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¥ g TR ABSTRACT

The clearly stated goal of Edmund Husserl's

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

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

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

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

g The thesis presented here has as its central -aim

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

trans il inology was to enable phuosophy, for

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




5 utlindRy field of study for phenomenologicai science.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

i
|

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

|

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

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

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

of. knowledge .

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

phxlosophlcal issues were epistemclog;.cal in chiaccar.

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

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

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

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

has been particularly evldent in three ‘great phxlosophlcal

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

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

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

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

et e




s . e

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

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

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

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

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

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

logy that, é it ful].y comprehends

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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




i losop ical tar‘\fi-i"
.

kt

3 \nm inigh

3 lnbjectlve wcrld whick.
_,mj

ricnl investigation .




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

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

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

there But while this

s true -of natural scxence,_to E Y

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

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

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

knowmg is not that one be able  tiake universally valid

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

the tofallty o

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

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

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

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

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

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

1ence could be revealed--and genuinely presuppositionless

§ knorwledqe achxevedA

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




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

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

approach is embodied in the techniques of epoche and

reductlun which are Dnly adumbrated in Phlquthx as

péint of Husserlxan phenolﬂenolcqy. Their prlmary Eunc’cxon

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

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

freewhlm to study the relat;onshlp between consclousness

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

e fox:m a centtai

caoioay; Ehe: thenes’of Teducilon and 259

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

career, Husserl ch ized Y 1nmral knowledge

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

achieving scientific philosophy, then one must also accepé

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

European Sciences and Transcendentat Phendmesolo




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

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

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

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

w— . tHat.airection.® = : +

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

-questions of kAcwledge value, and ethical’

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

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

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

, and that therefore philosophy as science is d

€ have P e an atntude of skeptlc;sm

concerning/ the possibility of achieving universal .

phiiosophxcal knowledge. L

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

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

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

skepbnclsm se_ems complete. For:if philosophy is consxdeksd

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

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

apodictic truths, then surely this objection applies, a

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

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

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

a rejéction of the ideal of philosophy as a rigorous

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

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

posltlvlst vscxences. what “this wcrk involves, theén,

firstly, is a reconslderatlon of the whole meaning of

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

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

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

,in the.course of 'the guxsuit

“Mscientific tr‘uth.‘ #

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

only within the context of Ehenomenologlcal reflection can,

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

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

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

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

! The thesis to be presented here grows dixectly out

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

i
'
!



o long-standing ‘ideal of 4

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

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

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

concept which is used extensively for the first time in

-the Crisi

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

years, Husserl was prepannq to y ms t 1

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

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

ction of hls

"séientific phuosop’n}. There-

fore, before one accepts path taken by many {ater

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




12

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

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

* implications for the meaning of phenomenology, this

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

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

5

is.

within the relevant.sections-of the Cr.

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

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

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

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

whatever our inveéstigation reveals concerning the meaning
~ i

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

this meaning compatiblé with Husserl'ssider aim of

dchieving a conslstent transcendental :philosophy. In '

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

phenomenologlcal concept of epoche, since, as we. have

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




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

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

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

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

between these and the more recent elements of Husserl's

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

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

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

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

x L "‘within the

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

§ ! ~



. -ideal.". kS *

O 14.

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

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

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

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

hopefully suggest their signi{icance for the work of those

'y thin phil

A s of_ s::).ence, Exlstentlﬁl

phénomenologists, and "pure" phencmenologlsts alike

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




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

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

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

development Husserl undertook xnvestxgatxons ‘that "move .

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

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

We shall examne thxs concept bnefly, slnce the

(. 1901)
{

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

5

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

orld." @

ction vuth the ¢ P "l).f

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

re provide a framework for the questions we will

there

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

in his early work cn the nature of perceptlun. Dealing

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

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

'individual thing reveals that the objects of pezcePtion v

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

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

is.

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

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

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

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

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

meanlng_ of; L@

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

tree, qua perceived, is that it stands on a

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

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

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

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

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

spaj::.o—- 1 iments form the ~~or
S

iox: the pergeption of the tree itself. While this

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

analysis of. the indlvidual percephual object, then leads




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

. “natural standpolnt" B R
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particular conscious acts. ' - . -

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

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

Pure Phencmenolg_gx, It is here that the concept is first

.expounded in connéction with the central phenoma)c_loglcal

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

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

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

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

.+ World" aré meanmgs that. coincide.

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

’ pomt vuth the phenomenological one, and thereby erase what

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

and "true (1

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

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

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

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

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

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




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

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

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

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

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

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

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

<
ma:l.ntauung two!

"yoria" means o




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

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

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

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

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

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

further :Lndeterml.nate wsibxlxnes af perceptlon. Now.

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

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

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

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

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

If one claims

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

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

the world as the présupposed basis for nori- scienhific

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

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

Y

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




as’ the horizon, or sphere, yithit which these diverse
expezie;:ées cecur:” For the scientist, the "gorid as
horlzon takes the form of a permanent field for the
advancement of scl.entlflc knowledge. For the non-
scientist, the "world as hcnzun is fikewi_se an ever-
present. fj.eld, but for practx_cal (i,e. non-.theéretica.l) !

- activities. 7 ot

‘But ha,v:mg dxawn this dxstxnc’cmn between f-.he

"sc:.entxf:.c and the "lived" worlds, the quest).on of what

motlvates the transxtlon from qne standpoxnt to anothet

remains unanswered. Is one standpolnt prima.ry, the other-

seconaaxy, or do both worlds possess equal ‘status For
,human cdnsclousness" Husserl's flnal answer, while not °
" clearly formulsted wmtil he deals explicitly, in, the ;

Crisis, with i:he concept of the; hfe—world, 1s fore-

¢ : in his t \A t,. 1n Ideas I, of the notlcn of an *

"jdeal world." ’ ’ e ; 3

The difference between an ideal, world, and the so- .

" “called matural world, can be statéd in two ways. . Firstly
.each world has its specific kmd of objects. The obje}:cs‘
of the natural world may he SharastaLized as physmal,
or ""real" Objectsr-hcuSES, trees, anlmals, men. The
objects of an ideal wcrld, however, do not ordl.nanly
possess this dlmension of concreteness--they depend for.
their existence upon express acts of *human’ consclousness.

3, Thus, fpr example, in 'the “world of drithmetic" which

\
/




" ) 7 N |

Husserl menuons, the pure humbers have no existence apart
‘Erom that which they possels t.hrcugh Uie iathenaticiants
3 cor}sclousness of them. 'The mathen\atxclan, while living |
in the ideal world of arithmetic, _has access to a sphere
of ohjects which one who lives stralghtfcrwardly in the
-natural world cannot experience.
Th:.s leads to the second way of dlstlnqulshJ‘{g ‘the
two worlds. As Husserl has already stated, the essence

of the meaning of a. "world' 11es in its hotlzonallty.

But’ whlle both the\%atn al and ,_.uieal worlds are horizons :
for human activities, they differ m terms of the;r

constancy.. The world of the natural standgolm:, "the

- world in the crdlnary sense of the ward, is cohstantly_

s

r

therd fo¥ me, so. J,ong as I live naturally dnd 1aok in

il ixeckion, 1he In contra;t to this,’ "The arithmetical : §
[i.e. the ideal] world'is there for me, only when and so i -

n7

long as I occupy the anthmetxcal s:andpoxnt. Thns,

the natural standpoint, and the world which.is Lt_s

horizon, are a permanent d:unens:.on of conscmus life,
whexeas the numerous ideal worlds are ‘generated out of -
‘this primary horizon. ) S
As.we have sugqested :hxs d1st1nc&;10n becween

the ideal and natural vorlds prepares us for Husserl's, -

1. eventual solutu)n to the problematic relatn)nship between—'

the "worlds" of science and of ever; life. 'He argues

in the Crisis that. the scientifxc orld is itself an ¢



.

' those facts. The non- sclentxfxc man d‘i:acf_s hmself to ..

" atténtion to the horizoh withm yh;ch ‘these affaa.xs . .

’proc'eed “ But XI we axe to understand ‘what the tem

i the ideal standpoint, since; once wit.h"n (:.he horizon of

é 8 3o m
"ideal’world," and that f_he wo:ld of : the "natural stand-
poxnt" is the uf.‘e-world uku:h alone is constantly ptesent

for everyone . . ‘

4 What is not usolv:i’by this argument, however; is:

the crucial prohlem of how one ‘can con\prehend the notion

of a woxld as hor;zch if one is at. the sa.me tme lxvxng

w1th1n the wotld. As Hussexl himself. assetts, the L s,

horizon of our‘expenlences is a bacﬁqxeund, which i

itself not thematized. The scigntist studies the objects,|

bl @ ' e
the. " within ‘the world--not.the ﬁorld as horizon, of

1

his ongoing pzactical affai.rs--he dogs not turn his

“norld®” means, - cleazly the vorld, as horizon, must some=

Fiow become thematic. 3

Puzther examxnauon of f.he :elauon between the
xdeal and natural standpolnts will ‘shed some 119)1!: on thisi,

aifficult issue. What is reguired, if one is to know not

"the cdhtgnts of a world, but that world "in 'j.{:sel_f," ‘is -
a standpoint which frees one 'fz'ém/‘z‘.mrsi'on'v in that world.
Furth’er this "detdched standpoxnt" canpot be sunply .
1mmersion in an al\‘:ernate world, since such~ a situatmn }
mezely repeats the sama difficulty.. ’I‘h S, for 1nstance,

- one cannot maaningfully study the "natural wor’ld" fxom
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‘an ideax_w'crid 1.: i the ohjects "of that world which are

thematized Even 1f .the 1deal standpmnt one occuples
L st that of the natural scientist, what is thematlc for
him are "natural ob]écts," and’ not the natural world

J.tself. “ 4 s, LI J " %

What is needed, then, is a standpoint which takes

'us “beyond the dj.stmctz.on between ‘the ideal and the

natural worlds, and 4t the same time reveals the xelatwn—

ship between all such wotlds. Husserl himself -is aware

of this re‘q’uirement, as ig shown by his statement that,

D ‘éven though the ‘natural and 1dea1 worlds ‘may be- present

together, they are "dxsconnected, apart that is, from ‘ *

* A . their” relat}.on to the, Ego, n. virtue of which-I_can

E Fg iy freely d;.rect my glance or m acts to the one or to the

- . other.n'® It seens that the adoptrar of this "standpcunt K -

‘of the Ego" is to prov:.de the tequued link between the

various’ world-horizons, and ‘- moreover, .enable the subject

to move freély from" one world to another. st TR

The 1ntroductxon of thls third standpoint suggests, Eh
R also, a way of further clarlfylng the complexe relation-
4 sh).p beween the ldeal and ‘natural worlds, Husserl claxms

L. that whx}.e occupymg the, Standpnlnt of an 1deal woxld,

‘the natural world stily’ remax.ns "present" to me, s that. a

. "I am at'the natural stanﬁpoim: after as well as before;. . o

..s(:anv:lgom'n:s."q . Cl_early, the:




L mordt fundamental to our experience than are any of the

. ideal worlds--so much so that égen when I am within'the! ..

horizon of an ideal world, the natural world remains ,

uncons:.dered but nevertheless tne "background for my |
s consciensness as act."” lndeed, Jjone can- clalm that the -
) . I natural world has a kind of "double" horizonality. In
’ g the first place, as we, have already said, it is the ever=
present backgrnund for a11 the objects experlenced w).thm
the natuxal Btandpolnt Now, however, it.is seen also

* A
—-in other -

P ‘forn the horizon of "my conscioushess -as act"

» but also
‘t_he ‘many.
- ah idedl

cons c’i}msness :

o that at any t me i can' e

the natural woxld hotizon

i o S dlscon'tln e my . 1nhere-nce in an ldéal. world, and ‘returs [T o

to-thée "always’pzesent" natural, world.. Thus, the Natural

i world is revealed as ‘the fundamental hor1zon qf all

‘human expenence, including the experience of conscmusly
)*’/adcp

ng a standpoint beynnd that nf ‘the nacural wnr].d.




i . But if the natural world is.the horizon for all
posslble acts of huln;n ccnsclousness, how then does one

-. ever ac.hxeve a standpo:.nt from qhich thxs natural world—
horizon can 1tsalf become. t:henmnc? Husserl's answer has
already been suggested in his reference to the standpoi.nt
of the- Egd Although e contrasts the." naéural and ideal
wotlds-—the fomer heing Mconstantly there f"r me, the'
lntter, sub]edt o  my* frée &hoice--Husserl- also equates
these two worlds by claiming ‘that "I freely dirqct

my glance or my acts to one or the other." Now the use‘

' v of Lhe r.erm "freedom" here seems td contradxct t.he

: vx.mmedlateiyApreceding claim that the nntutal standpoint

is not subj‘ect to my will, bu.t is ‘necessarily’"present

tome." ¥ I g

The ction can be 1ved, h , if ome

. distinguishes between two senses of the tam “free.'. In

the f:._rst in3tance, Husserl 15 “using the tem to-indicate

¢choices made within the horizon 6f the ngtural world r.hus,'

ore is ‘frée to direct one's attention euher &o” conctete

natuz‘al entlties, or to 'involve oneself in an 1deal world,
' ,such as the "world" of ‘arithmetic or poetry. The second
sense of freedom, however, implies the possibility qf a
choice Qh'ich is much hore radical than that. 'This is the
4cho:l_ce’be't:‘ween Qctiné -within tile natu:il_]. wox“ld horizon,
or of.somehqw transceridin:g that horizon, in order to

know'it "in itself." - In other words, while it‘is true .




* that .the -natural ‘worl'd is the'necessary pfesupposition for

- and also the conscious acts thamselves, "find thexr true B

, . . y 26
all human “acts Husserl wishes to claim that thete is a
"h:.gher" standpomt--the as yet unclarxfied standpoinc of

the Ego--which can be. freely adopted, and within which

kn‘cwledg’e“of the world as horizon can be achieved‘ Beyond

the horizcn of . the natural world,sit appears that. Husserl
postulates a kind of Absolute Hozizon, such that the

objects—-hoth "réal" and

deal"--of our consGious acts,

and proper ‘place only within it."
-Out analysis of the: concept "world", has led t:o
some important. insights. centrql to its meaning, we have
isé8n, isjthe notion Qf horizonality--a notion which 5

enables Husserl to distinguish between various "worms,"'

or categories of human experxence, and' at the ‘same ‘time
s suggest that both the "natural" and-the "ideal" can, N .
be united within one all—embxaciﬂg horizon. R It 1s also
‘now clear that ¢he concept of the "world" is clgsely

bound up with Hussex:l‘s goal of achieving ph;losoph:.cal ’ N

certainty. The world has been p | as the tal

presupposxtlon of all human theory and praxis, and 1(: is
such presﬁpposltlons which Husserl regaxds as the chief

‘.¢bstacle to the atta:.mnem: of ahsolute knowledge.

Ty

Finally, this dlscusslon has brought out the lmpor:ant 4 ¢

i@istirction between the freedom to change one's stand-

po:u_xt w1th1n~the natural world-horizon, and the fgeed_om



" to transéend l:h:l.s

,arg‘uments, however,-we fiust now briefly discuss the

* philosophical program.

dlstlnctlcn leads directly into \:he central phenomenoloq cal.

thame of the epocha, s.).nce t is, through this’

E echm.que &
which Husserl clains that the phlloscpher can overcome h;s'
1nherence in the natural world and achleue the goal of
absolute knowledge. .
The above issues wxll all reappear, in more radical
Torm when we examine the ccncept of the 11fe-world. - In,

fact we shall maintain bhat the introduction of th:.s

concept.is an attempt by Husse:l to resolve prol}lems which

already suggest themselves in’ the foregoan dxscussxon

of_ the "world," . As further preparation for our cantxal

phenomenological epoch@. Since this concept will'figure °
prominently in our later analysis of the: life—world; it

is important to understand its role in Husserl's original
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anlm‘lzmc‘ THE woxiw--ﬂn: EPOCHE

ﬁs we have already indxcated the primry

0 sl.qnlf'lcance of ‘the term world = for Hussetl, is that

it acts as the "mﬁm.te ‘limit," or horizon,-of all “humari

actlron and knowledge. ' It 1s precisely because of thls

f\mction, however, that the standpoxnt of the natural

‘wdrld.«must be ttanscended if a genuine critique of

« +human '!mom g:fs to be conducted. . 7 o

8} . In order to escapé our inherence in ,the natural

u;serl in Ideas I, proposes a drastic methodo-.

" "Instead of now remaining at this stand- -

point, we pxopose to alter radxcally."“ What this

,_,,_————tadmhi'te ion involves is the total suspension, or

epoche, of the General Thesis of the natural World. This
thesis, Husserl has already said, is not an explicit
positing of reality, bu(': is rather the na_tuxal acceptance
of the dontimuous and.nécessary presence of a world, which
gives itself to us as existing, independently of any
decgsion on our part. The thesis is preauppps;ad in all
A‘the activities of the natural sciences, vh‘wse functio_n it
is not to criticize the world-horizon itself, but to know
the content of the giw)en world "more comprehensively, )
. mqrg\tx'rustwcrthi,ly',imore pe‘r’fectly that' the naive lore of.
exéerien;e is ‘able to do, and to solve all the .pxébleins of .

scientific knowledge which Gffer themselves upon its




N 1mportance for Husserl‘s whole program., . With thg il trc—

S duct;on ‘of the technique of epoche, the xeall!\ af stnctly

The suspension of the natural thesis s of crucial

phenomenaloglqal philcsop_hy is dd,sclosed. The task of

"know:.nq the world“ is revealed to be genulnely fu1f111ed,

not the of natural r'wvmn, but only iF .

these -methods, along with all okher elements within the

‘natiral world, are subjectedgto the radical generality of

~ . .
the epoch€. It must be emphasized that the performance

" of the epoch€. does not involve a denial of the reality of

* the world. .Having argued. that no one can avoid living

within the thesis of the -natural standpoint, Husserl does

not now wish to contradict this clain.. The required

suspension of *he natural attitude entails only'that

the ph:Llcsopher withhold his natural consant to his

conviction that the world Mexists out there." Thus, the

perfomance ofthe epoche "is‘not a tranafcmation of

!
the thesl.s into its antxthesls, of positive into
negative. . .« "Rather it is something quite unique. .We

‘80 not .abandon the thesis we havé adopted, we ‘make no

- change ‘in our convxctmn."“ W:Ltlun ‘the epoche, our

faith in the reah.ty of the world remains unchzmqsd —
The only difference is,.says Husserl, that e make no
use of -it." ' By refusing any existential commitment to

the world, and by withholding congent to 'any judgments

basedgupon belief in its ‘reality, Husserl argues that we




bhereby overcome our therence An the natural attltude.

& But if this were an_that were mean\: by the epoche,_

t one co _1d ga:l.n nothlng in texm

by J".ts usé.. "Knowledge™ entaxls some'kind of relationship
to the. object of one's knowing; thus, a cotal withdraval
vf.rom t.he‘world is futile, if'one's aim is to "know" \‘;hat
world more fu‘lly.‘ Husserl is careful to emphasne that
the epoche is, then! not an end in itself, but a method
for teachmg--a new- 'field of know;l.edqe. The epoche cannct;

he says, be used in its full unlversal:.ty, since this

would ellmnate the posslbxhty of atta;nmg scxentlfic
‘.knowledge tﬁzcugh its employmem:

‘" on good %rounds we limit the universalify
of . the epoch For were 1t as inclusive as

' perfect freédom

it is in general Tapad

field would be left over ior unmodified
judgment, to 'say noth).ng of a science. But

. our design is just to discover a new
scientific domain, such as might be won

‘ precisely through.the method of bracketing. . .

2%
In other words , someth:.ng must be, retained as an horizcn

within which the new . "scxence" can he pursued

remain, after the epoche, a neld. shezeln judgnents .can
be made, and "theotetica]: praxis" i's possible.
' Tt is important to note €hat the possibility of

the. epoch? rests, for Husserl on ifs ‘belig an "act of our

Earlier, in refetence to our relatmn—

ship to'the ideal'worlds, the same concept appeared. But

. the ideal world could be actualized only Within the

of. phxlosophmal knowledge .

here gnust' -




horizon. Here however, wlule the motivat! on to suspend

tHe horlzon, of the»hﬁt\lt?l worldv, thg outc,omel of this
“free: #ct" is- the bracketing: of this horizon, since’ the,

acceptance of' the world as bépkgr_ound _foi‘zall human

"sclentlflc knowinq“ is retalned‘ But while Husserl . 15

. carefhl to'point dut’ Eha “the )

is held in suspenmsion (i.e. is subject to the - pheno—
“peRological apochal., 1% e retains: as the goal of his

Pt

"method, as we havé seen, the discovery of & "new

ain." By scientiflc here he means a damam

-of phenamenoloqlcal scxencea—exce&t that, (and

of colrse, this dxffereace is cruc:.al) the phenomenaloqi

Mlshés’ to! "th world" not as a presnpposition, }:u.u:/t

Both are seeking universal knowledge but

in ftedlel

i;hencmgnélogy.ls cla,xm:.pq "essential Lntgition" of the

] i . E




cannot abol-ish all horlzons. ‘since’
.cannot . .

A
to do so would,, on Hussérl own prin J.ples, also be to

o abol;sh the pcsslbxhty ‘of . achlev;ng scxenthJ.c* knuwledge. e

What Huasenl requues of the. method oﬁ poche, then, is, - “ E
. s R
s to. "put out-of,action

two-fcld. Firstly, he wants a

he general thesis. wh:.ch bélongs to the essencé of the

“patural’ standpoint’ this ent re natural world
<.  thérefdre. .‘ nas ’l‘his is absolutely essénnal,

. knowing is_\

they hand

structure, and wh _h therefore knowable. He. attanptE

after ‘the epoche, we.

only Of that dimension

asolute knowledge. Within th’é spache', Husserl: claims IR

belxef in that wo ld's independent "exzstence ut. there. 1

As long a$ we rema:.n at the sta.ndpo:,nt of ‘the epoche,

to ‘useé our udgment without | e




o Z. . : . B 5
¢. -.restriction. "I 'may.accept [a.txﬁth_coﬂqerning the g
& . reauty' of the world] only after T have ‘placed it -in tf}e

bracket. ‘THat means: °only in the modified consciousness

of the judgn\ent\ as 1trappea~x:s in] dlscomectlon,»"” Thus, :

whilev one functlon of ‘the epoche is to bracket the entlre 3

- .natural world hor1zon, xts complementary, posxtlve %

undergone ‘a-radical -reyision of meaning. .The bzacketmg

vourselves and all

C

W our. th.mklng," woul

|

i

N & n ‘thin th o_— ‘it has. necessarxly 2L ’
!

; * i

a\ze left nOthlnq over whxch 4

3

o i could conceuvably be known " Bt “Husserl has argued hat

Lo & \:he epoct}e ].S 1:meted inits scope, S0 tha\: the brackehng

"of the natural wozld reveals another wor: d, a ‘new horizon

-+ for knowledge. To th:Ls new "world "‘t.he methodalogy of
Ty .

ten o ngtural (;nductlvei scxe\as cannot be, appl].ed, sincé such

methods aepend for their. Validxty upon , th presupposltlon

. . @ for achxevJ\ng ‘sc: entlflc knowl dge. It is) this metho_




¢

v &
g »1nsofar a§"tt is an/uggeaxance for consc:.ggsness. “The ' -

. FD " 6 vy P8
- 3. EIDBTIC INTUITION AND "THE CRISIS

@ . - IN.MEANING" - 5. N

Through the application of the epochE, as we ha‘wge
5

just seen,’ the wox:ld of the natural standpm-nt has been

reduced to the status of a "woxld-ln-bracketsl'! Dwesced w0

=% .
,Of the dimension of "reality," this woﬂd can. no 1onggr e 3y

° serve as the.ground, or presupposltxon, for” human theory

and praxis,. bué mus: een as hav:mg "reality only
1 central 1ns1gt tq whlch the epcche leads, then, is ‘:hat
it is solely in and throu an’ nvest1gat10n ‘of "con- !

sciousness” that the #yorld be known’ absoluceu-

After the epoche, 1t is consclousnessL alons which remalns #

uhaffected-by the: radical dem§1 afﬁreaLty. Hence ¥

phenomenoloqibal knowledge will ‘be . -knowledge. of a unlque

Jcategory of Eelng~—that of * “Being-for-Conscwusness

) Conscmusness in xtself has a’ bemq of 1ts "
own, which in it§ absolute uniqueness. of
n:gue remains unaffected by the phenomeno-

gic

: al di ion. It rémains.” - -
‘over as.a’ phencmenoloqical residuum!, as a

reg.\:{x’_gfrne)_ng—whrc in principle unique, ’ A
and—can become in fact the field of a e e
new sclence--the sclence of phenomenology. :

"The scienae oﬁ,iphenomenolcgy will have as its ob)ect, B

then, the world ‘of Pure Consciousness--or what amodnts tc .

the same thxng, the f1ela Qf Pureé Expe:;,ence, un::on— .

¥ diminated by a préjudlcial £aith in the "real” “world.

What Husserl medns by the‘ term "ccnsclousness" . -

is an extremely complex questwn_.v. In the_ px{esent ‘context, " <.,




however, it is-important only-to noté-that he: most:

¢, distinctly separates'it £ro ¥ our Qrdlnary (natural world) o

O conceptzon of consclousness as the emplrrcal “human ego.

JIn t.he world pnor ‘to che epoche, the hiinian ‘psyche exxsts s s b B

: both as_ part of. ghe: content of that worlds ang as the -

subject of all posslble world-ex & ences. X, smce both
these roles,:as part -of the. natural world «have been t ,- &

bracketed, the CDnSClDuSnESS which remaxns as a field

consciousness. 'l‘he psychologxcal self

'xs f,o" -

; ).s uncnndnmonal, and 1ndependent £ the empln.cal

lfactlcn:y of the natural wprld Hence w:Lth:m the epoche o ol

grl terms T Con—

1 Subjectivlty. "The true g

g - object for Ahsclute knowladge 1, not cbnscxoqpnes.s \

regarded as’inhering in th ; woxld but consciousnpess in A,

ATl itsel and to, ‘reveal; the ésse nf this tr
.




* whel;her or not we, judqe our thoughts, perceptxons,
. memories, etc. ‘as coxrespondlng to.a Mreal ob:ect this .
judgment does not * alter the fact that to.be conscwus is

aiways to havé an ob]ect (_:onsciousness says Hus,sezl,

.is 2ly !‘rnngni f"——or put 1 way, .

consciousness is essent:.ally 1ﬁtent1onal., Thus, in b

expllcatmg transcendental consciousness, - 5, ;s ‘to- . o

lntentlonallty Whl h:we turn——to the Essentlal relatedness‘

of expenencan subjen:t and expenenced object. - Hqsserl-

'15 emphatic that: - : ¢, £ e

 ‘There: is no guestlon ‘here of h. rélation. ST

. between.a psychological évent--called. =t 8 " R K
experience (Exlcbnis) and. some othex real Ba E
existent -(Dasein)~--called Object--or o e i
sychological connection oStamlnq between e

° -the one and the other in objective. réality. * %
On the contrary, we are concerned with d
experiences in’ their. essential purity, with ~

ure essences, and with that which® is involved
."." in the esﬁnce Ta xion cin uncond;tanea
necessity.’ 28

we have here c].early ‘come a - long way £xrom Husserl'

nr1q1nal charac&er;za‘tz.on of the vorld"-as. the . horizon

© " of human theoxetic i1 and- practxc ul aﬁfaus. vuth;.n the

. world of the epoche the ascr:.ptmn of mdependenl:

axxstence has‘no mean1ng, and the woxld :Ls only as ‘a

necessar cotr

ate of .trans 1 consci o .




on the hasls of emplrmally qlven (and therefore ;:ontxngent)

. —~
v facts. -A world whlch is, the necessagy_ correlate 6f con<

& .sclousness cannot be ‘known by such a met,hod The world : @

. thhm en s.ul consci ‘is an "e;dos world »

e an a pz;on essence, stnpped of the element of contmgency,

bxhty of the empirically gi.ven wcrhi . Thus, from the

transcendental stand

jnt the natura.\ (emp:.rical) world«

& absclute eidos-world of ‘trans 1 consci ess. ”

3 BT v The, 'real world', as ‘it is called|:the ‘cor< T
. .relate of our fdctual expenence, presents, . - % .
. J.tself as a special case of variocus pass:.ble . R
%, T and non-possible worlds, which, -oli*their-." ¥ o * P
» ¥ . side, are no-other than correlate of ‘the ¥ by,
éssentially possx‘ble variations of th
‘emplncal consc1ousnesq._ L

xdea N

§ e F _'The actual worldy for Husserl has its' phxlosoph1ca1

ST knower to ga' access fo-the sphsre of ‘the a p:).ox::. <

S essentlal. once’ the emplrical has been-transcenaed the:

eidcs—world is; \mCOVered as a "beheld OF. beholdable

v

unxvérsal one that is’ puxe, “uncond:.t).one Lhat As (:

sayx accordlng tc-its own mtultlonal. sense,‘,a‘unive,tsal .

not ‘conditioned by any fact. It is prior to all. - - L

"cence ts", in t:he Sense of verhal s:.gn . icationé, indeed

as: pure. ocncepts, thes must be made to. fJ.t the. e:tdos."“




“i's. the goal of object:.ve science. ’l‘he relatxcnshxp

be;ween empirical data and the 1aws wmch descnbe them

v is, one wh:.ch- is a:nved ‘at within.the hcr:.zon of the natu:al

warld The eldetic know edge.

hich the phenomenolag;st B

seeks, J.s howaver, r‘ad:.::all a,pr.\ori, ,1n that xt can only

;o there aré cruciak aifgare ] n Huq_ exl'sand Kant's"

Conceptlons of transqendental knowledg . Althougb an

The Kantian. categorles the ,.are ;| -

endéntal conditdons of::the posslblllty of L

no way iven in ex) erience.
E___ pe

By thxs is meant that wh:.l.e

‘ realm is ot the outcome GF the

natu:al sclence, na:.ther 15 it based upon a. transcendental

D Itis rat_her the. résult-of an ' %




Husserl himself call.s’his méﬂ\od eidetic i

thereby embraclnq a kind of mtellectual

1 ’ % vexy possxbuxty of wh{ch Kant xe;ected. . 2
o 4 o7 .
£ Husserl's method, then, a(:tempts to 1ncorpozate

uthm t,he sphere of, the nd ‘al t:wov : h
to. the pxobiem of knowledge whxch epxstemulogists have

¢ r_:adu:lnnally contrasted-—the-approach_t_as .of raf_:xpnahsm.
and empiricisin.” Onsthe one hand, he agrees with

Descartes and. ‘Kant that, in order to be phi.lcsophically "

valld, kn:mledqe must be -of the essanta.al (a pxiorl)

pr:mcxples of human experience. ’l‘hus, ‘he allghs h:.mseli
Towith traditional ntionausm.' However, he. disag:ees with
. “his zatlonanst predecessoxs view that: tlle conungencies

of the en\pirical world must therefore somehow be trans- ) »

g cended, and exptessed in temms of 'laws" whether P

naturalxstic or franscendental. Thxough the method oi»

(epocha, which renders "the world": completely J.mnem: in

conscifmsness, and tthugh the epx;tqmoloqica_l ptl;cgdure
> © of eidetic analysis; .Husseil ‘wishés to .claim ‘that the. ok

o totality_ of human expenence--the ent:.xe natural world

therefm:e with all Lts contingencies"--can be revealed .

as a concrete manifestatim of txanucendantaL realit

'l‘hus, those elementu of experience which Kant’ temed
contingent, ox: "suhjecdve—zelauve ", are, fox: Husserl 4 R

E capahle of belng contamed, and known, witl-rin che a pno:i




unde: che' phencmenulogical epcche, then 86, too, does

- of Ideas I, is reqarded as sim ly another level of

aspect of -himan ‘experlence«can be omitted from the sphéte

of . the transcendental, - that Hus;serl, in.his later writings, °
.atiémpts” to come’ to ‘terms with tm‘e’riotio‘n,of the histori-
ety of the world. In his.early work, hoees “paul Ricoeur,
Husserl emphaslzed that phenomenclogwal tmth, bean

. knowledge of unlvérsal essences, must be a-hxstoncal. N

"The history of the concept, as an expressmna. of the'

sense w., of no- consequence to\the truth £ the sense w2y

If the e-ntire world of . the natural attxtude-—and: that e

vorld-is undeaiably a bhanqlng,,hlstcr1ca1 wm:ld—-falls

the histcry of the: world Thus, hlstcry, for the Husserl

o

ity w1th1n tr \cons; %

But in- ~his ‘later work the concapt oi h:.stor:nc:ty

.ca,me (;'o,,p,lay a, much more central role. ‘ The' issués raised

:by Such thinkers. as Dilthey and Heid'eggér who placed

such emphasls upon ‘man's’ natuze as a concrete, h:.stor:.cal
alstorseas

md:.v;.dgal led Busserl ,to renew and strengthen his
attaEk upon what he considexed the unscxen;xiic re;atlvism

these, melo _'pmes fostered While right "y cla

eighteenth century rat:.onah.sm was ‘a naive and znadequate
bas:.s for phllosophy, Weltanschauung!philosoph:.e and
Existentialism, Husserl a:guedl reject rat_ipnalism




- . Py B : s o
s RS ) .
entirely, ‘and £6olishly defend, "with ratibnal -consider-"
ations.and ‘reasons" an irrationalismwhich is _f‘rather a
N narrow-minded.and bad rationaiify; _warse‘ thdn, that of

the old rationalism."??

’.if‘:"ﬂusserl thus. gran;:ed. th’e importance of
hxstoncal consxderatlnns, howeve:, he was determined
~“\tahat: the elément of kn.storic),ty shoufﬂ be J.ncorporated*

into eidetic phenamen '1ogy, rather than that his \‘
z _phxlosophy of essences shnuld Eall :Lnto the trap of .

@ relatxvlsm. Thezefore, he gradually incroduced the

B concept ‘of gemztxc

oiogy, whereby the

(hlstorlcal) dxmensmn of phenomena could also be

b investigate J.det:.cally, and/hown to have its mean:Lng

" in its relationship to tzar\scéndental sub;eccwuy. Thusi gt owow

. Hussez:l's goal, remains that of resusc:.tatxng and re-. .

shaping the perenn1a1 aim of true phxlosophy——-the aim of

. achlevmg -a ~c/omplete rauonal cnmgrehensxon of the world.
" Insofar ‘as’ this siorld is ‘admittedly subject to change~-or
hxstoncal development f.hls element, too, must be taken *
*up and expl:u:ated by phenomenolugy. Thus in h1§ later i
phiﬂlcsnphy-—and particularly Ain the Ciisis--Hus'Eetl} s
.. 'while retaxnmg hxs emphas1s upor\' the cnncept of ‘eidetic .
truth, adds, o it the notlon that the phencmena upder’
1nvest1gat).9n may e essentxa v temporal ’ Hence he
maxntains, “their essence, “can be fu_z known on].y in and

thzough a phenomenological explicatlnn of ‘their -




§ ) historical, or temporal qxc;wf_h. 7 s
In fact, in an essay composed dlﬁtfﬂq the same

period as the Crisis, Husserl. argues for the necessity of ‘ey
a "universalehistorical a-priorl,” as the transcendental.
precondition of all historical study carried out withii -
t-pe natural attitude. ‘H‘usserl‘s discussion of the origin
of the science 'of geometry is presented as one example,
wh;ch he says, is "histoncal in an unusual sense namely,
in vzrtue of a thematic élrectien which opens up depth *

¢ problems q\ute unknown to ordina:y history, prcblems wh;ci .- an
) : in their own way, are: undoubtedly ‘historical."’* startin

from the premise that the,scxence of - geometry, as a

spirxtual-cultural accomphshment, is qiven to.

?‘ht day *
- geometers as a tradition, Husserl argues th_at while the .
-.development of thé. science is historical,-it's varying

nis

forms- have nnt arisen "mexely causally. 'I:h; vei'y

concept of t:aditxon includes, ha says, the idea that it

is-= human--:. e. spintual--acccmplishmnt Thus, what

. N '_ a y Jfor.i inhezits as "t_he -
) science of geomef_ry," is "not on].y ‘a mobile foward
.. i pxocess -from one.set of acqu:.s).ﬂ?ﬂ! to another, but a
’ connnuous synthesis in, which all acquuitions mam:ain
fheir vahdity, ull make up a_ totalicy such that, at e&e:y o

present stage, the t:otal acquxsxtion ia, 80’ to speak ‘the

.. fotal ‘premise for the acquisitiona of tne new le.vel,'". .

The same carn be said,’ Husserl further argues, for any
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- ; ; .
s w deductive scignce. Part-of the ontfjc meaning of a
.deductive science is.that it is an (ideally) reactivatable . -
' v 5 ¢

total‘iti( \of propositions, each n:f.vwhich self-evidently
follows from these preceding’ it, but all of which ulti-
mately, can-be traced to-their-source in-prescientific
culture. Without this sense, the whole tradition vof ’

deduct].ve science becomes vacuous, "without the 'what' - ¥

i and the 'how!.of its .presc;ennnc-matez,ial_ geometry . .. .......
-would be a tradition. en\pty of meaning."?? T
) The u\ this xt of the notxon of

“prescxentxfm culture" 1nt_roduces :mto Husserl‘s !

phllosophy a dxmenslon wh1ch w111 become 1ncreus:mg1y f TR

important, along vuth his grow:.ng emphas:.s upon the *

historxcxty of experxencé. By elamunq that pax:vof the

ssential meam.nq ‘of sc:.ence 15 1:‘5 rootedness 1n a’

world whlch exlsts Erior to scxence, Husse:l a(: oncé

‘scienti

stresses the developmental nature of th

. enterp:use, and also J.ts relatxcnshxp with “the total

hnrlzon of world—exparience. If we recall our earlxer o & -

dxscussion of the cqntrast between the. “natural wcr].d. o

and "ideal. worlds," it can be seen- that the present

dxst}nctxon between ‘the prescientific and/s le'l_ltlfxc-

: cultures is.a dévelopment of that original dichotomy, .

Hexre,: however, ‘the intr,insic relatedness cj one. world ‘-. .

.to. the other ,15 s”trongly emphasxzed——-and ¥ slgnliu:antly v




ot ..t The phenomenological-understanding of’ Lhe‘co‘ncept
of natural sciénce, says Husserl, vgill entail an
explxcatxon of its historical development-—an explication,,

however, wkuch moves not on the ground of the, natural

world, as do ordlnary hxstorlcal studxes but takes as

R xts starting pol_nt the world——anﬂ its hxstory—-reduced to

the status of phenomenan. Such a study, he §ays, ‘has”

ne%;e: before been attempted. - The conéepts used by'

- ge mé'te cJ.enti 3 have been treated as &

ready—made, or self-evldent in theu awn rlght. The only

7 within“the alreadx cénstituted framework of the world of

natural sclence Thls k‘nﬂ of! study of history, Husserl -

qual:\.fied to do.

'rhe contents of this essay clearly reveal that :

5y Husse:l was keenly | com:erned about

the relatlon between RN

"the notxon c

thé vorld ‘as fundamentally h1stor,:|.cal, e

and his uxlg:mal pzojecc of chiev:.ng a"tru].y scx.entlf:u: 5
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implications for the ideal-of scientific _philosophy. .

If ‘philosophers must explicate t‘ne historical sense of *

»the deductive sclences, then surely, a foxtxozl, they

" must’ do’ the samé_with the concept of phllosophy .as.a

strict scxance. Indegd, xt is this very concluslan which’

Husser'l attempts to work out-in t-_h}e Crisi

" Contemporary
phllosophy, he argues hete, is caught +in an ep:.si:emological

: dllemma, preclsely because it has'no method for compre—
hendxng the essentxal meam.ng fo its. own hlstoxlc:lty.

whxle mode:n thi nkers,

e ig:eyer se.ek:Lng an epistemo-
1og1ca1 gtoundlnq “for the sciendés and

for philosophy,”

he says, “‘clarity has never ‘been"ax_:hieved' about’ what .the.




civilizatlon he says~ 5

There corresponds essentially the one cultural
world as  the surrounding life-world with its. . e
. (peculiar) manrter of being; this ‘world,. for- 4
o every historical period and. ciuxluanon, has . «
" its particular features and, is precisely.the
- tradition. We stand. 'then, within.the
5 historical horizon in which everything is . i
historical . . . but it has its esser;t:.al L
.structure that.can l;e revealed thrc\lgh
me«:hod1éal inquiry.




2

worlds.. % il N )

our dlscussion of the phenomencloglcal epoche,

and U:s functl.on as a method for estahlxshing a

genu nely_sclenti c ph;lospphy 1ndlcates that,

or Hy sserL no phenomenologxcal lnvestlgatlon

of a’ "world" can, be’ conducted.on .a purely mundane,

o naturallstlc leve This conclusion w111

elearly be important to keep ‘in m.nd in our ’

‘examxnatxon of | the—concept of' the "lif —-worl.d ] X

ety b;iefly xndwated some 1mportant

logies employed
e and by Kant).an tzanscendenc-‘ o

i detic uﬂ:uition 7.5




- e have further po;nted out: that while Husserl grants P

the  need f4r. a phllosophy. wluch can come to tenns

vw1th the hlstcrxcity of wcrld—,-exparlence, he
considers the techmques of epoche and exdetxc
’ vlntultj‘iun .adequate to this task Thus, althouqh
in the period. of the Gr:.s:.s, Hua,sexl pays m-“" , ¥

“  creasing attention to the historicity of, the World,

and* 1ndeed arques that hxstury must beccme the

. ce »al theme for ph

con]unctlon with a ren Swed ‘empl agis

venoIbgy, he doés so :Ln

on the . W

‘importance of essent' 1 knowl dgel

: £ $ SE s 7 4 T
- It is in the light the foréqolnq cobsld

that our discuss).on of t' é -world" will proceed~

Cnsw, in an effort\ to s}ww bath how it is relat d tn "




to-resol,
=

: hisgotxci_.ty of ‘h\;?an experience,




LN nr _-cu.\p';-zn. 1 -

GRLI!.EQ PDSITIVE SCiSNCE AND: THE DR

LIPE—WORL'PARADGX ety . B

s 5 . have een- in f.he precequ chaptex‘ that wfule . =3 ¥

‘» ﬂussezl agrees that phllasophy must be ahle tc cope thh

Sy - and pnuosopmcu expexienca in the Eres:iem:xhc life-
’ s world phenomenologxsts will be’ the first: phllosophera

for: whnm the attainmgnt of’ apodxctic knouledge 1s a . +

g .gennme poasibiuty. 'lhe central p\irpcse of - t;he pxesent

cha'pter \ull be* r.o ‘examine thxs claxn, f.hrough'a son*




) ccnceptuulxzing of number by the ‘early Gteeks-—but ‘it

" actlvxty of the G:eekp, and -is teleoloqically

towaxd a: cu].nunatmn in the fxnal "tnnst_:end_ental turn®

sciehti‘» ic’pr‘a’xi‘s. The analysis t:hexefoxe Ieads natu:ally

into a dlscnssxon of Husserl's crhcia!. clain: ‘that xt is'

Jthe lee—world, as px‘esupposxbion of all human prax:.s, And

. not the ob:\ective world of the natural attxtude which: .

must become- the. subject-matter foz any phuosophy which

guzpnrts\to achieve truly "sc1ent1f1 i knevuledge of the %

h:unate f.cmnﬂation of human experxence. >
@ T Hussetl's di'scussion of Galilean scxence occuxs

-in the conte:gw t éhe bmader problem of. the genes1s of’

osophical Idea of "universal’ kncwledge,“ wh:.ch ih

_to be effectsd by phehanenology ieseif.

. The mvementytauard :uiealization began with the

was only thh later developments, pa:ticulnxly in’the -’

° fleld of geometiy, that ‘the concept of an infa.n:.te &

totality_, togethex' with the coxrespanding concept of a

& um.ve;;sal theozes:lcal knwledge, ‘became tha guxdxng .

o mut:\.i uf thought: The real’ cm:' of £ puint 1n th:.s enqoing

century th;nker ior whom the worli

'process of‘ idealization comes ith Galileo. the ea\ienmnth b

of nature itself is; £

L totally 1dealized--i e. beccmes a mathematical manifold.

at: a Logi —h:l.storlcal




rsconstruction of the ~prccess of the mathematxzat:.on of

nature beg).ns Wlth bhe assertlon that "presclent:fxcally,

1n ever: da sense-—ex erxenqe the worlﬂ is. A.ven m a
D . or E

sub)ectlvaly—relativ& way,"“.. .It is-a Commonplaceé:of

ordinary experlence “that any 1ndievidual's opinions or

perceptlcms often dif'fer from cthe but beyqnd the

relatxvxtxes of exper].ences we nevextheless B Stulate

one world the - contents of th.ch aré "really theiéame‘

“for everycne ’l‘hus, to Galz.lec, unmerséd as he wasin ' '’

- to. tms ond #raaln ;.:orld

'For example, the va:

typlcahtles of shape :Ln his "intu tively q;.ven B

When the Lnterests of the Lndxvxduals change,

cnterla of ﬁerfectlon they empl._ may. alsc»change-—-'




"to fulfill ‘hew technologlcal requ1 ements. "Hence, 'a"s

man’! s practical hcrlzon expands; so- too is his. ideal of

perfectwn pushed furt;her._. .
; : wu:hout gorng into detau, suffxce it to say that
Husserl then argues for the development, out ‘of these -
practlcal 1nter‘ests, of vanous "nmt—shapes," Whlch in
turn serve as the bas:l.s for the appearance ©of a mathe-

. ‘matlcal pzax:.s which has these idealized shapes ‘as dts |

., world but J.s Stlll fu‘mlx rooted in its’ nrzglns J.n the

Tived world of non—ideal typxcahtles.. The d:.ff:.culty is .

‘hcwevez, that “m\med:.ately\ with Gahleo r..here beq:.ns the,

surreptxtious aubstxtunon of 1deahzed nature for. pre-

sclentlflcally intyited natur ?’_

Trus presclentif:.c e &

- nature Husserl equates w1th he only\real wurld the ohe"

t.hat 1s actual.\y g:Lven ‘through percept:.on, that is ever

experienced and experxenceable——our everyday hfe-world LLL

Hence; the sclentxst's substxtuuon of mathematical nature

ultlmately obscures, rather than clarxfies, man s, relation—
ship to his world. '

y 1 .The term "prescxentiﬁic" m the preceding c:.tatx.ons ) s

. obva.ously refers to .a historical’ relationship be\:ween %he

world as expermnced pn.or to the. d:.s cverles of; Galileo,

“and il post-Galilean world.» “The-relationship, ‘as Hysserl . : -

© . sees it' is ‘also a' teleol‘ogicai cne-—:pr'as'ent' sci’ent’iﬂ'c i

praxis be!.nq the uutcome of'a purposeful structure wh:.ch

* hrose within resc1entif1c 11fe. But che hiatdzidas *




~he! argues due to our total substltution uf the "'deal 5

structure“ Eor the pr:mary reallty out of Whlch' it grew.

As a result of th).s suhst:.tutlon,"ﬁussexl clams, when

the meaning of natux'al science is di a by conte ry

'eplstemaioqxsts, the problem ‘of “Ehe” :elauonshrip of. the .
'4sc1ent1f1c ‘world to the everyday werm of 1life is’never
raised. The, }:wo vo,rlgi; have been collapsed under @he title
~real. wo,rgd—-iand, t‘his reél'world is cv:meeived as. intxinsi—

cally mathematxzable. The ong:.n of the concept “mathe—

matxcal world

i itselt never que%honad—-sc that sdience

is int rpreted not as d means of . know1ng a set, of “1dea1

entltles,» but rather-as a methodology “hich ‘enabies the S
'practitioner to grasp the contents of . m\mediate exgerxeng )
P Acéo:dmg -to- Hisserl, hbwevér, while g:he gogl-.of ac}uey:.ng &
" knowledge of imme iate eiperience may be a variq'one.,
‘positivist sciénce deludes itself vhen it claifms to know
| the ifmedidtely. given wo;'id.' What natural _sci‘enge _t»ru"ly,

k‘rrows is‘ a "garb‘ of ideas - - r'[‘v;'hich] encompasseés every— oo

thing. which, for. scxentxsts and-the educated generally,v

'reEresents the hfa—world dfesses it up as-objectively |’

" actual and true nature."*"’ 3

.. In stark contrast to the ideal world which is tie
" “world for ‘scientific pfaxis,’ Huiserl claims, stands the

_'pregivén life-worid. .This world he é}xax’:acterizes ‘as: &

what is glven immed;atel y as. actuallty pre- .
supposed in -all :.aeahzatxcn «-+ «the actually Ed
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-intuited, ctually expen.enced “and expenence-
able..world, in which practlcally our whole  life
takes' place . . . and which remains ‘unchanged
as vhat it is, in its own esm

-and 1Es wwn concrete. causal style, whatever we
may do with or, w1thout techmques.

_Toward the end of Chapter I, we quoted Husserl as arawmg'

a’ dlstinctian between the many concrete, histox‘ical lee -

world5 and the umversal a priori ll.fe—werld in wh:.ch

they

ere “&ll root,ed. We clamad t.hat ‘the one- esséntial

l1fe-world to which ‘Hus ¥ 1 referred could cnly be a -
Lranscendentai world, Since’ (the” exxstentlal sphexe was
obv;ously sub;ect to constant change. In the present

context w}ule Hussetl is alsc réferrmg to one, "

unchangxng lee-wo:ld . this tiné he ccnt:asts it, not wlch
_thé changeable wotld of everygay pract).cal life, but with
the ideal, riathematioal world of nfjura science. In:
fact, it appeare that in tha.s sxtua ion, the J.:Lfe—wozld
is being eg&ated with the world of everyday practmal

affaxrs, rather than cont:asted wit < co !

‘THe. si\:uation hecomss 'ven more confus:.ng when

we recall’ that Hus¥r1 has alxeady used the dlstinctlon

between the sgientifiq and :prescier‘)txf‘lc worlq‘s " n-_.such
a way that the presciéntific world was. characterized as
the constantly. changing'b'aéis —upoh which the eternal:s

truths.cf sciantlfn: praxis are erected‘ The non—ideal

- "objects" of this wor].d he argued, “fluctuated in general

their identity.with themselves, their selfisamemess, are ..

and in a}l their prapertles in- the s_pher_e of the typxcal;,




.

K the typ;calu

\ntal q::ou.nd. 1‘ - : - ‘

. musseri's assert).ons that the 11fe-woxld possesses an ..

“merely approxlmate, as 15 thalr 11keness wrth other "+

»thx.ngs W& ‘Thus, ‘the only Ldentl.ty" whxchv Husserl

'pex_‘mlts the presclentlfxc world is what he ‘terms "an’”

‘emp:.rica]. causal style,“ whereby thé‘ thln;s \of the llfe—

world have typlcal habitial. ways.of beha\rlng. “He is

careful to emphasize’ that Min*the life~ of pre501 nt:.fxc

’knovung we remain in the sphere of the merely app x:.mate,

"7 The. -primary 1mpox:tance of « the life-‘}orld

qf theoretisal hypotheses and an objeccl.ve~ (natural
scientific) knowledge ultimately’ feferred back to this -

But it :LS ﬂlff.). ult to reconcile this view with

-unchangmg strncture, re&ja:d],ess of the proq:ess or i

breakduwn crf\partmular techn:.ques. On on hand Husserl

is, clamxng that the hfe-world although subject to

constant c‘}xange, 15 the horizon fot scientxfic prax:.

1ndeed xs asserting an positlve feedback relatmns'hlp
between science and the 11£e—world 'when he cla:.ms that
technologxes progrsss along with mankmd, so tnat t‘heb.’-
hcrxzcns cf science are pushed ever . fu:ther. '. on ti:é J
othez hand howevex, he u arguing that, although science’
may C,ha"ge and progrsss, the msanxng:fungimnent out- of .
which’it arose. remains: foievs‘r ti\s ‘game.*? -In =t;hese;.-v

statements, the rela‘tipn‘ between science and the life-.
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T -t .world seems ‘to be»ex‘actly reversed:. .in r_h'e ‘fizét :
uétance, the hfe-world 1s‘the everfle\unq basi.s for D=
R the etemal txuths of scx.ence, m the secand, science

is vi ve& as a gtcwing tradxtxon relative to the’ lee- bl
—_—

- world, wh;ch serves as the stable touchstone for- scxentxﬁc

: : pr.oqress s:.milarly, the hfe—‘;erld is Lnberpxeted as .
. both msmrieal -and ncn—h:.stox‘:.bal "xhe ‘conditions of the' | " -
life-world, Husserl argues, weré at a specifxc polnt in_

5 - histcry, uonduci\le to the appearance oi the scxentlfm

B © '(theoretlca;L) consciousness. Also; hwever, Husserl

speaks ot our ].lfe-world wluch xema:.ns unchanged, :egard-

3 » ).ess of t_he advances df acxence‘_ But are not these twa

usgs of the tergn 1ncampatih1ef—and surely-this conflict

¢ would “have been ;nm‘\e_qia'tely obviocus to .quserl?. The

s life-world cannot, from one and ‘the 'same'staﬁdmiht both -
change ,' in order o motivate. t.he appeaxance of natdral well 5 g

. :scxence, and thgn not change) desg_xte its appearance. It
w 48 clear that wemus€ &lther accuse Husserl of a blatant
com’:ra‘di’ctian or, seazch for a hidden equivocation'qn‘ P
1 8 the use. of the tem "life-world. 3 -

L . .This problem arose out’ of an_ examination of. A
nudser1's critigie of Galileo--whon he portihys as bath * .-

& " & "discoveran ané conceallnq qeniua. Ey.*thj.s ‘he means’
£hat’ by giscovezinq the, xdga'of mathanatical"nature,'and

thereby _inaugurating-a significant naw era in the - 2

history Of thought, Galiléo.at one and the same time




and non-s xentlsts all.ke to, take ﬁor absolute tru;h what

is essentlally an ldealxzatmn.‘ It is Husserl‘s concantion
that cmly transcendental phenumenology can reveal’ the =
ground- of thlsddeal}.zatlon, and hence the, f}nal-—and_ »
orlgxn‘aﬂ mean:mg of sc).ent:tfu: truth. i W -

In Chapter I, we maLnEaineﬂ tixat there is a tens:.én

between ehe undemable temgural:.ty oE experlence ‘and

- Husserl's'claim that there. can be knowledge -only ‘of &~ -

te{npqrq} essences, - - Husserl attempts to resolv_e._th:.s
tensfon by incorporating the élehent of historical “flux
J.nto the sphere of Eldetlc knowledge. He édmits, with
the h1stoncxsts, that the human world, mcludinq the
accomplishments of science, undergoes constant cl;ange—--'
that indeed, it is fundamen‘tal td the meanlng(of

sclentlf:u; truth that it form part of ‘a cohesive" tradition

. of thought. But, he aréues, even the .perpetually changing

llfe-world can be su.bjectad to the method of bracketmg,

and, he'ld w.tthm ‘epoch will reveal itself .as a carrelate

of {-_rm\ g ._,,1 sconsciousness. In The Origin of Geometry, * i

Husserl emphasues that 11ke .every. other level of mundane
expenence, any part:.cular,.cultural woxld can he shown to |
have Lts eidetic correlate-—-and it is this eldos-world B ’ .
alone which J.s the obgect of phenumenological knowledge.r N
This view is reiterated in the Crisis, vhere Husserll .
characterizes the method he plans fo usein his subsequent




.. hatvetd of ufe, he hopés, "
'Ar).ses above thi

_‘sophmal na’iveté which lies

: a'_;ssq_:utlp

. s g BB S
mvesnganon of the, life-world. - ‘This method, he says,

:.nvolves the brxnglng to “origmal intuitibn® of: the‘ _.

‘—sclennfxc and extra scientific life-world, wh).ch

contains within xtsalf all actual lee, mcl\{dmg \:he

sc;enuflc 1ife of though(:. 59 - gy returmng ito - the

by a reflection whxch

afvets

s 5 (€07 nvercg the p)ulo-

n the (supposedly) sclentxfxc

character cf ‘tradltlonal object).va.st phxlo.sophy."“ §

eplstemologlcal ‘status

as the, "world of imed:.ate expenence. But mcre than .

'this-—by 'Clamn.m'; that the 11fe—world contains with n

itself all actual life," Husserl also g:.vee the .term a-
transcendental sigmfn:ance as the pxecondition qf all
partlcular lle-WOtld expexlences. ’ ° : )

In this way, a path s suggested" along which.

f the c:mtraaxc wn may Pe: souqht From

changing cultural hor:.zcns are cuncrete examples ‘(to use

‘a phrase vfrcm 'i‘he Ongxn of- Geometrx) of the one’
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. scxentlst was unab ‘e, in Erlnclgle, jt:o attaxn 1mmedxate E

v ’ ," knowledge of - the absolute Foundation’ oﬁ ‘human world-




.-the p rsult of philosophic knowledge seems to culminate kB

_' arg\nng that knowledge could be saved only by ze;ectxng

" in. favor of the' stJ.tJ.on that L7

:mt:roductxon of ‘the: concept of Transcendental Sub;ectiv:.ty

however, that phlloscphy, when undertaken from th:.s

Thus, the very pcsslbillty off achie'vlng absolute truths

'about thls y ebgecnve" world id thrown mto quesuon--ana

,f_he concept of ‘a world hlch can be known "Ln itself, L

_Acccxdlng to Husserl, Kant‘s "Copernican 'revoiution“ e o T

standpoint, leads to, the eplstemological paradoxes of

Cartesian dualxsm.{_ The wozld, defxned as the unxtary .
horlzon for the’ achlevement uf apodxetxc (theore(:lcal) LT E g
truch, reveals itself; upqn ph).losoph:.cal i.'nvestigation',r

to be through and through historical and ralatxvlstlc,

1n the, denial ‘of the valld;ty of the scientific 1deal.w

The skeptical i‘mplications of such a concluslcn

- were worked out. by hoth Huie. and ‘Kant-~wj th the latter - B8

nly know appaarances oM

marks a cruclal turnlng poxnt for phi psophy. With i:.he

as the condltlnn of the poss:.hillty of knowledqe he -

clauns. it at 1ast becomes: possible to achxeve a ' R ’ O

gemunely sc:.entl (presuppos,ttionless) phllosophy. =

. But it rust, be made cleax why Husserl views Kant

as’ the fxrsb m\portant t:anscendenta‘l t!unket. ‘Husserl's

. use pf tke term "transcendental " he admits, is exceedlngly |

broad. I(:

s, he says, -

- the motif of 1nqu1r1nq back into the \xltlmate
source of ‘all formations of know_ledgg,* the -




as a ‘Eraﬁscenéentallst

J{xltimately unable to transgend.the dominance of ratio_nal

motlf of the knower s reflectmg on, hxmself and
: ~ - his knowing life in-which all scientific v
structures: that are valid for him occur pur> . e 5
= posefully, ‘are stored up.as acquisitions, and .-
have Become dnd .continue to becqme freely.. '
' ‘available. " Workmg itself out radically, it'.
is: the motif 'of-a universal phlloscphy ‘which SR
“is grounded purely *in this suuzce, <and “thus. e E
o ultz_mately groundedﬁ’ . e .

e ultxmate sotrce he takes to be. the

Ego—-and the pmb;.ems for ‘a genuine. plu.losophy must centre

amund the, relatlcn of . tlus "Ego" ‘to the "world" of wh).ch

‘it is conscibus ¢ It is in. th).s gens vthat Kant‘ is _regardgd o

-smce he “is"on the"-wax'ti: a
pmlesophy which. "undertakes o ‘uhderstand the exlst:.ng

world as a str\y:ture of sense and validlty, and xn thxs _» .

way seeks to set in motion an essentially new tYpe of

: scxentxt‘l: attltude and -a new type of phxlosophy.““

xeepmg in mind Hussezl's conclusmn that trans-
céndental knowledge is sclentiflc knowledqe, it becomes ¥ *

easier 'to see‘why he nevertheless d;smxsses‘l{ant's txans-'

lism as "insufficiéntly radical® for the purposesA.

of genuirie philosophy. :For, while Husserl agrees that,
with Kant, there occurs the first significant employment
of the transcendental mot:.f, as a solution tc the problems
Qf post-Cartesxan ratlunahsm he claims that Kant was

objectivism. The fundamental Cartesian dichotomy ' between N

"mnerr and "outer"--pure a priari. reason, ana the sense—\\
world upon w}uch reason imposes’ its categorles, thereby




.yleldl.ng obje\':ts of exper;zence——ls rétained w15th1n the
Kantxan schema. Whlle 1t is p'ssible for Kant to show 5
that both the a pn.or,\ truths of. mathematxcs, ‘and the (\x o =T e

whole emplrlcal world which is the nem & ‘study fgpE" 10 e 47

natural (ob)ectxvlst) science are" dependem: £for' their .

vahdxty upon the meanlng-giving actxvxty of the under—' vk

. s:andmg, hls argument 5t111 requues» the presuppcsltlori

of an unknowable worldhln-itself— a cranscendent- cause i

éf the. sens '—ﬁappea:ances whxch form t:he raw material for

the meaning g:.v:mg operatlons of consciousness. ¢

Kant's funda.mental adherence to’ rats.onah.sm

prevents hJ.m, says Husserl from becom.ng aware of 4, " we o

another much more pezvas:.ve presuppos1tmn of his

phxlosophnxng. "Naturally, f;‘cm the. véry start, in. o

the Kantian manner of posihij guestions,  the "ev'ezyday'.

surxoundlng world of life’ is presuppos d as existing"'

This experience of" t.he llfe-world goes far beyond the

Ldeal zlnq a.::mv:.ty of’ the scientlst, or ‘the transcendental

deductlons of Kant. For the scxentists anﬂ phxlosophars v

who themselves ca¥ out these operatxons are. alreadx

“objects an\ong objécts in the)énse e e L EhH world, 8

namely, as bemg here . and there

i the plain cértainty of B

expenence, béfore anythinq thgt is established

scientifically.”. "“ . & (O + ¥k %

The k:und of certainty characteristic of this mode
of bemq is systematxcally excluded fxom any thec:retical




#

. atutude oward ms world», may" claun £hat the abso}.nte Lo

_using: the. phrase in_ aifferent ways. For both; "perception

to the objec
w1th1n the llfe—-world as the subjectlve—xelative hanzcn

b nb]ect, and - the "nb]ect itself" aze one - and the same thz.nq. :

g

in

determlnant of truth is’

mmed;ate expenence. . they are-

is, ‘the pnmal mode of mtunmn,"“ but fm— the' ordxnary,

itsere; 4s 1t is glven Sin fes unitya-as. D -

usserl. says, “in the fode itself-thexe." 'In

of her words, g

for all theorencal acuvxties, the* appearances ‘of an

» If we are dx.rected stralghtforwaxdly toward
_the’ object’and’ what belongs to. it,. ‘our gaze . . -,
passes through the appeararides’ toward what "+ ° . S
continuously Bppears through their cuntlnuous

.. unification: the object withthe ontl.c valld;ty g &

-of “the ‘mode 'itself presenﬁ e >

4 {>‘
The reozientahon of consciousness wh;ch occurs

wu:h the deve],opment of ‘the theoreucal attltude causes a

chanqe in. the meanxng of perceptual expenence. This' . e

1nvolves a standmg back’ from.the appearances, in ox:der
to; make" chem, as appearances Df sqmething, thematic.

The’ natuzal sc nt1st necessanly setslhlmseki ‘the ‘task

of 1nterEreting the' wbrld whlch is 1med1ately given,
“in crder tc get beyond, the mere appearanae tc the belng &

nof which these appeax‘ances are evxdence. Thus, immediate

\




66

experience, for-'the scientist, has the’ ser‘xse of pointing
beyond 1tse1f-—of‘ actinq as an.indicatar of non-immediate

“truths. U v & TEEY SR

. " - But while, for-both Kant and Husserl, the Foregoing "

‘analysis of the méaning of scientific act’ivity would-pe

- acceptable, Husserl"claims that the success o the \
sclentist's 1nquiry rests qn certa,m presupposlmons whic

Kant, xestncted as he was hy his fundamental adherence to

the natural attltude, was “unable to make t;hematlc. Fnr
the amlzty to ask theoretical questions, as”we hav;e seen; )
' is grounded in the kind of certax.nt}( found _x in-the
life-world. s

T IEY belangs o what is. taken for qranted, prior ') o

to all sciehtific thought and. all philosophical =
“questioning, that the world is, and.that every,

‘correction of .an ‘opinion, wheﬂlet an -experi- .

. mental or other opinion, presupposes’the aiready
exlstmq world, namely as a horizon of what in

the given case is -indubj tably vahd as’ exlstlng.

Thus, -the ; sment:fxc activ:.ty of quest‘l.onlng ‘a.giveh

set ‘of “apgearances“ in order ta dlscover t:he sc:.ent:.fxc

" txuth-in-itself, b can only taks place if the sciennst is

" already fimly Kobted, m cifeunstances which -he ‘riecessarily

- does.not regard as "mere appearings, Bt 4§ things
themselves. = 7' '

Not Dnly is there; then, as. Husse l, has earlier LE
ar’qued an hxstoﬂwal exa whicl\ can be callea "pre- *

scxelntxfic,“ but every act of cientific’ praxxs posxtwely :

requires an opposing sphere of unquest::.oned experienc
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Further; once-one adop$s, the rational-objectivevattitude,
the: entue sphere- of l1ved experxence takés on a pecuhar'-
. sense,_for the scxentlst, ef bexng “presczentlﬁlc." It

is prasclentxfxc xnsofar as it ).s hecessatily viewed .as

an Lnf:m te field for potent1a1 scxentlfxc reseat
is,’ mdeed part of the meam.ng of science as a methodology

. that, 1deally, al:L cf che world can be thus ob;eatxvely_

~
=
g

#

already "objéctified” by science, or vhich had that - -

unusual sense of presclentlflc outl:med above——to whzch

Kanb‘ questmns concerning the possxbxllty of theoretxcal .

knowled & were directed. analit is becausé of his”

. rationalist’ conceptlon of "world,"-says Husserl, that’ = .

'Kant was‘ unable to penetrate “to .£thé . true meanlng of trans- v %

. cendentallsm, but rather, like Ehe natural scxent.lst,

ealized natuxe. i Kant'

stopped Ris §
.question could not, in prlnc).ple, be ditected to the et 3

lee-world, s:.nce the k.\.m‘l of questmn he waa agking

demanded .an answer in terms of "laws" :or "transcendenta J

ccndxtmns of therposs:.bxhty of

The life-wcxld,
o

Husserl ‘Has here pointed out 15, however, a realm where ;

th:.s kind of question J.S inconceivable-~the" _mode of

erif;caticn thhm the’ 1i£e-wur1d is nct the deducﬁlve, N

mierentxal method of mathematlcal science ox: o£ Kantun

-»-»transcendenba-h:sm, ana to ‘apply such a;_;en methodology -




would ble to nisconstrue the x"iat‘u'r‘e..of t}xe' 9;;16" one .was;
seeking to know. ’ : s ) b o :
One cannot try to infer'back .from the appea;éncgs
“in the iife—worlé 6 the ll'aws determining these appearances,.
2 without havxng replaced orle conception of, the meaning of
"appearances" Ey another. +In order to make the l).fe—world
thematxc, a vihole new- methoddlugy mu:t be: mtrcduced‘—-—one N
which does not requ:.re that appearances be treated eJ.thex

as evidence for.general empirical "laws"_ or as ulta.mately

upon & tran tal, nal "world." 1f

ph’ilo’sophy s to’ becorie gen\unely sclentxﬁc, _says
Husserl, 1t must be able to! achxeve knowledge which is.
' and yet at the same time unxversal.

Such.‘a goal in grincxg.le cannot be. attained by a-

xatxonalxsc methodolpgy, which necessanly presupposes E
[}

buth the obgectxve xeal:.ty of an external world, and the ;I

E accompany;ng, all

ervas;.ve ‘Subject 3 e-xelatxve 1xfe—

world v But sxnce

s this-life world which.any

pkulosophy whxch seeks to be presupposxtlonless n\nst

3 knaw., the techm.ques of ttadn:ional ta umahst

upplanted by Husserl's phenomeno—-

‘iogic‘ai thod- of kniowisig, wmch fe characterxzes as




'"[bresupposltxon of sclentxfxc knowledqe" to the' trans— .
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3. .THE LIFE—WORLD AND 'I‘HE PBRADOX = g

3 - . OF susasc-nvmy\ . o

The "1ntu1.t.we exhxb:.tzmg method" of e).detz.c b

intuition is disting\ushed from what Uussexl ca’lls Kant‘s &

“tegressxve, inferent1a1 n\ethod of transcendental deductxon

.in t}u.s way. While. the-forme: is a techm.que for gaining

a kind of. ! 1ntellectual 1nsight" into transcendental

essences wluch ear w:Lthxn the :ealm of ex'perlence, the

“»\iseless o’ delimit the- scope,of natural sclentific. LT -

knowledge, .as” does Kant 1n his claxm .that "we only know

appearances,"' and " ;hen, vh:.le a.sc!:LbJ.ng ‘the status of

cendéntal’ cateqorles, also clam' thaf thxs sphere is

completely beyond the scope oE mtui»tive knowledge. S,uch.

ja procedure, says, Husserl, Gan Lead to only fomal




can‘noi\ lead to any kﬂowledge which is genu:mely phllo PR

- sophical,’ Far Kant, once th awareness of the functmn of

! the categones as transcendental pr1nc1ples has been -
Fo achleved the work of phllosophy is f).nlshed, and the

field is given over tc pos:.t).v.e sc1ence. Kant's method, .

o . R than, fulfills.its' goal when it has deduced, and thereby
‘secured, the objectivxty of. rat:.onal science.: But,
Husserl claxms, "to deduce is not to explaJ.n F .H. éﬁe 5 -
B "only true ‘vay to ex;gla:.n is to make transcendentally »

o e e mdersgandgb;e,"5'? By ngJ.ng the ‘gphere of the trans—

. c‘endental a negative status--as the limit. beyond which
scaentxfm kr\owledqe cannot go, Kant Eaxls in the task

I »'of making " t-he transcendental wcrld lntelliglble—-x e. of

. Y giving 1t any positive (concrete) com:ent of 1t5 own

.~ This failire to ascr:.be any content to the nela N

ental- Hus

serl aqam attrib\ltes to Kant's

‘- of ',tl'xe transce;

rootedness’

axte 1an t:adltion, and h:.s dependence

- .. wpona raticnal—objectl.vist not].on of. what apodlctic

knowledge myst be.- For Kant the notlon nf 1ntuitive

iknowledge, ays Husserl, is oompletely ‘bound, up ‘with -a'
-

g i _co‘ncept:l.on of concrete humax\ conscmusness wh ch takea ‘
' as its starting- p(un‘ the naturalist psychology ag. Lo e
Locke. Following guldehnes laid down by ratxonallsm, ;

3 - Locke s psycholcgy ‘held. that the human mmd, like all

E other entines in the external world could "be . cnmpletely .:

! compzehended p.n tems of smpir:.cal laws, Thus, the :




s

meaning of human subjectivity, at least theoretically, ’ ) .
could be comple!:ely exhausted by the applxcatwn of
psychologmal (naturahstic) categories. - Any intuitive '
knowledge of which thie ‘human m1nd vas capable; ‘then, could
‘only be charact:er\zed as a product of "mner sense," which
was an empirically determinable mode of S s thlnklng.

) If the psycmc i{s thus equated with the natural,

obvmusly, for Kant, t:anscendental subjectuuty must be

separate from com:rete, human subjectlvity

. tntuxtxve knowing is psycholggically motivated, ‘then_ the’

Similarly, if

L results of J.ntuit;on canno(: be applled tcv transcendental

sub)ectxvxty. Thus’, Husser argues, there remaxns no

way for ‘Kant .to make his transcendental categones |

s apedict;cally clear. They rest outsxde (:he sphere qE -

“the natur 1. subject,  and hence cannot be known intuitively. -

But the 1&ea1 of apodictic:.ty includes the requu’ement

.‘that the ob]ect nf such»knowledge be glven m unn\edlate

' self—evxdence—-the Kind of self—-evldence that for Kant,

can ’on y-be found in* the realm of human subjec 1v1t (‘asu
_ opposed o‘ transcendental) o
Acco:dmg to Husserl, although he .recognized that .’

1.
- the foundatxons of : sc1ent1f1c experience had “become| a

problem, Kant did not see that all natpral scienceq were,
after all; the accomglzsmnents of- humanit.y_--hence, the
accomplz.shments of that very "sut e;:t:wity" 4wh1ch

Ae_mpl.rical psycholegy,, al}:houqh ltselfl a_natural. scfence, . o -




.

canstructlon" of ttanscendental aubjectxvity,

wluch is totally dixtl.nguishable from f.he human Sub]ects &

: C 72
IR ] .
purports to explain. The paradoxical nature of the view
that it'requixes the presupposition.of human subjective

life in.order to develop a s

demandsa resolution. However, says Busserl,

resolution clearly cannot be found in Kant's "

Kant too, uses the p:engen lee-wcrld as’ an.

of his philosophizing, and is only thus enabled € deduce

an anonymm}!ly functioning transcendental subjecuvxty,"

th.ch "wn:h unswervin hece s:.ty, forma the world of " Lg%

exper:.ence.""’ . .‘ 2 i ey h _(, S

- The dilema— thus rema:.ns--~ either txanscendental

sub]ectxvxty is a pérticular aspect of “the concrete, i v'

indiyidual human payche ¥ _whue at the same_ tme, -

paxadexu:ally, the ccnstxtutor of that world Hhese 2 T N

vahd’;ty is unde: discuss;on- 'q.xs a sub)eccxvi’ty .

“of theé p:esupposed iorld; ).n whiéh ‘ca¥e its relatlonship L \
to ‘that world, ‘as the'."condition of “its possibxl:n:y, : M 4
becomes unintelliqible. There '15 an either/or quality e E

about Kant's characterization of subjectivity which

rende:s impossible any :adﬂ.cal explgna:ion of 1ts e 5 5
pamdoxlcal nature. 5 : ‘. o T :
In the returrr to- the life—worid’ says Hussexl, », a0 -

‘lies r.h only hope far overcoming this seemingly S, e

xnsnmo\mtable pa_radox. S It is- mpeu.nt to note thar_ s




. Husserl is not at this point employan h1s "mt\ht

- exhxbxtmg method"--but xs rather _presenting a suggestion ’ *

Cv‘foz a solutxcn, which he frames in the form of a-." s %
s
hypo(:hes).s. g
¥ . E we'ﬁre the Kantian theory m_vertheless to. contam 2 "

truth, a truth to be made actually accessible .
insight . ... it Hohld be ‘possible. only ‘through

fact that the transcendental functions which - a2
supposed to be explained in the ove exugmas

Ie tc scientxﬂ.c understanding,
ough a method of disclosure appropriate to

if o Jectxve knwledge 15 to be exylai.ned But he

ade ately fulfill ‘this fun!?txon i(‘. is essentxal that

qit somehow be xooted in x:.he concrete h\man wnrld. Thus;, 3 A 3

£ r.he living human spirit that has hitherto--for essential .
easons—-—zsmained hidden. " Thus,- while f.he emplx‘:.cal

y sub]ectivxty engendered by * the sciéntific (naturahsuc)
attitude cannot ,- in principle, point beyond ité&elf,

Husserl is arquing that there is another order, of

subj_ectlve‘ sxistgnce--whichvhe calls the "life of the ..°




both, s6 tha.f. its expl).catx.on m\xst be Ehe centrﬂ. 'cask for

transcendental functions belong On the Dthez han

clqded by His’

This fateer

everythinq of’ whiph men—~—the sclent:l. 5 gnd
all the ‘others--can become conscious: inztheéir

P ¢ natural world-life (experienting, knowing,
‘practically planning, ting) a: £ield . of .
external objects--as ends, me. rocesses - - . r . o Hs
of dction, -and final results’ related' to these. - . N
) remalns ‘on_ the plane, v

nfinitel:

mension o eE

¥ This passage:.gan be xnterpteted as. teferring to what

Husserl ear).).sr termad mlr ongo).nl; subject:.‘ve—xelative &

. world-Tife. But this worlcl life is now" cleax’ly depivted

as ‘a facet ofa much more complex dimension of "splrltual




exercise their accomph.shments in . . .
L. 17 eacn and evex'y pxeoccupation of the human world-life."®?

Here, yet agam we are faced with Husserl's dual

‘usage’ of the.cancept of the 11fe world.

e has already

h::l.mate

.argued that Kant's philosophy rests on the

N . : pxesupgosltlon of a pregiven honzon in Wthh all human.

praxis- m:luqu the theoretical praxis.of philosophy~

"rooted Yet here he,, 1s portray;ng that very presﬁpposxtxon

E as the ;?ccomplxshment of a hldden form of humén splnt-
N ualxty wh;Lch is now, to become a "xealm of experlentlal
ang-theoretxcal seif-evxdence." And,v as we’ have done

before, so too in thls :mstance must we, turn to Husserl'

* ":mt\utxve exhxb;.tmg met:hod A and its 1mp1xcat10ns “for

S g tha cqn"ept of experientlal knowledge, 4f we'are o clar;.fy

S tne apparent janbiguity within ‘the ccncept of the ufe-

this ambxqum:y whereby the concret hlEtO!‘lCﬁl,

S world

{and yet, as Husserl himself says, ultimate)life—world .

presupposxtum wn:hm which Kant ph:.losophxzed, is’

revealed .as .a-"plane thhln .an :|.nf:.n1te1y rlcher

o

dlmensio 3 cf depth.

) e g i
g . . As we-have already 1nd:.cated Husserl!s, central G

ériticl}sﬁ of. thc Kantian catpgqries was that'lt was \_

impossiblle tﬁ" ascn.he to 'them any - conteht. For Husaerl,

L " " the sole posslble Euxce of’ cnntant for the trans—-
s Y

= cendenta; sphere must lie in. the experlenced v?orld——for

Ee we him, k.no




s ©. ' thing-in-itself. But the 'expeiiencetl world" cannot mean
- *
Lhe actual empuxcal sphere, since here the thesis of

3 & ob]ectlvlty prevails, and the possxbxln‘.y of self-evident

knowledge is zul.ed out. Hhat is; needed x% a woxld vluch, .

P 5 while related to ‘the nat,u‘i'-‘al wotld-life of the p].ane, doe‘s..

- - ' pot posses’ its thedretical limitation. .Just suchua -

world,” says Husserl, is' the life-world: . Clearly “when we

= .are theorizing -on. a merely mundane :I..ev'el we .can sée Eh'at

this world is conscantly p:esuppcsed as, horazon .of al bur s ol ok

' ,actwmties, xnciudinq the - 1dea11z1ng prorzess of. scientif;c

# " 4 praxis. - But:such an avareness of the funcc;.on of the

* oy A e—world is \:seless, unless we can extricate ourselves

< T = frnm the natux‘al attitude. 4 If we cannct, the ouccome of

gt i any attempt t study the lee-world within normal-.

obfectl.ve scxence must fa.ll- s:.nce we are merely repeating

the paradcxes of :atxonalxsm at anothex ‘level, by treating ®

= tlﬂ subjecbive-zelative 1i£e—wot].d as’ ‘an "objective

2 entxty and, th\ls, mim:onstzlung the essential meaning of

* the concept of ufe—-world. ., 74 .

_Husserl consistently presents the contents of - A

actua.l exErignce as transcendental clues‘-as "examples"

*which permir. us access to the. only sphexe wherein truly

. essenual insiqht is possible the trana:endenta

e fa rel ‘; ip on the two fund tal senses of ;
life—wcrld thus far dLstingukshed-—-i e. its sense of heing ' e

tz‘he only x‘eal world, the fluctuatinq hon.ion of all our
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‘concrete activities, and its senée of being the .unchanging

+ a priori cox‘relate of any concrete wcrld-—-can be Lnterpreted

. as an extensmn of this p:lmary concept No partlcular_ ' s
;cultural m).lieu--not_ even the one world of nature which is '
commen to all, and the basis for all scientific knowledge.
,within the natural standpoint--can exhaust the siénificance'

" of the Iife-world as:an ultimate presuppcéltlon. The’ Emal .,

'meanmg of th:Ls concept rests in the fact that, as

o phenomenologxsts, we are no longex\hound to accept the

" actual world as the final arbiter ‘of truth. Thrt_:uqh his
.capacity \:o imaginatively vary, in complete freedom, the
con'ten'fcs of any'concze_te experience, the phenomeno'lcgisi:
"arrives at eidetic insfght into the transcendental meaning
Of this experience. Similarly, Husserl is saying, the
total concrete life-world of any particular spatxo—- 4
temporal setting can be transfomed hy the process of
e;detw varxation, to reveal its essential relationshxp

to the’ one’ transcendental_h.fa-world, ‘which supports the_
"actudlity" (Qf‘ all its eencrete variatio It is not .

" only, that a.relati:onskllip between the two life-worlds is

thus revealed--more importantly, for, Husserl, through

the use’of a concrete '{txaﬁscendental clue," the being

of; the t\:anséendent\al sphete, in, its concrete ‘truth, A
o Fransie & %
appears,- ¢ 7\ . o v S e L EY

Tt now becdues clear why Husserl viewed the -,

‘life-world p:esuppcsltxon of Kant's thought as "a plane T

w:.thxn a. ncher dimensioh of kpth " When Husserl l"efers 5




‘themselves: Thus ¥

to Kant's " - ition of the life-world"

‘he is speaking of the concrete' Historical world of lived

experience. Th‘gre was no way that thé »transcepden‘tal
life-world couia. e vkHwA 'by-xant, sincé the mode.of
access ta it is’ through Lts »concrete actuahzat;ons,
throuqh the life-world viewed as-a clue to its trans-— N
cendental correlate--~and this cl{:e could never be inter-
preted as such within Kanuan ranonahsm. Attention to
the qoncrete life-world would have revealed to Kant, says

and thé things

Husserl, that the mode of knowing in this world involves
the unity of the apgearances of thing

he obgects of the lee-world give
themselves immedi tely--are self-eVidently the:e. The. :
reallzation that the style of veriflcatxcn whxch occurs
in our 11fe-world is the foundaticn upon@hmh all sy}:—_
sequent modes of knowing. (including the sclentifi;:) are’

based leads, says {lusserl to the msxght that it'is - i

2 this kind of! "intuitive" knowledge' which must be

recapt’ured, :Lf we are to get beyond the presuppos;tlons
of the idealized ob]e;;t;ve world. o % .

i Thtoughout his carser, Husserl defended this
"intuitive disclosing method ot eidatic intuition. it

is significant to note, hqwsver, that now a new element

" has been added to thé discusaion. The stratum of mundane

’experience Which he’ has termed che ulcimate pxesupposition

of knowledge (the lifa-wcu'ld) " is now belng exhihited as
H

. . 78
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« .
digm for ‘the ph _
loqxcal e e o ' e
Thus vhen one turhs to the life-world, one is _‘
accmpllshxng t@ turn to‘idlencmenolo'

because it is -

Dnly in ‘the ;nalysu of the lee—world that the truth -

of e:uietxc analysis, as a qethod for achleving "expexiential

and theoretical knowledge" can. reveal itsglf."~ s
AL . . .
l"\~
& B S
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' phenomenology is B

80
4. THE{LIFE~WORLD AND ITS RELATIONSHIP TO’
'TRANSCENDENTAL SUBJECTIVITY 5
> But ;n squestlng that the life-world is’ the ¥
fundamental theme for Sntal logy, one’

is’surely treading on dangerous ground. In his later

work--particularly the Cartesian m&

‘firm in his viéw that the taék confronting a universal

4
the selfrexplication of the ego, .carried. out
with continuous evidence and at the same
. time with concreteness.®"
How can he noy (i.n/the Crisis) claim that this
Central task has shlfted so radlcally, and that the
phenumenoluqist must henceforth concern himself with the -

c larification of _the lx.fe-wurld?

‘In the Meditations. the gtartii\g point ‘for
phehomenolpéy ‘was locat:ed;'in. thef:ewqu‘ing of the.ego-‘
cogito of Descartes. By beginning here, ;nelis led, says
‘Husserl; to the raalxzatian that the only way out of -

dualistic s is a ing. trans-

cendental egoloqy. Thus any level of. c‘.;ncrete experience
is reached via an, :m:.tial zeductian of the concrete self.
to the transcendenta]. egc. Having #ccomplishsd this
reducticn, it.can then’ be seen how ‘each stxatum of

concrete exnpr:.em:e is constituted through the anonymous

: transcendental’ functicns. 2 One of ‘the proble.ms of .

ations, ‘Husserl is




*constitutién which.arises is that ‘of the constitution, of

the i SRy - -

' specifically human surrounding world, a surrounding®
- world' of .culture: for each man and for, each human’

. genuine, though restr:.eted kind of Oh)ectlvxty v ®
belonging to such a world. 'Its Ob]ectxvlty is,
restricted, though concretely the wokld is, .
‘given to. me and- to everyone else . . . as havxng
the gense:. accessible to everyone.”

The sense of this world's accessibluty differs, for
essential reasons, from “th’at,absolutely .unconditiqna.l
accessiblility which belongs essentially to the .;qn- %
'stitutional sense of Nafute ... ..everyone, as a mattfei
of a pr).on nécessity, lives 'in the same Nature a Nature
.‘moredéver , , . that he has fashioned J.nto a cultural world

in his individualized ani!'comunalizea Tiving and doinq. .

. commumty ... . likéwise the problem of fhe R

Even beyond the pmmary "wor}.d" of thx.S' schem;- the one world

Cof Nature--Husserl dis\:inguishes a primordial "z.mmanent .

world, whxch we call the stream of subjective pracesses.“"

This’ xn\manent suhjective “Flux’ appaxently is the start;mq
pcxnt for the constxtut;on of any world whatsoaver—-and :
the kind .of world whxch Kusserl later desanated the. "life-
. world ! partakes of a level of Ob)ectxvxty" fa: beypnd

* ‘this primoxdial streamaof'ccnsciougnes_ - The cultuxal i

world is cpnstituted on "tHe baus of the one worlﬂ of .

Nature--and the n'atural warld arises at-an even more

! -There are,sevéxal crucial points to note here.

fundamental level .of n Aﬁ‘ nnnqqi sl - . \/

iimsens




4 prior.levels of experience.

'revealed-—-:.t ‘does not form ‘a startxng point for the

among jahi:ch is the Eroblem of the 11fe—wox:1d. In no way

. dees ‘he attribute to the life~world any lchcal,

* historical, or ep}.stemolog;cal priority. Further, he is, N 4

careful td distinguish it as a static stratum w1th1n the

. apodlctlc ego"—-a world'which'is de facto, culturally ¢ .

varlgus, but’ which is also :mvar:.ably built ugon the
underlymg stratum "nature," and which certainly cannot N
be said to have any influénce ‘upoh the trzmscenderrtally
I-‘z.nallyl and mcst signiw,

.ficangly for our present'problem, it is th-rough . g

the systemafic ptogress®of transcendeftal- . _ .. -

- phehomenological explication of the apodictic . ~ a

ego that-the transcendental sense of the world % :
4 must also becpme. disclosed to us u. txmately in

‘the full concreteness with which it is’ - .

:anessantIy the Ixfe-world for. us all."

In other words, it is as part cf the uu(:cbme of . X . g

henomenological investjigation that the hfe—world .s

LIt is .a wﬂrld governed by "essent:.

. 'n7o

. There is certa

nly no hint :Ln the fordgoing

P exposltan that the life—wcrld is to become rhe funda- co

mental field of study for phemomenq}ogy.' It is viewed .




whlch wxll be the lee—work fo: phenomenologxsts. The

. cnncqpt arxses wn.hm the transcendental epoche, and has

“ona "mundane" level, and a].l references to transcendental

g w,-.«mm usness. .

meanxng as a correlate of t

this meaning is of course

“retai band his fundamental

certalnty that all of expeuence could ult).mately be .
" seen as "transcendentally constituted." eq the whole F @ o

e?nphasis has been chanqed The. analys1s, in. the flrst

.ed\jction. The dlsc\xssxon (\Jntil Crisis ﬂ35) 1S conducted

,conclusions have ‘the status of suggesmons as yat . ¢ .
-
x . : . .

runverxfxe\i. 5 3 “

Noxr is ‘the apparenc reversal of procedure accldental.

It is indicative. of the: gene_r_a). reprien‘tation of ’ Hpsserl'.s

“thought that the-Crisis should have ‘thip structure., If the ' o

life—wo:ld, is to be the 'primaty,gath to phen’ome_holq‘gic_al -
b kﬂ;w}edge,' t}xeﬂ ’ox'fe cannot:begin with the l‘ife-wcrl.d qua

Ehenomenon--ta do so wuu»la be to presuppnse the val: 1c_y A T g

of- the whole /transcendent‘al pzccedure (epoche, reductxon),

and to- dany thq necess:.ty for treatlng the ccncrete world - —_

as a t‘:lue to the transcer&denta . Thus, the lee—woxld ) B, :

must first be seen in u:s concrete actua;uty, befom t-_he ’ i




th;_p,_ ,w‘veﬁ;mu'st.be -somehow .able, through an, act of ordinary K
PR Jthecretical k[qewied.ge,>‘to comprehend chis.’poﬁxusucy.
) Husserl cannot. say that the 11£e—wor1d reveals itself
.once the .turp. to transcendental;sm»xs accomplxshed, if hs

“ralso wlshes to claim that in the llfe-—wnrld we' £ind the:

T 'mnst £y ¢ 1 P y to t; ital experience.

« "' If we wish to render. the positions of .the.

Cartesian Meditations and the Crisis codsistent, it

vt vwould seem that there: is oné extremely radical.option -
- avallable. oIt Husserl is to retain his ceptral Lnslght
that' all of bemg is'being within Transcendental
rS};ectlimty,- and yet claim that r_he task of explivcatinq.
the "apodictic ego” h\ustygive way. to -t.he ‘task.of % ,‘.‘«
explxcating the 1if- world, then he can do sp by, at

\- - least :melic:.tly, adriitting, that ult;mately the Trans—
cendental Ego and the life-world are -one and the same. °*

! In the Cartesian Meaicat ons, there is Certainly

‘1ittle - to support tHis. hypothes

. ’l‘he h.fe world here . S

plays a very hmited role——it 15 not for J.nstance, sc

S 7 fundamental. as is the "one. world of Natuxe," which

Huseerl sees as the absolute horizon oE nll actxia,l

3. (nan-tzanscendental) experlem:e. But givan‘ the arguﬁehts S

of the first’ sections of ‘the Crisis; tha hypothesxs oy y ey

i becomes aych more pl sxble.‘ Ift the 11fe-wbrld is 1ndeed'

. ine;ely one rather narrdw layer of constituted reality,

o




why would' the Failure to comprehend it result in thy
failure of Kantidnism to grasp the meaning 6§ Trans

cendental Subjectiv;ty?” And,if the life-world i only .’

[, " one among many constituted levels' of transcendental i K

expenenqe, how account for the much emphaslzed all- T L

we. accept Husserl's earher positxon to the- effect thiat . &
all actual (emp1r1ca1) realltxes are clues to their
transcendencal correlates, it would seem to fnllow th 't C
the concrete lee-warld is a clue to its.correlate--the
X 7 Orie transcendental life-world, Indéed, we haye alread

" arqued that for Husserl’ this is the case. ‘ But if the

Husserl‘s,host clearly scated princj.ples ccncerninq ‘the
relatmn between actual and transcendental expsrxence,
X Dol b the h.fe—worlq)has a status much more sxgnxficant

- ay © that we have heretofore supposed. i .

o Support fo: .the’ latter possxbility appears 1n

Crlsls 33. Here, .the concept of the h.fe-world i
teken fzom beinq a "partial problem” withi.n the general

‘problem of_-qb]ective science" !o'be‘ing_a "9niversal




- I : rr .
problem for Philosophy.“‘ In this section, the life-world-.. ~
possesses both of the earller meanlngs already unccvered.

Itis the” intui tive' surrdunding world of life, 'pregiven ey

as ‘existing for all’in common," presupposed both historically -

i " and for each {ndividual, whether theoreticiaﬂ or practical
. man, as "the constant ground. of, validity,: an ever available -
source of what is taken for q:anted. .. This kind of .-
awareness of the life world occurs prior to phenomeno- .
logu:al reduction lt involves no insigl?t ‘that the life-
) world is transcendantally constituted: fi'ndeed Husserl

5 : is ca:eful tb point cut the dlffl.culty ‘of even conue:.vmg

. e possibilrty of ‘treating this J‘pxsegiven-wotld" - » - 3
w . sclentlfxcally (i.€. phenomenologically) .
RPN T Coming -to a realxzat:,on of the :meortance of the S

lee-world vih ‘our attempt to make the positlve sciences- -

sible; we must ily view the life-world

N "as "an encillary and partial .problemwithin the full :

subject of 'objective science

s ’ see’ that, as the pxesuppog tion of natural sc:.entific

activity, 1: is the .‘Llfe-wcrld wh:n.ch must be explicated
if objéctive science is to'be fully qrounded Bit, itds

the accomplishments and expenence cf ﬁbjective scxence KW

that ppmarny concern us,’ so r‘nat tha study of the, lJ.fE-

worlkd ia a means to'a more vital end. The end. of under-

standing objective science as an accomplishment of. |

. -txanscender;calAsix’b‘jectivity‘, vv‘laé already’ p}op'c;‘sq'a,in the




=¥ techn:.ques of objgctive sgﬁenee. lglence,. the_lg\ethgdplogy >

Cartesian Megétations so- that in uxis wa;, “the dimension
of transcendentalxsm :.s added to the concept of hfe—world. . <
l'f the lee—-warld is to be studied qua gresuggontwn of -

-objective science 1: ::annal: itself be studieﬂ usmg the . e

of eidetic inzuic‘ion reappears<-wé:adopt a standpoint above b

sclence, survey “in genezahty its thacrxes and results

sside .we st RlBO suzv]ey the 1i£e % S
. it
'and also

o T, and on the oth

of accs practised .by workimi scxem:isd:s' §

what coxwe”s under considerauon here ie the’ sc;emﬂs&'

7.

repe‘ated zecnuazse AL th lifex-wor]. 2 -rhus« &
‘

says ‘Husserl, it can be-seen thut the sub]ective-xelat:.ve
3} |

"dlife—woﬂd becomes a tnmscendentgl problem, Bt thhx

the contsxt: of ;he bmader problem of the constitutinn ot =
seientific” ‘ob]ectuvity. . . Y < ¢ " ". : P, .".
. But. now. comesya crucial turn in the argupent--a - s
turn whi}:h'may be xeéarded a§ ;Spéninq u‘p t'.ha"posﬂ.ﬁili’t_y ) -
of an entirely new meaning éoz the co}lcept of life-world. i T &

‘It is clear, says Husaerl that one cannot discu:a the

function of the li£e~wprld as preaupposition of scientiﬁc' : it

praxis without tirut inguiring as to -"the life-worid's own

and canstant on!;c meaning ‘for human bei.nqs who live. in,

For atter all,. scient:.e‘ts do ndt: constd tute- all i

of humanity,qnd ‘we have al;eady seen that che lif.e- : o

world 15 a- universal practical pmuupposition. p We lnum‘:.

‘therefore, have a qaneral concept of the sense of the
. ¥ ’
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liferworld, if we are 6 understand its specific meaning v

as presupposnmn of natural scientific prayis.
But hav:.ng put forward the prob’gm of the manner "
" of being of -the llfe—world navmg put out of play (hela
in epoche) the cognitions of object:.ve sc:.ence, ‘a peculiar » "
thmg happens. For sud.denly a "vast memefor study" - :
Pyt presents itself-—which while sit first appeared as merely.‘ ST

% 5 ?5

. a speclal‘ top:c wlthin the’ general prcblem of scLenCe, :

noy :Ls seen. tovbe. that very “th:.rd d:l.ll\ens:l.on

of the depth—'—whxch we earl:.er dlscussed, and, whxch is % g . v

b .
"'mlned»).ately destined in advance o engulf the whole sul

' ;o ject matter of Objectlve science, as well as all other

L sonis conlclugion: of Hisserl's ‘may not at first

2 1 appear to go heyond anything w}u.ch he has earlxer 1nt1mated

. . concérnxng the natux'e of the llfe-w'ok-lﬂ But-if we ecaIl

.7 of actual axperience asa "cl?" to the tr

Sy »bgqogn‘ clear that, if gt ;s tv fulﬂu» the wide:

’ B s




S we ‘hava Faised. And ‘as we have- suggested, lt seems that -

. Eultual tx “to which tha txansceﬁdental funct

. mediated the gap

. surely it 15 noi sufixclent tha.t thls third dimensio

subject‘iv.i(sy. Husserl has.claimed that Ka-nt's “dilemmah 5

. conce:mng the' relationshxp between the "two suhjects is.

soluble only if there 15 a hldden dimenslon of hu.man :

ons wh1ch
supposedly explaln the paradoxes of knowledge belcmg.
If this'is gran(:ed then presumamy we have theréby -

human and t dental’

subjectlvlty-—slnce we have dlscovere - a sphere of reahty\

which includes both. But there 1s a difficulty here.-

however it may eventually be defined--contain within
1tself these cruc:.al transcandental functions? ‘For 15
it not, ‘as Husserl repeatedly asserts, of ‘the- essence
of tranacendental subject1v1ty that it forms t;h;e

pnma:y,——ulemately, the M——reallty"” surely e

cannot - adnit the exlstence éf a sphere wn‘_hin. wh:.ch this

very transcendental sub;ecuvxty belonqs, as does a part, :
or dimension, to'a whole? If we ‘argue tms, are not L
Kant's paradoxes simply repeated=-i.e. does not the
central problem of how an elément of reallty can be

responsible for the® onstitut:wn of the whole rema).n?

'Husserl ¢annot intend thls cohtradletz.on to be h).S flnal

.»aime'imioxi"——:he lifemiorl

conclusion. Therefore, ‘we must turn to ‘the "third ®

in order t—o attempt, a.

revision of its meamng whmh W 11 resolve the dlleﬂ\n\a




fe-world’ and

- : transcendental subjectlvu:y. Havinq d:mg-bh;iﬂ\rt then |
beccmes ,poss:.ble that human sub]ectxv1ty can "constxtute"
“ universally, since, althq\)@h humad sub]ectlvlty is

completely bound .with the, llfe-world thls 11£e-wor1d has

- . noy becomé thé all-encompassing transc tal-realm. . .
° This- leads us s %o & second consideration which
helps support the stiggested new meaning for the 1life-world.
* © . e have zepea%edly«stated that concrete’ “(ine. actual) "
gxpenence, is, for Husserl a startmg poipt for the o
pzocess of eidetic™ :.ntm:mn, whereby, through the

:unaqmative vanatxon of that which is’ ctually_ giveh,..

“there s gxadually Fevesled that which is ultlmatelx

B L ttanscendentally1 given. Thus, any particuiar

conczete ent:.ty——-whether real ot 1&ea1—-—can yzeld its

Y I eJ:dEtl_C essence‘--or.'xts lnt;enti‘onal cor:elages—-all of

_ which“ate grounded in transdendental subjectivity., We

—=- - “have'further pointed out that the life-world, by an

7 extension of '&hi p:inci-pla,'can be interpreted as'a

"particular * entxty, whmh serves as a tr—anscendental #

clue in the' abové manner.

£ F gt WS 0 . Eutm&th ‘the ldea that the life-world can

contaln wltha.n AN the cchstltutlve accomplxshments‘ of




o, ¥ e ® = o

stratum mchm transcen ndgntal consci iss.  Let us
examxne, brxef_ly thls vLew that the 11fe—wnr1d 15 of a, - *

- )ru::d with all other concrete’'examples" ‘of CEaREEAEL . ¢ o

v . e edad, . . v % =ElRAE Ly
The non-tohnesendental, li‘f’elworld has been repeat-

g ) bedly characténzed in the Crisis-as the Ereglven horizon
for all human activities, both theoretical and practical. ¢

. Do Thus, even on the "mundax\e" level, the life-world is.

viewed as’an all—encompasslng presupposltxon, upon wh h
human praxis and knowledge are Emmded, and :Lnto which -

the results of hull\an actlon necessarxly £low, To know

such a "world" in’ flnal self evldence is clearly npt .

- <
o possible for anyone who is_imnérséd in its. flowmg

un, ,rva\salxty.‘ While. it is possible to “know entxtles
R oo withinlthis worldr-exther as scxentlfm—objectlve entu:ies,

or-as sub;ecnve—relatx goals of’ ~prax1s——the goal of

knowmq the life-world g‘a universal presuppos:.t;on A8

not ‘Fulfilled.by such Knowledge. 'If one is to know the

lee—world "as it is in 1tself 2 then a stand int beyond

. the scope of 1ts f\mc&lon as umversal p:esupposxuon must-

be attained..

oy B, “But. the very fact that ‘the- ufa-warm ‘has been [ I AR

poxtrayed as the absclute presuppos;tmn for all theory

and npr,axls wduld see‘m to preclude the )possxblh.ty of ever o P

. achieving such a sEandpomt A1 In a very impoxtant sense, : E "

Lo ‘the 'l-ife-world, since it 1nc1udes w).thln ‘its. all—pervaslve




.. unity every particula-nz, conérete acéuélity, cannot ‘itself #

< ® " pe treated as.a pa:nculu example cf\ a’ transcendental -

'exdos.A The ufe—wozld by 1cs very natute, is not "one

v 2 3 entu—.y among others'--but ‘the presupposx:mn of au

, . Ob¥ectivities! - Hence, any attempt td 1solate i€, and, g T
‘through the methodAexdetxc analysls, reveal its -trans-

" cendental coxrelate‘ would appear to diffe: radx_cally from

al'l othez applicaci.ons of the phenomanelcqxcal methoﬂ.

g % S . Insofn: as. the life—world cdnnot be' treated as’ -

_merely anothez "clue" to speclfxc regions \of the phenomena-

logxcally—reduced, world," ne:.t,her can it be reqarded as '

g mere'ly another "sr.xatum" w1thin txanscendental " subjectivity

. since these two meanings of the life-world are 1nextr1cab1y

2 ¥ i related., ‘Since the actug,l llfe—world is admn:tedly a world
of pezpetual change--i.n fact, is an xnfinxte number cf p .

© . "worlds'--and also a world that engulte every othex 1evel o

. T of expenence which, like natmfal acxence, clauns to

e Y Yetae it by ing.its subjectivérrelativity, then
- o F a
must not its essenual nature as the all—enmrac:.ng horizon.
7 . o & oF actual expezien;:e, carry Gver into the transcend ntal

11fe—world? Is it ]ustlﬂable fa: Husserl to Exclude fxcm\ ;

the transcendental mean:.n ‘cf the 1ife-world hhat aspect

of all-emhx:acinq univeqsnlity which. as we *have seen, is W

its most fundamental'chazac(:er st;c? If the ].:.fe-wo:ld

is the all-encolllpaasinq orizon of ‘actual expenence,

~agruas

© 7 must it not also bec«:me' th all—encompasslng horizon oi' . T




. ¢+ manner of horizonms, :all ‘the bui

'transcendental experlence—-xn other words, 15 there no
stzong reason for consxder;\.ng the hfe-world and trans
: cendehtal sub;ectxvxty——whlch ‘has al‘ready been deflned

the’ absolute horizon of reallty--as ultxmately‘ ong and,

.thesame? e BT U Lo

- In the concludmg paragraphs of Crys:.s

H\zsserl h mself appears to be suggesmng tbls very
poss:.b:.hty. Havlng :m:.tlally stressed the fact that
llfe-world is a Eartzal prcblem wn:hu\ the w1der ams
the phenomenologxcal emterprise, he gradually follows
. line cf d).SCI.ISSlOﬂ which- leads to the conclusxon ‘that
'n\agm_tude, the. uxuversiﬂ and Lndependent signif,{can«ce

'the problem Of the llf world hés beccmlé 1htelliq1ble

llfe world "

in terms of the truly ccncreta unlversallty
** . whéreby it emb¥aces, both directly and in the': .
—up levels.of
‘validity acquired by men for the world of their
common life, and wherehy it -has the. totalxty of
these levels relafed inthé:end to a world
.nucleus ‘to be’ distilled. . by abstraction namely
“the 'world of. strathtfctwiid xntéx
suh;ectlve expehénces“

¢ :rheﬁe ;pas_sage

i

e

as.

the B

of

‘a

uthe

of -

indicar.e Husserl‘s heiqhtem.ng awateness of

éhe.scépe of * the problem of the llfe-wotld, in relation

to-the othex, now apparently minor asEects Sf the.

problem, suqh qs ‘its’ meam.ng for Objectlve sc1ence., They

_fu t}:ler emphasue that this ‘new .ayareness _had,y,et:J tv:c,l;e




subjected to any methodologlcal trea‘tment-—-in fact, * says
Husserl faced w1th th).s "qenuxne and . most umversal -pro-=,
blem, “ve are "absolute beginners,” who "do" not yet [y
how t}vxe ,L).fe—world is to become an 1ndeEendent totallx
self—suffmlent sub)ect ‘of 1nvestagat1cm ek

Husserl then, ddes not re ax‘d _the lzfe-vworld as’

B a problem ‘within transcendental subjecnvxty. He sees rtr
s ”y
rather as the most pmfaund -dimension af actual expenence,

. whxch, even befor we attempt ta, undertake 1ts phenomeno—-

logical® mvest;gat;on., we. cannct faJ.J. o See as a urugue

. prohlem for phnosapmqal though

’ Our method, he says,

must arise- in the course of our attempts to Lnderstand -

thlS problem. The solutJ.on l:hxs methodological nnpasse,

he suggeets further, wln be bcund up v.uth a new awaxeness

of the s xgm f).cance

£ :.htu}.t:.ve s 1nk1ng, “the node. of .

knowledqe th.ch as we haye/seen,- is’ intrins;.c to the life—

world. 'I

w111 he seen that .in; comparison to the "111usmn
L. of pure thmkmg" wh:.ch is at *the root: of sclent).flc

objectz.vlsm, and wmch:is he].d up, ~in opposxtlon to *

xntuitlon, as- the only way of achxevxng Self— evldé‘nt %

wof l)ntuJ.ClVE thougl;t ‘I‘h.is form of 'ntuition, says ¢

Huss{rl will not recoqnxze the 1neradlcab1e separatenbss

of sub}ect and ob]ect, whxch is the xnxtlal pxem:.se where

."'thought” is objective and "intui.tion“ is sub]ect:.ve,

Rather "as soon as the gmpty‘.and vggue notion .gf

truih, a treturn to ‘the . life-world w;n reveal ‘the .pr‘o: £y




- all those ‘pzdblematics whi

deslqnates as"the startin

" 1s not’ exha\'lsted bas ‘the inclusion m.ﬂun ‘it cf all s, §

N )ect:wn:)_(. It must be accm:ded

<95,

ntultlon . . has become the problem of the llfe—world,

: N
. of a1l pos‘sl}ue transcendental clues--the clue to the -

.

method of 'achivmg .transcendental knowledgeA i
These Onslderatxons can suxely be mte:pzeteﬂ as -
further evxdence :Ln support of the vJ.ew that, ult).mately,

ttanscendental subject‘and the 11 e—-wcrld must be

seen as-one. ‘The stidy’ of “the’ llfe-world will- embrace

'rller phenomenology rega:ded

as 1nd pendent 1Dssue5——the prdblems of the meaning of :

oblecuve scmnce, of c\‘)lture and.

of the Tieaning of the phenomenologlqal method itself..

“Such’a funda}nental I‘.heme»—a theme \w}u h Husserl himself

p int’ for all- furxher

phencmenologxcal 1nve\st1gat10ns-~and whase slgnlflcance .

concrete, human experience-—clearly

sul\ply another c}msntuted level of transcendental sub-

umque status w1th:,n .

r.rﬁ C 1" ‘phen

1story, “and’ flnally, -




8 fuz Husserl, only a phenomenological expl:.catlon of this

CONCLUSION

N In the foregoing 'chaptei‘, we have tried to

'maxcate the 1mportance' for Husserl's phenoménology of |

. the concepc af the 11fe—warld through a cons;de‘g,ncn 8 S

/o;/ﬁ\’e various ways'it is used inm the Crisis., From an

analysis. of the relationship between ‘the life-world, and
. the 1§eal world of natqral s(;lvem‘:e, we concluded that
HusseF1 moves between two.apparently contradlctory groups

. Vof‘ m'eaninqs.'v on the) one hand, hé defmes ‘the life-world »~— ' Y

a8 a sub;ectwe—relauve, cohstantly changing, historical

1
"‘.ho:izon. on. "the . other however he regards it as the _. toa 1
"ab_sol\..n;er, unchahging, tx 3 al presu tlon of all; ;
Human expe:ie'nce.' e suggested that these two’ meanmgs i
| were equall& 'necessanly, and tin " fact, could be reconclled,\ E ‘
-if Husserl's ambltxcus goal of .achieving: a completely- )
presuppcsltloniess (sclentxf:.c) phl.lcsophy, vhile at the 5

“same time accountlng £or the, h:.N;orJ.cp-l f£lux of- human N

| experience®, v e kept in mind .

we then proceeded to a dlscuss)nn of Husserl'

cutxque of Kant s transcendental;sm wherem the func;ien

of. the life-world < as the niaden presupposlt:mn ‘of st
‘human praxls-——;ncludlng the theotetlcal praxis of T e BTl

pmlosophy——was brought e light.' We' concludedthat, ©.." -

'unexpressed presuppoé:.tmn" wcu!.d fullel the \teleoloqy

of westem phllosophical thought o




. k1nds of suhject

. (psycholuglcal)L

" will ‘have, “been, realized‘, 1

the life-world, °
Petween the twd:

‘and’ myl\an

1ty——transcendenta

th,ch prevlcuq t;anscendental ph1losophy, -

: we 'ugqested that Husserl' 'mtroauctmn of the ccncept

_of ‘the hfe—waxld with lts dual, meamng as both %

"exlstential" and 'transcendental ™ could he regarded as
h1s atteh\pt to hrxdqe thae gap between strans cenden\tal and- .
concrete(experlence wh:.ch is exen\plifxed m such 1ssue.s .’
as the paradox of subject vity o - " ;' 8
_ Finally, on the ,basJ. of these ithree 1nterte1ated
_meanings, we-argued that the Llife-world can be interpreted

‘as standmg in a unigue relat],onsh).p to Transcendental s

Subjectiv.xty. Indeed, we sqggested that Husserl's ‘own

evaluatlon Sf the 81gn1f1¢ance of .the life-world: gpens -

the way for a'radical rev).s;on ‘of the very: meanxng Of -

ttanscendental phenom.enoloqy. . w g o w, y o=
our explmatmn of the l;mny senses of the form .

"life-world' has’ by no means been exhaust:.ve, ancf it is -

: clear that spme of the J.s?ues raised, partlcularly 1n

Sectxcr_\ Iv, have been scaa‘:cely touched, and cry out for

_expansion. However, the central aim of this chapter Bt

I

£ we haue establxshed that the
lee—wcrld indeed Occuples a pcs;tlon of crucial

signlflcance for ]Husserl's aim’ of aehlevinq a "r1gorously




" scientific phuosophy\n L : . e B ;

3
Havzng at least’ lndécated the dxrect:.on whlch
further analysxs of the meam.nq of the lgfe world wuuld -
take, we shall now, in the final chapter, present a .,

critique. of Husserl's attempt to 1ncorporate t;hi.s :

an\blguous'tohcegt 1nto the general structure .of trans-

‘- cendental phendmenology. The discussion willy oncentrate

on the relatlonsh;p between the 11fe-—wor1d, and the

;. ‘of the. logical - epoche, s.\m:e 1t is

precmely here r_hat the tens.\on between a phllosophy

‘whichy purports. to be transcendem:al and idealx_ in’ v R
-ox;entatlcn, and ‘the, conflzcting dimensions of the . T U 4

) life-world concept, aré Tost appahent. - e




CHAPTER IIT .

4 R . m-monucuoua_ . ‘

Théddecls;ve\ new Eurn in Husserl‘s thought wmch
we discussed in the prev“ious chapter presents us with e
: ‘v~ -several J.mportant ques.t:s.ons. In —the 11ght of the ‘con- ) ®
) clusions we have thus far reached, it is indeed clear .
that some of Husserl's other majcr themes will ha‘s to be
s WS reexam].ned AE the'concept of the life-world.is to be
accommbdated within his overanphenomenolchcal program. B ¥
. ,.T_he ‘chief reason for.this requirement is that, while we :
WL .hav’e’)ee}{ ablé -to wicover a multiplicity of meanings for
.7 . ‘the life-world, we have alsc shown that there is a’
. fundamental amblguity w1th1n the concept‘--an amblqul.l:y
- whlch as we 'shall see, has lmportant ramincations for g

', the meaning of such crucial concepts as the phenomeno-

i : logical, epothd.

\ Our analysis of the life-world reveals that its

many sen;es fall-into two sepa’rate, but \i'nterrelacea, :
cat;egories. On one side s‘tands khe so-called actual (or

y e "exz_stentxal") 11£e—world ‘Thxs world was variously - . -

&haradterizea d8: an .infinite nonzon, depending for + .

. u:s content and meaning’ upon the part].cular culture of .-

those living within it; a constantly 'cha.nging, histc:lcai'

world; the prescientific world;, which forns' the basis £or ’ st

Y both histofical scxentif1d developmem: and the . 54

scientific knowledq)e of any “individual; ﬂnally, it'was " °,

" i RIER “ D99 : ) .




descnhed as !:hat world whlch is. gx.ven i dlatelz the .

only real wurld that world in which practu:ally our whole :

11fa takes place .

‘on the other side of this fundamental dxchotomy

stands. the ttanscendental lee-world to whith, again, vere.

ascr:,beli numerous shades of meamng. Tt was v:.ewed as an .
o absoi;te horizon »which remalns unchanged " and exlsts fot =
everyone, regardleys of 'his’ partxcu}.at actual‘ﬁmfe—world ;.
horxzon. It was deflneq as the “unlversal hlstoneal .a
prlorx," upon which the ccncrete h15tor1ca1 world depends‘
Itf further was described as that world which :.s the
absolute presupposinon of. all actual llfe, 1nc1uqmg the
: scientxfic lee. !l‘hus, it was the prescxenuflc ground
-of, all objec(ﬁve, scxenuf;c knowledge. Lastly, it ‘was
charactenzed as an’ nonxmous presupposlhxon of all’ actual
experiencing, a world which is-accessiblé only through °
the .intui_tive exhibiting ‘method. of transcendental phen=
omenolagy ;' a world which can' be réachedsonly by an epoche

with respect to our stxaigh:-famard acceptance of

zeality--an ac”ce'ptancé- vhich; "as Husserl has already ‘stated,

is the sine gua nom of our ongoing practical life. T g

T
relaticnships between thesé two fyndamental senses of °
life—world,. éehses whiéh we'shall hereafter refer to és,
respectwely, the:; Exlstentlal and the Transqenden(:al

senses. We concluded that a dual meaning was posl.t:.vely

L

-We have already explored in some deta;,l the .~ »










As' we have

THE EPOCHB PRIDR Fo e

- THE CRIS S

already seéh ‘Husserl ;,s aware that

any return to the 1lfe-wotld 1nvolves dlfflculties wHJ.Ch

ac’ nct accompany ‘the’ attenpt to, treat “any other dmensmn

of real).ty sclent}.flcally. This. is because’ the -1if

‘world, by its “very’

objective, séience,

of ‘the world-—i.e:

world--in order, to
" cthe ,pxes'upposi ion

objectively known.

nature, is not'a possible’ sub]ect for

wm.ch always fust stand _upon the ground

mqst presupppse the realn:y ‘of the

know that world The llfe—world, as’

of nb]ech.ve Sclence, cannot . be

L+ WEAE ., "y
.‘posslble ‘mode of knowlng, Enerefore; “the Life-world would.

remaln as the horl

could nevet xt lf

| i
For Husserl however, such 15 not. the case. 2

on of knowledge, but, in princlple,

be' thematlzed. Pongll o &7 %

"ufe-wozm is not smply ‘a

1 esuppos).t).cm-wa‘ world

‘we are constantly aware;. as a horlzon, but wh:Lch .cannot be

smenuncauy .elucmatea 1£ ye can adopt. a standpoint

above the nacural standpcunt of the ‘objective scientist, it

,:Ls Ereclsell this 11fe—-world W]

us_ the’ hew’ field of study: It is thig world which reveals

ch ultlmately becomes for

Stgelt . as- thac “asmension of depth"'tc which -all prevmus

‘_epxstemclogy was; for reasons glven earlxer unable to

‘only -




what Husserl. had very early realized was ,that the:®

central prcblem fcr any rationa ist eplstemoloqy is always

how one ca’n ever cla,lm to have g :.ned apodlct;c truth about

the ObJEC § of cognitxon ‘when by defimtlon,‘ they ex.\st

E ST ’_ % mdeggndently of‘ the knower. In other words; while one

omay feel cercamty_ regardlng the validity of one's

™ cogn;tlons, ther is nc way that th).s subjectlve certainty

ever ' co).n Lﬂe with an m\medlate apprehenslon of the

'_ bhje;t: asit’is in 'tself _The same dJ.ff).culty recurs

J.‘n dxfferent ways Ln all phxlosophxes based upon the thésis .

Jof the natural” attltude, including, says Husserl, the

Kant:.an effox:t to ground abjectlve truths in trans-

cendental subjectlvz.ty. For, while Kant's ep).stemology 5

stressed th theo:etxcal knowledge was limited to *

appearances," he nevertheless basqd thxs claun upon f.he z <

presupp051tlon of an unkhowahle “thmg-ln-ltself."

Husse 1V's 1ntroduct1c>n of the techn;que of epoche

it'ds a’ px X : O ovf, the




s £ the technique - -

LI was J.nsuffxclently radical, so. t‘:hat while he did -
: temgorarlly_ suspend the thesis “of the natural attitude, |
% Descartes “aid ﬁﬁ' cnly in order Eo relnstate lt wl.th arnew ‘
% 5 objecm.ve sxgnlfxcance. Thus, Descartes used an "epoche"

w Tt in the service of the method af knowlng of the natural

standpqint, not 'in ‘oxder to achieve Knowledge £rom a new

standpomt.

CS For Husserl, however, it is this latter aim which

" defines the rale of, the. epochs. The application of the ' Ea .

Aphenomenologmal epoche entails a"total suppresslon of that-‘

‘element of transcendence wHich is the caus¢ of our present

87

epxstemologlcal-dllemmas. Husserl argues thus; if one

starts with ‘the presupposition that cognition is somathing . :

apart frcm its object--i.e. that the ob]ect is necessan],y

S.ndependent of’ the knower--—then how can’ Dne eyer account

s e the ralatlonship whereln “the knower apprehends the ; S '

"~ nature of that object? : E - = b P ,

how can T understand this pQSSlbilLty? s T
Naturally the reply-is: I ¢ould understand .. =
¥ only_ if the relation itsélf were given as
somet ing -to be ‘seen As long as the

object is; and remains, something transcendent,

~‘ . and cognitién and. its. objects are actuall: : 2 .
- '  separate, then indeed he can see nothing E re, : .-
& “‘g"an Fis hopes -for reaching a.solution, perhaps T

even by way ‘of falling: back on transcendent ) s

presupposlbions, are patent folly e - .

between knower and ébject ‘What is required, Husserl is o0 " -

saylng, is aLmethodoloqy wh).ch dispenses thh all

oo .




transcendent pre\sxipposrnons ‘and WhlEh therefore allows a

ailrect apprehe/nsmn, & "see:mg," of the "how" of cogmuon. '

- \
The failure to bracket the transcendent however, in

A complete eplstemoloqlcal reductlon," 'says ‘Husserl, "w:.ll
enable us té achleve this dlrect apprehensum.. suchra : e

reduction requires that S T ae w - o5 &

everything'transcendent that is mvolved must.

be bracketed, 'or be assigned the index of - . )
mdxfference, of epistemological’'nullity, an °
index which indicates: the existence of all

those tx‘anscendencies, whether I believe:in

them ‘or not, is not hére my'coricern; . .. .

they are: encn—ely irrelevant. P

N Husserl's view resulhs in the errors of psychologxsm,

anthropclagzsm, and b:l.ologxsm— eplstemologlcal standpomts
wh:.ch he clalms, treat as absolute truths the transcendent
proposltlons of.‘the part:.;:ular nacuzal ‘scierices, thereby

Eresuggosmg -an understandan of the meaning of ccgm.l:lon,

and rendering. thexr own arguments clrcular.

'

Through the use- of the-pheric snological-ep

cwe attaxn for the first trme, says Husserl, a realm cf

pure Ehenomena. .This is pcssxble only because .the new,

bracketed field of- inves}:lgatlon 15 a field of complete}y

LY

‘immanent data, which alone could ever be. absolutely given.

It makes no sense to ask of such-a field, to what "reality!

its "appearances“ polnt—-for thése. appearances no longer

have the sefise of belng appearances oi any ontolog;cally_

’ transcendent ObJECtr Only w1th1n such a reduced sphere,

says Husser]l, can the concept of 'immediate qlveness'_‘ be




A of ahjects to natural scmnce merely a quasx g venness

iy e LT e TR0,

any\:han other than an illusion. ’ To ‘be: sure; the i

“of science thm.n the natural standpoxnt, isito achleve .

i absolutely apodlctu: knowledge of ,reallty——but smce that‘

realxty is' composed OF cranscende' € cb]eéts, tms

-apod'xcthlty rema:ms- onl, Y an ).deal, and the g venness“'

It must be emphasxzed that the central funct).on

of the epoche is (-_he very Eosxtwe oné of revealmg a field

" of cognitlva ob;ects a?proprzat@ to a truly ph:.losoph:.cal

. Scl.ehce. ‘Thus, by suspendlng the thesis “of :ne natural

attn:_ude one is not says Husserl, suspendlnq the pos- !
sibility of knowing itself. .What one is.dding is su\'\ply

removina the possibxlity of judg;ng as to the reallty status

of the v.orld, et w;thhcldlng consent from any epr:.cit

ex:.stent:.al Judqments perfdmed on the basls of that reallty.

‘In ope sense, then, every element of experlence is indeed

held in abeyance-——-bnth the world" of "real objects," and’

world. ‘But in another sense, ‘he argues, "1’ lose nothing;

& therefore whxch is contlnually “Ehere for us’, * present

" world" of which we: continue o Be /EoRaaou S5E though

the " acts of conscmusness wherem T assent to 'this real

"' The universality of. the qpoch does not. extend to the pro-.’

hibition of all acts of Judging-—lf this dere, th’e _case,
1ts'app11catxon would tesult ,m comp].ete paralyns. After

the epcche what ren\alns is. "the entire’ natural world

to oux handl;’ and wu,;. ever remain there ... . a. "fact-




"af the world it is:

b

it pleases us to put m in bxackecs."“

- 8o fax,, - e have ‘given a geperal: acct:unt oE the role

OB the ePoche in x-msserl's thought; We have seen that 1t

is the key to the reduced smere, where “alone truly N

SC}.ehtlflC knowledqe ‘is p‘oss.tble. Ve, have alse polnted Y, e

out that while the epoche is a suspension of thé realxty

not the suspensmn of the posslbllxty

of sclent;flcally knowmg that world. Flnally, ancl most

. _slgnlfxcantly, we. h,;ve seen that for' Husserl). the w)(:h-

.meanmq of ‘the

to this sphere

-the appkication o{ the epochd to the lifeworld :

fo serious debate.. .

drawal of the element “of 1nvolvement:,1n the wor‘im ie.
the reductmn of 'the. wozld o a "fact-world, towards whi’ch'

W& make no, ex).stent:.al commltment ! does riot detract "Erom

--the n\eaning of the world but rather aIlows us -for the P

first time ‘to truly know it!

‘We shall now. turn £xom th:Ls general expioratwn ' E

of the concept of epoche, 5. order to, study its, use "n

e ‘3“515' au&“ﬁwrennﬁsmpAo&h%f“—'*

lfe-woxld the applu:atlon of the epache

111 requl:e a rav1smn of. the meanxng ‘Of - v

the epoche.' Inde we shall ultxmately clal.m thét if

s demanded’
by Husserl's aim of a r1gorously 501ent1f1c phllosophy,

then the 'possibility of ever achxevmg this Ldeal is open ) A' -




o hfe—world w1tm.n the Crxsls, Husserl‘s d SCUSSanS of "

. of the phenomenological Epoche and reductlon were, char=

1nfluencxng or Lnterfezxng thh th(}m pl‘eoccupatlons w]
~

s B \
. ds Erlmanlx a theoretical. Standpolht and the natural’ worlf‘

. _of praxxs, ‘it is wlth practxcal (prescientxfxd cognltlon s

- T_x—mjpocnﬁ IN THE caIs'I-s e ¢ -

Prlor to hls development of the concept of the

vt

the natural attltude clearly emphaslzed t}xas: the suspansxon L

* of this standpoxnt did not prevent ome -fram continuing one's

o ongo:mq practlcal exlstence. In Ideas Ty the perfomance -

acterlzed as acts.of our “perfect freedom,“ w}uch could be’

.bequn, sustained and temxnatsd whenever _One choss wi hout

den.ved thexr motxvatlon from wn:hin the natural standpoir;t..'
Thus, althoygh, in ldéas I, Husserl dofs 1ndxcate ‘that.the. i
'thesls of the” natural attn:ude is the presupposltaon of both - .
theory and praxls, he .generally ueglects the latter functlon

of thJ.s céiw:egt, and tends to” regard u)]-;e natural’ attitude

therefore as the “Eotal field of pos

he does refer to ‘the natural attltude as the presupposxtxon %

that he is mainly concerned. The slgniflcanbe of the

'natural attltude as the presupposxt;\.on of all human praxis

is not emphaslzed until - the pex‘iod of the Crisis. .

)In the Cz" is S, lt is.one of Husserl's chlef G R

contentkons that the 1deal world of the sclentxst is in- . E

fact itself a\ "founded' world, one dependent for. its ,:

meanlng -upon, the always pxeq:.ven life-world--and that the
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_natural standpoint  £rom w}uch _the sc).entlst cnnduc s _hi
investigations lntc ob;ecuve reality, depends upon arri“*
all-pervasive, mpncm certainty that 'the world" exists. -

\This certainty is "o

on..to all men, both the sclentl.st

and those, engaged in.non-theoretical actlvltles. . Tﬁus, i

one is to achieve radxcally sclentlf;u: knowledge (Y3 the
foundatxons of, ‘human expenence, much, more’ is requxred ‘than *
an epoche thh respect -to the attxtude of ObJECLLVe !
scientlsts.' Beyond thls attitude is the much mcre funda- ;
mental presupposltxon of the 11fe-wbrld wh:.ch encompasses
both the ).deal world of the sclentlst ,and the practlcal
wcrld of the’ non~scxentlst. lt Ls this ptesupposxtlon,
then, wh1ch must be them&tlzed, if *the goal of absalute€ly

presupposxtlonless knawledge is to be realxzed.

V‘A—xnclude the Eractlcal Eresuggosluon of-the: hfe

In the Cr1sxs, therefcze, the! epoche becomes much

broader in.its scope, s:mce it must now be expanded to

'Thus, while  the epoche .with respect to“the ob]ectlve

sciénges. is retained in the Crisis, it is quickly relegated

ehensive .

to the status of a, _moment #n a much more- cag'

nfe—world e esh he fu—st necessary epol is how

h Husserl describes the epoche ":m regard to all obJective
theoretxcal 1nterests, all arms and actlvltxes belonqlng
.'to us as, abjective Sc}.entlsts orieven simply as [ordlnary]
‘.people desirous of [th:.s kind of] knowledge 2% once. th:.s

epoche has been achisved, there is revealed a “unxversal




‘. "ends." whether fleeting or lTsthg, in-a flowmg but constant

" ‘manner,.:... » |

v :

Sclentlflc subject matter“ \whu:h is called the llfe-world
|

a preg1ven horizon wh1ch "mcludes all our qoals, all our

wou
. | .
The difficulty, nowe‘yer,is how such a'flowing,

pregiven ‘world can ever becohe the field for universal ™

Scxentlfxc knowledge, wlthout somehow forfeiting its -

functxon as a constantlvy chang:.ng presugposxtmn of know-

1edge and praxls. Yot this is preclsely what can be i
accompllshed Husserl argues, | through "a 'total change of

the natural att1tude, such \‘:hat we no longer live, as

# heretofore, as’ human beings within natural exlstence, -

chstantly effecting the Valldlty of the pregiven world."®S:
[4

Th).s secoé\d-application of.the‘ epoche, the aim of which

is tf,enal‘)l’e us ‘to "clarify the pregiven world's character

of universally 'being the ground! fon s a1l ohjectlve

. sciences and . . . far all ohjective praxis! is ohvmuslv

AN

of a much more radical: nature € was the 1m.t1al epochg,

wh1ch suspended only scxehtlfic praxis; and’ therefore s\:).ll

tpemu_tted us to "stand on “the ground of ‘the world. If we
.are to study the "preglvenness of the world" as such,

‘however, what is requ:u:e_d is-a’"tétal trans€ormation of

, attitide, a completely uniqueé, universal epoche, " *§ which

 will enable us to see what. natuxal world-life and Thsi

subjectxnty ultimatelz are. o ,‘ Ut E

It is clear from the foregoing that when he



““advéeatesia "return to the life-world" Husserl has not |

/" abandoned his search.for.a“sigorously scientific philo=, .

_sophy.. .Irideed, his extension of the range of the pheno-

menological epoch@ is motivated by his attempt ta render

this life-world a valxd subject matter for his sclence cf
subjectivity. - Husserl's criticism of, objective science is L
that in pnncxple, it is xnsufflcxently rachcal to achxeveh

0 knowledge of this ultxmate fcundatmon ef human experxence.

He argues that transcendental phenomenology, however,
through its epochd with respect to the liferworld, will
for. the first time enable the telos of bha.t phuosopmém

Idea whmh gave meetus to the Sclentlflc ).deal of . absolute %

certainty to-be fulfilled. T S e v pem

. It is false, he constantly, argues, to élaim that

B seientific knowledge mist be objective knowledge. The
ontolqgic&l status of one's. field of research is, fur

. Husserl, secondary ta the mode of consci n wh1ch RO

mutlvntes and sustains the sclentlflc ideal " Thus,

roughout .the Crisis, Hussarl _everywhere stresses that,

to be 'scientific, knowledge -must be‘ um’.versal, self-

,evxdent apodxctxc, and d1rect1y exper1enced by a dis~
:Lnterested gx:act;tloner. It J.S these charactenstics : 5 N

w}uch ccnstltuta the essence of sc:tentlflc expenence,

» ‘and nct Whether  the objects of sclenbiﬂc prax:.s are |
> B ontologlcally transcendent. : R g S




. declal‘e

it can b;\argued that Hussm‘l is in fact pushing the

‘ra‘t)onallst 1deal, which 1nsp1Ted the develnpment of

‘-pos;uve sc)ence, to its logical 11m1ts H1s pET51stent

clalm is- that sc1ence does nut, and in pr1nc1ple, cannot,

go fav enough'. But the epnche he portrays as a liberator;

whereby mafi gp; the first tlme becomes truly free to

ach;eve abso‘l’/te sc1entifjc certamty. Through his.

'ahstent;on from the bellef in the- rea;xty of. the world

the gaze of the phllosopher in truth first:

“become$ fully free: above all, free of -the 5
strongest and most universal, and at the.same -

time most hiddem, internal bond, namely of the
pregivenress of the world.' Given in and through.

this liberation -is the discovery of the univérsal, -
absolutely self-enclosed .and absolutely self-sufficient
correlation between the world itself and world
consciousness. .

Thus [for Husserl, the goals of ph1losuphy are fulf;lled,

‘a)\d science rece1ves its ultxmate vmdxcatlon through the

use of the phenomenologxcal epoche. As Husserl exp11c1t1y

The *empiricist talk of nar_ural scientists oftem,

if mot for the most part, gives the impréssion

that- the matural sciences are. based on the

experience of objective nature.. But it is not

in this sense true that these sciences are - .

experigntial sciences, that they follow: . . -
- experience in principle,’' that.they all begin i
. with experiences... . the ob]ectlve is precxsel A
never experlenceable as itself. ‘

It is Tather; he says, the lifé-world which will ultimately

“fulfill the intention of science, since it is "the sub-

jettive, the liferworld, (which). is distingmised in.all

respects precisely by its’being. actually experienceable."??-




.

Phenamennlogxcal science is thereiote the only x
Er;entxal science, and it is the lee-'world alone Hh:.ch

provxdes t{xs science with a xealm of orxginal self-

evxdences . i » B TR K 5

Not only does the reduct:mn to the lee-wqud -

~ supply ‘Husserl thh s:he field of pure phenon\e a z‘eqmred

by his concept of knouledge.r He also axgues that, ;

" although phenomenological ex‘perience can. only Dccur wn‘.hm i,

e~ the inmanence of tHe, world—after.—epoche "the attitugd of

1..m 5 ',. which

scxentlst, functionan

attitude. ’rhus, hex‘e agaxn,

is characterized as f\llh.llxng the telos of tradxtxonal
scx.ence, through the I:u:eraung effect of the epoche., Thg
natnral scientut, vhile necessanly aimng at & stand-

nd“he

po:.nt above 'y

thereby lunxtxng the valnh Y of his’® concluslons. Indeed,
says Husserl, the objective scxences can be shown to be

subjective constructs of a- garucular gtaxis, namely,

the- theoreticb-iagxcal which itself £ belongs to the full’

nJH

concreteness o£ the 1ife-werl

The epoche '’ hy /,

ground, enables ‘me. tq fl.nally stand above the wcrld,

w'hich has now beccme for me, in 2, qnxte peclxha: sense, <




' of the sclentist; the "detached-absezver." .-

102

phenomenon. Throuqh the gpoche, then, we are purged

of all presupposxtxans o so that . ' PR
as full isintarested’ ‘spectators of the . %
world puery as subjective-relative world; - .
" (the one in which our. whole everyday communal - -
life--our efforts,‘ concerns, and accomplish=

“ mens--tdkes place:), Iet us yiow takp a first,
naive look around- Our aim shall be, not to 9 P
.examine the world's being and being-such, but
‘to consider whatever has been vali and‘con—

.tinues to be valid for us as.being being-
. such in :esgect to how . u: xs sub)ectx ely” :
valid.. . J o 5

‘But althnugh we are ‘now di ecting our J'exper;encxng -gaze" ' .

‘to the hoy *of tha woxld's heing, and ‘not to -its objective:

rea].:.ty, we are nevertheless stxll aoing so in the panner

approaching this "world" naxvely—~xn the Lnnoénce of that =t

total 1ack of pre]udxce Ior Hhxoh natux‘al scxences can
only st:nve‘ The phenomenoloq)st thanku o' the trans- -
cendental epoch€, can mqke an absolute beg(nninq,.. 'starting
purely frmn‘ natural vorla- ~1ife, and by asking- afm- the -

the.world' egivenness’. n104: He can, further,

. avoid unnctiped, nqn-

- sensical admixtuzes of nat\{rally naiva pnox‘ valid:.ties E

3 . «The return to the lee—wozld thus fulfills one”

ahsolute).y crucial requirement of Husserl's phenomenoluqy.

‘oAs the ultimate foundaticn of experience--both theoretical

and ptactical-—-xt is a ﬁ.eld ef anEstigation ‘beyond which

xt is truly meanmgless to inquire. It thereby- enables ' .




R the ghenomenolmglcal scientist o achieve that .goal wh).ch

remams merely an’ideal for natural science and ﬂ\e.

% ratlonallst philosophy out: of which it qrew j.e.the - v - e

goal cf achxev].nq absnlutely presupposltlcnless knowledge.‘

JThe epache of the life-world alsa has, a’ further..

lmportance for Husserl's phenomenologica}. program with:.n

n\ the Crls].s. Because 1t is the absolute .horlzon [}

s N posslble experlence, says Husserl, if one can g

- to'the Life-vorld, one theraby has éntered a sphere in. ' ./
P

s which concrete knowledge can "be, attamé‘d. It will be N

* recalled that Husserl's Chlef cr)tlc]_sm of prevlous

. ‘transcendental: p,r%osopny vias. that the transcendental B
sphere (e g. Kant's. catzagﬁzles of the understan . i

be reached only through the

P of tus tal

. ’deductxon. _The _' c l‘world efore, was.a

realm of purely forhal knowledge. For Husserl as ve .-

have seen, such knowledgk cannot fulfill the demand of

scxent:.f:u: philosophy for a f;eld ‘of universal, yet»

R n\\mad;ately ngen (1 L7 J.ntu:.table) truths.' Wlth the

ntroductlon nf the 11fe wcrld hnwever the achxevemem:
Tlof ;uch intaitive truths at last becories péssible. - mul; _
h tbe llfq-world can be subjected to the epoche, and. hence 5 -
. %o -¢an’ be the _source of. truly. apodxct).c Kknewledge, this - :

knowledge is not <mere1y formal, because the lee—world, g, .

" even after the epoche, isa realm which ‘is' 1nf).n1tely W

rich in content. The ab;hf.y rof phenomenology to petfonn i R




“a réduction ‘to this life-world, therefore, suppliesfihat .

’was lackmg in previous transcendental ph.lclsophles—"].t
supglxes a fxeld whereln unlversal knowledge is - combxned

with the .concreténess of the "acf_ually expErlenced

Cworld.r i .

That the nfe-world epoche i deslgnated 0 beeupy

) thls cruclal pos:.tion within Husser]_'s phenomenolcgy is
perhaps more éxgmflcanc than might at fiirst glance. apsat .
.The m\portance of the "turn to the 11fe—-wor1d" can be, seen, e
however, if we brleily examme Husserl's use of the con=:

pt 'in the Cartesian Medltatlons, and hls subsequent

©
/jriticism of that use, in the CIJ.S:LS.

In the Cartesian Meditations, Husserl is defend:.ng
the .view that phenomenology is a thox:oughgoxng gology_

One must beqxn one's Phllosophleng, he argues, wn.(:h a

tuzn_\to the, ego, and the realization that this ego is the
hecessary presupposition of _al_l_possiblg Xnowledge: :rhis 2
Cartesian turn to the ego, he'further claims, must be -

supplemented by a reductlon of the concrete self to the

',.transcendental egt a reduction whxch gives the phxlosophex 1

access to the ent‘u:e range of expenence, both actual and N
posslble, w}uch humn belng can achleve. Thzs 15 hecause,

- he, says, ouce the phenomenclogical epcche has been . -

performed, one can. then the all ipassing

nature of transcendental subjectivity. Fteed at lést: of

.the ‘presupposition of the objéctivity of the world, we




come to see that .ail, straightforward wéxld-expe_x’iejxce is

const:.tuted thhxn the im ce-of the £r

ego. 'In paruculax, we see f_hat the ccncrete, mter- ot

p subjectlve, cultural 1ifq

orld, in which all, praxis is:
rooted, is itself a cansutuced stzatum of transcendentalv

= sub]ect.\.vxty. ¥

But the status of the lee-wnrld changeq - £

4§ drastxcally from rhe Cartesian Meditations to the Cnsxs.

xc J.S no 1onger merely’ another constituted layer:of: trans-

cendental subjectivity, bnt has becon\e the ultimate pre-—

supposltiop of all expengm:e, 1tsel£ a "way back" to the

transcendental sphere‘ In fact, Husszrl criticxzes his

farmer approach,’ the so-called Cartes .an Way, by,arqu.mq *
/~that : SRS A 0 &

. . (since it is thouéhé of ‘as being: attained
merely by reflectively engrossmg oneself-in. the
Cartesiansepoch® of -the Meditations, while
critically purifyihg it of .Descartes’ prejudxces
and confusions),;, it has a great. shortcomin -
yhile it leads to the transcendental ego. in one =

) leap, as ‘it were, it brings this ego into view
as apparéntly egzt¥ Of content . . . SO one- i
at a loss, at first, now at is gained by
it; much less how, starting with this, a

completely new soit of fundamental science, =~
decisive for philosophy, has been attained.®®

Husseri ‘carinot be satisfied with a #:ransc‘andental Sphere
of unknowable categones. It was precisely becau e of
‘1ts lack of content that he earller criticized }:he

transcendentalism of Kant, ana he is now levellinq t.he .

same .criticism a_: his own attempt to know. "the world"- -




b

through a stxhightfb‘rward reduction to, the "pure ego.” -

One cannet, Husserl argues, regaxn the Horld, in -

'its cuncxeteness si.mply by bmcketing out this wm:ld and

directing our attention exclusxvely to the tx.shscendental

ego, wherexn it is consntqted To be su:e he says, the

anest’lgaticn of ’the _ego does qxve us

rthe nece s sary

contépt; but’ becausa of a‘lack of prepazatory expllcatz n, "

we can be easily dissuaded- £rom this certainty. It is thus

“that he gustlfiea his turn, in thg’Crisxa, to the use, of -,

the life-world as’the new starting point for phencmenoicgy.
4 . : &

3 I v R
: It~is eminently rich ip/content; in fact, in our dis-

‘cussion so fax, we have seen that n; comprises all
Egsslhle ccntent and is the pxesuppcsition of all huu\an ‘
exper!enc‘é. . .

Y ‘The role _of both the lif-e—,wotld and‘ the- phenomeno-
logical epochs, within the Crisis, is cleatly.a'-crucial -
one. Upon the perfoman;:e_of the reduction to the life-

world depends the success of Husserl's underlying ‘goal:of

achieving a rigorously, scientific philosophy. Having

shown in this section to what extent these two central

: cont’:_epts'ate interrelated in H\'zs.sex:i's‘ phenémenology, we

are now in a position to’discuss the fundémental question

‘of whether’ ox not an epoche with respect to the life—wcrld

can 1ndeed be perfomed. ST e




THE INCOMPATIBILITY OF, THE LIFE-WORLD =

. AND’ THE EPOCHE

. Thus far.then, in this chapter, we ha’ve discussed .
the general meaning of the - epoche thhm Husserl' .
phenomenology, and have atgued that £hose qualxtxes wmch . -

gwe xt its :mvaluabla role within the phenomenologlcal

,method are”precisely ‘those qualities wluch are’-the
never—tc-be atta:.ned 1deals of-the natural ‘scientist.
.. We then went on to. assert ‘that because Husserl's .aims are

in fact the cuhm.natmn of the -aims - of objectlve scxence,,

(strlpped however, of ‘the 1nessent1a1 requirement that

.. . the results of ong's 1nquiry ‘be truths abcut a- transcendent :
world) he must w;thm the eEoche, be _able to attain
apod].ctlc, universal knowledge about a1l possible content - .-

of ‘experience. The reduction to the life-world, “unich

'has already‘ been characterlzed as the unlf;.ed horizon of -
all human praxis, including, the praxis of theoretlcal
‘scxence) is the only way “that Husserl can hope to satisfy
i . this need for absolutely valid scientxf).c knowledge, wlule
) fulf].lllng the demand Jfor a concrete content whlch can be:
thus, known, - i ; )
Thus the claim with which ‘we opened this chapter Bt 2

i.e. that both the life-world and the phenoméno,logical %

® ®e epoche are" essential elements in the structure uf

. 1 t 1 pleno '1nnv, is 3qst1f1eWst ‘now




o ask whether or not these two critical concepts are,‘ in o

‘‘fact, compatible. ,In’ so amng, we shiall draw on.our .

' ledrlier analysis o he ammguous aval mean).ng of the

life-world (Ch. IT). We shdll’ juxtapose this analys:.s

. [ with evidence from the Crisis ITIA, in an attempt to show’ o

that the relatlanshlp between the 11£e world and -the epochev .
-is, at the very least, problemat).c.
iy BT The return to the llfe—wnrld is achieved thruugh‘

a series of steps, each of wh;.ch has the character of an

’epoche, in' the-sense already dlscussed. ‘The first of these

steps .is; as we have seen, "the ‘epochE in respect.to a1l
objective 'sciences." This prellmmary epoche involves the

thhhold;ng of ‘all cr).t:.cal posltlon-takmg with respect - \ T

to the truth of falsity of the ob)ects of -theoretival -

_science, but .1(: ‘does not requlre a re;ectxon of Sclentlflc N
knowledge. ” Ce

within the epoch€ . ... neither the sciénces ncr v
£ the scientists have disappeared for-us who ) . W
- . . practice the epochd. They continue to:be what. . :
& they were before, in ‘any cas acts in e
- un1¥1ea Context of the pregiven life-world;
except that, because of the epoch&, we do not
function' as sharing these interests.’. . Z Yo
ference

From this passage, it is clear th.aig the only «di
between the world of science before and after the-'époché‘,
P e RhabyFhrodsh the' epachs, onx existential, c_o;nmitmeht -
to--our practical SRV LVGHARE in-~that world, has been .

totally suspended. It was this fundamental commitment

W to reality--i.e. the presupposition of -the life-world-- k

E . ¥ - * ® %




3 he sees, xs supposedly fulfllled,

epochE, essentially the sahe as before, If thil
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which, for Husserl, hi‘c‘cked Kant ‘from the attainment of

ultimaté knowledge. But, . through the epoch?:

h:l.ch beglns

... by 'suspending natura}. sc).ence, but ends wlth a.total

suspenslon of the thesis of the natural attltuﬂe, Husserl
is proclam\mg the dawn ef a new era, wherein ahsolute

knowledge is fmally attaxnahle by anycme prepared to

* . undergo the discipiink, 6f a phenomenoloqmaf‘trammg :

Husserl's revealing declaratxon ‘that aftei the epoche,

- phenomena ”remain what they were befcre, facts in the
. . ..pregiven life-voria," gafﬁrms our cla:un that the

' role of the epochd is- to give.us, not a new world “put

rather a _prlstlne edltlon of the old one, cleansed ‘only -
of 'the troublesome aspect of transcendence. Thus, the
epistefological ideal of the "detached observer;" who

éees all, without (:herebz J.nflne_ncxng or changing.what

In order. to achleve the goal of a rlgorously
®

. sgiehtmc ph).losophy, Husserl clearly must claim that the

ion of tra der takes away nothmg ;from the

-meaning of pre-reductive, phenomena. They are, after:the -

exe. . .

not the case, Husserl's claim that, with iin’ the epochs, we

achieve absolute knowleﬁge would beé un)ustxfxaa s).nce o

" through the very appncatmn of, the epoche, one wéuld

have forfeited part of the’ meamng of the world. The"

element’ of: transcgndence—_-ur the faith in the mdependent

Yy )




A realu:y of the world—‘-must ‘have had no essent:.al sxgn1f1— ’

cance in our relatlonshlg to this world Enor to the

< epochel A T e B . : &

= o ,‘ Now, in the case of the epoche with respect to .the .
obgectxve sclences, th;s concluslon is perhaps defens1b1e.

_In the context of . natural sclence, as we. have said, all

. ‘r-truth must, 1dea1].y, be purged of any element of relatw:.ty,
partlcularly relativity to the knower. The results of s S

sc1ent1f1c prax:l.s, then, thhm the natural attltude,

{i.e. within the world pnor to the epochg) are’ already

regarded as facl: truths whose valldlty is 1n no -way
contingent upon whether or-not the knower at‘taches any
‘.va'lue to: t\Qem. while the "search fo: sclentxflc truth"_
_ v 07 s igkelf a value-laden actl.v»lty, and perhaps demarids
"passmnate comnlment" on the part ‘of the practxtloner,
the conclusmns whlch are the outcome of tlus actxv:.ty
are,. by deﬁxm.t]_on, Lndepgndent of the quality of our
relatxonshxp to them. The further'applxcatmn of the

phenomenological epochE to these ."facts", it .can be

argued does not then, al\:er thelr essentxal Slqnlflcance. =
e . It simply enables’us ‘to kncw these facts” abso]_utely——l..e.
s’ havmg theig\glnal meaning within the \lnlfled dontext

“.of the always prengen 11fe—woxld. Thus, the cla}.m that

':he epoghe takés’ avay nothing, £rom the jeaning of | -

experxence can be defendzd whan this Clalm isimade with

reference to qb]éct:.ve experzence. .




But it is not o easy to see that this is the ‘cdse
" when, as the inexorable loglc of Husserl's search for absolute E
truth demands, we_go on to apply thls techmque to the pre—

supposition of all knowing, the,lif world itself. The

dlfncultles of 'this final stage in. the danng attempt to
get to the "things themselves" reveal themselves as hJ.ngxng
.upon onr uuderstandmg ‘of the phrase, ”suspenslon of the -

L -tranacendence of the world "oIE the 1rfe—wor1d 15 to becnme

the new field for phenomenoloqm:al mvesuganon, it can’

bnly be tbrough an.epoch@ whereby we' suspend cur natural
- bellef in the realxty of this world, ‘and treat it as "mere
phenomenon. v e must, in other words, carry the ideal.of
SClentlfic detachiment to’ its furthest possiblé limit, and

‘y° dopt. &/standgoiing not brly‘abore thd Veactst ar djective
3 13 point y 3 3

science, but' above that world which forms the."always’

" .pregiven" context for those facts. Our inherence in the . . . "

life-wérlq must bé' totally suspended, if Husserl's.. .

epistemological: ideals are to be attalned *

But whlle a reductxoh to thef lee—wcrld may be g gr

necessary to complete Hussarl‘s phenomenology, t)us
necessity does -not guarantee the Eoss1b1lit¥ of such an.
-epcche. In his “preliminary discussions” of the lx_fe-' : RO
-,world Husserl presented ‘as one of its 'crucial functions,’

10;5 rcle as the alwaxs Erssuggosed grcund of any human

praxis.' Thus, all huma_n activities také for granted the

being of the world,.and are directed toward various goals
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‘within its univefsal horizon.. The life-world itself is

o B ‘necessariiy unthematic-~the pregiven basis for knowledge

[ &
. IR Now Husserx is careful to drgue rhat the phen

l@nologlst's “eturn upon the llfe-world ‘his attempt. to

know it scler\tlf cally, is not just higher level ob]ec\‘uve

knowlddge:.” Tt i ‘ridiculous, hexsdys, to criticize

phenomenology Eor be:mq merely "a new;’ purel{[ hhe;:retical
interest, a new 'science',’ w1th a.new’ vocational technlqhe prow i
or to argue that "a separate 1nvest1gatmn under the title
'11fe-wor1d' is- an,mtellectual:xst_enterprlse born of: a 7
mania, peculiar to modern li‘fe_', to’ theorize ‘everything. " %3 -

Yet, within, the epoche, as we have seen, Husserl clearly

retains the "form" of the sclentl.st‘s :Lnterest—

tc achleve um.versal knowledge, and regards the attxtude
: of complete d;slnterest as essential to that achievement.

He further claims that the phllosopher in the attltude of g 1 .

B epoche is motlvated by . .

7 2 i . a coherent theoretical interest (dxrected -
. 5 w6 G exclusxvely tcward the ‘universe of the” - .«
- ,subjective.’ £

. we' begiin our new lnvestxqat:\.ons, he says.

by deyoting an exclusive, c nsistentl o . wE e
@ theoretical interest to the life: I& as_the : ok
eneraI grnuna oF human world- llfe. o BAVET e ws i 8 g !

It would appear ‘that this emphasis.upon the..

t’heo’:etxcax nature of phenomenology somehow cdntradicts

. Hnsserl's‘,c'lia_im that phenomenological s¢ience is -not,

% " mérely -another natural science. However, it is, important.’




to note that while phenomenology must be -scién:ific‘,’a_hd-

thetefore, in-a sense, theoret:.cal Husserl draws a

dlStlnCthn between the theoretical praxis of natural

scxence, and that of the new phienonenological sclence

—
The natural scxent).st's theoretlcal actunty is conducted

upon the’ gronnd of the 1ife-world, and presupposes thie

2 = ontologlcal transcendence of its cbjects. For Husserl,

. howeve:, we have seensthat what is essentxal to sclentlflc : "
(theoretlcal) gnowledge is not that 1t be objectlve but ws U

rather that its results’ be apodictic and um.versal

iqtersubjectively valid._ To be- siure, the thecretical ’» s i
‘activity of the phenomenolégist.is directed toward

- Objects--but these Objects are immanent, and have.the

sense of being intentionally, rather thah ontologically, -

transcendent. This, the apparent inconsistency in

Husserl's conception of e logy as a science is
resolved ' .
But the, resolutlon of this issue does not touch ”

. upon. ancther problem wh:.lch is raised by thése same two .

.citations. -While Husserl can indeed ¢laim thatthe life-

world can become’ thematic (be studied theoretically)’

because it is not theréby made, an "ebje-e-t in the.sense

of the natural scxences, thls is to xgnore the more
" updamental issie of whether or. ot the life-world is * ~N
sucskll that it can be subjected: to the phenomenological

epoch&, and thereby,rendered immanent within transcendental: .




suhjectivicy."- In the above citations, S has “declared
that the phenomenologlst dlsplays a’chherent theoretical
interest in the life-world. it is crucial that we now
conslder whether or not one‘can meanmgfully establish
such an lnterest“ in the- l.\.fe—world 1t5elf

Husserl repeatedly characterizes the life-woild as
given-in-advance of all human praxis, asthe ground of

Human -accomplishments, It is, he says at one point,

“"that which is taken ‘for granted . : . presupposed-by all

thinking, all. activity of life with all its ends.and

-accomplishments. . ."!!2 “He, further asks, in ‘connection

with a discussion of the paradoxical relatiorship between

the truths of natural science.and the truths of the

life-world: . ‘. . 57 -

Do not all_goals, -whether they ate -"pract:.cal'
in some other, extra-scientific sense or are
practlcal under the title of "theory", bélong
eo ipso. to the unity of the life-world, if
only we take the latter. in its complete and
concrete fullpess?''? .

. CrhEse stéﬁements become highly ‘problematic When
one compares them with Husserl's 1ater argnments. He w
readxly admts that the results of the objectlve sclences
must he reabsorbed into the pregiven life-world, just as
are the results of any- other human prax:.s., on the, other
hand however, he! 'seems to assume that 1: is® pcss1b1e to
estahlxsh, via . the epoche, a new 1nterest m that life-

world g presupposition of all intexests. But what,

pre:xsely,,-_,can be the “status of this unlque néw interest?




. Husserl. argues: that it'is’. first. of all -

a vocatxonal Jnterest, whuse uriiversal subject
matter is.called. thé life-world, [and.which]
finds ‘its -place ‘among the. other hfe-world

- interests ‘or yocations. ..

e goes. on to asshre us| that ‘this s notmean -°° - <7

3 " ‘that the llfe world epoch@ ... . means no more -

S . for human existence, practically and .

- ¢ 'existentially’, then.the vocation.of'a -+ . t

. cobbler, and that it is basically a matter of

ot " indifference whether one is a cabbler of a~
phenomenalogz,st L

T e he clearly wzshes to_ indicate that the interest .in the

P _-llfe-world has a superior value to any other vocat1ona1

F interest " But this dlstmctlon in value dues not get

Bt the Cenﬁral px’oblem that whether or ncl: 1t is v).ewed

as superlor“ to other mterests, " the 11fe-—wor1d interest

is not cleérly separated frcm them in othet respects.

kae other 1nterests, the returm to’ the 11fe—world has’ a

-goal To- be: sure, the goal is;, supposedly, to gam access

© 'to that wh:Lch 1s the ground &f other interes.ts, -the ' life~

wurld 'itself. . Buf this does not. obvxate Husserl's earlier .

statements, to the effect that' all: goals, ‘"belong éo 1pso .

" to the unity of the lJ.fe—wm.—ld 116 ang . that this nfe—wozld

15 Dresupposed by all thmk;. g 1 7 W

e .are faced, ‘then,.

wlﬁh a paradox;\.cal sJ.tuatJ.on. The attempt’ to establlsh a

; new :m erest, and to t-_hereby qaln knuwledqa af a unique > 3

"-kind, /(i & »knowled e free of. t:he element of trans-—

ek P cendence) see)ns tc fox:ce us back on the adm!.ss:n.on that i

this" a:tempt pr.esupposes ;._ts gqal,v nd is 1ndeed, a praject




he develcpment of

partlcular lnterest thhxn that hdrizon. N Roweve:, he '
] '

. apgpears to be cla:mmg that the. performance of an epoche

thh respec‘t to 'the life-world is suffu:).ent to ground

this uniguie inte x.‘esf.. S:}nce the effect -of. I‘J'|E 11fe ‘world

eBoch® is to "put ‘out’ of -action, Cwith one bicw, the total e

” perfonnance runn:_ng through the whole of natural world . ._1

1ife.. o

n3e thce. phl.losop}jer thereby achieves a status

..« ‘which is

above the pragivenhess of the vALidit:

. Wor < . . and ..., above the universal

g conscious 11fe (hoth ’Lna-ivla-\lal ‘and Lnter—

as tnquestionably present, ‘the univers o iy
. of what is there, ds the field of all.acqu: red
-and newly tablxshed life nterests.’ =)

Indeed, Hussen' S Teins.

1 \at t, ds epoche enables one to
'g“é“bf nterest, through which is

setrect . a total than
- ® revealed for- the first time,’ the, T Fun g

- umve:sal absolutély. seif—enclosed and
absolutely self-: s\l/fflclent correlauon .




. essent1a1 world whlch

- cculd WLt?aut doubt”

J.fe—-world‘

 When‘ne argues -that: the 4

hetween the world 'itself and world-consciousness’
(by sthis®latter. of which.is meant) ... .-the
conscious life of ‘the subjectivity. which always
has the world in its enduring acqulsltions and
continues’ actively.to shape it dnew.. And there
results, flnally, taken in the broadest sense;,
the® absolute correlatlon between beifngs of every

_Sort and meaning; on'the one hand, and absolute”
subjectxw_ty, as- constituting meaning and ontic
,'vahdxth in thls broadest manner, on the

other.

" 'l‘his epoche

vestigation, the existential (concrete; historical)

The 1iféworld to wnich it grants. entry i

E: rather the transcendental 1 Ee—-world that unchangzng(

s a cor:elate oﬁ transcendental

from the px‘eglven groisd of; the concrete llfe—wurld..

the subjut of the phenomenologist's new t:heoretlcal

Lts object, and ‘Hence cannot render n—. \:;uly thematJ.c.

tof the

130,

~

N

b &

xntetes\:" were - the exlstennal hfe world, _then one 4

%muld apﬁ: that Husserl escapes this d).ffu:u’lty

rat_her ih the \::anscendental llfe—world and. that‘ i‘.he. 4

hex;, does not render, as a field for

argue that t.lus 1nterest presuppuses

logist is,

Tl

=




: phenomenologlcal knowledge, and that only its eldeti.c

"correlate, the t anscendental life—wurld, can be

many seeming inconfistencies in'Husserl's thoughtw—a,
those instances, -howéver, the possibility of making the

transition was itself never_questioxied-—it was’ simply,

.affirmed that one could move from the pregiven ground of

the. natural Wprld to the transcendental standpoint "above"
that world, by an ""act of our pa.rfect freedom. " _’l‘h:.s goal
of overcoming th‘e’presupposition‘ of the l‘iife—wor].d,‘ ar‘%d:

thereby estabhshmg an interest whmh is oriented toward

the tran 1 sphere, upon ,the pOSSlblllty of

J.ncluqu the entire (e)glstent:.al sphere with:.n "brackets.

But the quest).on which now arise\s " 15 whether or not,

given Husserl's use of the concept "Life-world" with m"

nnportant dual senses, this’ trans:.t:.on from ‘one sphere to

the other is as stralghtfor(qaxd as Husserl seems to th:.nk.

Husserl himself consistently argues that the con= '

crete, "existential" 1xfe—-wox‘ld ca‘hnot be a matter for

"scientifically" known. Yet he also malntalns t.hat the

attitide of epoch? is, preceded

“not accidéntally, but essentlally, by the
attitude of natural human existence Whlch in
its total Lstonclty, in life and scxence, <
was never i&fore interrupted.!?} 5w

1t is,, he argues, through the use pf the epoche Eirst

of objective science, ax\d then. witit™ respect to the lee 3

world itself, that ve attgin for the first time, the




vassume that world,. in order to be able, through trans-

freedom to comp‘rehend__che truéj’x;,a'tgre of this vnngz_)v:i.ng
historical world-life. Buk if this is.so-rif the épochi
gives us the méans of makmg _the trans).tlcn to the trans-
cendental life“world, then tHe performance .of, the epochd

itself éan only ogcur outside the trapscendental sphere..

And, cutside this sphere, Husserl has claimed, every acticn:

is taken up 1nto ‘the concrete unity of the life-world,

! the life—world as presupposltlon of all possible human

praxls. This act of epoche, then whose aim.is to free us
of »inherence in' the life-world, by ‘its v_eryvperformance: |
stieuey, o nunsey 's own arguménts, to bind us to this
ground ever nore.£imilyl If one baging by diatuing that
all human action is’ acnon withid the - 11fe—world then,

even 'dn act whose gcal 15 to transcend the life-world must

cendmg it, to know .).t. s Ta ow B ‘ /
The only way to avo:l.d th:.s coné¢lusion -would be to

accord to the act of epoche some unique status, whereby

its perfcrmam:e could not be considetred an ordinary human,

_action. It could be argded, for instance, that tl{e epochs

is really. the’ act of tlie transcendental 5ub;|ect, and not

the act of a concretely e)u.stlnq human subject. But 4

:‘such ani - argument. would, be accompanied by its own\

° d1fficultles——nct the leasu of whlch be:.ng that Husserl'

use of 'the lee—world, as. the basls for ‘clarifying the .

relatlonshxp be(ween concrete and transcendental
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. .. - subjectivity!?? would become vacuous. Indeed, Husserl

himself precludes this xnterpretatxon of the epoche by

£ emphat:.cally declaring that this: ﬁanscendenml epoche is
o tc be regarded, like the epoche with respect to the i ) :
: / objective scxences, as a-habitual attitude.'?’. what this. . :
means ‘for Husserl is well—expzessgd in the follwing:l:x_neé‘i
It is’a habitual- epoche of accomplishment, oné . . ‘

e 'with periods of time in which ‘it results in work,
' while other times are devoted to otheér interests o

. " of work or Elay_ furthermore, and MOSE i !
Yk W important, e suspension of its accomplishment - .
# ¢+ ., in no way changes.the intefest which' continues ,
By A d " and remaing)valid within’ personal subjectivity-~ | 5 .
its habitual directedness toward goals wl ic L . p
persxst as its validxtxes. o - =

. Clearly, then, the epoche is'an act of personal subJectxvxty,
3 and as such is on a par- thh those othe: inte:ests of
. work and play which can be temporarily suspended while ‘the

u:terests engepdezed by the epocheé are pursued. Husserl, i, * =

then, seems to regard the unique goal of the epoch® as = oy
suffxcxent to distinqnish it qualxtatxvely from other 3
interes.ts. But -he does-not realize that, whether one's

s goal be to" know the world ob]ectxvely, or tc know 1t as

absclute subjective presupposition of all theory and’

prax1s, the setting . of this - -goal. must st:u.l occur w.\thin

. the’ qoncrete nfe-wozm, ‘and so; in a signifxcant sense;

must alsu texmnute there.. * . j N
ttois this latter conelusion which Husserl wishes 5,
to avola‘ 5 }le appears to be argu1n9 that although the

2" . qoi.l wlu.ch mo!;x.vates the tdtal epcche of the hfe—wo:ld




transcends any lifé-world confext, so that the sunique.
inte:n‘tiona’lity of this action bensures it a status ahové
‘the rélativity of the existential life-world dirension.
He explicitly défends thi’s position when he states:

Th natural life all purposes temnate in the
world ahd-all knowledge-terminates in what
actually exists as. secured by verification.
[but] . ... The interest of the phenomenclogist '
is not aimed at_the ready-made world, or at
external purposeful activity in n., which
itself is something 'constituted'. . . %

But powever valid this pomt may ba with tespect to t.he
actiors. of the phenomenologist who is al:eady withxn the
epoche, this does mnothing’ (:c resolve our ;:entral . N
dlfflculty. i.e. that the performarce of the. egoche‘
itself necessa:uy takes l.ts starung pcmt thhm the
concrete life-world. - Thus, reqatdless of yrhe}:het the '

resuits attained by the pt stologist aze‘? to

have any reference to the actual wu:ld, the fact remalns
t:hat the use of the epoche as a technxque for getting
beyond the pxesuppasn:ion of the llfe-world is itself
orxglnally a prcject which den,ves ita motivation f:um k

y w:.th:.n thxs world, . And, if (:ku.s is the case, Husserl's

*jown conception cf the functicn of. the life world requires

--that any results achieve‘d through its application must,

ult;mately, also~ be reabsorbed 1nto its ull-embrac:.nq &

unity. "ALlL human pxaxxs a.nd A l prescientific and .

scientific 11.fe . « % have the spirltual acquisitlons of
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‘this universal acco)vnpl'ishment as their const;r\ft\gxub‘str:atum',
and all their own dequisitions are destined to flow into
it. . ,"'%% But if this must be our concl\;sion, then we -
mist ilso admit that the phencmenologist's aim of attaining’
a s:andpc{int above the presdéposition of the Life-world,
thereby. achieving absolute knowledge; has, at the’ very
least, become open to, serious question:

L LY .

The foregoing - ‘can be supplemented by o
conslder:Lng this problem of. the relatlonshlp between the. ' .
nfe—worla and the epoche from a slzghtly dlffezent angle. - -, .

: vInstead of askmg directly whether or fot" an, epoche of

the lee-world is possible, 1et us approach the question %

in another way, and ‘ask: If such an epcche vere performed, e &G

what would be its implications for the already estabnshed

}neanlngs of the ccncept of ‘the lee-world’ In othex .wbtds,

/

compatible with thege meanings?

s .a successful (:. e. complete) réductlon ‘to the. h.fe-wcrld

As a preli 1nary to this dlscusslon, it is, mpoft‘antr o :
) vto recall what Hu serl takes to be the .central functions of

the phenomenological epochS. ‘It has two crucial, and

*, .- closely interrelated. features. Firstly; within the epoche,

. it is essential that we have, not a mer'e abstriction’ of

g, 40 T . the real world, but ‘that world Just ag it alwaxs ‘was..'As’
w‘é have already pomted .aut,. unless the world remaxns cher

. same after’ the epochg, Husserl canfiot elaln that the _

epoch& pernuts a complete reduct:,on, and the ac_companying
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attainment of presuppositionless and absolute knowledge. ¢

S Secondly, the epoch® is a total withdrawal, on the part of

the. phenomenologist, from the attitude of natural life.
This Teans ‘that, within ‘the radical epoch, one pays no
attention ‘to the actuality-status" of the worlda--its
natural 'txénsi:ehiienca' is 'ccmpleteiy suspé_nded However,
5 m the followxng dxscuss;on, ® w111 become ~¢lear that '
there s a tension between these two essential functions of *
" the epoche, which is fevealed only when an epoch with
respect to the llfe-world is- attempted.
. When Husserl perfomed the epoche wlth respect to
il ebjactive shievoss . e sRw that this fust character—
’ g istic was maintained because, PESE--“ the epochs, )
scientific results were already considered ‘to be "facts'.‘f"

Thus," the claim that after -the epoche, this world 'continues‘

 to. be what it was before, a "fact v/rorld," can bedeferded.
But Husserl's contention that after the eyoche the life-
world 11ke the results of oh]ectxve sclence, remains what

? xt was befcre, is not so easily accepted.. The. dlfflculty N

with such an attempt to apply the: eépoch& to the 1ife—-world

is this. Husserl must show that the epoahe in no way.
‘changes' the essential meaning of the life-world--it must
‘remain "what it was before." ‘Theréfore, within the :
epoc‘:ka, the’ lige-wprmldv'must retain’ its signif:icance as a
universal prietical presuppbsitién. However, we shall

see that, when we try to retain this function, a‘conflict



ar1ses with the second «ilmensmn of the epoche The ' | !
suspensmn of aur fadgh in the 1ndependent eXlStenCe ofe
the -world, -and the-;a:cumpany;ng suspension of any activity
perforned on the grownd of this faith, has ‘crucial
lmpllcatlons for “the meanmg of; the Tife-world ‘as ‘an "
horlzon for praxis Whether or.not Husserl can resolve
this conflict without sacfificing part of the significance:
of ei-ther the life-world or-the epoché is the q_uéstidq we

;shall now discuss. : L

s Husserl's eplstemologlcal position, as we have, ’ v, {
already stated, ‘is such that, in order to attain'absolute
kiowledge, the knower must assume am attitude of complet'é .

: ae:achment'v,if 3 vis the objects:of his knowledge. Thts 1
‘sttitude is supposedly achieved by the transcendshtal-
phenomenological epoché of the life-world, .whereby our
practicdl orientation toward. the being of the world is , . .
totally suspended. All natural mterests aré put out of . e
,play--so that the philosophet "forbids. himself m ask any © © ‘

. quesr_wns w}ucn rest upon the ground of the world at hand,
questxons of biepg; questions of value, practzcal X i TR §
n127

questions. Later, Husserl makes the s;me point, o

but ‘adding a strong rémindet that the life-world interests

of the Ehenoménolcgis; are included within this epoch@?

"Oyr epoché. . .denied us. a1l natural world -
and’ its worldly. interests. It Eave us-a position

above these. Any interest in the very, actuality, -OT -
Tion-bedng of the world, i.e.,any interest theoretically
.-Oriented. toward knowledge of the’world, and even .any
interest which is practlcal in the usual -sense, . &




_w:.th its on the 1t1nns
of its situational truths,'is forbidden; this
applies not ‘only to the pursuif, for ourselves, °
of our own interests (we who are philosophizing)
but also to any participation in the dinterests
of our ‘fellow men—-for in this case we would
still be mterested 1nd1rect1y in existing :
g - actuality 5 .

This passage highlights Husserl‘s insisterice that, within

the " epoche, we must suspend all elements of transcendence,

" if we ‘are to attain that "position above the world“ which

is the' requirement for ahsolute knowledge. The attitude of
e Bhenciieriologiat), after perfomilng the "epochs, tani ALy
be one ‘of complefe indifference to the existential life-
vworld out of whxch his actlvity arose. Any "knowledqe“
Wh).ch is galned w1th1n this epoché, thén, necessarily can:
nave. no apphcauun to the concrete, existennal life-
'wotld, since it is pxecxsely not the world ‘considered as
[nreal;,n wnich iz "the- field for phenomenclogxca‘l ifivesti-
gation. The phenomenolcg).st’s mterest is directed toward
thevliife—world as Ehenomanon  and if he then ;ttempts to. '

itake the résults of his investigatiém outside the

" bracketed, sphere. and apply then ta the concrete life-world,

. these truths cease o bemeaningful. Theix meaning. and

valxdlty degend upon the withdrawal of one's faith in the
' feality of the world, and to ignore  this requirement, once’
the lnvestxgatlcn has yielded results, is to contxadlct

4the S ential msamng of phe 1_mur-a1 knowledqe. »

Within the natural attitude, the life-world is
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neéessarily always a presupposition--it cannct; therefore,
‘be theoretically known. If one attempts to return-from

"the ‘transcendental standpoint, wherein the life-world’

 presupposition canbe kiiowhone thereby reinstates its. -
Eresuggosit;ional- nature; Any‘ t;:uth‘s attained w‘ithin .the )
1ife-world epocLE, then, once’ taken outsidé the epochs,
could only have as their ob]ect a hfe—world Wthh is.
cpgologxcally transcendent. ' But .Since; w;.thln the natural
attitide, the life-world’ can only be a horizon; never a
t}:anség}x}xent'&j‘ect, e .are forced to conclude that know-
"ledge ‘of the Life~world can only’be had so long as: one
“pemains at the trandcendenil ‘standpoint.
“This SoHE s ion clearly has cruci'ax ramifications
for Husserl's project of achleving absolute‘ knowledge.
Briefly put, the s;tuatxan is t.h;s. if the transcendental—-

phenomenulog].cal epoche is ful,. and the

logist is :mdeed freed of the presuppos;non of. the llfe—
_wctld he has -also thereby forfelted the right to carry
the 1nsights attained within the epoche back inta the
existential realm. -The truth§ which he may uicover .
concerning ‘the life-world as phenomdaon cannot be'given,
any meaning outside the epochd, since if tl}ey.a_re .taken
q\.{tside ‘the bracketed sphere, they necessarily become . B
either "objec&;ive" truths, ér':e).se part of ‘the subjective-

‘ relative world of doxa--in either.case, their meaning as

ological, .(essential)’ intuitions is lost.




e Further, Husgerl's céncep’ti of the existential

lee—world as a. hor:.zcn into whlch all truth is necessarlly

reabsorbed ‘must also apply tc phenomenological truth. If
it is taken out. of the context of -the. epoche phenomeno—
logical truth flows back 1nta the redlm of the pregiven,

" anda necessanly loses its character as phenomenologlcal
Indeed, n—. becun\es part of that naJ.vely presupposed world
which is. to be sub]ected to the phenomenological epoehe.

; Thus, the entire procedure of epoche and reduct].on must he
repeated, ad ‘infinitum, so long ‘as Husserl's conception
of the meanipg and function of the 'life-world is retained. .
Yet, without . this cpnception, the ideal of performing a

complete reduction--i.e. a reduction which can encompass .

the foundatién of both theory and praxis--becomes vacuous.

One cquld perhaps avoid this conclusion by claiming
that thexe is no need to even attemgt a transfer of know-
ledge back from the t_ranscendental to the existential life-
_world, once this radical epoch® has been performed: - But -
to claim that, onee within the immanence’ of the post-
epoch® world, there is no.need to venture again into the
practical, existential sphere,.is to severely limit the
generality of the relationship between huran praxis
(including the prakis of obtaining knowledge) and the ..
lifelworld presupposition. Hugserl has already affirmea
that all human.action,'since it takes as its starting-

point the ground of the prégiven world,‘ must also

oA,
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ultxmately be. reintegrated uu:o thét wctld. 'Indeed he

. declares that the praject of achlevxng phenomenological

knowledge of the 11£e—world will exert an unprecendented : . e

effect upon the cnurse of human’ history 2 : ¥

. . the_total phenomenological attitude and B
the epoche belonging to it are destined in- . .
essence to effect, at flrst, a camplete S N
tr ion,. le ‘in the
x« .'beginning to a religious conversion, which -.
g then, however, over and above this, bears
wlthln itself the significance of'the greatest
* existential transformation .which is assigned.
as a task to mankind as such,'??

. Thus, Husser]: is defendlng the view that there ié' : €

’relatlonshrp between knowledqe obtamed thin' the

epoch@, and knowledge based upon an "lnterestT' inthe "7 .
_ existential life-world. To do so, however, he must resolve
the problem of how the phenomenologist within the epoch&

can both give up his natural lifie-world intereSts (which

- ""thie goal of achievihg phenomenplogical knowledgedemands)

and yet not "turn’ away from" these 1m:erests entu—ely (as .
his concept].on of the nfe—world demands) . The way in

w}uch he appears.to approach this-isfué is to-argue that

a transition Erom the bracketed world.of the epoché to

the concret&life-world is.possible-because there is no
radical break between the tio "worlds" in the'first place!
: Thus, wh;le he claims that thkun the \epoche, all L * N

interests in the existential life-world, iheluding the ¢

interests of the phl.losophxzing individual, are abaridoned, --' |

he ‘also argues ‘that the epoch® with respect to all natural




human lee—xnterests is not.a comglete "turnmg away" from
T Im other words, Hussezl is: proposmq a kind af i
g .compromxse, whereby the phenomenologlst, although th}un'

" the epoche,v can atthe same tzme, part).c:.pate inwan ongo;ng‘

natural world—l:.fe. Husserl explicitly mques~ '~'f

. 'How cnuld we' take perception-and the: percexved,
memory -and the remem.bered, the. ohjective, -in- N

cluding “art, science ‘and philosophy, and every
" sort of verification of.the objective, as.a ...
transcendental. ‘theme, without living through @ .
these sorts of things as exam r—sa——aiaes and indeed - -

-with their full s I? evﬁen ”_"

The claxn\ that “once. thhin the apoche, the

phencn\enolcvglst has forever abandoned the 1if _'erld, is

| founded, then;. Husserl is arguing;. tipon ‘a, misconceptmn of -

. what can or cannot be enacted from within the transcendental

s > mt. The logist does not,.he claims,
totally ‘abandon’ his' life-world attvachme'nt»s. ¥In a certain -
/ sense the phxlosopher within the epoch€ must also
" Vnatirally live through' the natural-life."}! His
ultlmate inte_re,st,‘ Husserl says, of course dpgs not
tefminate in the Life-iorld, since he is not attempting
iike t‘hé“ natural séientist; to know. this life-world ‘as
‘a feady-made (objective) world.. Rither he is attempting
-to see how this already-cénstituted sphere is a "system.
of poles for a transcendental sub;ec:uu;y "3z At the

sae ‘time, however, he clai

. The phenomenologist carriés out avery sort of
-praxis, either actually.or in .sympathetic

’unq.erscanding, but not in such a wax that its
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In these passages, Husserl is clearly-trying .to retain thé

aistinction the.t intal'and existential

standpo:.nts, wh:.le also arquxng that, f_here is the possx—
bility. of amalgamating the f£wo:” And, if we had not earlier E
pﬂlnfed out that’ one of the centnl funcuons of the’
phenomenolcgical spocha xs to qxve ua, w;hhin the brackets, -

*a world which is essentiallx the same as f.he “world" prior N

t6 bxacketing (axcepc, of course, that we can now See it

as a transcendentally constltuted) , this - solu on cculd

perhaps be accepted. As it xs, hweve:, it can be shown

that ('_here is.a definxte clash between the concepts of thé

nfe world and the epocﬁg at this point.

. Husserl :epeatedly has emphas:.zed that any activity

which is performed from within the.natural attitude is

:.necessarily performed on the"basis of a !ﬁndame;lt;al, and '

unquestloneﬂ faith.in the x‘eallty of the world. 1In other

words, he argues that any human Erax:.s ptesupposes a ground -

“upohn whxch thzs ptaxis can. be xm.(u.xted, and in which its

gcals can temnate. Now, by placmq oneself with:m the

al logical epoche, one “brackets" .

thxs u\pliclt thssis of the natural world, so that one's
subsequent px‘axis can no longer be said to be perfomed o
on the prengen ground of the exlstgntial ufe-world -

But, if the epcche- of the life—world is to qive us that 3
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. activity, sx.mply because from w1thin the epoche

Vworlﬂ, possessea of those "invariant structures" which
contipue to ‘comprise f_he essence of the life—world,
i regaxdless of whecher we are expezxencin'q -it from a*
natural oz a‘ r.ranscendental standpornt, it*would seem that
.Lt must also give us that world if its character of be:mq
the presupposu:ion of for all’ praxu. ' e
. But this is something that the epnche by its very
.n'at.ur_e, szste_n;ggicallx excludes. The life-world, given
: = 3

‘cannot be "the sama".as that world

e. l.ndependqnt--qtound of our

we,
‘as agents, ngcessa:lly adopb a completely new att:.t’ude
. towaxd this ground. ‘From within the epochg&, Husserl

hxmself states, we do "11ve thzough" those acnvxtxes wh;ch

make up natuxal world-lee but as examples. Further, we
" do not take their fulfxllmg ends as our end—-:ather,
. they hecome for the phenumenologxst _means - ‘to a- supposedly

hther, ncm-wotldly end Surely, Hussexl cannot claim

that sud\ radxcal vuions in, the mode of consciousness
motxvatxng our praxis: are inessantxal, and that, aftnr f.ha

pcche, lea-wokld activity can' be' carriad on in the same

ies the_ performar ‘ofths p

‘which we achieve a certain ‘detachment" £ro
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Husserl earliér claimed the scientific—objectivq world was .- . =

. .., composed) have: bécome: themselyes -"phénomena.” They no-
- longer carry .thit élenent “of ‘existential com{itme'r;: 1 it
© 5 gcal because even: this commltment for theé phllosopher 4 v:l
¢« of the épochg,. is phenomenal. Hence, to clam\ that within
‘the eppci’lé', e "].;se‘npthing" of the conc_rete‘meanlng of, « - .

the»}iie—woxld,"is already to assume that this ‘faith in 3

the reallty of the hfe—wo:ld, in' no way detemines the s

quahty cf‘ relatxonsh:.p to, this world' It assumes

that one can study  the - 11fe-wcrld then, Adn . x.ts charachar

of be:.ng a unlversal practxcal presuppcslt}.cn while at

" the same fime, through the use of the epochE, it zobs

that world of that very "reality" whmh for Husserl, K is

% its fundamem:al charaate:xstlc. ". : § AL ; '

2 . -Thus,.at the very pomt where Husserl's concep’t} T .

of tne life-world ought to be most frul;ful, ue seento.
be' faced with insoluble difficulties. On the ore hand, R

we can accept the posslb:.lityl of a radxcal epoche.

O] However, 1t then becomes impossible to explaxn how the

] phenomenolchst once’'within the reduced llfe-world can

; effect & transzticn back to the exigtential wm:ld-—a -

i transxt;on which is .nevertheless demanded by Husserl' 5

conceptxon of the relauon between the twc sphezes. on

the other hand we éan aff;rm the val1d1ty of this.

separat_:.on bétween the two ll_iefwcr;ds. 'l‘o do so, huwever‘




. grantlng that any mtezest which takes ifs’ starl:).ng-—

: Husserl 's. though

. this concept also erects lnsurmountable barriers to sthe.

: represent a#eal solucmn #o those "paradoxes of

renders a complete reduction img‘:ossible, since we'are

pclnt thhm« t_he concrete hfe-world necessanly pre—

e Po_t_r.sd'ﬁg- The

isupposes ‘that world. as "real“

ne*ther the epuch

wlthout 1‘htroduclng setious changes into f.he structure of

and’ such changes migh

v ell prov
w1de rangxng as to alter hls or:.ginal phenomencloq;cal

goals drastically. . we' seeﬂ then 6 .have ended. in

the llfe—world was:» des1gned to’ help us avc].d. By the use
of this concept, Husserl Thoped to 1ncorpcrate w).thm i

transcendental sphere thos; elements of exper1ence wh).ch

had been stumbling blocks fm: previous phllosophles ‘u:e

elements of hlsf.orlclty, and praxxs—-whlle at‘ \:he same

txme retaxmng hxs., basic thes&s that, a1l knowledqe must

,be knowledge of transcendental esseénces. The 11fe—wozld, :

as .we have seen, is in many ways admirably sult-;ed to

its. ‘role-but by its very nature, it now appearsthat

acm,gvement of a complete reductwn. TE oy
« On the basis of thése conclusmns, ‘we.can-noy
réturn briefly to a question ralsed in Ohapter Ir: "Does’

Hussezl‘s :mtx:oductlon of the, concept ‘of" the llfe—world .




,..' ‘subjectivity! which, according to Husserl, were thé cause "

~. ' of'Kant's failure ‘to.escape the bonds of traditional

. rationalist philosophy"? 'We have just argued that,

- despite:the fact that the inherenmt Togic of Husserl's s

H, 'h’l ‘_ A, tal snology seems to demand )ust such a

& return to. the "foundat:.on of exper:uence' as’is prov;ded

" by the return to the llfe—world, yet other ‘essential = ' a2
o aspects of- h:,s ‘Shilosophy, (i.e. the epochd)’ aictate

that tms return’ canhot’be successful in the way Husserl

We shall now briefly discuss the mehcatxons

of this conclus:.on for Husserl‘s ‘view thac, within the

" lifeswdrld, tr ’ 1 -and p a1 sub)ectxvlty i

o, b £ind ca meeting-point,.and that t},e problematic relation

_* beétween'the ‘two is thereby resolved. - . % & e 7




\ THE RELATION BETWEEN RERSONAL =

Foe & AND TRANSCENDENTAL

SUBJECTIVfTYv

In the foregoing. 'section, we- evaluated the epoche
and the life-world ;n terms of thelr qeneral composs].-

billty,_ and concluded that in fact, ngen Husserl's own

- criteria,’ the two were,.in a slqnlflcant sense, nutually

limiting. Husserl himsélf, however, regards this concept-

. of the lzfe-world as an appropnate sulutlon to many of

the thorny 1ssues raxsed by previous phxlosophex}s. Among -

these, as we earlxer remarked, is the quesl:).on of 'the
r&latlonshlp between \:oncrets, personal subjectn.vxty, and
universal transcendental subject:,u,ty-—a :;uest;oq. whza;h s
assumed urgency for Husserl be'cau'se of. its'importance
withj:n Kantianism. Husserl's contentlon was that by
‘beginning our philosophizing w:u:h a reduction to the %

life-world as the " preglveu ground'of all experience,"

one’ could overcome the presupposltuans ].mpll.Ed in Kant'

analysxs of " subjectl‘uty—‘thus transcendlng the
11m1tatxons and contrad:.ctlohs of traditxona‘l ratxonalxsm. .
As we have seen, however, the concept of -the lee—world

is in it;elf highly problematic, and its re.Iation to

the epochd, at best, "ambiguous. . It is ‘therefore érucial.. .
to assess Husserl's discussxon of. the paradox of.

suh]ectw:.ty, i we are. to detemu.ne whether the teductxon

§ ) ]
1 . 3



to the life~world actually does constitute its valid

resclution .

- Hussexl‘s OowR. conceptxon of the meanan of
subjectivity follws Kant 1nsu£ax as-lie too-makes .the
distinction between the transcendanta‘l arid human.subjects.
But wh'éxe‘a;"l(ant: argued t_hat"all scientifié kncwix;;‘

ly . in the ph 1 :ealm--—and that the

tra.nscendental ego; xn its status as noumenen, stands heyond
: the scape uf intuitive knowledgn, Husserl's r:la:.m is* bhat

che transcendental alone is truly knowahle. Because he at

last makes explicit via the epache, “the unexpxessed o s

presuppos1tion of the lee-world Hussarl argues chat the

phenomenoloqist can supply that 'ccncrete content" which

Kant's 1 sub]ect ce ily lackedn ‘Byv

'-render:mq the totality of lived experience--i e. ccncret:e

human subjectivity and its sui_:]ectxv_e-»r'elatxve life-

world--immanént within the transcendental subject,.

HusSerl hopes to.bridge “that gap betueen "Being” ‘and

: P ) :
"kn_wing' which ’he finds- at- the heart of }\antxanxsn @

But as we, have already argued, Hussexl's con-
ceptxon of - the lee-world is such that” it ultlmately
cannot be subjected to a cpmpleta transcendental o~

reductxon. Since concrete human subjectivity is. B

denmtely an intn.n.su: element of" his h.f orld unity‘ ot
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program. Husserl is -aware that this possibility con-*
stitutes a definite threat 'to the validity of .his’ ertire

system. Indeed; the paradox of human subjectivity in'a

sense’syms up the \:entral da.fflculty of h1s mature
phllosophy——:L e the dlffxculty of justxfylng the transition
from the ccncxete, historical .sphere’ to 'the t:anscendental -

‘sphere,” without thereby sacrifxcing the essentzal mean:mg

of either.: .The pzcblem was pzev1cusly argued out ‘in terms

‘of. how a tzangcendental epoche could be performed Whlch

"woum reduce the’ life-world, glready défined as the ground.

of all human praxis, to-a "mere phenomenon. But the
. % g quest).on ‘of who performs this epoche is equaliy pressing,, .
when one cnnslders the complex relationships which Husserl

has developed among the concepts of human subjectxv;ty,

transcendental subjectivity, -and, most difficult of aii,

).ntetsubjectxvxty.— The 1ssue is clearly stated by Hu;.serl/-
himself; who, while emphasizing that, witliin theé epoche—.
‘a \miversal concept of tie"subjective 'er{compasses every- . 5

\

B E ng_, goes on’ to add.

But prec}.sely here lies’ the difficulty.
Universadl intersubjectivity, into which all >
5 + objectivity, evetything that.exists at ald, b g
. - is resolved, can-obviously be nothing other -
than mankind; and. the latter is undeniably a
compohent. part of the ‘world... How can a
4 * component part.of the world, its human
o subjectivity, constitute the whole 'world,
namely constitute it -ds-its intentional
-formation, one which has always. already . E
. become wl'mt it is -and continues to develop, 9 . "z
RO T ‘formeéd by the universal interconnection of 3
. 1.0 intentionally accomphshiqg suhjectivxty,b
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“while the lattekr, ‘the :Subjects accomplishin

in cooperation, .are themselves only a- partial
fonnatlon within the total accompnshmenc?"“

We concluded section IIT. with a discussion.of

Husserl's argulnent concerning the attitude of ’“dis— e

Lnterestedness” which cne adopts wu:hxn the epoche He

. there. pcinted out the paradoxlcal requirement that the

'phenomencloglst must, atone ‘and- the samé time, detach

hxmself £rom any; commﬂ:ment to the Life-world as' his

ground of praxis; and yet'also "naturally nve through" )

the activitieés which, .under nomal__clrcumstances, that

ground supports. Husserl himself admitted that .should

- this paradox be irrésolvable, no transcendental.enquiry’

. preglven

ns}

would be péésible. It was our contention that Husserl

in fact could not resolye the paradox, because of his

.pnor (necessary) con\mn.tment to a coriception of human

praxls which depends upon its rootedness in the existentlal
ll.fe—-world., The same :Lssue, is hexng raised here yet
again——thxs time, with' referemce not to the nb;ect poles.

of the life—wnrld, but rather to the subject of. that

B w_oxld. The paradox, however, remains the sanie~~how ‘can

the ‘human subject ‘retain his identicy as a member of the

intersub]ectxve llfe-world with its histarxcal

".and cultural concreteness, and at the same time: be vxewed

,as the constitutur of that entue world? “The ‘two

2 reqm.rements appear absurdly contradlctory, and yet

E absolutely necessary, if, Husserl ‘is not to end in a dualzsm d




as irresolvable as Kant's. Indeed, as he himself -
.declare Jﬁ;‘ B . N

* ke 15 the paradox just developed were insoluble)
©* . it would mean_that an actually universal and s
radical epoche could not be carried out at all, -
‘that i's, for purposes of a science rigorously °

bound to IE. -

But problems similar to those already raised in'
section III beset the phenonenologi'st's attempts to-"make
‘the transition® from the ‘sphere of human to that of tras=
cendental subjectivity. The crucial question of whg '

the epoch he human or uanscendental ego-—

involves us 1n a reassertmn of the paradox, rather thapy',

its resclutlon. If we argue that it is the concrete hun\an

ego who is the agent, dc we not end in that psychoiog:l.sm v

which Husserl is at such pa).ns to avoid? i

If the disinterestedness-and the epoche

were merely those of theé psychologist, to .
which no one objects singe they move on the
ground of the world, then anything that is -
really tenable. about our insights would be
reduced to objective-psychological essential -
;\.nsit}hts, thouqh of a new style.!®’

Perhaps (:he dlsxnterestedness is not that of the-

psychalog1st thh his presuppos1t10n oE the” obzecmv:.tx

N cf expe:ience——but this does not' rule out ‘the fact:that

.any human .sl:!bject-.—be he sclent;st or otherwise,” for %

Husserl, nece’ssarily moves, if not'on the ground of the

'ub]‘ective world, certainly on the ground of the perennially .

‘pregiven.life-world. What this mdans-is'that the reality

of the world as a horizon for praxis is' presupposed by the .
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the relation of human sagec’tivlty and the 11£e -world; the

© attempt to perform the "comylete reductm seems to .

reaffirm the 1xxeducib111ty of thls wor].d rather than the ..

opposite. . [ g
Husse:l, while agreelng that it xs I, as'a

'phllosopher—-and therefore, surely, as a memhe‘r\of a’
concrete 11fe world tradition and commumty--who performs
the epoche‘“ does not place much ;emphasis on the issue.
of the posslblllty, 8% foving f£rom thé existential to the
transcendental sphere. All hxs .concern 11es .with the
_other s:.de of the question——l/ e. the prcblem of how one
can relate the transcendental ego back to the individual:
‘human suhject once the epoche has been effected. It i#
here that he locates‘ the teal threat to a conslstent

t c 1 ph '|nﬂy. But. we shalﬁargue that '

% even if one ac‘cepts Huéserl'é view that a rad‘.u:al epoche' ’
can be pe:fotmed the Yparadox Of human subjectxvity" is

! retained as a problem witthin !;he transcendental sphere

‘ After the epoche-

wherem, presumably, the life-
.worl,;i is a “mere phenomenon”-~the paradok of -human’

" subjectivity beccmes, if anything, more difficult co 4
resolve. Husserl h:unself Agaxn poses the cruc:.al

questions: - Ty




B Who are we, as subjects perfornung ‘the. P
meaning-and-validity accomplishment. of universal - °°
‘constitution--as ‘those who, in community, ¢

- constitute the world as a system.of poles,-as o®
the intentional structure of community, life?
Can 'we' mean 'we human beings', human beings
in the natural—ohjectlve sense, i.e. as.real
o _entitiés in the world? But are these real
[ © % entities not themselves phenomena, and as sich
N . ‘themselves object=poles and subject matter for
enquiry back into the correlative intention-
alities of which they are the poles; through
‘whose function they have, |and have attained,
théir ontic'meaning? E

Husserl clearly does not. want to clalm that anythlng
"human" remains within the reduced sphere. He is adamant ) /—

~ that the bracketing of the life-world includes a bracketing

of all concrete human subject‘ivity, so that, "in the
radical consistency of thé epoch&, each 'I' is considered
purely as the ego-pole of his acts, habitualities, and

capacities, . . . ; [whereas] . . . concretely, each 'I' is
g o O .

. not'merely an ego-pole but an 'I' wikh all fts accomplish-

Vi . ments ‘and accomphshed acqulsltlons, 1nc1ud1nq the woxld

as exlsting and being such. e’ - Within the epoche, he ) i

concludes, "nothing human is to ‘be found, neither soul

nor psychlc 1life nor real psychophyszcal human ‘beings; all.
this belongs to the phenomenon,' to the world as j

constituted pole." el v

put by thus “excluding the human from the spheie
' of the branscendental Husserl makes the question "for

whom has the cancrete unity of life-world and egu-subject

become,‘mexe he "2 almost in ible.




Having already earlier stated that the interest in per-
forming the epoche--i.e. the interest of' detathing: our-.

selves from the presupp051t10n of the 1xfe-wor1d, in order, K

‘ulnmately, to know it--is-an accompllshmenr_ of -personal

. subjectiv;ttl 142 it Seems contradictory to now clam that:

within the epoche is not a human SI?)jeCt.v vaen Husserl'

the’agent who performs the act of knowing this life- world, .

defxmtxon of the meaning ‘of the 11fe—world as- the honzcm
for all human praxxs, including the praxis of knowxng, is
it fiot Une case that only.a’ i subject—~i e..a ¥y

philosopher within the wéstern tradition--could possibly

- retain the’ interest which xnimally motlva'ced the epcche?

' For any other possible "knower"|

wculd not that very
_in'!:erest_ itself have become, along with gqther lifevworld_

H \ F? 73 .
interests,;a "mere phenomenon;' and,-as uch, . incapable

of servinyg as.the motive for further phefomenological

investigation? - It would seem that, inless the epistemo-

" logical goals of pnenomenoioqy-—'which are, themselves,

hxstcncally condxtioned goals--are to be completely

.meanxngless, the actlve, human, ego, the ".I, with all:

if the presupposition of the life~world' is.to become the

vxt’s accomplishments and accognphshed acqulsi.tz.ons," must

somehow remain’-after “the epochs--indeed, . is the sole . F
knower for. whom the phenomena thlun the epoche co\xld '
have meaning. -And yet, it is ‘also pteclsely this human

subject who, Husserl insists, must be 'bracketed out,
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deslred pur phenomendn, and a radzcal reduct:.on perfomed

Aga:.n then we have ended\ in a paradax' because “of his -
concept of the lee-world, as absolute prac'tical pre=

supposltion, it séems that Hugserl mist exclude concrete

subjectxv1ty from the tzanscendental world, and give 1t a’

central role ds the subject for whom alone the very

concept ‘transcendental realm" can ‘have any s;\.gnxflcancel

It indeed appears that we have arrived at a

.r%fomulatlon of Kant}'s "paradozg of "the two subject}
. ~-precisely that paradox which Husserl's "Rickgang auf die
-\Lebens'weit" vas intended to overcome. ‘Tt:will be recalled: = - . *

that Husserl's central cr1t1c1sm of . Kant- lay J.n the ‘latter's

failure to disclose ehat "dmensmn of the nvmg human oL

sElrlt" ‘wherein trihécendental fuiotions nat; £or ‘essadtial
»reqsons,».prev}ou. 1y x_ema;med inaccessible. Becagse _of_‘
this failure, H‘u_;sex;l argued; Ka_n’t’s_ philosophy ended in’
A bifu;qétion of reality, ep}toniized in a c_o‘rr,eiﬂ‘bonding
hiatus betweén transcendental ami'pe‘rsc;nal subjevctiviléy.
It was Husserl's \xiew that ‘a .reduction to' ‘the 11fe—world
would xeveal ‘that "absolute foundation" wheréin these two! -

subjects could be umted, and their paradoxical inter—

dependence resolved. - :

However , haung now followed Husserl in his

effort to 'conauct a total epoch® of the ratural

att;tude——and the accompanyxng reduction to the preglven

life—warld—-—-we have arrived at.a startlxng conclus;on. %




B

T ybecause we ,must take cur staxtlng pq:.nt from the hfe

o Eroat it as'a Miare 'component' S0 to ‘speak, mtmn 5
$1%3 whether we are

cuncrete transcenden\:al sub] eCtiVlty

- mcessaﬂt vamety, Je: withv thé txanscendental 115&—‘40:16——

the" absolute tx‘anscendental correlate of all poss].ble

concrete-h:.stor:.cal 'worlds ~the same’concl'

world, we ax:é l.t appears, by that verx act, forever bound

tu 1t. S1nce as we 'have argued, it req ires an agent whn

R sub]ect is a human subject unly in’ and through h:l.s Ln-"

a.,hum@n suhject~—and because Eurther, for Husserl that

herence in his- 1ntersubj ctwe‘ life—world, the trans:.t:l.on 2

. from one sphere to theg other can neve: culminate in'a 4

complete suspenslon of the nat\ural attitude.\ There is

agent whose hfe-—wcrlﬂ aim 1t is to transcand his,.and

every 1ife-wor1d,b vig‘the performance of-a total epoohe.j

Within tﬁé tré scendental:sphere,.although H\{ssekl',claims»

that the human' psycha ‘exists as . ‘lnere phenomenon,‘ we

have ax:gued that tlu.s cannot be entn:ely the ase,

v

L
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=3 s Rather than resommq the paradcx of sub;ecmvny, My

= _therefcre it can be arqued that the return to the llfe-— N

world in fact reinforces it ‘Hussexl!s philosophical.

or:.entat:.on, "as’ he himse].f claz.ms, is wu.hm the tradltmn

~a, tradlt].on wmch talees as its,

'startlnq po;nt thie’ eplstemolchcal, and \ndeed, cntoloqwalt

L 'prlmacy of "consclousness. " Whlle deflnxtlons of con— o ’

its _Slg_x\ mance only. whan it.is somehow correlated w}th a

o il Midrld," -Thus) for Descartes, \‘:hcught is the anuthesxs

v of extensxon, for Kant, transcendental subject1 ty is the\ : Ei

3 , conduion “of the posslbxlity ‘of enpltical experionces, &l

for Husserl, conscigusness is defined as being, in {ts

very -essence, "consciuusness—of " For such’ ph).losnphles,

;the central issue, then, becomes one of acco\mnng foz' the

relatumslup hetween the two. poles of subject (cqnsclousness)

'and world (Dbject)-—l e. how subjectlvxty can be "xn the

worild, " and nore .unportantly, how we can be certau\ ‘that it v

is._' T 3 1 s o

Indeed thls ideal of certamty motivates the

entlze hlstor:.cal prog:essmn of modern phuosephy, as’ St e TR

does Husserl's own "rlgorous sclence" of. phencmenulogy.

L ! . In the name of the goal of presuppositmnlessness, ‘the -

‘development of Husserl's thought has. led, through a seried’

of redu‘txcns, ko this fmal paradoxlcal attempt tc render




.

arose. But whlle it may be’ Husserl's contentxon that

).n order to resdlve the patadox of subjectxvn:y, one must
;conduct ‘a: reducuon to’ the nfe—world, is it not also ‘the. .
case that this contentlon has meanxng for us only because #
we share the further "presupposition" - of the'“ldeal ‘of

certmnty ~-an 1deal which cannot:be held within the £ 8

epoche without: paralyz.mg the entire project. The very

aim of the epoche is the atta).nment cf -cer a;.nty—- thus,

1f the performance of the epoche 1nc1uded a susEenslcn of
~this 1dea1, any :anestl.gat).on, mchln the bracketed spheze,'

whlch is, d:Lx:ected toward its achxevement, would be

. meanlngless. Indeed Lt appears that the ultimate paradox

to whlch the attampt to reallze -the ideal of absolute ‘7
certaihty‘ leads is phenomenoloqy 1tse1£. The phenomeno-'

logical 1dea1 can be seén, u\ the \wery process oi trylng .

to establxsh Ltself as a presuppnsitlunless ph11asophy,

:o' “veer azound. into its oppc te," and’ culm).nate in a

virtual deni 1 of the possiblllty of achlevxng +this ideal.

Husserl‘s axn( of perfornu.ng a complete reduct).on to tha

llfe—wcrld——reqazded as the ultlmace solution to the

pxob:,ems of ratlonalxst ep1stemology—

only Ak, at Cne and the same time, it cannot be carrxed

n be carrxed out, SN




absolutely presupposltlonless knowledge of the totahty )

“of expenence is itself an aim wh;ch ar1ses w).thxn a:

"I‘ L. partlcplar ,phllos(zplucu contéxt. This context may be
characterized as that of nodern’ ratxox_xahsn\,_whlch, in
turn, takes its starting point “from the further pre-

) supposition of the 'separation of conscibusness and the
.world. 'This posicing of conscicusness as the absolute A
) starung point for further phllosophlcal anesthatlons
) can be said to carry within it the necesslty for the
nE K endles_s a-ttemp_t to reunite su_bjectlv;.t)'(_ and the world._".
© D At kne’sate time, However, as Husserl's dilemmas reveal, L !

this attempt to realize the goal of absolute certainty

% u . -ultimately leads us back to the historical ground from
which it derivéd its meaning. Further, the return to
. this ground does not culmi‘nate in the hoped—-for resolutim?- L
of ¢he pnraddxes which were its presupposltlon and its
motive Jbut rather, reafflrms them. For it 15 a paradox

in; n_self that Husserl's phenm!\enology-—a phxlosr.wphy whose

bfundamental theme ds the primacy ‘of conscxousness, ‘or« the -
i 4all—1nc1uslveness of transcendental subjectlvlty, should

in its, fmal phase, claim t.hat thls pnmacy can be, secured

only through a return to the very anti hesls of ‘pure S _—

g consclousness-——the Life-yorid as concrete, historical - :
mmty 5t the Huan SubIest: and h15 world. The end: result it b

/ ” of such a return; however, would seem to be the afflrmation

als 5—-an(_1

of y.he -abso_;ute ureducibi-llty of this groun



! therefore; apparer&tly, the denial of the possibility of

. 4 . achieding the'ideal of absolute certaznty.

. 1f ane accepts the conglusion that there is suc&-x P L
' s . a fund@ment 1 pa:adox at -the very core of Husse:l's project

of ":etuxnmé o thé 11fe—world," then his flnal rather

. o e cbscure effort trisis, ﬁSOb /95) to resolve the problem of ¥ .

- : subjectlvxty becomes sumawhat more comprehens1b1e,
although it is not, ‘we shall.argue; ultimately aatisfactory.
,. . _Havmg introducéd. the concept of .the life-world, with its
) accompany;mg xmplicatxons for the ccncepts of both human
; and transcendental subjectivity, Husserl is now faced with .

a-radical di

_emma. Dn the orie hand, he'wlshes to mamta:.n‘
{that the ontolog:.cally primary category is absolute. ’
transcendental subjeetxvity, in and through whxch all
levels of human EXPEX.‘J.EDCE are constn:uted, and in

relation. t¢ which alcne they can be truly known. At the

same time, however, his arguments.throughout the C S

have been in constant conflict with thig position, Having

presented the ‘Life-world as khe absclute présupposition
. (h'or‘izon‘) ‘of all' ¢oncrete experience, it then followed: .

that an ‘epockS of this presup sition would bring the
- : entlre range of human experlence, -both actual and e
'possxble, thhxn the immanence o transcendental .

suh] ect1v1t

Thus, the meuc:.t aim ‘of phencmenology—- -

i.e.'the 'alm of rendex;ng experlence :m Lts totallty

'completely accessxble to absolute (xntultiva) knowledqe-—




would be fulfilled. ,
" As we Hhave seen, howéver, there were numerous
@ifficulties which were in.fact created by the attempt:to
conduct: this reduction of the life-world. Central among
these is. the Eact that, insofar as the hfe-woxld must be
defined as the absolute presupposltxon of all human
‘acr_).vl.ty, both theoretical and practxcal, it necessarxly
res1sts any effort to render it completely xmmanent
wlthin--and therefore, ontoloqically dependent u‘pon——the
transcendental subject as an absolute constitut‘inq agent.
This resistence leads to a regeneration of Kant's paxa-—

doxes, since while Husserl wishes ‘to maintain that the -

human intersubjective life-world is necessarily pregiven, -

and hence not i within 1 subjectivity,

; h‘t;' also pﬁst hold that universal transcendental subject-

ivity is the sole constituting source-of.all actual
experience. To claim that 1€ is thé,transcendex;tal b O
1i£e-wcr1d-which is constituted witﬁin :ranscendental
sub]ectxvxty does nothing to resolve this ptoblem, since
we have already seen’ that the meaning which Husserl
ascnbes to this -"eidos life—wurld" is inextricably_ .V

bound to. the. meaning ancrlbsd to its existsntlal

correlates. Smnehow, then, Husserl must strike a’ balancg *

whereby neither the,l\zfe-world nor ‘txanscex‘lden_:n; f

subgectlvity--both ential pts" within phenomenology--
i

sacrifices its siqnxficance, md becomes a mere ; 7" el




"‘e'piphenomenon" with respect to'its transcendental
counterpart

> Husserl's preliminary answer to this dilemma

involves an attelppt, not to banish the problem of paradox

from his philosophy, but rather to embrace it, as
- esséntially necessary ‘to the meaning of phenomenology.

It's. fate [i.e;--that of phenomenological—
transcendental ‘radicalism]--understood

. subsequently, to be-sure, as:an essentially.
necessary one-=is to become involved again

- and again 'in paradoxes, which, arisingiout of
uninvestigated and even unnoticed horizons,
remain functional and announce themselves as
E incomprehensibiliticr. The .

But does a declaration that tr tal ph Logy

necessar).ly deals in paradoxes absolve us of ‘the respon-:
‘sibility of dealing with this particular paradox? Surely
not, since the ‘problem of humdn subjectivity is not simply
‘another constitutive dileima which can be resolved within’
the imnanence. of transcendental subject‘ivity. mhis
paradox thneatens the valx(lxty of the” very concept of

t:anscendental\\iub)ectxvc constitution Ltsalf, and-hence,

cannot. be resolved by an appeal to.the meaning of that
concept. - .

: e
ra Although ‘he does not seem to reallze the unique-:

ness of “this paradox, (and indeed’ n:s cruclal lmportance

‘for the whole phenomenologlcal program) Hussqu does o5
assert thdt the paradox is -one whxch__must; Somehow be

_ resolved. 'What is the status, now, of the paradox &

A g ) g ) E AT R




presently under discussion--that of humanit)‘f as/world- -

constxtutlng sub‘ectivn.ty, and yet as J,ncorporat:ed in the.

‘world 1tself“?"‘7 His* propmsed solutioh is contained in
the same paragraph. Up uitil now, he claims,. we have, .
neglected a crucial dimension of tianscendental experience.
'omne it ig\true that the égo was. mentioned as the subject
matter of ‘the higheyt level of reflection he says, these
passmg remarks were not ser:.ously uons;dexed. Indeed,
‘throughout -the whole analys:.s so far, he says e o
' What was lacking was the phenomenon of - . -

the change of signification of the form 1Ita-

- just as I am saying 'I' right now--into 'other

I's', into "all of us', we who are many 'I's",,

and among.whom I am but. one 'I.' What was N
lacking, then, was the problem of the

constitution of intersubjectivity--this ‘all
of us TOm my point O: ielw, indeed "in" -
e |
me. R ¥ »

Thus, agoording to Hussérl, the. resolition’ of thwad/g.x//
of subjectivity lies in a reconsideration-of the meaning'

of fehe "we', a'cém which has already seen much use in

P

“fthe ccntext of this analyns. Precisely who, he asks;

is this "we", this Lntersub]ecczve communlty which

performs the "meaning-and-validity accompllshment of

un:.versal constltutxon"?‘“——and, most ;\.mportantly, must

our concept of :.ntersubjectxv:uty be revised in oxder to
resolve the patadox whxch phenomenology at this’ juncture

faces? - 1

Although Husserl argues that the nature of the

transcendental epoch@ is such that, within the reduced



sphere, no ‘trace of concrete human subjectivity remains,
—ﬁe .also claims throuqhbfxt the Crisis that’ the starting

point for an adequate tran; 1 n logy must

be the existential lee—woxld a world wh:ch was

charactexlzed as a’ 'Hcrld for all"

o ::onstantly presxve'n
as havmq the ontic meaning of being for us:
X . . in‘whatever ‘way we may be conscmus
of the world.as universal horizon . . .
each "I-the-man", and all of us toqether,
belong to the world as lxvxng with one another
’in the world, and the world is our worild,

valid -for our consciousness as existing | g
Brecisely Through This TIIvIng together’. . ,'s?
The actions of an individual "I-the-map", within such a
life-world are, then, performed under the thesis Gf .the
community of all men. Even when the meaning of his action
lies in the denial of his inherence in an intersubjective
unity, this community is necessarily presupposed.
But if the phenomenologist must take his startinq--
point in this inters;xbiective life-world, he cannot, when
“‘he perfoms the epoche, bracket out that 1ntersubjective %
totalxty within which all concrete’ human*,suh;ectxva
" .experiences are rooted. Afteg the epoch&, the trans-
cendental life-world thus uncovered- remains an inter-
subjective world.. When dne is expxi&atxng the trans-
cendental correlate of the concretely pregwen life-
world, one is not uncovermq the constitutwe accomplish—
ments of the transcendental ego: '

Wlule wé are deulxng with the total xntennonal
accomplishment having many levels, of the



4 subjectivity in question, .it is ndét that of the o
g isolated subject.  We ‘are Jealing, IaEEer _with: ) & -
o thé entire Intersubj vity.which 15 brought ™
together in the accom

For Husserl, the reduction of mncrete.;i\fe’—wmm to. -,

its transcendental cbunterpan{ reveals that thé fornier,‘
"the world which xs, and as 3% J.s concretely and vwldly
ngen (and preglven for all possible praxxs)"’“ is the
result of, an "intersubjective constitutive accomplishment."
* In other words, Husserl is her‘e‘ affirming that even within
the :ians'cendental sphere; "Subjectivity is what it is--
an ego Eunctlomng constltu't.\.vely——only thhm 1ntex_‘—
’subjectwlty L2CE] ‘ )
What is the significanice of this conclusion for

Husserl's present claim that we must now reexamine thel

notion, of intersubjectivity, in order to’resolve the
paradox qf.h‘uma_n subjectivity? -His hope is that'by now
reir{tegrating the . notion ‘of the intersubjectiwe con\n\unlty
“back inté t}‘1e apsolute unity"of.the transcendental ! '
subject, as a constituted level within' it, we.shall be

able to show that the notwn\ of inCersubjectivity does

not 1n fact challenge the supremacy of the txanscendental % _v

ego. The -same problem— i.e. the transcendental constitution Lo
of the Other--appeared in the Fifth carfesian Meditation--- .

and the question of whether or not flusserl there suééee@eﬂ ’

‘in overcoming the problem of transcendental solipsism is

at least ‘debatable.'®*  However, in ‘thit context,’ the
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attenbt was at least not mcompauble with his precedlng .

analyses, fxrmly based as they were ‘on the’ x.rutxal ) i

‘assertion ‘of’ the prlmacy of- the Cnglto. In the Cx

however, as we havé repeatedly argued, the unigue status’

of the cogito is perpetually--and, necessarily ca'ued

into questicn by the reduction to the llfe~world wh:.ch

is treated as the fundamental mode of access to the
corerétastranatendontai’ vsphere. But, "because of its

function, as .the absolute .ground; or horizoh, wherein all ..
‘Humah expen‘:ende occurs, |a successful "retuin to this
life-world would séem 'to require a revision of.the medning
of transcendénta]. subjectivity itself. No longe‘r would .

be pgssxble to clam\ f_hat t:anscendental subjectlvlty

¢
oula be equated with the self-1dent1ty of one absolute
ego, since, as we pave seen, th_e reduction of thevexist-- . .

entia ife-world to its transcendental co;reléte--and

‘' £hé accompanying attem_p‘t to bracket out human . ¢
 subjectivity--does not lead us to the apodictic trans:
cendental ego--but rather to a con\munltx of constitutifg
egos. * s x ' )
g, ! Thete is thus no ultimate juétification for . - ' .
Husserl's claim that the. reduction has led to & cAormpre:-,v h
* ' hénsion of the life-world, as-a "mere stratum within iy

. t vche transcendental ego"! ”--rather, ‘through the-epochg,

. : T & there is :evealed the final transcendental sub;ect- i
; : object correlation®*--a icorrelation, hovéver , ‘wherein




- che mundane (constltuted) relationship between & community
of subjects. and thelr co—lntended world is'simply repeated,

fin terms of 1ts txanscandental counterPart (eidos) . This. ; (

i tme, however, the dualism of ego commun).ty and world is
an irreducible, correlation, beyond which it is 1ndeed
‘meaningless to question. i o L

‘Having arrived, through the applu:atmn cf the

epoche, at the 1rreducxble "factxcxty of the subject— <

woxld correlatlon, it would be futile to attempt a further

s epoche as a means of ascertaining the ultlmate "1dent1ty

of the ego-world dichotomy wlthin. the:self-enclosed and * )

sélf-constituting transcendental ego. * The grounds for,

performing the trans 1 iotegicat reductlon'
9 i lay in a free act of -the (human) w111 wh1ch motlvated
by “the. aim of attaining a realm of absolute (apodlctlc) ’
experience, chooses to place in suspension the entire
thesis of the n‘atim:al‘ attitude. Ultimately, this epochd
recoiled upon itself, in its attempt to hold in brackets
" everi that "free subject' whose act it wasr-indeed, this
- récoil was demanded by Husserl's goal of making the
totality of experience "transparent” to itself. -But,
v once thié epoche i; attegpted, its equivocal ‘and N
: paradoxlcal nature is r:f;}{ted and, we have argued, . it
becomes clear that the phenoménological ‘aim of achieving
" absolute self-evidence, via a-return to the unified (yet ;

‘concrete) -ego, is very seriously challenged.




a complete reductlon to .the lee-wotld he cannof

reasonably J.ntrcduce a’ further- "£inal epcche," in order

to escabhsh the cntologmal dependence of the mte:-
+subjective world upon the transcendental ego; wlthcut = g% o

_contradicting the very meamng of the concept of a

'fizeduc'tion "to ‘the 1ife-world." The hfe-uorld epochg

... was iniended to eiiininété, at_one bloy'®’ the thesis S .

the hatural, att&ude——and if, after this epoche is pex- ~ -
formed, thex:e s{ill stands a communxty wof" selves and’ then

intended world, then on}y two conclusions are possxhle.

Elther a truly radlcal epoche (i.e. a reductxon to the

P absolute Ego) is m\posslhle, or slnce the result of the

reductlon is' to reveal a tra ental m; J=\-LJ.VE
world, then such must be the only possible, "field of

absolute expezience" which phenomenology; as conceived

by Husserl, can ever achieve. 4 . w® oo N % !

. But it-is predisely: this "epoche within the epocha" "

which Hussefl proposes (in. the concluding section of -

Crisis ITIA) as a rheans'of salvaging that primacy of the ;

transcendeéntal ego, upon which his phenomenology, ‘has -
alvays been based. His final solution to the paradox : of
‘h\;lnan subjectﬂiv;l'iy——which has now begn. reqene:a‘ted on . ' .
the transcendental level as the problem of the relation )
bevtween‘ the community. of transcendental. selves and.the %

one: transcéndental ego--consists in -the claim that.




"Bu}; if. ‘ou

then surely such assertlons cannot be Justlfxed? i

we nave argued

“it. was wrong, - methodlcally, to jump 'umnedlately
into transcendental mtersub]ect:.vxty and to

J.leap. over the primal 'I*, the ego of my épochg,.

" which can never lose 1!:5 un:.queness and personal
indeclinability.'?® -

Further, he assérts; " i » S

Only by startlng from the ego and the sy tem of
its transcendental functions and accompl).shments
..can’ we.methodlcally exhibit transcendental inter-
subjectivity and its transcendental communali- Y
“zation, - ‘through-vwhich, in:the fi i
".of ‘ego-poles, the 'world fgr al
'subject .as. world for all.is constltuted Y

of ‘the r'éduction’ to the "life—wofld, in its relation‘ship. .

. ‘to the goals of transcendental phenomenoloqy, are valid,

! It was precisely thls "start:.ng from' the ego," l.t

3 wxll he recalled, whlch Husserl earller :ejected as an’

:..nadequate way of approachxng tne concrete t:anscendental

.subgectwwy, ‘and whmh he argued must be replaced by .a

: _reductwn to the pregiven (intersubjective) 1ife-world.!®.

The return to the 11fe—world wh).le it was

\characterlzed as a mode of ‘access to transcendental

subjectlvlty, 1n no way entalled that one must bng.n w;th

;an Lm.tlal reductlon to the unified transcendental ego.

Whan Husserl’ sought throuqh this methodolog:.cal innovation

was a realm, or fxeld "of “absolute- apodxctlc evldences,

and 1t»could not be given in advance that-‘this f:.eldAmust

" be the sé1f-identical txanscendental ego. Indeed, as -

the attempt to apply the epoche ‘to- the

‘Conclugions concermng ‘the ~mganxng and*function:

-




presuppositlon of the life-world pos;.r.;vely excluded the

- -possibility ‘that experlence could be "reduced" in th1s

way--and lndeed culmmated in the conclusxon that the

nterpreted as _the POSS).bl.llty of

ideal of apod1ct1city,"

on!.ess beg:l.nnlnq, when pushed to-its '

Pal ‘makmg a presupp051

t is

“y oo " Hogical conclusmn as ithin the Einal phases of

. transcendental phenomenology is-delf-refuting. The ohly~ .

way that such spodxcu ity -can’ be aclu.eved is 1f the

“'world bepomes °the !!absol.ute (trénscenqental)_ cbjec\‘: ofira i "

.e. horizoniess)® act of .reflection--and ‘thes”

“total 5

' expl;,cat'on of the ambig xties th 1n the l;fe-world g

«in pr:.ncfple, xmpossible.
clea;ly, the fc:eqoing implications of his-.




. .7 % We Have axgued that _there is a crucial: dxfference :

q a phenomenoloqical expllcanon of that

" 5 s ‘between conduc

field qf ‘a solute expe

ence wh ch ‘the reductmn to the ' Sk .

'-11 e—wcr}.d uncovers, and attemptlng, 5t EHe haBLE OF t}us

fad. cal reduct1on, to

'rfcm a further epoche, -the-aim ' -

E < P
. 5 - of « which 48 to reduce the transcendental subject-world

- 8 'coxrelatwn to “the absolute ego, as, the ultimately

un; que ‘centre of funcuon in all consutunon"”“ The

suacess qf . the orzglnai ‘epche, g1ven Husserl‘s adal’ ... f,

orld, LS, as.we have seen, h:.gh;Ly

debatable. But we;e the ‘Jalnixty of:. thls reductlen

- estabhshed ‘the upcss).blllty of another epoch-e, initiated,,

" as vxt_ wiould have to be, upon the ‘ground uncovered’-}*.the $a

ﬁf-_a;wgrm epochg, ‘would be thereby. excluded, on grounds

arising £rém.within Husserl's.own philosophy. For these . s

reasons it seems.nécessary’ to ::jylude that, however’

L " /.7 much.a final reduction to the afsolute égo is."r'equired P

T for the fulflllmnt of. Husserl's aim of achieving &’ ' R

' con51§tent egology, on grounds egually_ J.nslstent Ahe 15

unable to effect this zeduction. Thus, through the

.J.ntroduction cf the concept,, bf the llfe—wcrld we have

‘seen " that th@ structure of Husserl's thought 15, for:ed

to fgo arastic ohy i n\ost fundamental of dhich

is thJ.s final cqnclusion whereby the absolute unity of "




“ T cowci,bsmu |

.The central. aim.of this'thesis has been, chrough

" an anal_ysls of the’ ‘concept -of ‘the life-world, to 1ndlcata

q;:ttaln picbiems: mherent in"Yhe Husserlian ideal of °

estabhshxng ph‘ 1osophy as’ "rigorously scientific." The

arguments which have been presented may -be summarlzed as,

follows. o, al

Firstly“-on the- basis of an exammatwn of Husserl's actual

employment of t.he tem lLfe-woxld, J.t was . concluded that |

cme can attnbuce multiple lneam.nqs tc 'this concept These’

'meamngs, howewtg fall into two ma).n categgrles--those

wh;ch refer‘ to the life-world as. the temporal, ‘historical -

. presupposition of all Human praxis, and ‘those’ which refer.

"“lthis methodology, to a""fiem of absolute experiences!

_had also created. the demand for a. "teturn,

to the llfe»world as the transcendental correlate of this
"exlstentlal" l).fe—world. 'l'hese two px‘:unazyx meanx})gs, we
argued, were both absslutely essent;al, if the concept of
tshe.,lee-woxld was to perfom the role within phenomsnclogy
for which Husserl 1ntended it.
N ¥ N
-Secondly “it was argued that Husserl‘s gaa-l of nchieving
‘a "n.garous science of subjer:uv;ty}" which had motivated
‘the dLvelopmenc ©of the concepts of epoch’, and reduction,_ .

hy means of

173 .. B




* 1mpossib1e i

world as a solution to ‘the prchlemaﬁlc rexauonship betveen

Althuugh the* l;.fe—world could undoubtedly be 1dent1f1ed

w%th this "fxeld " e presented lmportant réasons for o

concluding” that the meanings of the 11fe—world and.” the
phenomenoloq1ca1 epoche were mcon\patlble, so’that a
compléte - reductlon to’ the Iife-world was; in prln:‘:lple,

Thudly-—ﬂusserl had presented the return to the h.fe-,

. human and eranscendental ‘subjectivity. Because of our

Lonc1usmn concern1ng the ).mcompat).hlllty of’ the nfe- .

world and the, epochE, we > ‘suggésted that such a uniflcatlon 5

i of the twn “subjects“ was. also rendered questlonable.

is :unposslble to- completely subsume the concrete,»

it

human sub]ect and his world w1th1n the bounds of trans' i
cendental subjectivity, then the dichotamy, far from

being resolved, is reaffumed by Husserl‘s attempt to
conduct an epoche of the Iife-world. Indeed, even assum1ng

it is possible o perfom a reavetion toffhe life-world,

weé further cldimed, " such ‘a | rediction: léads not to the one

t‘iranscehdental subject ‘but* rather to‘an entire. mter— "

subjecuve, transcendental world.. Thus,. the concept of
an ahsolute transc\endental ego is seriously chall.enged,
.for* x.t would seem !:hat by admitung &at .transéendental

constitut).on is’ xntersublectlve ccnstitutxon, 11: then

becomes difficult to show how this® -inthsuhjective Yvorld )




‘could itself; in turn) be reduced toa "stratum" within v, e

an ontologically pnor absolute“ Ego.

AL N uu—_mately, then,’ the pro]ect of a "return to e o ‘

. life~ world," '7lthough intended as the conéummatlon of
P Husserl s effort to rendez experlence completely lmanent
wals _‘ . wlthxn branscendental sub]ectivxty, culm:.nates in precxsely %
) the oppos:.te conclus;on. Clearly, however, this concluslon o

was ncat reached' by Husserl hln\SElf. He cons,\stently held '

e g :‘ X that ‘hig Lntroductmn ‘of the llfe—warld enabled contemporary wes
phllosophy to resqlve the eyxstemologlcal stalemate in

wh1ch ddh e t6 the pres txcns ~of trad!tlonal

.rationalism had Lnevxtably culmmated The return tc_

the hfe-‘world he axguedy opened the’ way to ‘a "genuine"
ratxonallsm, whlch wculd be. characterlzed by the . i Fw #
phenomanologlst's ablh.ty t:o acm.eve, through' the radlcal . E
1 employment of the phenomenolnqlcal epoch€ and reductien,
. * an absclutely presuppositmnless phllosephlcal standpomt
'l‘he arguments presem:ed ‘in th;s thens “have as ,_

1
P thelr central meort “the ccncluslon that kusserl's goal

of estabhshing ar str,ict “scxence of sub]ecuvlty,", havlng . K .
as'its rinary field of 'lnvesngaticn the pregiven l;\.fe—-‘ 4
world must' necessarlly remain wnfulfilied. Husserl' .. -
faxluxe hawave:, cannot be attnputed to some )
philosophical "oversight,. which cuuld have been seen and . .- ¢
: corrected by future generatxons oE phencmeno).cq1sts.

Rather ‘it 'is 4 trj.nei.cally ,related to the natu:e of the’

¢
b




phenomenological pro]ect itself. . The movemént: of Husserl's
thought consxsted in a ceaseless mqulry mto the pre-’
 suppositions whlch Yder the phllosopher from achlevlng

ahsolute 5cler)t1fxc cértainty. TIn the Cl’lSlS, he' claimed

" - that the ulun\ate presupposlnon-- e, the hxsturicél,

ad been<tévealed,, and, mcre’ import-:

'untly, revedled. as suscepr_lble to phenomenolog]cal analy51s

prfxctlcal life-world-

But with' the at'tempt to conduct a cnmplete eplstemclogical
3 epoche--an epsEhEahtdh would reduce ‘the.very ground of " . 7
a)_l human, pra\x)s.tprchc status of "pure phenomem“-—Husscrl

b nccc’ss'nril); met with opp‘os’icvion. For, paradox;cally, such’

“'a reduction inplics the deTtruct ibn of .ah.essential elemekt

of tlmt wurld\ which.is to be reduced What had defxmd the

life- world as ‘the ultlmate presupposltlcn which Husserl'

Cl nethodology required, was' its'status as the presipposition,

: . orhorizon of all human praxis, fncluding the philosophical.

pra‘xi .cf.ph’énomcnolog‘y.‘ The very attempt to render t}us

L" . - gl pregiven horizon "purely phenomenal"’ however, reveals that
def s :; such a‘,reductmn is mtrinsicnlly contradlctoryn To reducc
', . . the pregiven’life- world,. we have ‘argued, means ‘to d1vest i uf
h 7 its quality of. pregwennessfwhut very unique quallty whereby .
it is the’ “only suitable field for phencménologxca]. inve tlgatm'n.‘
'v 'rhus, Husﬁer]'s ideal of achle\llng a presuppesf—t-

. wnlesﬁ nhllosnphy culminates in-a compellmg 1mpasse




~he radical ‘pregivenress of the life-world, and its
function as. the horxizon of al). concrete human exper:.ence,
énsures that this "world" alone could pavs an adequate
‘terminus for the - phenomenolnglsts' search for absolute

: certamty. "Yet, at the same tme, its very nature as

“pregiven" also constltutes it as an 1nsurmountable

e barne: to' the attalnment of thls eplstemologlcal goal.

In the light of t»hls paradoxical® cénelusion; the .

well—know'n‘ words of Maur:.ce Merleau-! Ponty, emirient French

phllcsopher, and Wisciple’ of ‘Husserl, take.on a new ' "

. ‘s‘gnxfzcance. 4 ¥
T The most :meortant lessébn whlch the" raductlcn F -
2 teaches us is the ihpossibility of a complete ° Con
[ A P Treduction. «This is Why Husserl'is constantly e
B 5 "' reexamining the possibhility of the reduction.
' 1f we were absolute mind, -the Yeduction would
present'no problem; - But since, on-the contrazy, -
- .+ we-are in the world, su\ce indeed our ‘-
Py ¥ Teflections are carried Qut in the’ temporal .
. flux onto which we are trying to seize, :there 5
is no thought which embx'aées all our: thought: Jes

While denylng the vallélty of h1s u1t1 ate
: conclusums, Mexrleau-: Ponty attaches, as does th1s thes:.s,
much 1mportance to the final work of Husserl ‘“Phe

p i \
centxal slgnlf;cance cf the Cris

lies . in’ the Eact that,
©oype T within this last "introductiun" to transcendental :.
phenomenology, the implicatlons of regarding the. su‘bjective

‘o :M of ‘cansci absolute

are thoroughly and con@istently worked out, 'l‘hus,

Hhsser:b s, unswervmg dedicatian to a particular phllo- c.

ldaal, can be xnterpreted as, in fact freamg__ L




»

ph).losophlcal}value is great indeed.

- future phllasophers ‘from the grip of a decept:.vely

“11berat1ng" metaphysxcal positlon. The danger'in such a

posltl.on is.that it entails a correspondingly restrictive

vision of the meaning:of philosophical truth--and if

. Husserl's effort ‘to Gonduct a reduction to the llfe—

world indirectly serves, to hithxght this fact, then xt'

Thus, although we have axqued that Husserl'
puxsun: of the ideal of Sclentlflc rxqur ultlmately
‘reveals the anapac:.ty pf that l.deal to support ‘a
p}uloscphlcal comprehens1on of those practxcal p:e-—
supposinons wh.u:h underlie it, we agree thh Marleau—

Ponty, when_ he says that "the picture of a well-behaved

“world, left to us by c'léssic'ayphnbsaphy, had to be

pushed to the limit=-in order to reveal allthat was

It was’ the. task of Husserl t.o .carry the

Agoals J.mpl:.ed in c}.assical rat1ona11sm to the‘l.r loqlcal

llmit‘—and xt s surely the task of present ph].losapheta

. to see that thxs linut is both understood and transcended.




R 5. 8 . FOOTNOTES .

. IN;I‘RODUC-TION‘_ ']
: . . 'phe nology - ed. Joseph Kockelmans (New York:
_Doubleday-and Company, Inc., 1967). -'In‘his ‘introduction
.. to.this collection, Kockelmans' distinguishes, four main *
- »pemods in Husserl's «development-<beginning with the pre-

phencn\enologlcal period of the LOEICBI Investigations (1900),
and ending in a period in which™the life-world occupies a -
. central role (1928~ 1938) ” o

: : } “en ¥ 1Edmund Husserl Philoscph aé a. Rigorous .
- * Scienceé ‘tr. Quentin Lauer. New York: Harper and Row,

Tne., 1965). . : : L

: ’n:i‘d. pp. 71- 76.. See ‘also Lauer's comments, -p.
31;.Footnote 36.. It-is his view that che significance of
the "phenomenological revolution" liés in Husserl's intention
of transcendingKant, by showing' how fiot only the forms of
. * knowmq, but.'alsp. che content of the act of knowing, has N
. ‘ its’ Source ‘in i 1 consci is. ‘Put another .
T way, Husserl's goal 'is to completely "a priorize" experience.
. 4 If this is indeed his central pro]ect, it goes. a.ldng way
toward explaining his later determination, in The' Crisis of
European Sciences and Transcendental PhenomenoIog¥, TG show
ow the life-world, as the pre-given horizon of all concrete

human life, must be‘a stratum of the. trangcendental Ego.

“The kind of naturalxsm to which Husserl objected’

+ . is defined by S. P. Lamprecht,’ in Naturalism and the Hufan -
o . Spirit ed. V. 'H. Krikorian .(New York: Columbla UnIvers;ty
=g ‘Press, 1944), p. 18, as "a philosophical position, émpirical

: ! in mathod, that regards everything that exists .or Sceurs. E
to be ccm‘h.tloned in its existence or occurrence By causal ’
factors within an all-embracing system of ‘nature, however

* épiritual or purposeful or rational.some of. these things
(- and events may in their functions and value prove to be.": !

g Elulesoghx as a Rxgorous Science, p. 86.

(. U smbaa, p.sa.' SN A

970)‘ References to
B tms editicn will hereafter be given- 1mp1y as Crisis.”

RS 7Edrlu.md Husserl, The Crisis b¢ miropean Sélences ‘A
* and Transcendental PhenomenoIo tr. David garr {Evanston: - .
) .+ _«Northwestern University Press, * .

Ty : ' .




®This is especially true’ for such existential
phenomenologists as:Maurice Merleau-Ponty, who, while
acknowledging his debt to Husserl, interprets his later,
works .as an abandonment of the ideal of a complete’ : . !

. reduction, and hence as supporting,- in principle, the

existentialists' revision of the. notion of philosophical

truth. * See Phenomenology of Perception (London: Routledgé' -
and Kegan Paul, 1962), Xive o
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CHAPTER I . N

°L.’ Landgrebe, "Thé World as ‘a Phenomenologlcal

Zroblem," Philosophy and. Phenomenolog:.cal Research Iyl
?i;}ptember, . 1P .

'*Edmund -Husserl, Ideas: - General Introduction to
. Pure Phenomenology, tr.’ w. R. Boyce Gibson (London:
' .  George Allen and Unwin Ltd., 1952); p.-51, italics mlne.
o o References givep hereafter as Ideas refer to this .
. - edition. "

!1Husserl’ does not define the term "theorencal"_
here,- but from the context, the theoretical attitude is
apparently a synonym for th standpoint of objectlvxty
adopted by all patural scientists.as part of .their -
standard methodology. Husserl's immediate following -
‘characterization: of the World as "the tctallty of ‘objects ;

© that can be known through experience;, known -in terms of . X .
orderly theoretical thought on_ the basis of.direct. JprEgent o ot e
experience" (Ideas,—pv—52) Supports the conclusion that ° 5 d

~World Tere is simply the correlate of ‘this Object].vlst - .
standpoint.:

A2g, Husserl Ideas, [ ".“v fa N
”nna., pp. 101-102. o
N . "*Above, p. 16.

: Cof0 U B musserl, Ideas, -p. 102.
Ybid., p. 104, [ © i
|‘1w' " : ) : -
V «., . . "ibig., - 105. L ’ R P
-‘él_lid_;, :

- C..07 *mpial,
.» 21pidl} . 107, ® g
- *Ibid., p. 106, italics mine. - L

0pids; Pa

wa. o A BS oy Ty '
v Thabidlyp.d20. 0 e 2 e #




e . T 38y bid—-,=~?-—354—-—

Csrpau Ricoeur, ‘Husserl: .An Ahalysis of his .. - - .
Phenomenolo (Evanston: Northwestern En¥versft;y Press;. .

%y
I I S 182
* “nud., p. 1L T ; =
Z61bia., p. 110, ¢t te BT T
I -?mia., po 1. T -~ LT T -
. 201pia., p. 113, Do s e ’
- " 291p44. ) pp. 119-120 N
- *°1bia. i T . 0
21Edmund Husserl, Cartesian Meditations tr. .
Dorxon Caxrns ‘(The¢ Hague: mﬂr—rﬁm, pe, 714

s D | . x o e

*dcrisis, pr 16. s -

Crisxs Appendxx VI "The Ongln of Gecmetry,"

p. 373 ££.

T3€Ibid., p. 355.- ; » W
*71bid., p. 368

- 3%TRid ., ps. 373
l 391pid.’, p. 368.
2 :

¥ M0Ibid., p. 369, . T o .

) A.-. . '
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» . ' ,.‘Q.-
. ‘. "'
. e x s
7 g e
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éﬂn‘p’rzk 11
*lcrisis, p. 23, -~ . ...
‘2Ibid.,.p. 49. - . . 7%

2 M31bid.

SISl o 5. [ . O :
*51bid.; pp, -50-51, italics mine. )

ER -
CeiIpia., pe3l, - L B "t 8

4®1bid.; p. 25.

“9See (45) above; the same view is also strongly .

in the conclusion to. the Origin of Geome :
(Crisis, p. 370)'. "If, after these expositions, we y
downthe following as somethirg completely secured . & .
that the human surroundipng world is.the same today and-
aIways - W

| Socrisis, pi 59. 5
S1Ibid., italics mine. 5 @ e
S2Ipida.; p. 982 - S T
“ozbiag, p.99. & ' -
. S“Ibidi, p.i104: )
. “$3Ibia,, p. 10455, =2 B .
$$1bid., p. 105. ) ' * #
. 57ﬂ; ) : :
odtzma,,pine, o . Tpeitg i
© *°Ipia., p. 18, = &yt

S11bid., p. 119, italics mine. . - ..
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italics mine. - g

£ €2rhiq

T .631bid, G i T g

! "“Caxteslan Medltauons p. 85.

“bed., p. 132,
g S .“nnd.,p.;us. e

T NS b L

e LE < must alvays be temembared that the term .- .
... "objectivity" hasi.a unique- sense-for Husserl In the
‘Cartesian Medxtaticns he dffirms that "every sort of
existent, . teal or dideal . . . is a 'product' of . ¢
transcendental subjéctfvuy." {p. 85), ahd that "tran
cendency in every- form 'is: an-immarient existéntial
characteristic, constituted within the ego." (pp. 83-4)-
“THus, . when Husserl speaks of. levels of Objectivity he ist
_referring to that: intentional ‘Objectivity which arises
‘within pure consciousness.. This can be confusing; . ’
however, since, especially in the Crisis, he frequently
. gyefers to "objective science" or Tobjective knowledge,".
. or simply “"object," without indjicating whether he'means

- the term'in the transcendental ‘sense, or -in the sense
. which it has within-'the natural attitude.’ T¢:avoid a
e wsimilar confusibn in this thesis, I have used a lower case.
J"o" when refernnq to, the ord:l.naxy (natural ‘attitude) -
-sense of objective, and a capital 'O" wheh xeferrmg to!
Husserl's’ specxallzed txanscendental usage.

Py o Bow $5¢artesian Meditat ons, p. 136.

”Imd., p. 136, italics mine..

“See Chapter iz, Sect:Lbn 3.

% oy T S ”Husserl characterlzes the .whole. project of crisis

: x F IIIA as an attempt to get'to the transcendental. sphere Dby
inguiring back from.the. pregiven life-world, Clearly, " ;
.then, this life-world is here.intended to provide a 'clué’.

& to the epure world of Transcendental Subjectivity, whereas
8 2 in earlier’ works “(i.e. Cartesian Meditations) the life-
- * -world was expressly portrayed as'simply a stratum within -
‘the Apodlc?j:.ch—o_:. N <k T

3crisis, pp. 121-122.°

T*Ibid,; pii122.




a 731bid., p. 122! B P,
. TIpid.;’p. 123. i
5 ‘77Ib )

1bid., p.-123, -;tancs,mme. G L

AL ”See. Chapter II, Section '3

,”Cr sls,‘ p. 118..

i “In t:ha cartesian Meditat;ons, for example,
Husserl argues- that, since ~transcen3enta1 subjectlvlcy is
"che universe of. possiple sense, then an outside 1s

a prec.l.sely-— onsense" (p.. 84) . .. .

: a “’l‘he issue hera raised will be dealt with
“+ ; ', s ..extensively.in Chapter III, where the relationshlp betwe.en
* the llfe-worldr antl the phenomenologlcal epoche is explored.




!, appearances’ in wh'ah thet "object itself
. already been made’ in’ Chapter II,

s oo .

LTS J.mporl:ant “fo note that, .in The Idea of ;s
Phenomenologl, Husserl distinguishes twc sensgsof the -
term transcendence " The .first kind of trax‘scendence is
that which is ascribed. to-objects of "natural" cognitdion. * .
All.natural cognition,.says Husserl, and "especially the
rescientific, posits its objects-as existent, and claims
£0 reach matters of fact which are mot Vstrictly given to

it,! are not 'immanent' to, i {Idea of Phenomienology,
p. 27, italias .mine.) -This kind of transcendence, then,
may be .termed gntologiga ‘transcendence. .. The second Kind,
of -transcendence is ascribed only:to Objects oOf Cognltl.on

* within the® immanence of transcendéntal subjéctivity, Here,

the element of ‘existence has been-hracketed out, but the
objects of knowledge may stxll be said to trans;.end any
partxc\rlar -act.'wherein it is Jknown", since ‘no onhe.act -
of coantxon can adequately ap®kehend any Lmaneht Object
in its total :self- ngenness. “Thys, Objects. within the ‘e
transcendertal ‘'realm, - while ‘ontolo Lcail immanent,: are
all; transcendem:. 'We_n'_ﬁ_u_ss_e_{: describes ‘the
element of “transcendence," it

-Marcmus-mh;o“

Idea of Phenomehologx P 31. Yoy & B .

; 20Ihidy 35 - THe. dlstlnctxon drawn ‘hete between
appearances of; ically t -and
is given | has .
The “important point .. °.
g- that within ‘the époche:

to note‘is that HusSerl is not. say

the distinction between: obﬁect" and "appearance" disappears,

but that the.distihction ho. .longer has ary ontological ®

significance, and therefore does not preclude the possmxlxtz

of intuitive knowledge ., ¥

”Ideas i P 110 o S W

d21p3ia.,0p. 110, 'nhe val:.d:,ty of ‘applying those " °
judgn\enta ‘TMade within the epoche to..the "real®. world 15 an
issue which will be raised later. in: -this<chapter, in-'~
‘connection withthe, compatxblhty of:: the concepts Sf lee—
world and epcche.. . e § .
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" *‘ibid., p. 144.° B9
*S1bid., p. 148. . {

d., p. 1510 i

**1bid., pp. 126‘,3‘ 1talics mlne.

10016id.

31h1ds, P12 T
S A + @)% Lo
-f“Ebid.‘_h .p. 152.

. ‘”nud.L italics mine.

1961bid,, p. 155, 'xcia.ucs mine, -

“7(::1315, 28 136 ita].ics m:.he. R

""Ilud. ) 32 =
1327 ‘

7 146, ibalica mine’ -

RIPS Ibid., . 155, italics mine,

Be. . .-
L Msialop 137.7; T
g nss.e}e.(u;‘) ab»ove.v x :
Mcrisis; p.-113.° - B

"M1%1bid., p.-150.". -
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12014, , -p. 151. i 2 2w e
AT e
¢ ) ‘“Th:.s use of ‘the 11fe-wor1d as a means ‘of uxutmg

the ‘concrete ‘himan ego with the. transcendental ego wi's
discussed in Chapter II. The impllcations of ‘this aspect

* of the life-world's meaning w).ll be further discussed in
'the next section of. the present Chapter.

‘“Cnsxs, p. 150_ G i ) i 5 5

M¥Ibidy; e 1377 italics mine.

) pp. 176-177. - :
Vefrpiar, p 138, o i ., "
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Ibid., p. 137.

= ”"Ibld., p. 176, xtallcs mine.

—“‘Ilud,, 1ta113e mne.

fairpia,, lp. 177, b T

. 1*31bia,, itall\s \mine. M S
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135183, p. 176, italics mine. C.
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. ] itsee Edward G. BalLard's attxcle "On the Method " ... *

! of logic ion, Its P. itiods, and § .

, . Its Future," if foe—ﬂorl.d and Consciousness.  ed. Lester.

Embre®, (Evanstonz-. Northwestern University Ftess, 1972)

oo whera he contends®that the ideal of certainty is a pre-
supposltum which. Husserl does not‘subject to the phenc
menological epoché. However, he suggests that an epoch@
of this ideal ought to-be attempted—-"m:.ght though,

: Such an epoché of the ideal of rigor' not be made? Must .

] : it not be made if p pposi is] to be

¥ (p: 118) . % a o

: On the ‘basis of. our dl.scussion however, such an
applxcation of the epoche would seem, 1n prlnczple, bound i

.. to fail, since even the suspension of the ideal ‘o
certainty is guided By the. same ideal.. Thus, the pre-
supposltion of .certainty would be reaffirmed by any such

" attempt’, rax:hex- than t.he reverse.

.

: “‘m Chapter, n we . sugqe!ted thaf Husseri.might. i
e ultunately have to identif the ,life-world with- trans- i
TFeiew cendental subjectivity.. In-view'of the discission- in:the
present chapter, however, the possxbiuty of this . o
. identification is rendered questionable, .Such'an -~ .
. identifjication pzesupposes the possibility of perfogming - R :
b L™ 3 L e complete reduction to the transcendental sphere.. “We P <
S . ‘have suggested, however, that a compléte reduction of the -
. existential life-world to’ its transcendental corrélate is
problematic--Kence; so too is. a‘complete xdentxfxcatmn
of the - life-world and’the Transcendsntal Ego.

. “‘Crxsu, p. 181 N 3% oo
S © !“1bid,, P 182. o . '
.o '%Ibid., xtalxcs mines | Vv B s
3 ,""bed. B F e o HE
L i87pial; p. 108, Seedaluo pp. 1634, ihere. | . - -
' Husserl gpeak_nf pergeption*~the primary mode oftint\xit}on'

world--as being constituted within
uh]ectxvitx, ‘not: by one transcenden(:al ego.

/ p. 167, italics e - Q/n e




‘“Quem:m Lauer OPhencmenolo : Its Genesis"
and Prospects. - (New. Yorl arper. and Row, 1965) gives an '
. excellent mnalysis of the F:Lfth Medltatlon, .and suggests - :
. that, whlle ‘Husserl's 'discussion; of the problem of the ego |
which is at once "constituting and, conbtituted" opens .up
_new; vistas in philosophy, it is questionable whether#his
"herojc effort tq fe-establish metaphysics according to'
the canons set.up by science" can really resolve :h:.s
issye which 1¢; more,. than ‘any other phll/osophy, “must.

s "“nud., B 135. ol s

Vi “’Ibid., p. 186.

“"nud,, pp. 154- 155 where Husserl argues - that

“'the "Cartesian Way" 'of approachxng the. transcendental spheré

“gave, us -only an: ego, "émpty of content," and that only: by
. "beginning anew," with a reduttion to the prengen Life->.
world, eould thls defect be, remedxed.

‘“-nud., p. 127,
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.(London:
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* CONCLUSION'. - .
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