his Freiburg period.

Once again, a long time passed before Husserl allowed more important
works of his to appear. In t9z8 he prevailed upon Heidegg€r to publish a text
made up of parts of old lectures and research manuscripts, put together by
Edith Stein, the now renowned Lectwres on tbe Phenornenology of Inner Time-
Consciowsness. In tgzg Husserl himself published a new introductory text, Flr-
rnal and Transcend.ental Logic. He then expanded two longer lectures, which
he had presented at the Sorbonne in Paris in 1929, into an introduction to
phenomenology; these appeared in French in r93r under the tirle Cartesian
Meditntions. The German version was not published until t95o, as volume t of
the Husserliana edition. Finally, in r93o Husserl was able to publish-only out-
side of Germany-one more part of his last work, which was once again to be

a new introduction to phenomenology: Tbe Crisis of Ewropean Sciences and.

Trnnscend.ental Phenomenology. The completed work did not appear until I9i+,
as volume o of the Husserliana. An arrangement of research manuscripts, put
together by Husserl's former assistant Ludwig Landgrebe, was likewise only
able to appear outside of Germany; under assignment from Husserl, Landgrebe
worked on and published Experience and Jwdgmerutin l0l8.

Excluding Logical Investigations and Lectwres on the Phenomenology of In-
ner Tirne-Consciowsness, only programmatic introductory texts appeared dur-
ing Husserl's lifetime, and these-as mentioned-were sometimes unfinished
works, one of them not even in German. Husserl's actual work, however, did
not concentrate on such introductions, but rather on concrete phenomenologi-
cal analyses. Husserl wrote as he was thinking. Dav after day, working untir-
ingly from I89o to t938, he filled around 45,ooo pages with his analyses, rvritten
in Gabelsberger stenography. Neither his creative power nor his unconditional
devotion to the subject rvere broken, even when the Nazis forbade him to set



6 
Kbus Heltl

foot in the univ,

Slmri#Iiffilfrllf.1':;'fi , jFtJ::-iHLTfi:i:ir:ff ffi :1.:?
r,,,..r;;;;f,",iilil J:il::':i#on k' Herma; ; il; ;;" Breda, rescued

I::;ilii?:ilHii;;a;*;;:::il-#ffi :'l;:,L'.?i1.nr#*,,*!
f, : r:1,T11, 

^p 5: x*.};H#*ir,#fr i:*i i;TT, ffiand critical com.,let"e 
"ai,,", ir.irl"r",il

I,15ili::l*":::r::*1.:::t:'ffi 
-L*:i*;J,l5l*"r,n;*

volumes-thema't;calry*.."oiir.i*lft: l"d,:t'pp"ndi.., or as individual
on e c an not p enet ra re 

";,,..,,, 
.*,1' jllT#rT# 

; ffi :llrHil*:,ffl
::;;:;,r::r,:;:f;r m i srr t *.r.._ 

", "_. gu ia. n.... H;.,,i:J L,, r, np, a i n,,,
conception "ii;;:H[:::; r*those 

who '..t11r,",,.i "*ly readabre

,::1P;.1"'J:T3*'i"iii"'i':,i:i{tfi:"Xi',f.ffi Hfl #:','ff ::,y.rth.ri-s',;";;;ro""qer' His text on perception n rrrr-*.rri.gs on ..passive

il:,::jr:ffi fi i1,,::$i:{ilili:il;,:::ljlt;,r*;;rmn
trr.,. **,, o 

._.,vr tlrre_consciousnesr,, 
":l 

..*".;rUi".ffi,ipi.r",y, 
certain

mentioned ..r,..1-.r, 
to Husserl,s problematic ,r rr,l_;ii[-iorld,,, which we

Those who wish to study Husserl nmended serect i ons. shour d n # .. J H'":,:f ff fi::ll.o,;L:,?. :lese 
recom -works rrom r e, 3, r e.r r, 

",;' ;;;;:-i;,;T';' ::::,1:grammatic introd uctory

ff 
',il.[H]l#n[:x,""&ffi |#;::xf ,{{:r'{{.:11;t:

?!,:ir:[*,il:;};ff :i::ru1i:r,,,*..,i..,ffi il:::*::wtitle became ,.onr".ou..r,r,ot,.rr.li 
,11.^lr,' 

sensation with this *ork, ,nd i"t,

{!,*':!:^'n1:;,:.,1*;*r;*["]-1"fi :I.:'*:':,*JT[:,J;
If one u'isher ,o *uly more concrer. 

"n",ur.llll'ntt:ldt^ntal 
phenomenorogy.

ffi :Iru'ffiffi ',J,",*Tf 
'ti"7";)j'1[i;']f 

;;:;:i;,i:;;i;.:H,:'Tf I
speaking, are fairlv ro.,..J"iL.:I:"ll' orner analyses of issues th
Phenomenology nnn'r!'o^'nable: 

the 
'"to'ibook ;i-;d*r';;;;r;;::;;;:::';;:1,

spa,e 1u,61,r,;! ,;:,'?;:*^^i:;xi:i:!:{:,:l ,!,:':iliT,;;;:";;'; rhins and

i:]'#:if;T.:"Jj:vittenu.,*..",,,''Tl':#?::;':^:{::::"!(:!!::(volume 23, from , ,.'outnttt") 
in Fantasn, t*ngr-cooii)'*rirr,' 

^rrrllectionthe aforementioned i.f"tt" 
course in r9o+-J). r"' ,aJiii"r, i'ritr,o incrude

Judgnent.'-"lrvrrLq 
lurnt work from Husserl ,ra i.Jgirir, ili*rence and

a__! !ril! i,-(

:,-e:.,_lI.]'rcnO.O!:',-,: :
; :ea phiiosop:L:ca
:a:_:e. rhai ,eacs :
:rs:lated thro:l:
: -::s aibremea::r,

--l -:s:<rl turrrs aEi:r-;
:-:c jast centur,-. i.--.
i: "1oing, he ig:::s
:, :lcism," the l,je":'
,.::te its ou.n h:s:,:r
::ough, Husxri i:.c
- certain influen:t:.-
He also did nor rnea
:arural sciences.

Husserl,s acrua-
:t no tl'av a neg.iCe;
ras u'anted to disri:
Plato originallv tbr:r
oi doxa, opinion. O
certain vacillations *
True knorvledge sho:
tions, and in this see
u'e just have an oprn
example, when some,
rhink that the pr-rh:
point of vieu, could r
actually carrving ou:
refers through irs m,
proved, fulfilled, coni
matter at hand, u.h:;
through opinions.

In this respecr. \r.e

selves into specific er
necessary to the marte:
edge requires first of a

edge must be indepenc
to determine true kno
with a certain tension
ting close to the man



his research
he hands of
Ca, rescued
ized by the
at the Uni-
th another
ven archive
s historical
bv Husserl
npublished
, individual
anuscripts.
rt. For this
opeclia Bri-
lv readable
I introduc-
rgical Out-
ln "passive
phenome-

e found in
Jlr', certain
u'hich we

:se recom-
troductory
tnd Crisis.
and 9) are
Phihsophy

>menology
rk, and its
lhe lecture
,' intensive
menology.
xts already
sable. The

, relatively

f to a Pare
fhing and
tY Synthesis

ext (('Fan-
lecollection
Id include
rience and

I'

i

i

Hwsserl's Phenoncenolog ical Method

r. The Basic Problematic of Phenomenology

The title "The Phenomenological Method" reveals the motif for which
nhenomenology originally became famous. Husserl's primary demand was for
a nerv philosophical method. By "philosophical method" we mean a way, a pro-
cedure, that leads to a recognition of truth. The way to such a recognition is

Jesignated through its goal, and Husserl formulates this goal programmatically
rn his aforementioned paper from rytr, Philosophy as a Strict Science. Here
Husserl turns against the conception of philos6rphy disseminated at the turn of
the last century, that philosophy is not a science but rather a "worldview." In
so doing, he fights against the relegation of philosophy to philosophical "his-
toricism," the idea that the only task basically remaining for philosophy is to
u'rite its own history. By rehabilitating the scientific character of philosophy
though, Husserl did not intend that philosophy be reduced to scientific theory,
as certain influential schools wished during his lifetime-and wish again today.
He also did not mean for philosophy to conform to the methods of the modern
natural sciences.

Husserl's actual goal was for a radically unprejudiced knowledge , which was
in no way a new ideal for philosophy. By freeing itself of prejudice , philosophy
has wanted to distinguish itself from simple opinion since ancient times. As
Plato originally formulated\t: episterur, true knowledge, should take the place
of doxa, opinion. Opinion falls short of true knowledge in two ways. First,
certain vacillations which are "due to the situation" always underlie opinions.
Tiue knowledge should be free from subjective biases in changing lived situa-
tions, and in this sense, it should be "objective" and lasting. Second, whenever
we just have an opinion, we are making an unfulfilled knowledge claim. For
example, when someone says, "I think it is too hot in Italy in August," or "I
think that the Pythagorean theorem is provable," that person is saying, My
point of view could be verified by my driving to Italy in the summer, or by my
actually carrying out the proof of the theorem. In this way, simple opinion
refers through its meaning to situations in which what is meant would be
proved, fulfilled, confirmed. Such situations bring us close to the issue or the
matter at hand, which is only given to us "from a distance,,, so to speak,
through opinions.

In this resp€ct, we carry opinion over into true knowledge by moving our-
selves into specific experiences or general events that bring us as close as is
necessary to the matter at hand. As we pointed out above, however, true knowl-
edge requires first of all that it be lasting and objective-meaning that knowl-
edge must be independent of its respective lived situations. Thus, when we want
to determine true knowledge by distinguishing it from opinion, we are faced
with a certain tension berween the requirement of objectivity and thar of get-
ting close to the marter at hand. we could basically say that this tension is
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unleashed by Husserl's philosophy, and yet ar the same time, ir is held in sus_pense' Husserl strovc for an unprejudiced "strict ,.i*..J'*t.re this tensionwould not be dissolved by simply .hoori.rg one side or the other.The claim rhat one -urt b.'close to ih" -"tt.. ., t 
"nJ 

iri"s precedence
3u:t tl: call for objectivity in one way: I can only talk about an issue 

-whetherit is objective or just my opinion*u"*ur. I assume that, in principle, I canrealize the possibility of exp-eriencing it tr,rorgt some kind orcioseness, whichis to say, through "intuition" o. "uoaity." without this possibirity, I would notknow about the issue at all; it would no, .u.n exist for me. so in every situa-tion, I know that whatever I encounter in -y .*p..iences or thoughts refers tosituarions in which the experien."d .r.nt or thought origina,y-Husserl says,"originarily"-arose or.could appear *itir, the compass of my experiences andthinking' However an issue -ry ,pp."l-.".h 
"pp"r.rn."oiJoirething relatesback or ahead to its being orrg;"n)iu;irlo for'^r,.rra, ir-,r,",rst anarysis, itobtains its sensible .ont.-nt frlm thai;ri;i"r.y momenr.In the situation of an origin".y ,ppJ"r"nce, .I take up the reration to theissue ; it appearspr ,, 

", 
,orn.thing experienceable, livable , or knowable on theworld's stage' In this sense, as Husierl says, eve.rything that appears originariryhas the chara*er of bei.ng 
,swbjert-rrtotlir;i., oth". words, .., otj..t can appearonly.when it presents itselr to a subject'in a specific situation. on the otherhand, objective knowledge requires ,t 

"ii,-no, be bound to changing subjectivesituations; that which is obyectively kno*n .r.r.,ot lurt be subjecrivery rerative-((fs1 6s)'-Jather, it -urti. "in itselr;'; trrrt ir, ii must.*iri ind"p.ndently ofa relation to subjects and their situated experiences. But since e'ery experi_ence and thought is based upon situatior,, oi originr.frfp;;.., then eventhe knorvledge of objectr-ro matter ho*'i, itself" an object may seem-presupposes subjectively situated types of originarv gi.,r.n.r.r.l 
---

At this poinr we can arready .L.og.rir. tn'" pr,irJropti..iq.,"*ior,, arisingout of rhese considerarions, which relveals the inner u'.gir.rIgr"of Husser|sphilosophizing; horv are. the manners oygirronorof objects, in which we com-prehend them as things in themserve.,;f.r'is, as objecrivel'existing, connecredback to.originary, subyect-rerati'e -rn.,e.r-of gi'enness) A correspondence, acorrelation, rvhose concre^re characrer depends rrpon the ,;.-;f ;"bj.ct in playexists be rween the in-itself-ness of obj..,, ,r,a their sub;eiii ,i,"*.a mannersof givenness. Sticking to the above 
"*"-pl.r, a countrlr,s climate is given origi_nally to me in a completely different '.,"y th"n rhe content of a mathematicaltheorem'.and the originarv ways thrt ti-,.r. two issues appear are not inter-changeable.

The two sides of this correlation are inextricable from one another: theobject-in-the-How-of'-its-givenness- the ,,noema,, 
as Husserl says in ldeas I_corresponds to the noesisrs the accompanying manifold of actualized experiencesand knowledge through which a-specifi. {p. of object ;ri*,"*,I, appears to-.1 Td only can appe:l to me; I cannot, 

", i, ,u..., push this manifbld asideand then look at the object. This correspondence betrveen type of object and
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Hwsserl\ Phenoruenological Metbod

manner of givenness is a rule that can be formulated " a priori," meaning it can
:'e formulated with unconditional universality, before any experience. Tbe objects

tn the How of their a.ppearances with their associated manners of givenness are

the "phenomena," the "appearancesr" that "phenomenology" deals with, and
tiom which it obtained its name. In the Husserlian sense, phenomena are noth-
ing other than the existing things which are "in themselves" in the world, but
only in such a way that they show themselves in their respective situatedness
and as subjectively "for-me."

That the question regarding the correlatioz between objective thing and
originary subjective manner of givenness shaped the inner beginning of Hus-
serl's thinking is confirmed at one point in the Crisis, where Husserl reflects
upon his life's work:

The fact naively taken for granted, that we see each thing and the world in gen-
eral as thcy appear to us, concealed, as we recognize, a great horizon of remark-
able truths which never entered, in their uniqueness and in their systemaric con-
nectedness, into the purview of philosophl,. The correlation of the world (the
world of which we ahvays speak) and subjective manners of givenness never
aroused in philosophy a philosophical awe (that is, before the first breakthrough
of "transcendental phenomenology" in the Logical Investigotionr), even though
it was resoundingly present in pre-Socratic philosophy and sophistry-although
here only as a motive for skeptical argumentation. This correlation never aroused
its own philosophical interest that might have made it the topic of an appropriate
scientific attitude. We remained trapped in what was taken for granted, that is,
that each thing appears differently for each person.t'

And in one annotation, Husserl uses a tone of personal confession that is ex-
ceptional for him:

The first breakthrough of this universal a priori of correlation between an object
of experience and its manners of givenness (about t8o8, while I was working
through my Logical Inrtestigations) shook me so deeply that, since then, my entire
life 's work has been dominated by rhe task of systematically working out this a
priori of correlarion.T

That which we have called "closeness to the matter at hand,,, ..closeness to
the issue ," or originarity has been known for a long time in the philosophical
tradition as a foundation or norm of philosophical knowledge: philosophers
call it evidence. Husserl takes up this concept because he also consistently ap-
plies this idea-that of referring each world-experience to originary manners
of givenness-to philosophical knowledge itself. Even phenomenorogy draws
upon the original "bodily" appearance of that about which it makes claims.
Without insight ("intaitio," "intuition"), which ..makes things clear,, through
its closeness ro the matter at hand and thus its factuality ("evidence"), philo-
sophical thought remains an empty reasoning and construing. Husserl contrasts
such conceptual play with phenomenological representarion, with description
based on evidence. Kanr's observation is still always valid: "concepts without
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carrying out of thinking as a psychic operation. psychologism reduces the uni-versal being of thought to rh; factual, conscious pio..rr.r of thinking. In thisway, psychologism explains logic on the basis of pry.notogS ;ririrrg it to thelevel of science instead of.ph,Jsophy. contrary to this, Husserl points out thatthe.universality that standirdizes tur thinking i, valid, inJef;;dl", of.the fac-tual and empiricalry comprehensibJe changes in subjective knowledge situations;it has existence that is ,.objective,,, ..in itlelf.,
. Afterward, this idea of thought*independently of Husserl-asserted itselfthrough the development of rojic, becomi.,g ..,oi.rn ..rf-Loti.,, or ..marhe-

matical" logic' At the same time, one side oflhe problernatic *..rt ur.roti..d,one which would brrgr: ever more prominent in ihe deverop,,,.r* of Husserl,smain claim. That which is objectively valid, which exisrs in i;lf,-" only acces-sible to u:-ur independent of factuar, subjective .orrrrit,rti,on-lthrough ourgoing back to its corresponding subject-relative originary manners of givenness.This also applies to.the laws of logic. They do not hover in some pedanticplatonic heaven of ideas, but rather-are bound back to the situated experienceof their being carried out in thought. If we detach these laws f.o* ,it.r"tiorr,then logic becomes a setting up oi ryrt.-s of rules, rures which ."r, no longerbe anything more rhan technicat specificatio.rs fo. tire setting .rp or,r,r. ,,rr.-ments; they would be without 
"ny "ttr.h-ent to the content of lived situationsin which a person can originarily convince herself rvhethe*om.tt ing is trueor false. we thereby,rerinquish these subje*ive manners of ;;;;rr.r, to em-pirical psychology. Thus *" .o-. to a "iivision of rabor,, blt*een empiricalpsychology and logic, r.vhere we understand ..logic,, 

as a pure i..t niqu" of set_ting up calculations. The problem of one trut\ which ifusserl had still seen,disintc.grates, namely, low t9 work through the tension between that which isobjectively-universaily in itself and that *"hi.h i, for me in situated manners ofglvenness.

Given this development, Husserl later had to defend himself against a one-sided obje ctivist interpretation of his e arly critique of pry.r,otogirm'. tn additionto dealing with this later inrerpretation of his irroregon-rior,ttirr,r"rtalso had to
take 

.a 
position against a deveropment within the very movement which he him-self had launched. when.Hussirl's critique 

"r pry.r,ot,rgrr- ,.r*"a an objec-tivity (Gegenstrirdlichheit) that subsists objectively in itself, it was perceived assuch a liberation that Husserl's first folrowers viewed t i, lJi"r"-enr as con_sisting almost exclusively in recovering philosophy,s orientation toward the ob-ject' They undersrood phenomenol"gyi" be a"twrning toward the object,,, and,they made his maxim "to tl.te tbings-theruserves,, intoti-eir battre cry. Adhering
to, this maxim was supposed to frie philosophy from its modern bent towardsubjectivism. An anti-subjective objectivism emerged which, more or less,considered itself capable of tackling, without furthlr support, ,ivalidities,, or
"€ssences,".be they logical, mathematical, ethical, o. otfra.*ira.

Husserl himself in no way understood his anti-psychologism to be anti-
subjective in this sense, nor only according to his later work Formal and. Trnn_
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:::ndental Logic,in which he looks back and interprets his own earlier think-
.rq. but also already in the fifth and the sixth of his Logical Investigations,
-::s position becoming finally clear inhis ld.etts of rgra. Flusserl, too, wanted
:,1 go "to the things themselves.', .,The things themselves,,, though, only ap_
rear originarily in the subjective processes or achievements of intuitive seif-
:lvenness. These achievements take place in human consciousness. Thus, in the
::st decade of this century, consciowsness had already become the field of re-

'<arch in Husserlian phenomenology but this program was only announced
:rplicitly inhis :9rt ldens.

5. Phenomenology as a Study of Essencer2

- what protects phenomenology-which understands itself as an exploration
of consciousness-from falling back into psychologism? Here we must firsr
mention one of Husserl's central concepts: the intentionality of consciousness.

Husserl first discovered the philosophical implications of the a priori of
;orrelation when he considered theoretical judgment; at the time, he was con-
;erned with laying the groundwork for logic in his Logical Invest,igations. He
ne'er completely lost sight of this more philosophical problemati., ,rrd, in 929,
he explicitly took it up again in his Format aiA naiscendental Logic. Already
rn the first decade of this cenrury, though, he had extended his iirvestigation
of correlation to all experiental consciousness. Everything that we can talk
about sensibly must be accessible to us in some specific kindLf originary given-
ness. Not only in rhe case of theoreticar knowing, but also in tf,e case of allt q6ss." 

-ill perceiving, feeling, desiring, aspiring, loving, believing, practical ap-
praising, etc.-that toward which we refer (with thi respectivl-'activities of
consciousness) appears either "bodily intuited,, for us (in t^h" -r.rn.. of ..self-
gilrcnness") or in such a rvay that consciousness must be dependenr upon or
referred to such "fwlfi.llwent" or "uerif.cation," even though it is not aitually
realized at that moment.

In this sense) consciousness, in all its variety, is concerned with an ,, object,
in the broadest sense of the word: a pore toward which certain activities of
consciousness refer. To every perceiving there is something perceived, to everv
thinking something thought, to every loving something-loued; euery act has
something as its fbcus. Husserl was able to latch this ont6 the theory of inten_
tionality developed by his mentor in philosophy, Franz Brentano-who himself
recovered a scholastic idea. consciousness is .,intentional,', which means that,
in every one of its acts, consciousness is conscioasrues-of-simething.

The coinage "consciousncss is conscio.rsness-of-something; has become,
since Husserl, commonplace in philosophy. put this wag it ,".irh.. contains
anything new when compared with how Descartes or the Germa, Idealists al-
ready conceived consciousness, nor does it express what was special about
Husserl's teaching about consciousness. Specific to Husserl, fi.st ff ail, is the
idea that consciousness depends upon and ie fers to originary manncrs of given-
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ness, that is, to "evidence" in the 
'ery, 

broad meaning of the term about rvhich
rve spoke earlier. If consciousness \r,ere not a referring"consciousness, possessingthe capacit,v, the "ability" (wrmiigen) to bring rhe-empt1,, indirect, indefinite
"intended" to fulfillment, then it rvourd not haire 

"ny 
int"ntion"iif gi"." object.In order to be able to be consciousness-of-something at all, consciousness must

know. of its own porential (Mi;gtichheit)_Husserl ioins a striking conceptual
term here , "potentiabirit ,v" (verntiiglichheit)-to allo*, the related ..somerhing,,
to appear in intuition. consciousness's intending of an object is, therefore , nlt
a static relatio.-to-sornething, but instead is animated wit( its tendency towardoriginarity; Husserl uses the rvords ..intention,, and .,intending,, throughout
his rvorks in a rvav similar to our.dai\, usage, indicating a purposeful striving.
Intentional consciousness is, in all its tbrmi, fbcused on'nriai"g satisfaction in
the intuited selFhaving of rived experience. consciousner, *"rrl to go toward
evidence; that is what fbrms its go"i, it, teros. In this sense, alr conscious life-as
Husserl would say in his later work-rests under the rule of a ,,releologv.,,

The idea of the a priori of correratLon, the second specification of Husser|s
concept of intentionality, is closely connected with this characterization of con-
sciousness: consciousness cannot be imagined as an empty beach, with the
ocean rvashing random objects ashore. It ii not a container indifferent to what
fills it. Rather, consciousness is made up of various acts whose character is de-
termined by a corresponding type of objectivitl,, an objectivity that appears
exclusively ro consciousness in the manncis of givenness ,pp.opi"* to it. This
is independent of whether the rerated object ii factualry ih.r.'o, not. For ex-
ample, even when I only imagine the exisience of a pertei'ed thing in a visual
perception, the tvpe of. conscious activity (in this case, seeing pcrspectivally)
is still determined by the object (in this case, the 

"blect-in-."p.ce). As thcse
acts are nothing without the objects of which they are .o.,sciour, we can saythat intentional consciousness carries a reration to the object in itself. with
the concept of intentionality, the classical problem of the modern ..theory of
kno*4edge"-horv a consciousness which is at first rvorld-less could take up a
relationship with an "outer world" that lies bevond itself-is basically broulht
to a close.

The treatment of consciousness as intentional no longer permits the objec-
tivity subsisting in irs own right and standing or.. ,glin., the activities of
consciousness to be dissolved psychologically into these- activities because the
character of the act is derermincd preiisely by this standing-over-against. In
addition, and evcn more importantly, this takesplace indepeniently of whether
the intentionally intended object is facually theie or not. The ch".acte, of the
activities of consciousness is not dependcnt on the empirically given objects
that happen to be there, but instead on "Essence," that ii, on th"-,rniu"rsal de-
termination of types of objectivities. Thus there are areas of objectivities, ,.re-
gions of being," as Husserl says, that are differentiated accordinj to the speciar
characteristics of their being, their "Eidosr" that is, the mental-view thai they
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,::tr in a corresponding originary intuition. Eidetic objective determination
:rrresponds, according to the a priori of correlation, to a universal, eidetic
:udition of the intentional acts that are related to the objectivity in question.

Because these acts and their objectivities can be characterized indepen-

:enth' of empirically determinable facts, their correlation, as has already been

:dicated, is an a priori; the multitude of types of objects and their manners

rf givenness comes to philosophical research as a field of knowledge that comes
-betbre" external experience. As Husserl argues, phenomenology does not
::ake fhcts its topic-that is, its topic is not individual situations that are ascer-

:ainable by individual persons in their intentional experience and their objec-

:lvities. Phenomenology abstracts from contingent, factual conscious Processes
:nd objects, directing its view torvard the essential laws that determine the
;onstruction of these acts and the regions of being that appear in them. These

.arvs include, first of all, necessity, that is, no single case of intentional life can

.scape them; and second, aniversality, that is, they include all individual cases.

Husserl calls this activity of going back from the factual qualities of intentional
.ived expcrienccs and their objects to the eidetic determination which underlies
rhem-and for which the factual qualities are merely interchangeable examples

- eidetic red.uction.

Psychologism denied the existence of a certain type of universality-
rhat of the normalizing logical larvs of thinking-by interpreting it as a quasi-

natural larv that governs our thought processes. With Husserl's refutation of
psichologism, universality gained a new prominence in philosophy. The "turn
ro the object," which was celebrated due to Husserl's efforts, was understood
abovc all as the rescue of the objectivity of universality. Within phenomenologi-
cal research, the theme of universality became primarily understood as eidetic
universality. For Husserl's associates from Gottingen and Munich, this explo-
ration of the eidetic state of objective regions and their related intentional acts

constituted the phenomenological project. Phenomenology, in its first years,

became known primarily as a method of essential knowledge, due to these phe-
nomenologists' subtle analyses of essences. The phenomenological method
meant, as the phenomenologists from Gottingen and Munich stressed emphati-
call5 pressing forward to the originary mental intuition, a "bringing into
view," the " ideation" of eidetic circumstances, striving toward an " inight into
essence," and, in this sense, attaining "the things themselves."

Husserl always included the eidetic reduction among his methodical instru-
ments. It is not by accident that the ldeas-with which Husserl launched his
Tearbooh, the body of publications shared by all phenomenologists-begins
with the chapter "Fact and Essence ." In this study of essence, the first conse-
quence of his refutation of psychologism, Husserl continued to overlap with
the G6ttingen and Munich schools of phenomenology. But in the next part of
Ideas I, "The Fundamental Phenomenological Outlook," there was a separation
of minds. Here F{usserl drew radical consequences from his thematization of
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intentional conscio
norogyor.,,..,..."r',1?:,:::1llHT.:T:1-&:.h::,.iliir:::ff 1:seemed to be sliding back into modern subjectivism. 

o--- -"
One consequence of this step was that, in the r92os, there was a criticalexamination of his study of insighi into essence. For exampre, if we are requiredto search for the subjective .onJitior* of an appearance in consciousness_thatis, for the originary manners of givenness-for every objectivcly existing thing,then this should also.apply,o Ih. giu.nr.r, of eidetic ri,u"iiorrr. Thus phe_nomenology imagined its task to be-the development 

"l;;l;;;-enotogy oflts own way of k"oyilq, of intuiting essences, and Husserl tried to workthrough this project in his teachrng iF,;ilrtic pariation.i-iiir'r.r.ting firstbecame accessible with the puuticltio., or n*prriror'r" i*a-i'*ag*ent, whichLandgrebe edited; in these. investigationr, H*r".I takes up ioml or the pro_grammatic promises made in his Firruar and Tianscenaroit-ioolr.
All areas of study-even the e mpiri."r-r".* 

" " """"r"rir^iYr*emenrs. .Em-piricists atrain such universarity bt i,,;i the particura. ,rJii. a.rual; usingobservation and experiment, they'est"blirh ,.,iu.rrality through induction, thatis, through universarizing the resurts of obseruatio.r'in metiodicar steps. Theempirical universalities which are gained in this manner..;;i;L-pararive,,,
as Kant puts it, because the univeisal statements attained are only reratively themost universal' to be compared with the provisional results taken'arong the wayof this process of univerialization. Thii m.ans that a comparative universalalways remains open to revision. By .orrt."rt,. the universality of necessaryeidetic determinations comprises from the very beginni ng1io'prl,ori,,_evcrypossible thinkable situation; neither can it nor does it .r,.. .r..d to be revised.The theory of eidetic variation explains htw this unc.nditionai unrversality ofthinking comes to be originarily iiven.

Iust like the cons
byempiricis.,oi;;il.d#':;::,iJ,:::,TfiLT:il[.ffi J:l,:::xuniversals, must also be based on individuar cases. That whiJ i, .mpirical_experience-rests finally in perception- But an empirical investigator can onryuniversalize in inductive steps beca.rse he is bouri ," ;; ;;?les of factuarperception; he has to wait to see what facts show tt .-r.tr.rlo'p.r..ption. aphenomenologist of essence) on the other hand, can attain unconditional uni-versalities precisely 0..:1:r. she is not dependent ,p"" ;;.h;;;ing fbr per_ceived factual events. when she b"r., h.. .onclusions on individual exemplarysituations, she does not have,to perceive them. consciousness that is not boundto. the factual perception of iniividuar situations i, .ril"a anilrf; ,r.h .on-sciousness can think up all sorts of examples for itself.

In fantasy, we have the possibility of imagining an intentional, Iived expe-rience or some given "l:.:l in thai experience over and over; according toHusserl, we can arbitrarily "ru.n througir the variants,, of its determinations,
always differentlS in free variation. ButIn this arbitrary consciousness, the uni_versality of essence can end up as originary givenness. In other words, when
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Husserl's Phenomenolog ical Method

..1 e run through the variants of an obiect, we can pay attention to its limits,

:rat is, how far we can go before the imagined object or its comPrehending act

xcomes something else, before it loses its identity. In this way, certain identical

:eterminations jump out from all these conceivable situations, certain invariant

:eterminations from this variation of examples-and it is precisely these deter-

rlnations which make up the essence of the act or obiect in question. Thus

* e consider the essence of a thing originarily in "eidetic variation" by reflecting
,:n its limits while thinking through it in our fantasy.

obviously, one question remains open in this theory: those limits which

,:.re discovered by consciousncss while running through the variants arc clearly

iiready given to it. Consciousness does not invent these limits. Rather, it bumps

:itro them; they are the boundaries beyond which such a running through of
i:'re variants cannot go. What sets such boundaries for fantasy in its frce playi

ifhat engages varying consciousness in such a way that reflection can bring
ihe invariants in it forward) Husserl did not answer these crucial questions

:n his theory of eidetic variation. One possible solution to this problem-
'*'hich we do not find in Husserl, however-could be this: essence as invariant

crings forward, in objectified form, the rules according to which the referential

rnterconnections (Verweisungszwsalnrnenhringe) of horizonal consciousness are

structured.l3 We will explain horizonal consciousness in the following sec-

:ions.la

o. World-Belief and Epoche

In a certain sense, phenomenology, when taken as a method of insight into
essence, still remains in front of the gates of philosophy. Philosophy has been

understood since the very beginning as a knowledge of the whole. For this
reason, Aristotle characterized philosophy as the study that views existence with
respect to what is common to everything that exists: being.rs Husserl simply
calls this whole the "world." Because he is concerned rvith establishing a radical

lack of bias, philosophy for Husserl must be knowledge of this world as rvhole ;

as long as our knowledge remains limited only to individually knowable sec-

rions, we continue to face the danger that unrecognized prejudices will remain
in the regions of being within the world that are as yet unknor.vn. For this
reason, Husserl must again take up the most basic question of a philosophy
u'hich seeks the whole.

Because it can be used, and was used, to light the way from partial regions
of the world (i.e., specific regions of being and their related types of acts) to
their eidetic determinations, this insight into essence as such is still not a general

knowledge of the world in the sense of a whole. The determinations of regions
of being are not yet the determinations of existence-as-a-whole, or in other
u'ords, of the proper object of philosophy. If phenomcnology is to be a radicalll,
unbiased philosophical method, then Husserl has to ask rvhether and horv phe-

nomenology could make world-knorvledge possible.
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Because he strove for such a lack of bias, Husserr obtained his concept ofphitosophica, ,ru,L,!."";;;i;;li il ,,r,u.rt opi,rio,,. ro. rhis reason, rhenexr quesrion for him was; might"p"opt. i, narural, pre -phirosophicar rife al_ready have something to do witf, ,n. *Tor. assuch, or is it phirosophicar knowr-edge which first ooens fo. them an ;;;r a the ,,worrd,,f 
Husser's fundamen-tal answer was' orople ,l."rdt i;;;-ilo.,r.io.rrness of ,i.-*"aa before anyphilosophy' For this'r.as"r',, ii., *r,ilr, .trn*., through ph,osophy can onrvbe an attitade toward.tfr. *ola. a.'.*irr, ,o this, the question, ,.How 

canthe whole of the w_o_rld becom. ; ;;;t;';: phenomenologyl,, i, given the fol_

i,"rlffirff.:1':il[:Y 
a""' il' i'iilt attitude' or peopre read to a new,

The question to be asked before the last one mentioned, however, is: whydo peopre have consciousness 
"iii.'*.rra d::ar'i.il;;'; philosophicalknowledge| Going rro- t,ir ia"r 
"r.".r.,r,,"n, Husserl characterized rhe natu_ral attitude in the following *ry.-ril'"u;..,, in my world are encounrered inmanners of givenness thatlre .on,ing.;, upon their situations. A perceivedthing, like this table here, for .*._pl;:-;;, appear ro me only in such a waythat it shows me one side 

.r, 
r ri*..in'oii.. iJ,;;;;&;#1,, t"ble, I mustgo around it' and in this wayitis given io,-. irr.uocably..perspectivally.,, Butwhen I actualize anv.one of these fr"^f..i,*, views-one of the table , s ad.um_brations' as Husserl 

'ayr-", a manner of givenness, it is clear to me at the sametime that the beine of the ."u1.'"'r.i'.ih"rrt.d ;, ;il;;"rspect, which itoffers me at this rilrnr. "More" i, int"na.a.with the object ii,'"n trrrt *t ict*:::) j:.:,HT::,l'-r,'y"i;;;;.,, ," r' ,ny iI,I",,"*,, rived expe.
ness,itsdirrerencerrff",ffi ::":t::?;ilI+r:H:.,:$f*jl,ll**f; 

,:1ffi ;are subject-rerative. The existence 
"r,i"-"u;".,, o.,,t-r" oir,".ti.,i_"..o.ai.rgto my understandable berief-tranr..;: ;; subjectivery ri;;';pp.arance; irexists "in itserf," "objectively." lriiit *ry,.rn .*irr.rtiar judgment about ob-Jects constantry-tacitrS 

.so 
to speak-inura., consciousness in the naturar at-r#i;'i**;l:,f:,:i:, i', Ji;..,,;;;;"" existence that i. i.,aependent or

In normal cases. intentionar rived experience.takes its objecr as existing,; inthis sense' ir contain's a " positing of tr;n i-7ne-reration 
of peopre in the naturalattitude to obie cts is their una.".r,r"a.i1 u"ri.r i, ,r,. 

"*ir,'.n.Ioiou;..tr. rnr," belief of being" relates, first of ,[i;;il;ividuar objects of individuar inten_tional, lived experiences. If we look ,i-ii.rJr"., though, we see that this beliefencompasses the whole of all such objects, it ri ir, th; .:;orld.;,-^,.
Intentional consci

ob jects",,h.i;;,".4::i:,'::T',1?:,I:::l:,:U:,;;i:r!;;,;i;o;i,;,:;)
however' is sonrethinsr'nar-.rrirrri".rrrur. 

Intentional, riving consciousnesskeeps moving for-ald in ;t, ,""..ri r". ii.'rrrn ment and velfication of itsintentions which are. more or larr, .,r"gr.;;-o.-,..-pty.,, 
At the same time, it isalways the case that some objecrs, ,rr,;."r-, .o^.iour.,"i, r,r, ,.r.., ,, existing or
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:cnstituted as such and such up to that point, prove suddenly and inevitably to

:< nonexistent, or at least constituted in some other way. Thus, time and again

ie have to "cl.ncel" certain validities of being. Through transferring our

.:definite pre-intentions to originary manners of givenness, we gain not only
:-.rlfiilmenti or verifications but also " disappointments." One fundamental con-
'.'iction remains untouched throughout, however: the belief that the world ex-

-sts as the yrouncluponwhich we, in a way, place all objects. Every disappoint-

rent always leads, namely, only to a "not like this, but some other wayr" never

:o a complete nothingness. Thus the world's existence remains intact, as"wlti'
mntely va.lid)" even when we must set aside the existence and the particular

:nanner of being of this or that object. Husserl calls this belief of being related

:o the world the general thesis of tbe natural attitude.
This inexpressible conviction of the being of the world accompanies every

single consciousness of an object. In addition to this, the possibility of turning
mv attention to other objects from the object given at this moment belongs to
every intentional, lived experience. For example, in the case of perceiving the

:iont side of the table here, I am conscious of the fact that I can go around it
and see its back side ; I can let my gaze wander around the room in which it
stands; then I can glance out of the windorv of this room and discovcr even

turther objects; and so on. My concrete, intentional, lived experience thus

traces out for me a certain margin of possibilities from which I can, step by

step, always thematize more objects. While I might make use of these margins

treely, I do not do so in a completely arbitrary fashion. How I can thematize

turther is governed by a regulation with which I am inexPressibly acquainted.

Accordingly, I have a consciousness which refers from one experienced object
to ever further objects.

Husserl called this acquaintance with regulated referential interconnections

-by rvhich I can proceed with my concrete experience- horizonal consciousness,

and he called these margins of possible experience which are thereby opened

horizons. Husserl took up and broadened the daily meaning of the word "ho-
rizon." In a comprehensive sense, a horizon is my circle of vision' the circum-
t'erence which is around me (as the center of orientation for my world), and it
shifts according to my change in position. As the margin of my possibilities of
experience, the horizon is something subjective; I may find these "potentiali-
ties" to be already there, but they are there in such a way that 1 am the one

rvho has control over them: I have the consciousness "I can . . ." Because it is

rvithin my full power) my "capability," to follow the referential interconnections
in any direction I choose, Husserl is able to characterize horizonal consciousness

-using a concept we already mentioned above-as a consciousness of my "po-
tentiabilities."

Belonging to our potentiability is a consciousness that can always proceed

further in its thematizing of new objects, that is, a consciousness of an end-

less "and so on." We are confident, as we mentioned above, that our inten-
tional, lived experience will never run up against complete nothingness-even
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when indiviclual exp_eriences of crisappointment cancel the validity of individuarobjects-because of the strength of this consciousness. Thus we have, in theendlessness of horizonal consciousness, the assurance of a finar horizon thatcannor be canceled; a horizon for all borizonsopens up: the world.with this determination of the world as the uniiersar horizon,the conceptof the general thesis becomes concrete. In the same way that -"rn.., of given-
ness belong to an individuar object, the consciousness of this individual objectis embedded in a worrd-betief rhe object, that toward rvhich my acts are di_rected, the pole of m,v attenriveness, is something identicar, a, oppor.a to rhemanifold of its manners of givenness (i.e., its chariging 

"du-ur"titns), throughwhich it is able to presenr itserf to me. similarlx Itreivorta is something iden_tical, persevering, as opposed to the individual, rived experiences of objects. Thevalidity of being of objects might be confirmed or *eakened in originary given-
ness, bur the one world remains as ultimatelv valid.

The natural attitude of people is this general thesis, rvorld-belief. Bur howdoes. this relationship to thi world get cairied ou.r intn , ,.',. pr,il"sophicalrelationshipf Husserl points out that-the anarysis of the .pp.".rn.. of objectsi1 mlnners of givenness already requires a shift in attirude. In the inte.-tional, 
_lived experie nces that *. 

-...r, 
out in the natural artitude , objects areo,r "tbeme." we already somehow know that objects can appear to us onlyin manners of givenness-for. example, perceived objects .r.r'rfp.., only in"adumbratiops"-$rr1, normally, *. .,ar". direct our attention to this situated-subjective appearing, or if we do, then only sporadicalry. Thus this appearing-

in-manncrs-of-givenness is carried ou.. ooihr*nticaily. Hurre.l ,.y' rt ,,func-
tions" as a medium through which we relate to the oblect that exist, for us. Inthis functioning, situated-subjective appearing .e-airx rn trre Jaaorvs of ourattention-to the benefit of the righi in wh[h the object, ,"t.r, 

", existing,
presents itself. similarly to manners of givenness, world-belief also functions
unthematically. when we foflow the rcdrentiar interconnections of horizonar
consciousness in some direction, we are onlv thematicalll.interested in the ob-jects. and^ty_pes of objects that we run into arong the ,rru. w. ,.r"r thematize
our belief that, in spite of individual experiences of disappointmenr, our inten-tional, lived experience will never completery disappe". in,., nothingness.

Thus, intentional consciousness in the naturai attitude is, as Husserl for-
mulates it, "infatuated" 

:r_r,_h 
thematic objects. It,, just_lives,,_this, roo, an ex_

pression characteristic of Husserl-in its devotion to objects taken as existing.
The.functionings of manners of givenness and of the horizon of trre world_
the latter remains fundamentally unrhematic in the natural attitude-then be-
come themes of phenomenologicar anarysis. with this, h'rve'er, rh" ph"no-.-
nologist no longer just-lives. Both the diiection of her attention and her interestin the 

'alidity of the being of objects are broken. The intentionar ..gaze,, of
the phenomenologist no longer focuses on objects taken as 

"*ir,ing, 
but rather

on objects in the How of their unthematic appearance ancl in the embeddingof this appearance in horizonal consciousnesi.-tn this wa\,, thc phenome,olo_
gist's gaze is bent back r-rpon the subjective aspect, first, oi the aituarization of
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mannersofgivenness,andsecond,ofahorizonalreferentialconsciousness.In
.i.ti, pn..""-enological analysis has the.quality of reflection'

ReflectionirU"r"at'ponapositionthatrequiresthatthephenomenologist
:ree herserf from her ina',"r,i"'n, from her belief in the being of thematic ob-

'ects. Instead or ,rti*-in!-in iit *tt"- of iust-living' she rises.above it; she

;;;;g;; .;rries out i., i"n,"r.* in the existince of intended objects, and in-

stead becom es an,,uni.nterested.,, or ,,disinterested, obserper,,, She holds herself

out of the relationsrtip ,i"i ttr.es place between herself as a naturally experi-

encing person and tnetblects appea.ing as existent ro such a person. she places

rhis relationship in brnr'lr',t,,'o't 'pt'f, 
and observes the intentional life that

isllowwithintlrebracketsfromoutside.Perhapslshouldbrieflymentionan
erplanatorv analogv: ,f" i"ttii"g, bustling life of iust-living is put behind an

-obreruatioarwindow,"asitwete;althoughwe'asobservers'cannotstop
i[-ing-we n',rrrt .onti.,.,e to do so necessarily-we also cannot.make any more

rssumptionsaboutthisjust-livingaswestudyit'andthusitis"neutralized"
tor us,

Injust.Iiving,consciousnesstakesapositionontheexistenceoftheobjects
Ir encounters: as long as a being is vaiid and is not canceled, consciousness

qrants, affirms .*istefc.; if it beiomes invalid or somehow questionable' con-

sciousness srvitches over to negation or to some position toward existencc that

iics between aflirmation and legation, to "maybe"' "perhaps"' or something

similar. The disinter.r*d, ttfltttl''g ob"'utt must refrain from any of this kind

.if"ri,i""-raking. sn. i." s,rch tf,ings be , holding them in abeyance , because

if she were nor to do this, she would remain infatuated with the being of ob-

jects, and that which is unihematic in the natural attitude-that is, the manners

ol gir.nn.r, and horizonal consciousness-could not make it into view'

ThisabstentlorTro*""ytypeofposition-tahing'thisnewtralitycompared
r'ith all of its possibte moaincations, Husserl calls "epocha]" a concept taken

tiom ancient rt.p,i.ir-. it i, a.r..ipiion literally means "to stop" or "to hold

oneself back," in this casc, fiom t"king a position on existence',This position

of the epoch. is the n.* forition ,ouglit with regard to the world, the position

;il;gil which philosopf,v distinguis"hes itself from the natural attitude' The

discovery of this position contaiis the answer to how the phenomenological

nrethodcanbecomept.,ito,opt,y'whichnreans,howitcanbecomeatlremati-
zarion of the whole . t'h. *hole of ,n. world-where the "world" is understood

as the horizon of all horizons-is that which is absolutely unthematic for the

natural artitude. Thus it is the epoche that first makes possible the transposition

t-- " 
plrer.ronrenology of "inright into essence" into a strict unbiased philo-

sopbicnl method.

7 . The Phenomenological ReductionrT

Theregionsofbeing,whoseeideticdeterminationsarebrotrghttolight
by insight inro essence, Jonrirt of types and species of being-using the ter-

-inot.ig" of tl-re philosophical tra.liiitn. Those determinations which relate to
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the whole of existence overall "transcend,, and go beyond the determinations
of types and species. In scholasticism they were called ..transcendentals.,, pre-
Kantian thinking, becau.se it rvas a study of transcendent"lr, ,r., its.lf arready
a transcend.ental philosophy. rn order to correspond with this pre-Kanrian tran-
scendental philosophy, phenomenology .".r'ot rimit itself to b.i,g a study ofthe essences of the specific regions or u"irrg and their corresponding inten-tional, lived experiences.. Kant then gave a new meaning to the concept of
"tra.ntcend.ental" in that he described ..all knowledge,,, as"that lruhich has todo not only with objects, but rather with our *ry o1 knol'ing objects, insofar
as this way of knowing might be a prioripossible.",8 At this foint, philosophy
becomes universal knowledge because it makes existence in g.n.r"r its topic,
through the a priori relation of being to consciousness.

In the "Fundamental phenomenological outlook,, of ldeasd Husserl sets
up.phenomenology in the tradition of transcendental philosophy 

", 
it was es-

tablished by Kant. He can do this because the phenome'otogi.ri investigation
into correlation coincides with both conditioni of Kant,s d"efinition: on the
basis of the position established by reflection under the epochE, phenomenology
views objects in the How of their appearing for intentional consciousness. In
other words, phenomenorogy does not ask d-irectly and -impry ,bo,rt th.r. ob-jects, but rather about their "way of being known.,'And, as a method of insight
into essence, phenomenology sets forth that which is a prioriin this relation to
consciousness. But how does consciousness now move into the focal point ofphenomenologyf In other words, how does phenomenology become transcen-
dental philosophy in the Kantian sensel

one kind of epochE is possible, one which limits itself to neutralizing our
position on existence in individual, intentional, lived experiences. The world as
a. whole does not yet come into view, however, th.o,rgh such a partial absten-
tion from our "belief in_being." The epoch€ must becom e unipe)sal if the phe-
nomenological method is ro become philosophy. It cannot allow any poritio,
with regard to existence to remain .rntouched. But a difficult problem arises
here : even the claims that phenomenology makes about the intentionar appear-
ance of objects take a position on existence. By making judgments about
appearance-in-manners-of-givenness, rhese manners of givinn.rf ... taken as
existing. But if phenomenology were ro refrain from maklng these claims about
existence as well, then it could make no more claims at all. T:he universal epoche
bases itself on a renunciation of every claim to knowledge , and thus of philoso-
phy as sciencq it had this very same function in ancieniskepticism. phenome-
nology as a science therefore must make a sustainable claim from a region that
is an exception to the epoche.

Phenomenological claims refer to intentional acts of consciousness. For this
reason) the region that we seek can only be consciousness. But how can retain-
in-g the validity of being for consciousness be consisrent with the .,air-tightness,,
ofthe universal epochel rhe universal epoche is the abstention from the general
thesis of the natural amitude; it neutralizes the validity of the world.. If thJ being
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' : rnsciousness were the same kind as the being of the obie.c1s. in the u'orld

:.,ihichthenaturalbeliefintheworldrelates),thenitwouldbeimpossible
'., :n..ro*.nological philosophy to assign being to conscio-usness'.Accordingly'

: -.: re ing of consciousrr.r, -.,,i b" of a fundamentally different kind than that

,: rbjecls in the world. This thesis at first aPpears surprising' because ' according

l ou, pre-philosophical belief, consciousness is based in people, and they, lor

::.lr part, are a component of the rvorld' Thus it must be shown that inten-

: ,nal consciousness, contrary to how it appears naturally, docs not belong to

::.< s'orld; in its way of being, it is not "mundane"' as Husserl saYs'

At the same time, 
" 

,..oid proiect presents itsell if the rvorld is the whole

: lleneral' then there is nothing ..n.*, .o,, or ..outside of,, it, because the rr,hole

. !.r,..rt'i, itself defined 
", 

h"iing nothing external, norhing orher to it. Hegel

;ilied this Totality. Accordingly, it is impossible that consciousness be some-

:-r:ng ..next to,, or "other thai'l the world; in other words, it must be identical

-,ilththeworld.Thisthesiscanbeputintoconcretefbrminonlyonewa,vthat

^"da u. phenomenologically meaningful: the world is the whole of all inten-

..onally appearirrg objecls. In the natt'ial attitude, people distinguish objective

..r,.*., ihe being-ln-itself of objects, from their subiect-relative appearance

:r relation ro consciousness, their manners of givenness. The being-in-itself of

r'rjects is that aspect of objects' existence of which people in the.natural atti-

-ri. ,r. convincid, nrm.l1', that obiects are subject-irrelative' unrelated to con-

rciousness. The identity of the world and consciousness, holever, can mean

--.,n1' that the being-in-ltself of the rvorld is nothing other than its intentional

eppearing-for-.onr-.io,rr.ress, which goes against the belief of its being in the

natural attitude.
With this thesis, Husserl Presents phenomenology as a variety of modern

i.lealism. It is in this idealistic'position, though, that we find the actual differ-

ence betrveen the phenomenological-philosophical position and the natural at-

ritude. The latter mainrains, as-an ,.rthematic rvorld-belief, that the being of

the world and the obiects in it are independent of their aPpearance in con-

sciousness. The concreie form of this natural conviction is that this appearance

remains unthematic. The natural artitude leads only to the being-in-itself of

objects, that they are independent of consciousness and subject-irrelative, and

no, ,o ine s.rbl.ct-relative giu..,.r.r, of objects. This attitude is the basic posi-

tion of "just-living." Contiary to this, the phenomenologist who is researching

correlations relates this existence, which is supposedly independent of con-

sciousness and not subiect-relative, to subject-relative appearances. And further:

he leads this existence back to such aPpearance (as its foundation).

Husserl calls this leading back the phenoruenological red'uction' It is nothing

other than the radical univirsalizing of th. epoche. Whereas in the universal

epochE the being of the world is rotb.d of its validity this being now rcveals

itself as appearirig-for-consciousness. With this reduction, the phenomenologi-

cal method becomes transcendental in the sense of the tradition established by

Kant. In the eidetic investigation of correlations, objects are already vieu'ed in
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the How of their appearance for consciousness, but the matter of their existe ncemay still remain open. only with the phenomenorogicar reduction is the beingof objects clarified as being-conr.io,,rlirroar as the phenomenorogicar reduc_tion is understood as a radically ,rniu..rriir.a epoch€ and insofar as it amountsto an idealistic position, Husserr calls it transcendentar-phenomenorogicar in hislater notes to his ldeas I, as well ,, in hi, p.ojects in the lgzos.This transcendental position of lookirig fto. the rorrartio., of existence bygoing back to the actuarization of rpp"".".r.es by subjective consciousness wasrejected by Husserl's friends f."- Co,tti.g"n and Munich as a relapse into sub_jectivism. They rimited rhemselves ,o ,ur,"?'grrserl called tt . 
"iaeti. 

reduction,disregarding facts in favor of eidetic universality. This reduction, too, containsa type of epochE, a hording-in-suspense of the ,rru.nptir., ,i[.rr1 exisrence:essential circumstances exi51 jp6*.ndently of whethe. trr"." ,.. ,p..ific factuarsituations or not' According to Husse.l, ihough, we must distinguish sharplybetween the phenomenolo gicar and the .ia.i r. i"i".;#;#.'ih. ph.no*. -nological reduction is.the consequ.,r.. oiii. epoche (the abstenri on from everyposition on existence), and because I can arso apply the epoche to fhctuar, in-dividual, lived experiences without examining their eidetic structures. The re-duction of objectivities in.generat r" -f lonrciousness (that rvhich allows fortheir appearance) is very dilferent from I ..a,r.tion of facts to their essenc€s.Those critics of Husserl from within phenomenology saw an impoverish-ment in his transcen!^"-111,_ft,.r"menological reductiori.,Ac.orJing to them,relating back to consciousness. cuts philosoihy off from the .i.hness of objectiveexistence; the call "to the things rt.-Ju.r" thus atrophi., ir.. new subjec-tivisn-r' But this was a.misunderltanding 
"r ,r. concepr ,rr r.ar.atrr. The phe-nomenological reduction is hardly "redictionistic.,, Not t"r.irg f"., in the be-lief that objects exist indepenaer',tty or.onr.iourness, the belief of the naturalattitude, does not *.rn ih.t *. .,o lo.rge, pay attention to objects. on thecontrary, it is only through reflection thalthe matter of objects allows itself tobe analyzed in such a way that .*. .".r r"", unreduced, how it presents itserforiginarily to consciousness, and it is only through,t..fo.rri"and the phe-nomenological reduction that reflection op.r* iiself unconditionalry to theanalysis of originary manners of givennesr. 

.T.".rr.".rdentar phenomenorogy
does. not disregard the world in favJr of consciousness; rather, ir, irr,.r.r, ,.ir.,precisely iz its illumination of the phenomena that -rt" .rp ou. .orr.iourn.r,of the world. In fact, the trarscendental phenomenologist is interested in con-sciousness only as the site of the ,pp.rr..r.. of the u,orld.

8. The Way to the Reductionre

Given the conclusions w.e have just made, two projects arise_if the phe_nomenological method is to become philosophy. Firsi of all, rrrrr..r musr provethat intentional consciousness is not-m,rndarre, or in other words, that it exists

u a J_.x--

:ulE:-lH=
di[*r i :.]r:l::
Ir :tn|E:s !
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..llit}erentwaythantheobjectsoftheworld.Second,hemustreallycarry
--:rc iraoscefld.nt"r-pn.rro*eniogical reduction through, meaning he must fol-

r].*f,CoDCePtualpathbywhichwediscoverthatthepresumedbeing.in-itself
: i rojects is nothing otil, tr,"n subiect-relative appearance . Husserl formulated

.-, ,i'"y to the redriction in his "Fundamental Outlook" in Id'eas '[in a manner

-.-. 
"iong 

the way, also frovided the first proof we mentioned' Later' however'

j.rsserl was no longer satisfied with this proof. For this reason, beginning in

,.o ,rror, he intensely sought a more convincing way Io the reduction'

Ii rve first disrega.J i,i,,ttl" questionable proof that consciousness is not

::-ndane, however, then we see th;t he does justify his phenomenological ide-

i..m in the ..Fundamental outlook" with tire foilowing considerations. The

: -,nliction that the U.i"g .f the world is independent of consciousness is part

. j the belief of beingii the natural attitude; this attitude_also.assumes that

:rjects in the world aie subject-irrelative, that is, they exceed their appearance-

-:r-manners-of-givenness and thus are transcendent' The genuine phenomeno-

:rgical questio; must then be: how does intentional consciousness carry out

::rrslivedexperienceoftranscendenceinitsoriginaryform?Howdoesthecon-
rtcrion that objects and the world are "more" ihan that which is given in each

srruational apPearance originally arisel . -,-
Husserl,s^typical exariple for our experience of an object is the PercePtrotl

rf a thing.2o In actualizing the momentary adumbrations of this table here' for

..r-pr.,"-y conscio,rsne-ss is also co-conscious of horizonal potentiabilities,

..r'hich are further p.*.ptionr. The momentary man-ners of 
.givenness 

(for ex-

._pr., ih. ui.* oi the'front side of this table) refer me through their own

sensible content to potential experiences in which more of the table, or beyond

1r. more of the *o.id i., g..r.r"i, would become given' In this sense' we can say

rhat, in each experie..; ;i "., 
ot;.., there lie " iotiuations" which lead beyond

it. crucial here is the differenc. b",*..., what is given at this moment and that

..r-,i.r, i, experienceabr ,nrorgt the actualization of motivated Potentiabilities'

Every object is known as soirething existent on the basis of this difference,

$.here its being is not absorbed into the manner of givenness that then happens

to be actualized. The fact that the being of an objict itself exceeds my direct-

( momentary; p.r..ptJ.*f.'it"tt of is being is my originary experience of

the transcendence of objects and the world'

This transcendence io., ,,o, immediately mean that the object is totally

unrelated to .ons.io*ness, but rather the opposite; it means that' while that

rvhich is transcendent may not itself be preiintly given to consciousness, in

principle a motivated transition to its actual appearance already lies' to some

.*,"ni, in the referential interconnection of potentiabilities. In short, the origi-

nary form of the lived experience of transcindence is the fact that the experi-

ence of an object is embeided in horizonal consciousness. Objective transcen-

dence may originarily emerge in its not being related to consciousness directly,

but this is just the ..u.rr. side of a latent reLtion to consciousness' one rvhich



26
Iilaus Held

can be revealed through motivations. Here, ..relation 
to consci.usness,, means

,#:tt? **:.:H"':"";' 
;;';"''r'i' i' t'"'" *.'i-,.,'n,..na.nt being

This proof, horvever, is subject,o ,r-1T?,guit1,..According to the explana-tion we have given, tr,"t *r,i.n1'.r*;;;., objects .,exceed,, 
is the rink of theirappearance to the situation of th. -"nr..r-of-gi'ennes, ,t r,-irpp.n to be ac_tualized. The "rranscendence" 

"r*ii.i^'Hurr.i ,p."t, i, ,.i.^,".a as origi_narily exceeding rvhatever tt" ,iru.iio-n'hrpp.n, to be. Ho*rver, Husserr un_derstands appearance-ir--"nn..rlof-;t;;r:-,:r, 
not onry rvith reration to thesituation but also withrelatio" ,"'ri" ,"Uiect. Further, ,.subjective,, 

meansbased in consciousness. Therefore, urrr..r must interpret the transcendence ofa situation also as exceeding..rr:;;;;;r.

,,,, j;:l, "JJlt:t'-:': ::' i:*'Y;i i;i'ppo"' t h at consciou sness arreadv e x -

thing in ,,r"ri.*'i! il:,.J.fi!!l'Jr,'::: :nlv 
that 

'"t'i.h i, "l.."dy,om"-charicteristic, thrt itr. u.ing .*.".d;, ;';;H::1.:: ffi,r:ff::'i. Hl.fi:X:sciousness rerares to those lr,".r.i".r"i.s rvhich ,." ;;;;;;;; to it; its basiccharacter is its inner rerati,n t" itr"rr."i*r."nd"n.. the, consists in conscious-ness's relating to somethi"g 
"tlr.. ii;;;; "*" inner self, rh,r, ."r.r,i,g out ro"girrnncsses" which a* noi immanenr. t,', tt,i, ,"rr., H;;;.iiirringuirt., ,t,.transcendent objects of the world r..r- ii. i.mmanent gi'ennesses of conscio.rs_ness. Tlrrough this, f:*.u.f, ,r,. fr"oirrrr, .onr.iirrn;.;;;r, nrundane,which we ha'e set asidc untii 

""*,,-g;r, central meaning fbr rhe reduction:Husserl must now explain in what #ili, ..immancnce,,r-u,hich 
is exceededby t h e t ra n s c e nd e nc 

" 

^ 

o r _ u., a 
".,1 "q:,. 

# _.*, r rr.In his "Fundamentar outrook" iri iin, t,Husserr clarifies how conscious_ness is nor mundane through ".r_;;;;;, H. .hoor., ..i..Li,"rpatiar thingsas an exampre for transcendenr obj..tr-in-tte-worrd. rrr"'rr"y',rrrngs exist isre'ealed, accordi,g ro the uni'e ,t"i', jrill"i."*.rrirrr, ," lil.r*r" that thevappear originarill',. The same goes for the way conscio'sress cxists: conscious_ness is the whole of all intenli"rrr,-ii*J .*p..i".,."r. rr,.r. ii".a experiencesemerge concreterv in mv actualizing the manners of givenness through rvhichan object appears ro consciousnesr, i"r', ou.-.*"n-,pre of tie p*;;;;" of a thing,rhese are the adwmbrations rhrouihrrlil.i rrr" ,t,irg ."n-,'.r'iJro"-gru.n. tn.r.adumbrations, rvhich are unthem;tic in tt . nrtu."l attitude, are made thematicin reflecrion; in such refle*ion, ;; ;;; *lt" rar-ur"tionr.irg-url,presenrin intuition, and in this sense ,; ;;;'a,ir,, ..percei'e,, 
ou.-.onr.i,rusness.Through a compariso: 

:f :lr" "*.;;;;;;tion of things rvith the reflexive,lnner pcrception of their unthernrti. ,dun-,d.rtions. the difflerencc be*veen rhe
,tli:tt 

of, being of consciousness and rtrior.rnarn" J;;ilr, come to
The result of such a comparison is this:.*'hcreas.a (mundane) thing onl1,comes to be given through.adu-u.rtionr,-i-hi, i, no, the casc fbr its reflectivelyperceived adumbrations. The -rn".r, oi g,o'.nn"r, rvhich are u.thematicarr'
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,ru*;:3rl in perception, for example-' are not once again given through un-

.-r(*,i::c manners of giu..,,"" in ieflection; they do not aPPear to reflecting

1::{' r.rsfle SS 
^, 

,uvirr',:-"intive \n adumbrations' but rather as- absolute' Con-

[.j.'r].essisthusgiventoitselfinreflectionasfreeofadumbrations.According
r :-( .? priori of .o...i"'ion, the way whatever is given exists corresponds to

11. --:rner of giu.rrn.,,' if""fo", consciousness possesses absolute existence

; trfosed ro the sublect-relative existence possessed by the obiects in the

- .-;
i ord., to illustrate the absoluteness of consciousness' Husserl makes use

. :_:c ;lassical -.thoaotgilia."u, found in Descartes's Meditations. Accord-

r:. :,r Descartes, I can dJubt the existence of everything concejvable ' 
but not

.:,: cristence of my r.if,i"-f"t as and as long as i conceiut' The€xistence of

-. ;rilitl' to .o.t."iu.]the existence of consciousness-is the indubitable re-

*.;.:,le r rvhich canno, U.-q".tii""ed, even by a general, comprehensive doubt'

l-.s rs similar,o grrrr"ti' position: because mundane obiects are given as

,-:'ect-relative, their ""ilJiiy'"r 
being can be canceled out at any time; to be

,'-:'ect-relatir. 
"rrt"itr 

ri,. ftssibility..of error' In principle' because we can be

- .rrken, it is imaginaUi.-.[", orrr entire belief in ihe world could collapse' On

--,c other hand, the ,"[ai'V "f 
the being of consciousness' because of its abso-

-,. g,t.nn.ts,is unable to be canceled' and thus it is absolute'

Er'eniftheexistenceoftheentireworldweretoloseitsvalidity,and,in
::.:s sense, the world were to be "destroyed" for consciousness' something

oouldbeleftover:absoluteconsciousnessasa,,residuumofthedestructionof
j:: n'orld.." ffr.no-"nof',gLl refltction affirms this residuum' As this reflection

,rcks deep into consciot',L""-"'-'bsolute' it discovers manners of give nness as

: part of what is .,immanent" to it. These are contained as indubitable "reell"'

-;,;;;.;;i, pi..., i, in. srream of intentional, lived experiences. From these,

rcmustdistinguishtheobiectsintheworldas"real"'whichpossessonlyan
::.rsecure transcendeni-.*irr.*. and which are beyond the stream of lived ex-

:erience immanent to consciousness'
''"i;i, ir-;her. the m.thod of the reduction begins to cause the distinct

paths within traditional Cartesian dualism-tht p"tht of. consciousness and

-outer q7q1ld"-1e *rr'',.tgt' In the long run' t"ih " 
dualism. did not satisfy

Husserl for several .."ro.rr]W. will mention only three here. 
_First, 

it results in

...onru,ing interplay between the concepts of ..immanent,, and ..transcen-

dent.,,InsofaraSthetranscendentexistenceoftheworldistracedbacktoits
appearanceln-"nrr.r,ofgivenness,whichareimmanent'thistranscendence
of objective existence prorl to be immanent. But can it be reasonably under-

stood u,ith the term ..t^ranscendence" if it is really "immanent.transcendence"l

Second,thisparadoxofaconsciousnessrvhichexceedsitselfandyetre-
mains in itself also contradicts the very spirit of the investigation of correlations

at its most basic level. Husserl's concepr of intentionality basically settles the

classical Cartesian problematic of whai is "inner" versus "outer" with regard

to consciousness. This problematic returns, however, because F{usserl over-
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rnterprets the subjective character of ..manners of givenness.,, Because they arenaturally unthematized, manner.s of givenness are undoubtedly subjective in-sofar as thev can be brought to right;;il;G;ril.Ifi'.Tut for Husserl,

:H.i:ffi::,.'?ff;'::': '1'n: ,*l* ;# th'v c-an u. .-.i"a1ut onrv inside

of givenness,,;;:;;r;i"t1;ffi :r,i::1,::::.,:::il,:,.:,,,:,,.y;,T,:*
experiences, but in the same stroke tharaa
words, they a re - 

" 
n n.., of s e r f- revela, ir;:t"?:_"i::iff t lf;:;:::llilT:X :selves' If we were to apply the cartesian question, asking whether we shouldadd,.these lived experierrces to the .r,.g;ry of consciousriess,s ..outer,, or ,.in-ner" world' then we could. not 

"pp.opr"l"*ty comprehend their richness. Livedexperiences break down. this duarism; ih.y".. tt . irr-u.t*...,in], rvhich origi_nally opens the dimensio.r or i.r,".,,iorr"i appearance within which conscious_ness and the world have arready -.r-u.roi. 
"ny 

,ru;r.i-oi.., .ir,.r, Husserrdiscovered this In-between through ..roiuirrg.this subject-object rift by under_standing truth in a way that - , ,r"o, o.,"lrid"d; h.e wa1 thereby the first to push

;ffi:r:H;tor 
to entirelv new possibilities in thought ro. t'*.,ti.th-century

Third' the cartesian proof that consciousness is not mundane, in ldeas I,also conrravenes the method 
.9f the ;;;a. In the beginning of his ..Funda-

mental outlook," Husserl explicitly separates this method from cartesian doubt.According to Husserr, Descaites ,1r" rffi, a way to suspend the natural atti-tude' Descartes berieved. that the *ry r"?o this would u. *.,r,"ai.ally to setup a universal negation in opposition to the naturar, positive position on exis-tence . But negarion is still a variery of position-taking. The narurar attitude canonly be overcome through s.tti.,i 
^t 

i, .possibre losi,iorr, inl, is, throughthe epochE' Husserl, ho-wever, .J*.ttf ,"i.".r.a this insightful aspect of hiscritique of Descartes when he .""ria"..a tl. possibility thar extreme disillusioncould call the existence of the world into lu"itiorr, "ni *n"n i," .*prained thatnon-mundane consciousness is the ,,residuum of the destruction of the world.,,Thus consciousness for Husserl-", -iif-o.rcarres, basically-joins the re-mainder of affirmable being which sr.uire, the negation of the worrd.When Husserl engageJ Descarres again much later, in his Cartesian Medi-tations, he did criticize,him on this poi".,t, s"yi.,g that consciousness for Des_cartes was still "a rittre reftover piece of the worri.,,2, e, r..g 
", 

.onsciousnessis still a piece of the world whose .*irt..r.. is afrrmed in thi r"**r artirude,it does.not distinguish itserf from .n,*a".,. objects i, ,il;;;l exists. Thisaccusation also affects Husser|s .,Fundamental'phenome.r.r"gi."r 
outrook.,,Thus Husserl, after ld'eas I, *", pr.rr.d io-ct".ify the phenominorogicar con-ception of consciousness from ,L. p".rp".rive of his method--In th. ,qror,Husserl conceived a way to tt " .ea,r.tior, documenred in his article in theEncyclopedia Britannica, which *.nt tr,rolgh.,,phenontenorogicar psycborogy..This way prefigures transcendentrl ph.nomenology, in which consciousness isstill understood as mundane, that ir, 

", 
tt . ,orrr that retains the character of a
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methodically to set
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*rttul aspect of his
:extreme disillusion
:n he explained that
rion of the world."
callr'-joins the re-
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his Cartesian Medi-
rsciousness for Des-

,ng as consciousness

:he natural attitude,
e s'av it exists. This
rological Outlook."
nomenological con-
thod. In the rgzos,
in his article in the
ao log i c a I p sy cholog y ;'
rich consciousness is

ns the character of a

:<ine-in-the-world. The whole world of objects is alreadl":d::^1j" the Horv

'-'' l? ;:;: :,;;;;';;;" n"'' na vet phenome norogv remai ns mu ndanc

:ere, thar is, it remainslir.-pr,ir"rophical ,.i.n.. that is trapped in a belief in

:re w'orld. As such, it is nt difft"nthom non-empirical psychology' no differ-

rnr from the science *[i.i .roUfishcs the iaentinatte "rrit 
tiul structures of all

.rr.ed experiences througi'.lJ"ii. ."arcrion"in such a way that they can be ana-

-l.zed in the reflective ilner examination of the epoche . According to Husserl,

:his introspective-eidetic fsychology.has a doubie function' First' it is the a

:riorifortndation of "riffii'itor 
plytnotogy; psychology today' which is almost

;ompletely run as a p,tt t""'*r 'ii*tt "na 
*i'iiit beliives it can get by without

anr.introspective.eideticfoundations,isgroundlessandwillthuseventuallyfal-
:e r, according to Husserl' Second, phenomenological psychology is the first step

:otranscend.rr"fpf""o.nt"ofogy'fFtformera-lreadycontainsthelatterinits
entirety, but only 

", 
*t"'d""t' iicording to Husserl' all we need is an "indica-

:r'e change," *r,."ui*tJJt"t*t *iii be grasped as transcendental instead

,rf mundane, in order to transfbr this new type of psvchologf into transcen-

Jental philosoPhY.
Wherein lies this indicative change? Consciousness, as we have occasionally

lointedout,is,fr.,*'-ofintent"ional'livedexperiences-'andthusHusserl
.[t'tp"r* "r'r* "';;;;; 

'J '*p"i.'n.'es;' 
ln this siream' all of my lived expe-

iences are unified, and this unity is known to me because I describe all of my

irved experiences as 'tnine'" That they are "mine" means that they belong to

-me,,, ..I,, am th€ or-r. *fro actualizes them' Thus l am-as fhe"perfOrrning'

.i0," asHusserl ."lk i;-;h; basis of all of my experiences' belonging together'

that is, of the ,r.tity of nlf *'""*.of to''"c'iou"'ess' In my intentional' lived

erperiences, L* ai"titJ iott"d objects-in-the-world' but I can also make my

own ego an object "f ;; "Rtttio""through 
such.objectification' the ego in

ihe natural attitude appears to itself ""o-tlhi"g 
existing in.the world' In fbct'

this obiectificarion ir'l--"r.i"g-worldly: I apprehend myself. sociologically as

role player, in experimental pslichology as ar expcrimental subject' and so on'

During r".fr r.iil"ii*iin."riori,'this act of making-worldly withdrarvs

itself somewt ",, 
f *y"fi-ut fttf"t*ing-ego-as I' the one who carries out

each experience of objectification-t"-ain"to some extent on this side of the

objectification, ", 
,it'pttfo'-tt' Understood in this way as performing-ego'

I am basically " 
u.i.!;;t; not mundane; I am "ptlro egl"'as Husserl says'

Here "pure" means 'Iunable to be captured by any objectification that makes-

*'orldly'" Apprehending consciousness no longer as mundane' but instead as

transcendent"l, *."n, ionsidering this pure performing-ego. Husserl therefore

also calls it rh" " t nnl""it"*t 'io'"" 
iht 

"""ttt'dental 
ego in us is nothing

other than ,t " 
*rrnJ"n. .s", phr".r"menological reflection is in.ncl way a literal

division of conscioui".*-i, l, ,ur, " 
r.minJer that, in the final moment, I am

a being that is "",-;;;;i;ly 
absorbed into any objectification' thereby Pre-

serving my freedom u"[ 
'"'iontibility'. 

In whaiever rvay Husserl might ha'e

thoughtoutthemethodofrealizingthisindicativechangeinthetransition
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fl"Jri[Tffi ::'.'.?iff f3f,',r?;lnscendentarphenomenorogv,itiscrear
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t_il,r::, 

il: :J,:ff 
.,'X 

fil;Jft*;on method that we just probrem xirri-. ir,. ,,..a,r.i;;;;4;ding 
back,, ofexistence from object, ,.,d th. .".fJi" ii

mean expraini,,g ti,i, eristence o,,,i" ;;':f #;::ffi::l ffl".ffi,"ff ":Hlftypes of objects are 
,taken 

as existing ln-,i..r.tu.s by consciousness musr bemade comprehensibre^th.ro,rgh th"ir"rfp.".rrr.. in reiated *".r.,.., of given-ness' Given that consciousness t."rrr..rri, originary ,i,r.,.aJ1..tir. given_nesses in a motivated. way, then the i-n*g.rL,,ir*-"i-ii. *;ra musr beconstructed through its eidetically disting.rishable regions of objects. Thisconstruction of the world out of .orrr.i*rness,s motivated achievements of
:ff','"?i||ft:,:Xl.l" constitwti.on, 

!r-Hurr".l.,, ir,.-r'..J oi";.* of inves_

constitution 
", o*.11,':ffi:11',"ji j*::::'""rogv, then, i,,.,"rv,i n g th.

As a method of eidetic i'na ,r*r#Jental-pheromenorogicar 
reduction,phenomenology developed into 

"n" ;f ,h.*"...y fty comprehensive systematicprojects of twentieth-century philosophy. In spite of its quistionable aspecrs-afew of which we have just 6ji.ul.jrilrir'pro;"., is an essenriar link betweenclassical German transcendentrr fiir"r.i'r,y'and those new departures charac_teristic of the twentieth ..nru.y, ,r.f, ,l .'*irrentialism, the philosophy of Be_ing' hermeneutics, academic ,d;o.,];;nguistic analysis, alr of which aresomewhar linked ro phenome""rogy. r- ,rri, reason it is worthwhile to fol_Iow the way Husserr",ph*o.n.n;il;r,'".'grn" 
as a method in order ro ..re-construcr" systematicary the transitiJ., r.o-'arr. age of la"rrir_ ,l our epoch.only in this way can w'. assess, in a somewhat au-thoritat;" ;;;;.., the far-reaching effects and consequences of the endeavo;;i;;;;;;;r"ry ptitoro_phy' In another respect the study 

"r-ilr*"rrirn texrs is artractive insofar asworking through the investigation of .orrrii*,ion in concrere analyses enriches

;H-t:l?r:I#cal 
understanJ"g 

"rp."pi.{.*p.ri.r.e of the *orrl r.o- -^.,y
c: :-t .;

i:r : :r:t

Notes

This essay was first published as Klaus Held, ..Einleitung,, 
in Ednund Husserl: Die phiinome_nologische M1tbode, Ausgewtibbe Zrr, 1S,ri,g.." ir,iirpp Reclam), I: J_Jr.r ' This comme nt does not at all de tract from the :nerit deserved by the Nijhoff pub_lishers in the Netherlands for their;k;il;;;.a to nrrr.rt.z on the probrem of the rife-woaa .* "s..ii", 

z of the nexr essay in this volume.Husserl's discussion of rhis is found in irtr;;-C;;;;,$$8, s, .1.1, 7a, aeibgi Il(Appendix 5);
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i:_r: ---.c :e\rs in The Essentinl Husserl: Basic writings in Transcend.ental Phenomenology, ed'

-, ,--- 
-.1eiton (Bloomington, Indirn, university Press, r999), $$zo and z-r, so as to facilitate

.L--:1: :t the texts rna.' ai"*'iln"tft"nttt *ilt bt'gi*tt nli onlyto-Husserl's individual

r rt. : r: also to any t"""'pl"aitg se le ct ions found in The Essential HussetL

: For more ,uout l,rrr..t;s lif'e, see K. schuhman n, Husserl-chro.nih: Denk-and

--::7:e-:7!n Husserls. U,o"t;"o O'e'*'*"vol' I (The Hague : Martinus Niihoff' rozz)'

I Cf. H' L' Van Breda' *Die Rettung von Husserls-Nachla8 und die Griindung des

- -.<j-.\rchiv ,." in Uuo'rt 
'nd 

d'as Denkenier Nt:uzeit'ed'H' L' Van Breda and I' Taminiaux

l-< Sague: Nijhoft tg|g), +zff'
r.Itlorein-depthe*ptanationsofthescconcePtscanbefoundinSectionzofthenext

: .;, :: this volume .

,.. Krisis' 168; Crisis, rtt5'

-. Krisis, 169; Crisis' 166'

3. Ideen I, +?-++; Id'eas I, +4; italics deleted'

s. It/,een I, ++; Id'eas I, ++'
',c. The Essential Husetl, $t '

r r. cf. Husserl , l*irgo*irr, Logische (Jntersuchungen,l,6s; Logicnl Investigati\nt' to}'

rz. The Esential Huserl, $$z' I+, t5'

rr. This plausible ti"'i' L''Ut found in U' Claesges' Edmunil HuserhTheorie der

i ,etmhonsritution ('fhe Hague: Niihoff' rso+)' zsff '

I+. See Section o of iht nt" tt"y in this volume as well'

r5. Cf. Aristotle, Mrtaplrysics, Ioo3a' . .---:^- ^ ^r ;r.,
16. For. .or. .*"*'"1rirfrl. "r 

rlt,h.r. relations, cf. Section z of the next essay rn

:,--:i volume; Annlysen ,u' pooiu'n Synthuis' 3-24; and Tbe F'ssentiol Huserl' $tz'

fi The Essential Husserl, 55'
t8. Kant, Critique of Pure Reason' B 25 

-
rg. The F'ssentiil Hisserl, $ro' See atso $$zo and zt'

zo. For , *or" .*"t 'n'ivii' "f 
tftt pt'Jtptiott of a thing cf' Section z of the next essay

-:- this volume ; Analyse'--za' pnssiven SynihuX' l'z+; and The Essential Husserl' $rt'

zr. This *tot. p'oittrll"iit i"'[tn up againin t -ott concrete form in Section 1of

:ie next essaY in this volume '

zz.Husserl,cartesianischeMed-itationen,63;cdltesianMed'itations'24',
23. For a closer r""[ " 

it'i' whole problematic' cf' Section 4 of the next essay in this

''olume' 
his volume'z+. Cf. the last section of the next essay rn t 

rhis volume .

,s. fo. a closer look at this concept' cf' Section r of the next essay ln 1


