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/ﬁnterpretive sociology‘can be raised.

¢ . | _ABSTRACT
[ ’ 0

The purpose of this thesis is to Present a transcendental-
v

phenomenological framework within which the question of the -phenomen~
Q- =

?logical constltutlonal fbundatlon for the empirical science of

This framework is formally Structured by means of three inter-
related transformations Each transformation'is made up of an operator—
operand—transform sequence | On to thls transformational structure
transcendental phenomenological concepts are mapped The result is
a framework made up of two distinct levels: a formal level and a-

g

conceptual 1evelt The first trahsformation is directed towards the
estabiishment of the transcendental-phenohenological standpoint |
This transformation begins'with an operator' the epoche that operates
upon an operand? tﬁevnatural standpoint. This operation yields a

negative transfogm: the bracketing of the general thesis of the natural

standpoint as well as a positive transform: the transcendental-phenom—

B

»

o)

enologicalvstandpoint.
The second tranformation is directed towards the establishment
of the eidetic structure of the transdendental—phenomenological stand-

point, This transformation begins with an operator: the eidetic

"reduction . that operates upon the operand: the transcendenta1~phenom-

enological standpoint. This operation yieids a transform that states
that the eidetic’struoture of the transcendental¥phenomenologica1
s@pndpoint is primarily a'constitutional structﬁre.within which cons-

titutional processes operate.

iv
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‘The‘third"transforﬁation is directed towards the establishment

~ . -
- L4 .

~of the'eidetiC'structure of any specific'constitutional process.

P

This transformation begins with an operator-’constitutional analysis,

that operates ‘'upon the operand any specific constitntional process.

.

This operation yields the transform: the.eidetic structure of any

specific'consti;utional process ‘ * - ’ o X

. . .

- Within ‘this third transformation it becomes p0331ble to raiSe

the- question of the phenomenological constztutlonal foundation for
the empirical science. of interpretive sociology S ,
[N KA . - . o )’\\ / - °
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‘INTRODUCTION -

1. PURPOSE - )

It is the pPurpose of this thesis to present a framework that
makes possible the eventual estaBlishment of a phenomenologlcal
foundation for 'interpretive sociology" 1 More-specifically,.it
is my purpose to present a transcendental—phenomenological framework .
within. which the question of the phenomenological constitutional
foundation for the empirical science of interpretive sociology can
be raised '

The above statement of purpose reveals two interrelated
tomponents. The first is the presentation of a framework and the .
second is the raising of the question of a constitutional foundation

from within this framework. So the presentation of the framework

permits or‘makes‘possible the raising of the question of g

to be raised Consequently, the presentation of the framework is
considered the central aim and achievement of this ‘thesis.

As a framework for the eventual establishment of a phenome-
‘nological constitutional foundation for interpretive sociology, it
does not claim to establish,such ; constitutional foundation itself.
However, since this is a framework within which the problem of the
constitutional foundation for interpretive sociology can be raised,

the framework does itself exercise ga foundational function for such

a constitutional foundation. This- is because the framework intro-



Q

is concerned with the presentation of a transcendental-phenome-

makes it possible to further clarify the purpose of .this thesis. J

“ 1
- ~ [
. ] < _ : )
duces some of the most central transcendental-phenomenological.
. . 0 . - : : F) X T o

presuppositions that such a constitutional foundation presumes.

Furthermore, this framework, does Eontribute to the establishment
s . * . . . .

of a constitutional phenonenological foundation for interpretive

sociology by- showing how the question o"e-foundation for inter-

28
/)
v

pretive sociology can be raised within it.

At this point it might be best to summarize the levels of

concern implied ebove.,\Firstly, one can distingulsh the level that

nologieal framework.' It is within this framework that the gendral

question of the constitutional phenomenological foundation for any

[y

) science can be .addressed. Secondly, one can distinguish the

transcendental—phenomenological’constitutlonal fodndation for
intet;retive sociology that could’be developed withig the above
framework. This levelntgen refers to the actual‘constitutional
foundation‘for interpretipe sociology. Thirdl&, obne can distinguish
the empirical .science of interpretive sociology that gets its

foundation through the development of the second level of concern.

This separation of the three interdependent levels of concern

fad
», o ) -

This thesis has as its goal the'preéentetiqp of the framework within
which the general question ogﬂthe;constitutional phenomenological .
foundation for any science can be addressed. This places my'central
goal squarel§ on. the first level of concérm. However, theitelos:'

that gives sense and purpose to the description.of this framework

lies in levels two and three. 1In other'words, this framework is™

.



described.in order to facilitaterthe eventual.establishment of a
phenomenologigal foundation (leveﬁtho) for emoirical intérpretive'
sociology (level tnree). ‘

| While ‘the central concern -of this thesis is with the presen-

tation of a framework (level one), this framework pé&mits me to

raise the questions the answers to which would ultimately be
provided in level two. Consequently, since the stru@ture of the
.question of a phenomenological foundation for 1nterpretrve socioloéy
is also to be introduced (due to its "location" in the framework),

this thesis, to this extent, also moves into level two.

In the context of making the question of a constitutional

phenomenological foundation for nterpretive sociology intelligible,

some illustrative excursions aye also made into the LSUbstance" of
L}

such a foundation. the validity of this thesis is not

ity of these preliminary excursions
into the actual conceptual sub tance of the phenomenological

foundation for interpretive socio

The preliminary excursions
.- - f

By

S

into the substantive conceptualizatiom of such a foundation must be

viewed only as "signposts" or heuristic devices that show the direc~

tion that such concrete'substantive ana’®sis can take. They are

introduced primarily to help make intelligible the question of a’

constitutional phenomenological foundation for interpretive sociology.
In retrospect; one could say that Tﬁvjpurpose of this thesis

is to present a transcendental—phenomenological foundation - the

framework - that makes the eventual establishment of a constitutional

foundation for interpretive sociology a possibility. Consequently,”
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we have hére a foundational framework for a‘foundation to be
aeygloped in a future work.
2. PROCEDURE ;

" The presentation of the framework, which 1s to be the central
part of this thesis, will be based exclusively on the writings of
Edmund- Husserl (1859 - 1938). Consequently, only‘original sogg;es
will be used when it is a question of defining the concebts central
to this fﬁaﬁework. However, outside of this area seconqary sources

will occasionally be referréd to. fhis'will be the dase, for

L]

example, when a comment hade-by one of his students is useful for
Vthe illumination of the~problem at hand.. In addition, sécondary_“
sources will be used when it seems appropriate to refer to one of
Husserl's unpublished manuscripts or to one of his untranslated

works.
(_,' - ’

While every attempt will be made to define clearly and explicitly.'
the concepts that make up this framework through direct refetence to
Huss€£1;s works, this procédure is not as easy to(aﬂhefe to as .one
mighe-expect. Angrding to R. Sokolowski, ; | '

when he introduces a concept, Husserl rarely gives
an explicit and precise definition. The meaning

he attributes to it isg often detgrq}ned more by the
use he makes of a term.than by what’ he expressly /‘
says about it, and therefore the context into which
it is introduced, . the manner in which it is treated,
and the problems it isg supposed to solve, all must
be considered if we are to recover the meaning of
his terms (1970:41), '

Husserl justifies this shortcoming by insisting that "exact definitions

.

do not lie at the-threshold of anélysis of the kind we are here making,

but are a Jater resﬁlt'involving great labour” (1969a:115). He argues

3 . | P
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"that it "is misleading‘and radically perverse to apply the formal {3

and, external sténdafdé of a logic of terminology to scientific
ﬁork in the first stages of progressiveleffort, and in their fifst
beginnings to ex;ct frém tﬂem terminologies of the kind first used
to render stable.the éoncludiné results of great scientific
developments" (ibid.:245). Neverthéless, at the risk of being
ﬁradically perverse", everyuéffort will be made to define as
exﬁlicitly as possible each single concept introduced.

Fuifhermore, witﬁin the framework itself concepts will not
be used in the discussioq untilAthéy have been explicitly introduced
in the course of the presentation of the framework. ;Unavoidébly,
this standard must be relaxed in the introductory chapte}s'preéeeding
the presentation of the frameﬁork.

Also, in the construction of this framework another procedure '
will involve thg inclusion of only those elements of Hussérl's
transcendental phenomenqlog& that seem to be necessary in order to
show how thé question of thé phenomenological foundation for inter-
pretive socialogy can:-be raised. This, therefore, will;serve as a
principle for the selection and rejection of aspects ovausserl's
phenoﬁenology for this framework. Cénsequéﬁtly, only those agpects
have beeh chosen that seem to contribute to the construction of a
simple ph;ﬂogenoloéical framework within which foundational questions
can be raisgd. |

Because.of this principle of selection no attempt will be made ' //’P
to summarize the whole of Husserl's Qork, In fact, the size and

S ¥

complexity of Husserl's work makes an exhaustive summary almost
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\inconéeivable. For example, the Husserl-Archives ac‘Loﬁvain,
Belgiuﬁ; contéin not only the mahuscripts of his pubiished woris

but also "the unpublished manuscripts left untouched after Husserl's
déath and now being transcribed; they comprise approximately forty
thousand pages of shorthand set down by Husserl.... By 19§2 nine
volumes [including both published and unpublished works], totalling

some ;our thqusand pages, had been published in the Husserliana
"series" (J;J. Kockeimans, 1967:20—21). Consequently, the sheer size

of Husserl's scholarly work indeed makes any attempt at a summary

- down right foolﬁardy.

A further restriction ié introduced by the unavo;davle decision,
to restrict myself only to those works ;ransl;ted into English,
Furthermore, of those works several will be de-emphasized because
of their more specialized formal, logical slant. These include
Husserl's Philosophy éf Arithmetic, his Formal and Tran;cendental
Logic, and his Experi?nce and Judgment. In addition, the first two
listed works are ‘also de—empha;ized because of their pre;transcendengal
orientation. Neve;theless, occasional reference will be made to
- these less relevant works.

The principle of selectién, that has been adopted here, requires
that qnlf those aspects of Husserl's phenomenology be selectgd that
seem to be necessary in order to show how the question of the phenome-
nblogical féundation for interpretive sociology can be raised. However,
this does not, in my opinion, subvert or distort the essential structure

of Husserl's transcendental phenomenology. This is because the prob-

lem of providing a foundation for the sciences is, I believe, the



central telos towards which Husserl's transcendental phenomenology
tends. This contention is supported by R.A. Mall, for example,
who refers to the concept of a "foundation [as] the guiding unitary
thread of [Husserl' s] whole thought'" (1973 9). Consequently, both
this framework and Husserl's transcendental phenomenology derive
their sense from the same goal. Therefore, my'interest-in founda-
tions, as a goal and as a principle for selectich, seems to be shared
by Husserl, and since, therefore, hoth this framework and Husserl's
transcendental phenomenology gain their guiding sense from the same
teios,'the framework to be presented here does not distort the sense
of transcendental phenomenology (preSQming, of course), that the task
here proposed is properly carried out). However, this, of course,
does not preclnde the possibility that otherlconcepts essential to
such a framework could subsequently be intluded.2

Another procedural decision involves placing any extensive
criticism and redevelopment of Husserl's phenomenology beyond the
scope of this thesis.( Consequently,‘the presentation of the framework
will be based “on what could be called a sympathetic interpretation
of Husserl's work. Fnrthermore, since thia framework and its appli-
cation has not previously been presented in this manner, a critical
commentary seems somewhat premature.

Once the framework has been presented my procedure next will be
to raise the question of a phenomenological foundation for interpretive
sociology. This will be done b( placing some of Weber's concepts

"within" the more general framework presented, by re-interpreting

them and then by posing the appropriate phenomenological foundational



~questions in this éontéxt.'

3. ORGANIZATION |
"Horiéontally", this gﬁesis w;ll Be organized into three pérts

consisting of some "i;trdductéry remarks", "the-fréﬁework” that is:

the central”achievgment of this thesis, and some "final ;emafks".
The "introductory remarks'" will consist éf: the present

introduction, a chapter that,r%}atéé ﬁusserl's phenomenology Fb

_ some of the central aspeéts of his philosophical heritage, and a

chapter that is designatéd to introduce to the reader the "idea of

a foundatdon". A brief introduction to the idea of a foundation

o

seems“neéessary since this is the telos that both this framework and
Husserl's tfanscendeﬁtal~phenomenology=ten&s towards. - Consequently,

since this telos lends sense to the framework to be presented in the

next part, and, therefore lends sense to the thesis as a whole, some

preliminéry idea of thé-nature of a phenomenological foundation seems

<

y i
indispensable,_ Of course, as the thesis unfdlds this preliminary idea

of a foundation will bé reinforced and developed.

&

Having presented the "introductory remarksﬁ, the‘reader will be
better equipped to uﬁderstand the ﬁframeworkﬁ ﬁhat is to be presented
in thi secqnd part and for which the remarks of the firsg paft serve
as an infroduction;‘ ‘\

Also,-"horizontally", this frémepork (the "second part") wiil be
organized formally by means of thfee interrelgted "tt"ansformations".3
Each of these three transfp;mations presuppbses the‘fraﬁsformatioq
thét precedeé it. Cohsequenﬁly, the £esuitiﬁg structure of relatéa

transformations gives complete formal uhity to the framework to be

'
Vs
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‘presented in this part. Figure one in conjunction with\the subsequent

discussion should give some idea_of what is here,meant by the idea of
a transformation. . ‘A e

" As figure one shows, a transformation consists of nothifg more

~

b ‘. : .
than an operator-operand-transform sequente. The operator 1s said

o . - .

to operate upon the operand. ‘This two part sequence is called an
operation. This operation then yields a transform Figure one shows
N .

three transformations These three transformations are 1dentical
except for the order of their appearance This order is. such that the
third transformation presupposes the second and first and, of course,
the second transformation presupposes the first. | '
In addition, for the reader's guidance, ‘I have matched chapters

with transformations, as shewn.

Now, in figure two, . the phenomenological concepts are mapped onto

~ or matched with .the strictly formal aspects outlined in figure one.

¢

More precisely, figure two presents the two strata together in the

form of the framework that is the central achieve&ent of uhis thesis‘

Briefly, chapter three describes how-it is possible to shift from

L ~ 1

the "natlral standpoint" to the transcendentaILphenomenological stand- -

point. This shift is made possible throuéh‘the operation of the epoché >

Chapter four describes 'the” essential or eidetic structure of this new
standpoint ~This description is made possible through the operation
of the eidetic reduction. Chapter five shows ‘the kind of work that

can be carried out within this eidetic structure. This work is made

possible through the operation of constitutional analysis. of course,

[y

_this constitutional analytic operation itself presupposes and is made
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FIGURE ONE: THE FORMAL STRUCTURE OF THE FRAMEWORK
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FIGURE TWO: THE FORMAL STRUCTURE AND ITS PHENOMENOLOGICAL
& CONCEPTUALIZATION THE FRAMEWORK

the natural standpoint

‘negative result: the general
thesis of the natural stand-
point is bracketed

positive result: ‘the transcend-
ental phenomenqlogical standpoint
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©

the transcendental® ‘henomen-
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‘any épecific_édnstitutional

process

" the eidetic structure of any

specific constitutional prbcess



possible by the previous two transformatiohs: Consequently, they
.are still in operation when the work of the final transformarion
is carried out. T ' ,

Before the "vertical" organization of this framework is discussed

a final cautionary note regardiﬁgbthis framework seems in order.

.Since "Husserl's'general style of work ... is not a logical construc- |

tion of thought but rather reports about deseriptive investigations
on the nature or esggnce of certain objects or facts'" (R. Ingarden
1975 8), one of my biggest problems involved the orderly presentarion
of the material. I

®

concept without presupp

words, it seemed difficult to present each
- !

ing other concepts that were scheduled to
appear later. Conseqﬁeetiy, the pessibility of re-presenting this
framework in an.alternative order or format is left as an open and
reasonable possibility; | |

As figere two has shown; thie framework is also organized
”vertiCaliy" into two dietieguishabie strata: the formal transforma-
tional structure and the phenomenological conceptuallzation of that .
structire. ‘Together these two strata, that make ﬁp the framework,
point beyond this framewqu to a third stratum that presupposes this
framework. More specificelly, eince this bi-stratum framework is a
framework within which specific cpneritetional fouhdationei questions
.can be raised, thisuframework immediately points beyond itself to a
. third stratum. This ;hird Stratum is made upnof the actual regional
constitutiona; phenomendlogieal foupdations. It is =t this third‘
' stratum rhat the problem of the foundation for interpretive spcielogy

can-in principle be solved. So a.éomplete phenomenological foundation

13
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for empirical interpretive sociology would uitimately have these

three strata. In other words, the constitutional phenomenological

3

‘foundation for 1nterpretive sociology (stratum three), necessarily

presupposes strata one and two. Consequently, the framework here
presented ‘is itself foundational for the foundation hcrc proposed
(although not described) for empirical interprctive sociology, the
fourth stratum.‘ : ‘

So, if we look at the overall ”vertical" form that prov1des
a structure ‘for this thesis (not the "horizontal” three part, chapter
by chapter, transformational organization) four‘strata present them—
selves. fhe first stratum is simply the purely formai idea of a
transformation. The second is the phenomenological ‘conceptualization
of this formal idea of .a transformation. .This, of couroeu defines’
the framework. The third Stratum consists of the;actual coustitutioual
pheuomenolpgical foundations for different regions of reality. This
stratum is-briefly exemplified on the Baaistof Husserl's analyses. )
Also, at this stratum the question of the Phenomenological fouhdatioﬂ
for interpretibe soclology is raised (although not answered). Einally,
the fourth stratum is the eupirical science of'interpretive sociologx
that -could be developed on.the basis of the three strata foundation

¢

outlined above. The characterization of this Stratum, is, of course€,

well beyond the scope of this thesis.

Each of these Strata presupposes the ones preceding it. Conse-

A :
quently, each stratum provides a foundational function for those that
follow it. So it can be seen how fundamental and important the idea

of a transformation is for the organization of, these endeavours. The

<




three transformation structure grdefs; limits and unifies the whole

;

problem of a foundation for the empirical science of interpretive

4

sociology. ) o - oo

e

As mentioned at the beginning of this .discussion concerniﬁg the

organization of this thesis, the'preseﬁtatioﬁ”will be organiged

[}

horizontally into three parts: the iﬁtrqduttory remarks, the framework

and some final remarks. The first two parts have already been'intro;i

-

"duced. The final remarks will include a section entitled: On the

Possibility of Further Constitutional Research The .Constitutional
Analyszs of the Interpretlve Understandlng of Soclal Action Could
Yield a Phenomenological Foundation for Interpretlve Soc1ology

4.
Thé aim of this section is simﬁly to raise the questlon of a

phenomenological foundation for interpretive sociology and to show

.how it fits into and preSupposes the framework presented in chapters

three to five. The question of a phenomenological founda&ion will

turn out to be a constitut%enal question. Consequently, the question

of a phenomenological foundation for interpretive sociology can be
addressed withiﬁ the "third transformation” entitled The Establishment
of the Eidetic Strﬁcture of Any Specific Constitutional é£EQESs. While
thié'foundational.question can be raised within the third transformation
of the two strata framework, the result: the consfitutional fouﬁdation
itself, wi}l occupy the third stratum. o , | .”

Also, the final remarks part will include a sectlon that summarizes

the central argument of this thesis. ' o



FOOTNOTES

L

ey 1. ' Since Alfred Schutz declared his intention "to give to
interpretive sociology [a] philosophical foundation" (1967:43)
sociologists have expressed an interest in this problem from a
phenomenﬁlogical perspective, While Schutz's attempt is generally = _#
accepted as a contribution towards the establishment of a phenome-

.nological foundation ‘for interpretive soeiology, it has become ‘.
‘evident to me that his theoretical achievements presuppose a more
fundamental frameworly. It is the purpose of this thesis to contribute

to the establishment of such a foundatiom by describing this "more
fundamental framework', ' ’

While it is beyond the scope of this thesis to organize
and systematically criticize Schutz's theoretical achievements in
the light of this framework, it is my hope that the specification
of this framework will ultimately contribute to the systematization

. of any future attémpts that hecessarily must take Schutz's efforts
into -account. Although, a systematic criticism and reconstruction
of Schutz's work is beyond the scope of this thesis, some brief
criticisms of his work will be noted in order to provide the.reader
with some understanding of how the position taken in this thesis®
differs from the direction taken by Schutz. ' )

temporality,
While.
ioned in Husserl's trarscendental
constitutional writings, it #s nX\t sufficiently discussed to permit
",its systematic inclusion in is ¢ {s. It is of course discussed
by Husserl in a pre-transcendental work éntitled The Phenomenology
of Internal Time Consciousness. Since this concept is primarily
develqpeé in a pre-transcendental context, the problem of thoroughly
developing the concept of temporality’ in a transcendental context and
integrating it with the transcendental constitutional process remains.
As R. Sokolowski states "... the concepts in the lectures on time
- have to be combined with thdse of the Ideas" (1970:163). This
“ultimately results in viewing the problem of constitution in a more
"genetic" or temporal fashion. This concept of ''genetic constitution"
'is introduced briefly 1id section two of Husserl's Formal and v
Transcendental Logic and in his Cartesian Meditations. 1In his Cartesian
Meditations he no longer feels that the subjective noeticigyletic
distinction can be upheld when temporality is introduced. - Instead
he uses the concept of a "cogito" to encompass both' hyletic and
noetic spheres. However, before the concept of temporality can be
thoroughly integrated into the theory of constitution much theoretical
work ‘remains. ' : ‘

2. One such concept referes to the phenomenon
and the role that it plays in the constitutional proce
temporality is sporadically m

16
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3. ' The idea of a "transfbrmation" is taken from R. Jung's
"Systems of Orientation”.

°

4. - The decision to present this framework in two distinct
strdta draws its inspiration from R. Jung's view of the nature of
theory £1965). Simply put, Doctor Jung arguiéggyat any theory must

- have two levels: a formal level and a concep®M level. Doctor Jung's

theory of theory is itself organized formally and conceptually. The
formal level consists of-set-theoretical formulations and the con-
ceptual -consists of- phenomenological conceptions.’ 4



‘.CHAPTER ONEA E. HUSSERL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE PHILOSOPHIES OF
DESCARTES KANT, AND HUME AND THEIR RELATION TO HIS PHENOMENOLOGY

i~

As the title to this chapter indicates, my intention is to try
to present aspects of Husserl s own interpretation of the philosophies
oé Descartes, Kant and Hume. Similarly, it is Husserl's interpfe:
tation of the relation of their philosophies to.his own that 1is here‘
introduced. Consequently, no atrempt is made to present the philoso-
phies of Descartes, Kant and Hume according to what might be called
a "more objective" or orthodox interpretation.
Thie approach is justified by the purposé'of this chapcer which
is to make Husserl's phenomenology more intelligible by relating it
to the intellectual context from which il.takes its lead. So we must
look at this context the way rhaf Husserl lboks at it - at least so
far as this is possible - in order to see how his own, philosophy
grows out of it. This perspective would be in danger of being ohscured
if motre otthodox interpretations were to be used to help make intelli-
gible Husserl's pheﬁomenology. By 1ooking at it fromlhiSWPerspective
~we can better understand his own philoeophical reaction to it, the
reaction that took the form of the attempt to develop a philosophy

called "transcendental—phenomenology

1. E. HUSSERL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF R. DESCARTES
Vi AND ITS RELATION TO HIS$ PHENOMENOLOGY

Any comparison of the philosophies of Descartes and Husserl must
discuss at least the following issues: firstly, Husserl's acceptance
of the Cartesian idea of establishing a "rigorous science of philosophy",

secondly, the Carresian "method of doubt" and its relation to Husserl's

epoch‘", thirdly, the acceptance of Descartes "transcendental motif",
s t . @ - -

2 L
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andwfinally, Husserl's cfi&icism that Descartes 'psychologizes" the ’
" ego cogito. | - ' -
Husserl takes as the underlyiné "idea guiding [his] medita-
tions ... the Cartesian idea of a science, ultimately an all—embf;éing
science" (E. Husserl, 1973a:7). He accepts.the idea of an all—'
embracing science of philosophy, "a science grounded on an absolute
ha

‘foundation" (ibid.:1) that will provide "a complete reforming of

philosophy" (ibid.). ’;

According to Deécartes, philosophical kno;ledge must be abso-
lutely grounded knowledge in the sense that "it must stand upon a
foundation of apodictic knowledge whose self—e%idence excludes éll
possible doubt" (E. . Husserl, 1970a:75,1973a:14). In additionm, every
Lstep of mediate knowledge must be-able to attain the same sort of
self-evidence™ (E. Husserl, i973a:14). In oéher words, this grounding
must consist of ‘philosophical propositions that are ”ab591utely
certain'" (ibid.) or "absolutely'indubitéble" (ibid.:15). These
apodictic probosi;ions must have "apodictic sélf—evidence" in the
sense that this evidence "discloses'itself; to a criticai'reflection,
as having the signal peculiarity of being at the same time Fhe absolute
"unimaginabl;ﬁess (inconceivability) of [its] non-being, and thus f@s

exc;uding in advance every doubt' as objectless, Apey" (ibid.).

However, it should be recogﬁizéd~tha; while it is "true that the

attainment of such an 'absolute standpoint"f ea of non-relative,
transcendental truth 4s essential to Husserl's philosophy .. it plays
the role d} an unfulfilled telos, a project which gives.philosophy

its sense" (D. Carr, 19%4:277).

19
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Now, the specific‘kind of "apodictic groundiné"\offered by both
Husserl and Descartes is "an attempt at an absolutely subgectivistic
\grounding of philosophy through the apodictic eéo" (ibid. :199).

That is; "starting from absolute cognitive subjecticity", the project
is "to_uﬁdertake an abéolute grounding of the sciences..., or (this
being thé‘samé for Descartes) an absolute grounding of philosophy"
(Husserl, 1969b:7). ' °

| For Descartes the method for establishing such philosophical
knowledge' and avoiding prejudice was his "method of doug;". Descartes'
method was ''to reject as absolutely false all opinions in regard to
which [he] éould suppose the least gr;und for doubt, in order to
ascertain whether after that there remained aug?t in belief that was
wholly indubitablé" (R. Descartes, 1960:27). Cdnsequent;y, Descartes'

method provides the criterion for accepting presuppositions. Whatever

was Indubitable wasito be accepted as apodictic knowledge. For Husserl,

on the other hand, the method for approaching the establishment of
such knowledge is not the method of doubt but instead consists of a

"bracketing" procedure that he calls the "epoch&" or the "transcend-

ental-phenomenological reduction”. This epoché is a method or operation
that "disconnects" the '"naive" acceptance of the presupposition that
a "spatio—temporal fact-world exists". It is an "inhibiting or putting

out of play of all positions taken toward the already given obJective

world and, in the ‘first place, all existential positions (thosé concern-~

ing being, illusions, possible being, being likely, probable, etc.,..."

(E. Husserl, 1973a 20). Husserl' skmethod does.not provide the

criteripn_for %ccepting a proposition but instead functions to place

L.
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him at alstandpoint‘where such propositions can bécome evident,

‘Husserl claims that his epoch& is "extracted" (E. Husserl,
1969a:109) from the Cartesian method of doubt and he criticizes
Descartes for failing to see that such an extraction is pnssible
(E.'Husserl, 1970a:79). However, Husserl is not interested in
beginning with the methon gf doubt, he is solely interested in
extracting the moment of hracketing thatbis involved in the process
of doubting. ’ | )

Through the Cartesian method of doubt thre ''meditator keeps only
himself, gqua pure ego of his cogitationes, as having an absolutely
indubitable existence, as”something that'cannot be done away with,
something that ;ould exist even though this world were non;existent”
(E. Husserl, 1973a:3). Husserl, consequently, tred&ts Descartes with
seeing ”that ego sum Or sum co&itans must be prnnounced apodictic"
(ibid.:22). As a result, "we get a first apodictically existing
basis to stand on" (ibid.), the beginning of a subjectivistic founda-
tion for science.

Conssquently, Husserl'credits Descartes for having discovered
transcsndentalAphilqsophy withk 1ts emphasis on the cogito. ' He views
bescartes as "the ptimal foundsr'of the transcendental motif... as a

.radical reflection... on the lifeeof consciousné€ss" [i.e., the‘cogitn]

(E. Husserl,. 1970a;73). Elsewhere he further states‘that "trans-

cendsntal philosophy'appears.in its primal form, as a seed, in the -
first Cartesian Medltatlons as an attempt at an absolutely subject-

ivistic grounding of philosophy through the apodictic ego" (ibid. :199),

although he feels th;t here it is "unclear and ambiguous" (ibid.),

[N
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Consequently, he feels that his transcendental'phenomenoloéy is

"the fulfillment of the tradition of transcendental philosophy
presaged by Descartes" (ibid 97) Therefore "one might almost
call transcendental phenomenology a neo—Cartesianism even though
it is obliged... to reject nearly all the well known doctrinal content
of the Cartesian philosophy (E. Husserl l9*3a :1). ‘

Not only. is Descartes transcendental philosophy "unclear ano

ambiguous',~ Husserl goes on to criticize the Cartesian transcendental

ego - the "centre" of that philosophy - as 'psychologistic™. 1In
, og

other words, the Cartesian ego-is a "substantial" ego. "When [Descartes]

o

says 'l am', 'God is', 'the world is', he does not distinguish in each

case the originai meaning of the word "to be'. For him, to be is always

rS

to be a substance" (G. Berger, 1972:109). Descartes "misses the proper

22

transcendental sense of the ego he has discovered" (E. Husserl. 1969b:228)

'since '"for Descartes, an absolute evidence makes sure of the ego, as
a first, indubitably existing, bit of the world (ibid.:227). Husserl,
on the contrary says that the "ego is not a‘residuum of the world"
(E. Husserl, 1970a:79). . , |
Since the eéo is not a.residuum or’%%ag—end" of the world "infer-
_ences according to the principle of causality, ofvthe sort used by
De3cartes, are ruled out" (E Husserl, 1973a:24). On the contrary,
the ‘ego, according to Husserl, has an "intentional relation" to the
world not a causal one. In other words,.the Cartesian ego cogito,
‘which includes every case of "I perceive %I remember, I fancy, I judge,

feel desire will, and all experiences of the ego that in any way

resemble the foregoing..r" (E. Husserl, 1969a:115), in all cases



ﬁintends", refers to, or is directed towards a cogitatum;. That is,
every cogito or act of consciousness is a consciouysness of something;
and this consciousness of something is the intentionaﬁ%)relation.~
So when the ego remembers it remembers something,'when it judges,
it judges something etc., and this something is of the world, so
the ego cogito ,has an intentional relation td the world. |
While Husserl criticizes Descartes for the ' psychologization

of the transcend;ntal ego he is willing to concede that #g Descartes'
work there lies an unrecognized and'undeveloped‘COncept of the
intentionality of consciousness (E. Husserl lQ70a 82 83). However,
.Husserl argues that Descartes did not appreciate its 51gnificance.

| As the above discussion has shown, Husserl takes as his underlying
goal or ideal the Cartesian idea of an absolute apodictic grounding
of science by means of a rigorous science of philosophy.t Descartes.
tries to achieve this through the method of systemfic doubt. Simi-
larly, Husserl "extracts" from this nethbd the "moment" of an epochgé
which is to serve as the nEthod‘for the attainment of .a standpoint
where certain knowledge can become evident. Here he credits Descartes
with having discovered the cogito as.having a certain existence which
ktherefore can serve as an apodictic'ground for science and philosophy.
Consequently, Husserl credits Descartes for having discovered transcend-
" ental philosophy with its emphasis on the cogito However, Husserl‘
is critical of Descartes in that he feels that Descartes did‘not have

-

% . .
a "clear and distinct" understanding of the transcendental motif,

s _ o
' This is so because Descartes "psychologizes" or "substantializ&s" ‘the .

- ego.  Consequently, Descartes is unable t0‘see the "intentional relation"

23
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this ego has to‘the‘world since he views‘this as avcausal'relation
and Husserl again is critical,of Descartes for this shortcoming.

In spite of this he - acknowledges that the concept of intentionality
is implicit in Descartes' writings even though Descartes did not see

+«

it.
9

2. E. HUSSERL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF I. KANT AND, ITS
: RELATION TO HIS PHENOMENOLOGY

'In order to attain an'understanding of the rélationship between
Husserl's'and Kant's'philosophies_it is.necéssary to discuss at . L
least three areas: one; the similarity in philosophical orientation,
two; the:apparent terminoiogiéil similarity, and three, Husserl's
criticism of Kant's phiiosophy;_ " Lo | |

Both Husserl and Kant take a specificaIly transcendental approach
to philosophy. While a contrast seems at first apparent between
.Kant s and Husserl's transcendental orientation, a closer examination
reveals a simi{arityc» While both emphasize a'transcendental motif,
.in the Sense of an orientation towardsAthe_conditions of knowing:
an'apparent.contrast'presents itself, Whereas Kant emphasizes the
"principles”, or "pure concepts” or "rules" by which these 'conditions
or."categories" operate Husserl emphasizes "acts of consciousness"
or "subJective acts“ (E Husserl, 1969a 115) that are the conditions |
of knowing However, as David Carr points out, this is-only a
"difference of emphasis"” (1974 32) "Kant s rules after all are
‘rules for doing something - judging or synthesizing - and Kant does
not fail to use the term consciousness ‘for the agent of synthesis".
.Furthermore ‘Husserl useg the term "principles" (1969b 16) and "rules

i~

(1969a:413) in conjunction with the "constitutional function of L



transcendental consciousness (which is a synthesizing process)

Conseguently, the basic turn towards the subJective categories of

knowing is common to both HusSerl and Kant. | -
Alternativel§ expressed, Husserl accepts Kant's "Copernican.

turn” in philbsophy. _This "turn" or shift claims that "hitherto

¢

‘it has been assumed that all our knowledge must conform to obJects"'

(I Kant, 1929:22). Instead, "we must.,. make trial whether’we'may

.

_not have more success... if we suppose that'obJects must conform to
our knowledge" (ibid. ), when knowledge is in the form of "laws
[dictated] & priori to appearances and therefore to nature‘ the sum

.of all appearances”ﬁ(ibid.:172). Again elsewhere in the Critique
- of Pure Reason Kant speaks of "transcendental knowledge" as occupied

t -

not so much with obJects as with the mode of our knowledge of objects,

-

insofar as this mode -of knowlege'is to be possible Erpriori"‘(ibid::59).

However, Husserl.feels that Kant did not have "aﬂclear and genuine
sense of the transcendental turn to be carried out and of its method
:of work" (1970: 199) What this means is that, according to Husserl,
Kant did not haveva "clear and genuine sense" of the "transcendental
. reduction” (ibid.).

Thefrelationship between the philosbphies of Husserl and Kant

LS

can be further amplified through a comparison of some of the terms

that both share within this similarity of basdc orientation.: Due |
to‘the fact that many of the terms that Husserl uses are ones that'
were also used by Kant, an apparent’ similarity of concepts seems to

exist between Husserl and Kant However, a closer examination reveals

that the same terms are used for strikingly different meanings. In

25 .



fact, Husserl in*auletter to A.,Metzger goes so far as to say that
Kant influenced him hardly at all (M. Farber, 1943:17). This is
partly due to the fact that Husserl felt that "the undoubtedly'great
'discoveries in [Kant's] theories are there only in concealment, that
is, they are not there as finished gesults” (E,,Husserlg 1970:103).
He consequently views Kant's philosophizing a: rather "constructed"
'(ibid 199) and "unintelligible" and consequently not . useful for the
purposes of develbping a phenomenological philosophy So in spite of
'an apparent similarity of'concepts Husserl has little sympathy for
Kantian‘transcendental philosophyr
" If one enamines some of these "apparently similar" concepts a

sense of the difference between Kant s philosophy and Husserl's
philosophy emerges. For example an examination of the terms
"transcendental" and "transcendent" as used by Husserl and Kant is
instructive in this context. Although the term "transcendental" is
used basically in the same way in both philosophies, in the sense of
the conditions of knowledge the way in.which it is‘defined in relation
to other terms reveals a different context within which the concept
must be understood For Kant, the word "transcendental" ""does not
.signify something passing beyond all experience but something that

- indeed precedes it a priori, but that is intended:simply to make
"knowledge.of experfence possible; - 1f these conceptions overstep
experience, their employment {is termed transcendent..." (I. Kant,
1950:123) In other words the term "transcendent" for Kant means

going "beyond the limits of experience" (ibid. :76) whereas the term

transcendental" means "lying at the basis of experience" (ibid XVIII)

26
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Kant's transcéndental "categories" transcend experience only in the

.e . v
. \A

sense that the categories constitute, and thus arevlogically prior

to, experience.. So, for Kant there is noA"cognitive relationsﬁié"

(D: Carr, 1974;5) beé;een the transcendental énd the transcendent.
There is, however, a reiationship between the trahscendental and
experience in the sense that tbe transcendental makes experienc%
possible. Now,.¥f we compare Husserl wé find that there is specifi-
cally a éognitive relatiohship between the ‘transcendental and thé |
transcendeﬁt. iin fact, tHis points ﬁo‘the‘centalﬁcharacteristic of
. transcendental consciOusne;é which is:precisely the cognitive relation
béé;;;;\zgz—zranscendental and the transcendent. ' That “is to say,
transcendental consciousness is charac:eriéed by the property "inten-
;ipnality" which specifically points to a cognitive relation between
transcendghtalAgonsciousness and\the trénsceﬁdent. I; points to thé
féct:that transcendental consciousness is always a '"consciousness of.
something" kE.uHusserl, 1973a:33), that is, it is always a éonspiousneés
of something that- transcends cénsciousness, thus revéaling the "cogni-
tive rglation:ﬁip" between the :raﬁscendental and the transcendent

in Huséerl's philoéophy¢ So for Husserl the wond’"transcendent" refersv
bto whatever is not'"éévbe found in my conscious life".(ibid.;26). Or,
. more positively, "this tranS;endence is part of the'intrinsic sense

of anythinngorldly" (ibid.). That is to say, the transcendent.does.
not refEY\to_gcts of consci;usﬁess but to thosg things towards which

<

those acts point. So for Husserl the transcendental and the transcendent
are "cognitively related" through the concept of "intentionality",

wheréas no such relationship exists between the transcendental and

N .
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:the transcendent in Kant's philosophy. Here consequéntly; an
identical voéabulary conceals a significant contrast of sense between
the usagés'of the two philosophiés.

Similarly, the term "a priori" comceals a "significant contfast
of sense'".- According to Kant, "we shall understand by a priori
knowledge, not knowledge independent of this or thg};experience, but
knowledge absolute1¥ independént of all experienceh (1929:43). "The
a priori which is thus logically prior to experience, and which
constitutes its possibility coﬁsequently becomes ihaccessible:to-
.experienCe" (G. Berger, 1972:96). Whereas for Husserl,‘on the other
hand, the a priori is acceSsibie éo‘expérieﬁce (ibid.). 'This is so |
because Husserl's "essences' are acceggible to expérience (ibid.).
and essences are idéh;ifiéd with the a priori, ;s the féllowing
quotation from Husserl's Formal and Transéendentai_Logic indicétés:

«.. the concept eidos [éssence] is... given a'ﬂ -
maximally broad sense.... [This] sense ‘defines
the»only concept belongiqg to the multisignificant p
‘expression, a priori, that I recognize philosophically.
That concept alone is meant wherever the locution
a priori occurs in my writings (248).
However, Husserl doeé préserve the Kantian characteristic. of "certainty"_
in his definitjon of the term a priofi.2

As Robert S;kolowski argues in his The Formation of Husserl's
Concept of Constitution (1970:216), the difference betwgen the two
usages ‘of the term "a priori" is further demonstrated in the discuésions
of the '"process of conétitution". In Kant's constitutional proéeséz
_ the "a priori categories" exist prior to angpnter in a frigid and

predetermined" manner and are imposed upon "sensation" thereby

"constituting" the object, and this entire process occurs within

)
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subjectiiity. In contrast, Husserl’s "3 priori" categories or
essences are not presdhed to exist beforehand in the Kantian fashion,
but on the other hand arise only in and tﬁrough sensational encounter
and are consequently, in a sense, the "teSuit” of the process of

»

constitution. Also, since these sensational encounters can vary

the "result" (the 3 priori, e%fegce) can ,also vary, thus making

1

~

Husserl's a priori categorie;yless ”rigid%and predetermined",
‘Fdrthermore, these categories or essences are not "in subjectivity",
in the Kantian. fashion, but instead it is subjectivity itself, through

-

"acts of consciousness" that constitutes the'objective/j priori’

* .

categories:
Finally, some discussion must be devoted to a comparison of a

group of terms that appear to yield themselves to possible confusion.

This group includes the terms: "phenomena%, l"thing—in—itself (noumena)",

and "thing—itself".x Husserl's usage of the.slogan ""to the things

themselves", frequently found thrOughout his writings (e. g - 1970a: 199),
J/

must not be confused with the Kantian "thing—in-itself" (nOumena) but

instead refers to the "phenomenological™ orientation of Husserl's
N ’ : N o

” 1

philosophy..

s -

Husserl’s phenomenoclogical orientation is captured in his charat-
terization of what he calls "the pfintiple of all principles",' This

‘doctrine asserts that "no theory we can conceive can mislead us in

-
-

regard to the principle of all principles: that every primordial'dator

%o

Intultlon is a source of authorltg (Rechtsquelle) for knowledge, that

whatever presents 1tself in "lntultlon" in pr1mord1a1 form (as it were

in its bodily reality), is simply to be accepted as it gives 1tself

.

s
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out-. to be, though only within the limits in which it thén presents :

L1 : .
itself” (E. Husserl, 1969a:92). "Whatever presents itself in intuition

in primordial form" is the world of phenomena.

o
1

.There is a éiﬁilarity of usg:in the term "phenomena" for both
Husgerl and‘Kant, and Husée;l even admits that Kant's "Critigue of
Pgre Reason... moves strictly on phenomenological ground" (ibid.:183).
However, Kant's usage of the te;m "phenomena" refers éo "the things
of sénse, or appearances" (I. Kant, 1950:61), i.e., appearances -that
reflect‘an underlying reality (noumena). In Kant's words, since the
"

o v .
i ++. world of sense contains merely appearances, which are not thipgs

[y

in themsélyes,..-the understanding, because it recognizes that the

- -

objects o; experience are mere appearances, must assume that there
are things in themsglveé, namely, noumena' (ibid.:109).  While Husserl
'does.accept‘"appearances” or mére specifiéally, "the meant purely as
meant" (E. Husserl, 1973a:56) his phitosophy is "not a Kantian idealism,
. -
which believes it can keep open,qat least as a limjting concept, the
ﬁossiﬁility of a world of things-in-themselves" (ibid.:86) or "hyper-
», ,
~bolical objec;s"dor "noumena" that ére "represented" by the "categories"
(I. Kant, 1950:80). Hussefl rejects such a conception as incbmpre—
hensible. "All‘the transcendentai concepts of Kant..." [és'for example ]
... that of the 'thing in itself'... are constructive concepts which _
~resist’in prinéiple an ltimate tlérification" (Eﬁ-ﬁusserl, 1970a:199).
'éonsequeﬁtly, while a s ilafity exists in the two uéages of the term
"phenomena" this‘cannbt be said of-the terms "thing?in—itself" ("'noumena’’)
and "thingfitself” or "things—themselvgs" (phenomena) . |

As ﬁentioned earlier, Husserl was far from impressed with the

-
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achievements o§ Kantian philosophy. While he characterized his own
philosophy as transcendental idealism (E. Husserl, 1973a:83) he had
little sympathy for what he regarded as. the "mythical concept con-
structions" (E. Husserl, 1970a:199) and the_"ultimate incempre—
‘helisibility" (ibid. :200) of Kantian philosophy.

In audition to claiming that Kant's philosophy is "ultinately
‘incomprehensible", Husserl accuses it of accepting "an unquestioned
ground of presuppositions which codetermine the meaning of [its]
questions" (ibid.:104). Firstly, Husserl criticizes Kant's philosophy
for presupposing the validity of "mathematlcal natural science and
of pure mathematics" (ibid.)f Kant simply takes these sciences for
granted and in fact takes the existence of the synthetic 3 prieri
judgments in these sciences for granted and .aks about’how they are
possible. Since "mathenatical judgments, without exception, are
synthetic" (I. Kant, 1929:52) and since Newtonian physics "contains
E.priori.synthetic judgnents as principles" (ibid.:54) Kant arrives
at the funuamental question of his_phiipsop y whichqis:‘"huw are
‘a priori synthetic Judgments possible" %égii :55)? It is Husserl '8
scriticism that to presuppose the validity of the existing sciences
is to introduce a rather unphendmenological slant int&%pne's B & S e
philosophy since it uncritically accepts'ghe constructed objects
‘and the concepts of science as the official version of reality
Instead, according to Husserl, phenomenologi must, in opposition toQ
.this tendency, go directly to ''whatever presents itself in intuition

in primordial form" (E Husserl, 1969a 92) It.must go directly to

the phenomena" that are presupposed by such obJects and concepts.

s -

-
&
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Secondly, Hussérl‘claims that ",.. from the very start - in the

. . . !
Kantian manner of posing questions, the every day surrounding world
w 7 :

of*life is‘bre upposed as existing - the'surrounding world in which

all of us (even I who am now philosophizing) consciously have our

existence..." (E. Husserl, 1970a:104). Husserl claims that such a

/

presupposition is difficult if pot impossible to justify "apodictically"

;(1969a:}§5). ‘Husseri, who_aspireslto "apodicticity", takes care

of this ptesuppésition by placing it in "brackets", by refusing to
either affirm or deny its validity. Fu;thermore, it is precisely

this bracketing,'or what Husserl calls the "epocheé", that nermits.
Hnsseri to make wnat henfeels is‘a comnlete "Copernican turn" to
transcendentalvSubjedtivity - which Kant; coneequently did not effect -
at least according to‘Hueserl. it is because.Kantian philoeophy
accepts such presuppositions .as g baeis“for its propositions that

"a true beginning, achieved by means of a radical liberation from

all scientific and prescientific traditlons was not achieVed by%»
Kant" (E. Husserl, 1970a:199). “

Instead of accepting the facCAof ecience, i.e. taking existing

sclences as valid, Husserl without apparent justification, accepts )
;}he ideal of sciepce provided by DQScartes.- the "ideal" of a
presuppositionless, absolute, rigoTous science of philosophy (E. Husserl,
1973a:7). So instead of accepting the existing écientific tradition
he wishes to develop a science that grcunds iteelf,'thet is self-
evident and certain or,apodictic following the Cartesian ideal

,Whatever presuppositions that Huggerl will accept must have been

examined from the stahdpoint of.hiS‘philoSOphy afid rejected or accepted

’
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as apodictic. That is, they must be established through an appeal
to the pre-scientific data, through an appeal to the "things-them-
selves" (phenomena).

Another funoamentai criticism that Husserl directs towards ' “

[N

Kantian philosophy is that it is not truly philosophy but in fact
psychology (E. Husserl, 1969a:183). Kant's transcendental subject,

.in other words, is a "humAn ego", a "human being". 1It is Husserl's
contention® that such "human being" must be ‘examined for its presupp-

ositions. It cannot simply be presupposed as part of one's philosophy.
In other words, the possibility of "human being" must itself be

v_‘_/
‘confronted. One must ask about the "constitution of "human being .

v

as such. Transcendental subjectivity, for Husserl is not "in the

i

world" as "human beings" are but is instead beyond the world in' the
sense that the world presupposes such being for its possibility In

the Carteslan Meditations he writes:
B ’
v neither the world nor any worldly object is a piece
' of my ego, to be found in my conscious life as a
really inherent part of it, as a complex of data
of sensation or a ,complex of acts. - This transcendence"
. is part of the intrinsic sense of anything worldly (26).

Elsewhere he also writes thdt the term "transcendental" is used to

describe consciousness because of its "wonderful capacity" to in nd

something "that stands over against consciousness itself, somerhing
that is other in principle, something not part of it, something
transcendent" (E. Hosserl, 1969a:285) .

In conclusion, while a terminological similarity does indeed
.exist between the philosophies of Hussetl and Kant it has heen shown

that the various terms tharacteristic of a transcendental philosophy
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receive different interpretations in these  two pPhilosophies. While
, !

Husserlgis not impressed with Kant's philosophical achievements he/

does recognize that Kant's philosophy did influence him to some

e

extent (E. Husserl, 197Qa: 97) He does in places concede the fruit-

fulness of Kant's intentions or at least general orientation. Husserl's

t

-Idea of Phenomenologg, for example, was written after an intensive

study of Kant's philosophy (D. Carr 1974 :XX1). Elsewhere,_also, in
Husserl's Ideas he points out that Kant was really the first to

tread on "phenomenological soil", although his psychologistic leaningsp

forced him to misinterpret the significance of such a discovery (1969a:

183). So while Husserl acknowledges Kant's influence he is severly

critical of his actual achievements . : _ o

3. E. HUSSERL'S INTERPRETATION OF THE PHILOSOPHY OF D: HUME AND ITS
RELATION TO HIS PHENOMENOLOGY

Any discussion of the relation between Husserl's interpretation
of the philosophy of D. Hume and Husserl s phenomenology must cover

the definition of the "constitutional problem set" that he feels is

. present in Hnme's philosophy, and which, according to Husserl gives

Hume's philosophy its "greatness". 1In addition,. it must include

Husserl's.criticism of Hume's attempt at the specification of the

&

- constitutional problem set as a "naturalistic sensationalism" and

"fictionalism" that results in the "bankruptcyvofrphilosophy and '
science". | b

‘ According to Husserl‘ Hume "was the first to treat seriously
the Cartesian focusing purely on what lies inside" (1969b 256)

Husserl felt that it is because of this focus, and Hume's devel—

opment of it, that his philosophyudeserves to be'ciosely scrutinized.



What ”lies‘inéide" for Hume is "thé‘soul [or the "mind"] as‘a field
of perceptions ("iﬁpréssions".and "ideas")3... as a datum of a
- suitably purified internal experience" (ibid.); that is, this "mind"
cannot be'considéred as "distinct_from the particular perceptions"
(D. Hume, 1896:635) that make it up,

Considering the above focus upon "what lies inside", i.e.
"perceptions”, Hﬁme, like Descartes and Kaﬁt, can be argued to have
effected what has come to be known as the "Copernican turn" in
philqsophy. The Coperniéan turn in fhiloéophy is the turn to the
subjective conditions of knowledge, to "éur mode of knowledge of

- \ R

objects" (I. Kant, i929:59). As N. Capaldi states (1975:81), Hume's
"Copernican theeis" shows itself when he claimS'that'"..f to gxpléin
the principles éf Human nature, we in effect propose a éompleat_systgm
of the sciences, built on. a fbundation almost entirely new, and the
only ‘one upoh which they‘qan étand with ény.security" (D. Hume,
1896:XX). However, like his‘criticism of Kant, Husserl‘fee;é thag‘
Humé did not "conscfoﬁsly>practise - to gay nothiAg of thinking out
radically - the method of Phenomenologicéi reduction" (E.’Huéserl,
1969b:256) which is necessary .to the possibility of a complete
Copernican tu}n to transgendental-Subjectivity.

Like Deécartes' attempt to ground séiEnce in transcenaental
. subjectivity, Hume also assumes the Cartesian goal of founding séieﬁce
in subjectivity or "the‘priﬁciples 'éf ﬁuman nature"_(D.fﬁume,
1896:XX) as Hume calls it. So it can be seen that it is not only
from Descartes that Huskerl takes the goal.of his philosdphy. He

is further motivated by Hume's acceptance of this Cartesian ideal -

35



and his respect for Hume's philosonhicai achievements.

However, Hume's greatness does not lie in the mere acceptance
of the Cartesian focusing on "what lies inside" "Hume;s greatness
(a greatness still ugrecognized in this,. its most imnortant~aspect)
lies in the fact that... he was the first to grasp . the universal
concrete problem of transcendental philosophy" (ibid.). This

"universal concrete problem of transcendental_philosophy" is what
Husserl cails the problem of the "subjective constitution of
objectivity”. Hume for the first time saw "the necessity of making
it possiple to understand how 1t happens that, purely within this
phenomenologically reduced subjectivity and its immanent genesis,
this. same subJectivity can find in a supposed 'experience’,

vtranscendent obJectivities - realities with the ontological forms

(space, time,. continuum physioa& things, personality) that we
‘already take for granted" (ibid.). 1In other words, "Hume was the
first to see the necessity of-investigating the.objective itself‘
asfa product of'its,genesis from... t"the concreteness of pure
egological internality"] in order to make the legitimate being -
sense of everything that exists for us intelligible thrOugh its
ultimate}origins" (ibid;). Husserl refers “to the ''concreteness’ of
egological internality because it is out of Hume's actual experienced
"ideas and impressions" that objects are constituted It is through R
the examination of actual "StatES'Of consciousness and the operation

of the mind .. and the [avoidance] of metaphysical hypotheses"

(s.. Bachelard 1968 198) that objects are constituted Consequently,

Hume, for the first time, destroys the naive objectivism" that did
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not see the constitutional process.as a problem (ibid.).

Hume's "constitutional problem"‘arises out of the position that‘
"objects" are composedlof a multiplicity:of "distinct sensible'
qualities" (D. Hume, 1896:219).':Within this multiplicity of sensei

data the "identity" of the:object, that arises in "our common way
ofithinking" (ibid.:253), must somehow be explained. ''We have a-

o

distinct idea of an object, that remains invariable and uninterrupted

_thro' a suppos'd variation'of'time; and this idea welcall that of

identity or sameness" (ibid.). This idea of identity of a body arises .

out. of the "constant union with each other" of the "several distinct
sensible qualities (ibid.:219). So Hume explains this '"identity or
sameness" of objects;'that arises in "our common way of thinking ,i

by pointing to the fact that the "mind" arrives at ‘the "idea" of

the identity of an obJect when it surveys, without interruption, the
"constant union of distinct sensible qualities .. This idea is”

‘transferred to the situation in- ‘which there are "intergypted" images

"impressions that resemble, but are not identical with one another
"The smooth and uninterrupted progress of the thOught .being alike
in bothgfases deceives the mind, and makes us ascribe .an identity

to the changeable succession of connected qualities" (ibig.k In other

words because the former uninterrupted impression of sensible

A,qualities resembles the latter interrupted impression of sensible

: qualities, the latter impression is also, mistakenly, constituted
as an identical object. "The smooth passage of the imagination along
the ideas of ‘the resembling perceptions makes us ascribe to them a

perfect identity" (ibid..205) Thus there is .a-propension to wnite
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these broken appearances by the fiction of a continu d existence
(ibid . ~ |

Such is Husserl's definitionvof the constitutional process
inherent in Hume s philosophy. However, ‘while Husserl praises Hume

for his discovery of the constitutional problem—set he is critical

of Hume s conceptualization of it. This is because Hume did not see

‘that the constitutional process involves.the concept of the "intent-

ional"” structure of subjectivity (as introduced above) . Hume; the

"first discoverer of'cOnstitutional problems, completely overlooked

'the‘fundamental essential property of mental life as a life of

consciousness,-the very property to which,these‘problems relate...

[the property of] intentionallty" (E Husserl' 1969b:257). This

oversight, according to Husserl was due to "his naturalistic
sensualism, which could ‘see’ only a collection of‘data floating in ‘r
an unsubstantial void" (ibid ), a "collectiodn of data - which: ‘come
and perish, cast together nOW‘in this way anddnow in that, according
to a senseless accidental regularity_., " (ibid. :255)."° Because of
this; Hume “was blind toﬂthe-objectivatinglfunction of intentional
synthesis... " (ibid.:257). |

Such a conception of "mental life" results in what Husserl calls
a countersensical fictionalism" (ibid..255) where general categories

,*.“-\. -

that describe objects are "fictions" constructed through the consgant

L

association or union of simple or particular "ideas" that are based
; I

in turn, upon the constant union or association of simple or particular”

-Pimpressions". .There are only particular individual ideas and the

attendant habits, by»which_our general thinking'is,supposed to be

38



eXplained as merely a thinking about individual idéaé" (ibid.:
. 260). Since there are'“onlyuparticular individual.ideas",\and since

tn

general“ or categorical‘thinking is based.on habitual associations'j
of particular iéeas,'”ail‘categories of objectiyity -'the.sCientific;
ones through which an objective extrapsychic erio is thought in
scientific life, and the prescientific ones through which it is
thought in everyday life - are fictions" (E. Husserl 1970a:87). = .

Consequently, Hume s philosophy, according to Husserl, results in

a "countersensical fictionalism" (E. Husserl, l969b:255), a fiction-

alism that results in what Husserl calls the "bankruptcy of philosophy °

a

an&.science"'(ibid;) since it’makes‘the general categories of
4philosophy.and science mere habitual%varbitrary:conStruCtions.
,ln order to understand the.relation:hetneen Hume and Husserl;.
from the standeint‘of'Husse;l’s'own lnterpretation'of this relation,

& L - o
it was necessary to discuss Hume]s "Copernican turn' to subjectivity

@incevit is Humels particular version of thiskturnthi;/accounts for-
his "greatnessf. According to-Husserl, Hume nas“the'fvrst.to formulate
the. problem of the "subjective constitution of objectivity; The
‘theory of constitution according to many commentators, (e. g

R. Sokolowski 1970 V,39; M. Natanson 1973 13; G. Berger 1972: 9)

is the central conception of Husserl s phenomenology, thus making

Hume a major forerunner of Husserl's phenomenology However Husserl
criticizes Hume.for his;COnception of consciouSneSs.(the "mind;‘or

soul") as a collection offdata Z ‘which come . and perish, cast toget-

her... according to a senseless accidental regularity" (E. Husserl

1969b:255) - his naturalistic sensualism". Consequently,'Husserl

39



criticizes Hume.for having'overlooked the central property of
¢onsciousness upon which the problem of constitution is'based, thf

:property of "intentionality", and for having developed a "fictional—

istic" theory of the subjective constitution of obJectivity as’ aj
‘ . : L
. result. , c - ' T - /

! . - - . ot
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FOOTNOTES K

1. ' The "transceﬁdén:al ¥eduction" or "éboché" is the operétion
that Husserl clajims is‘necessary to the assumption. of a transcendeqtal
perspective. It will-be discussed further in Chapter Three below.

2. " Kant anhounées in his Prolegomena: "everything ;hat.is to
be known a' priori is thereby announced as apodictically Lertain. ., "
(1950:118). ' o <

3

3. - Hume states that "all the perceptions of the human mind e
[or "soul"] resolve themselves into two distinct kinds, which... .
[he calls] impressions and ideas" (1896:1). Hume defines "impressions"
as- the experience we have in the presence of external objects or
internal physiological states and he defines "ideas" as the "images'"
or later thoughts or memories we hdve of the original experience
itself. '
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CHAPTER TWO. 'INTRODUCTION TO THE IDEA OF A FOUNDATION

The ourpose of .this chapter is to present a preliminary idea of
what Husserl mean§‘by a foundation. I refer to it as "preliminary"
becauee the effect of the following three chapters will be to provide
: v
an exposition of the idea of . af ‘oundation that is not "preliminary"
in nature (i.e., it is not preliminary‘to another exposition to
follow). Since the framework to be presented in subsequent chapters

-

“is foundational in character, & more ‘complete idea of the nature of a p

¥
TEL)

foundation‘can only be arrived at after the framework itself has been
'studied and understood Consequently, this discussion is intended
merely to provgge a brief - introduction to the idea of a foundation

An introduction to the idea of ,a foundation ‘at- this point in
the discussion seems;useful because it is the idea of a foundation
which is fthe telos that bo;h the "frameyork" (to be presented in the
next three chapters) and Husserl's phenomenology tends towards. =
Consequently, since this telos giues sense to this "framework", and,
therefore lends senee to the_thesisjas a whole, some idea of the
nature of a phenomenological foundation, at this point, seems useful.

1. HUSSERL'S PROBLEM: THE CRISIS OF-SCIEﬁCE

The general problem with the "European sciences" (which fo;
'Husserl include mathematics and logic) 1is that they do. not. understand
their own objects or concepts (E. Husserl, l969b 13-15). According
to-Husserl, this is because -of theloverwhelming reliance upon
"technique" (ibid.:3). This preoccupation with }echnical manipulation - .ﬂ°

has directed attention away from the development of "insight into

the ratio of its accomplished production" (ibid.). Herein lies what
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Husserl calls the “crisis"-of the European sciences".
| _According‘to Husserl, the “European sciences" are "unabie'to
say (in the true and ultimate sense) what sense belongs to. the
existent of which they speak or what sense - horizoms that existent
presupposes' (ibid.:13). Consequently, the "sciences are... completely
in the dark,abcut their own sense"‘(ibid.:16).

_ WHat this "darkness" regarding "theit own sense' implies is
that "the sciences, after three centuries of brilliant deyelopment,
are now feeling hampered b& obscurities... in their fundamental
' concepts and methods".(ﬁ. Husserl, 1973a:4). This reVeals itself in
the fact that in "eVer& science" there exists a."controversy" as to
the "true sense of its fundamental concepts” (E. Husserl, 1969b:16) .

Quoting Lotze Husserl states.that the highest task of science

~is "not- merely tolcalculate the course of the world, but tovundetstand
it" (ibid.:lS). The charge is that the "European sciences" do not
"understand" the objects‘of their study since theyvare busied with
the "calcuiaticn" of their "course". The point here isvthat the
"obscurities" and-the resuiting "contraversies" resultﬂﬁfom the
excessive reliance upon. such ”calculation or "technique "Science,
inithe EOrm of special science ‘has become a sort of theoretical
technique, which like- technique in ‘the usual sense, depends on
practical experience accruing from many—sided and often-exercised
v'practical activity itself - or what in the realm of practice is
called...-a knack, or good.p:actical eye... (1bid.:13). This e#cessive
reliance on technique, usually "Symboiical and mathematical method"

. N : ' :
(E. Husserl,'l965:147), and the products of this technical process
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means that "the sciences"...,own productions .. are unableltb clarify
the genuine being - sense of either their prov1nces or the concepts
that .comprehend their provinces” (E. Husserl, 1969b:13). The °
argument is that simple reliance on technique. cannot clarify "the
genuineAbeing—sense" of anything at all. - So, Husserl explains why
the sciences are "completely in the dark about their own sense" by
pointing to the reliance of the European sciences upon "practical
technique". ‘ " -
'Since scientists are "unable to say what sense belongs to the

" existent of which they speak” (ibid.) Husseg%‘draws the conclusion

that "men:liye entirely_in a world that has become unintelligible, in
which they ask in vain to; the wherefore, the sense. " (ibidw:5).

This creates a "spiritual need of our time" (E. Husserl i965 :140) to
make the world intelligible ‘through the clarification of Our fundamental
concepts ‘and methods, i.e., through the establishment of a f;undat}on
%or European science. That'Eqropean science lacks such a fdmndation$
.~ is the "crisis", the great "tragedy of modern scientific Cultureﬁ

(E. Husserl, 1969b£3)1 |

2. HUSSERL’S SOLUTION‘TOVTHE CRISIS )

.ThiS'crisis in the foundation "of European science necessitates
radical-investigatrons of‘sense" (ibid.:5). That is, the "existents"
to which the sciences refer must be examined as to their '"sense" in
order to clarify the fundamental concepts and methods that presuppose
these existents. So, it is applied phenomenology" that must supply _ '

"the definitive criticism of every fundamentally distinct science,.

and in particular there“with the final determinatdon ef the sense in



which their objects .can bé said to be" (E Husserl 1969a: l83)
It is through 5uch "phenomenqlogical criticism" therefore that the
fundamental concepts and methods of every sclence can be clarified.
This clarified outcome is expected to function as a phenomenological - .
foundation for the science or scienCes underu"investigation" .§

Consider, for example, the investigation of the sense of
"psychological methodology’. Applied phenomenology must serve as the

critical- ‘
court of appeal for the fugdamental questions of ‘
psychological methodology. The general conclusions ¢
which it has reached must be recognized and... adopted
by the psychologist as the condition for the possibility
of »all further developments of method in his field.
Whatsconflicts with it bears the stamp of intrinsic
'psychological?absurdity + (ibid.:231).

N

foundation
o

For Husserl, what this business of the establishment
through radical sense investigations means is that science must be

e

ygr0unded in "transcendental Subjectivity" In other words the aim

‘is to f1nd in transcendental sdeectivity the deepest grounding of

all sc1ence"(E Husserl, 19734: 27) The term "transcendental" points

to the "motif of a untversal philosophy which is grounded pprely in

... the knower's reflecting upon himself and his knowing life" A
(E. Husserl 1970a 97-98). This focusingvupon the knowerfs knowing

life amounts to a focusing upon ."my I" -~ "my ego" and-its "conscious b
life". 1In addition this transcendental motif includes a focusing

‘ upon'"the relation of... my 'I' - the 'ego' [and its conscious 1ife]Q

" to the world of which I am conscious”(ibid‘*98)

This transeendental orientation is necessary due to the "one-

sided" (E. Husserl, 1969b:4) emphasis on 'technique" and consequently .

o

€
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due to the one-gided emphasis en the products of this technical
process. This:one—sided emphasis‘on technical;products and‘produc—
tions, at the samehtime, implies a de-emphasis.of ”the'ratio of its
accomplished production" (ibid.) ‘i.e., a de-emphasis on the transcend-

ental subjective "origins" of these accomplishments. What this means

-+ 1s that the European .sciences do not have an insight into transcendental

\v//"produét" of science,‘which in turn emphasizes the "technical productive"

subjectivity and the role it plays in thé%k\owing process.

~To repeatE’what has happened, accor g to Husserl,- is that due

tovthe excessice emphasis on practical technique a rather "one-sided"

-

emphasis on the "products" of science has emerged. This focus on the

process, has ignored the possibility of a parallel. focus on the "Sub—

jective origin" or "ratio" of its accomplished production . It is this

one-sided emphasis on the product of a technical productive process

that has prevented the sciences from clarifying their own sense since §

.}they, consequently, are unable to focus on the subJective origin" of

this sense. Consequently, radical sense investigations that probe
into the transcendenta} SUbJective origin of the sense of the various
.existents," that” theStienceSpresuppose are necessary.. ' | -
/, The problem of grounding science - in transcendental: subjectivity
is also related to the problem of completely reforming "philosophy

[following the Cartesian ideal] into a science gr0unded on an absolute

»foundatiOn"-(E;OHusserl 1973a:l) ie., into a'transcendent;l phenom-

[=}

enology. That is, philosophy, as transcendental phenomenology, must .

be self-grounding in the sense of working "from the bottom in self-

N evident single steps" (E Husserl 1970a: 192) gThis self-grounded

&
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time_matters of perfect insight..."™

transcendental phenomenology must also provide a grounding or

f0undationa1 function for the other sciences.

This self-grounded transcendental phenomenology must be "grounded '

on an absolute foundation" (E Husserl, 1973a:1). 1In other words,

v

this transcendental phenomenology must provide an "apodictic" (absolute)

‘basis for itself as well as. the oth

dtity or absoluteness means that th

phenomenology must exclude all doub

absolute certainty" (ibid.:iﬁ), i.e.,

1

er sciences The, ideal of apodict—
e statements of transcendental
t, "they must carry with them an

"absolute indubitability" (ibid.:

15): "Apodictic evidence", according to Husserl, has the "signal

L+

peculiarity of being... the absolut

oﬁvtheir nog-being... " (ibid.:16).

e imaginableness (inconceivabiIitY)

This is, as is plainly eVident

the "Cartesian principle for building genuine science the principle

of absolute indubitability... " (ib

» this ideal of certainty with its co

ematizing or formalizing technique
European science
This abandonment of the ideal

science has abandghed the ideal of

id.). It is the abandonment of

[+
rrelative preoccupation with math—
that contributes to the"crisis of

of apodicticity means that "modern

genuine science... } No longer/

is its:inmost-driving force that radicalness which unremittingly

imposes on itself the demand to acc

accounted for by originally first P

abandonment of: the ideal of apodict
scientific-culture... [which] ‘conce

and appropriating of the sciences,

ept no knowledge that cannot be
rinciples which are'at the same -
(Ef Husserl,’l969b:3 4). -This e
icity "evinces a tradgedy of modern

ms, not the collective unifying

but their rootedness in principles"
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iibid.:@)f‘ It is the task of ttanscendentai phenomenoiogy to deal
with this "tragedy“ by bringing "to light the system of transcendental
principles that give to sciences the... sense of genuine sciences"
' (ibid :16) .
' These apodictic principles are expected to give the sciences
the\"sense of genuine sciences" by providing“rules o® norms that make
the experience of their existents possihle. For example, in the case
of the "thing-world", the apodictic principle or "essence" that 'all
material things are;extended" (E. HusSerl: 1969a:6l,415) prescribes
“a rule or norm for all experiences of all ppssible "thi_ngs".2 . Any
statements thatvvioiate this "eidetic" (i;e.,'essential) ruie results
in an assertion'that is."intrinsicaliy absurd". .Fpt'example,."in the
’ phvsical sphere every cnnfiict with geometrical truths... bears the
stamp of intrinsic absutdity in natural science" (ibid.:23l). This
is because Husserluviews "geometric axioms as primitive laws of
essentialvbeing" (ibid.:204) . In.general,:Husserl ciains that'"evetv
experience [including the experience of a material thingj has 1ts own
essence (ihid.:ll6). Such essences or'rulesiare the "principles
which... function as norms‘governing the whole enterprise of empirical
science" (E. Hussefl, 196aa:46). . J
It should be made clear at this point that the principles here
.cited as examples, i.e., the geometric principles, and the principle
regarding the experience of any material thing must themselves be .
grounded in transcendental subjectivity.‘ Forvexample, the essential'

" truth that "all material things are extended" must itself be grounded

in subjective principles by asking about what subjective "acts“ (e.g.

. b ]
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belief, valuation retention, etc) are essential to the possibility
of the experience of a material thing - as "extended"

The above discussion has indicated that a foundation for’ science
and philosophy nust assume the form of "first prifciples” or ' essencesf
("rules”, "norms"). This eidetic (essential) component refers to
“the invariant, the indissolubly identical in the different and ever
again different, the-essence dommon -to all, the universal essence by
which all 'imaginable' variants... are restricted. sThis‘invariant
is the ontic essential form (a priori form), the eidos... " (E. Husserl,
1969b:248). o “

An essence or an essential relation can be discovered'throngh

" the "free variation" (also called the "eidetic reduction' or "eidetic
abstraction"jVin "phantasy"'of one or nore examples of the object being
studied. "It Belongs to the general and essaﬁtial nature immediate,
intuitive essence - apprehension... that it canlbe carried out omn the ;
basis‘of the mere present framing of particular illustrations" Lt
(E. Husserl,v1969a:198). In theg"eidetic abstraction" (E. Husserl,
1964a:6) of essential relations the geometer, for example, as‘an.~Q .
eidetic scientist; "is restricted" if he actually draws or actually ‘:,
constructs an example (E. Huuserl 1969%9a:199).. On the‘other hand

" "in phantasy he has incomparable fnbedom in the arbitrary transfor—
pmation of the phantasied figures... , a freedom that alone opens up
for him'access to the world of essential'possibilities withitheir
infinite horizons of eidetic.cognitions"~(ibid;5199-200)}‘ Through,
such free—variation (or eidetic reduction) properties of the example

¢
;are revealed dhich necessarily persisr through all variations of the s %g”




Zexample (E. HuSserl,l1969b:248)t These persistent properties are
uthe eidetic properties without which an object of the kind in question
" ‘cannot be conceived. | " - o | S

| ln Husserl's words:

- [1f] in the play of fancy we bring spatial shapes of
‘one sort or another to birth melodies, social _happenings,
and so forth or* live through ficticious acts of everyday
1ife, of satisfaction or dissatisfaction ‘of volition and
the liKe, we can through 'ideation' [free—variation]
secure from this source... insight into pure essences

in mapifold variety: éssences, it may be, of spatial
shape in general, of melody as such, of social happenings
as such and so forth... (E. Husserl, 1969a: 57).

So through the free-variation of an example, "in the place of which .

any varilant of the example cobuld. have served equally well" (E. Husserl,
T : : : - IS . :

1969b:248), the phenomenologist must "abstract“ its essential structure.

b . ~1

That is, whatever "in purely invariant and reduced form is peculiar
to the experience and cannot ‘be thought away from it, as it is in
itself,... passes eo 1pso into the eidos..., " (E.,Husserl, 1969a:261).
Since only the invariant properties_are.eidetic it is clear that.

3 -

"phenomenology ignores... the individual element" (1bid.:209), that
J1is, it ignores whatever makes an object unique amongst other objects
of its kind. In other words, ";.' in the sphere of the essence there
are.nokac;idents' everything is connected thrOugh essential relations
... (dbid. :272).
So the phenomenologist is hot content with the empirical scientific
prediction" of eVents, he is interested in essences or essential
relations, .or what amounts to._.the same thing, he is interested in

the possibility of whatever he‘is_studying. The phenomenologist "is

' not content with the fact that we find our ‘way about in the world
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that we have legal formulae which enable us to predict the future

" course of things, or to recons ruct its past course: he wants to
.clarify the essence of a thin s an event, a cause, an effect, of .
space, of time, etc., as well \as... the essence of thought, which .

enables it to be thought" (E. Husserl, l970b:245). For example,

"ifvscience constructs theoriesbin thelsystematic'dispatch of its
problems, the philosopher enquires intofthe essence of.theory and
what makes theory as such possible" (ibid.). ‘So‘by addressing the
problem of the essence -of something Husserl addresses the problem
of its possibility . As Husserl puts it: "... the question of the

4

possibility of experience... is ..‘a? the same time... the question

of the essence of experience" (E Husserl,,1964a 27). This'points to

v

the "old ontological doctrine that the knowledge ‘of 'possibilities

must precede that of actualities (Wirklichkelten) . " O(E. HuSserl

1969a:232), and is in. Husserl's opinion, "insofar as it is rightly '

-

‘understood and properly utilized a really great truth" (ibid ).

Also by addressing the problem of the ‘essence of something, in

" the context of its possibility, the problem of its foundation is also . -

approached In other words, the essential properties of, say, a
material thing, make it possible (i e., conceivable), and’ all actual
material things, .as studied by empirical physical science, therefore,

get their ‘sense. and guidance (1. e., foundation) from this eidetic _

‘definition._ This is because such eidetic definitions are the

h

' principles which... function as. norms governing the whole enterprise _
of empirical science" (E. Husserl, 1964a@46)

So in general as MErleau—Ponty d&cely summarizes. the problem-

".' R : '.1. N
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\\\\“,;/,is>"to"éive.a new account"of how. .. philosophy, science, and the v‘
(N .
'sciences of man. .. might be possible" (M Merleau—Ponty, 1964: 44)
sIn other.words it is necessary once again to think them through to
their foundations" (ibid ). ‘The expectation is that through such a
bffoundation the "unintelligibility" of "the world" in which men live ““
and’ "in which they ask in vain for the wherefore, the sense.

(E Husserl 1969b 5) can be reduced In other words, the expectation

is’ that Such a phenomenological foundatien will fulfill "this spiritual .

need of our time™ (E Husserl 1965: 140) "The. expectation is that

Y

such a phenomenological foundation will deal with the "crisis of
vEuropean science the'"tragedy of modern scientific culture |
(E Husserl, l969b 3) o |
This foundation |

was not expected to spring forth complete and
. full panoplied from the head of some creative
genius... . Instead it was expected to emerge
after the .gigantic preparatory work of ‘generations:.
'~ working from- the- ground ‘up with a foundation’ free of
'~ doubt and [rising] up like any skilful construction,'
wherein stone is set upon stone, each as solid as the
other .e (E Husserl 1965 75 76) o v

.

It 1is the task of this thesis to provide an introduction td a. phenom—

enological framewofk that makes the establishment of a phenomenological

'foundation for interpretive sociology possible.. In other words, it is

the aim of this " thesis to contribqte to the "construction" of this .

v

".‘foundation by introducing a phenomenologicsl framework that contributes

”

to making the establishment of a phenomenological foundation for inter—'

52

ipretive sociology a possibility i This is to be. achieved by specifying o

-:in and through this framework the presuppositions necessary to such

‘a foundation snd by giving ‘a. preliminary indication of how these j'“‘

. 1
e R



- presuppositions can-be "filled out" or "applied" to the foundational
problems of interpretive sociology. Through the specification of
;such a framework and its preliminary application it is hoped that '
the meaning of che foundational problems to be solved in this "domain"

Ve
can be revealed '
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- FOOTNOTES =

1. . This-latter aspect of the transcendental motif will -
‘become more intelligible in Chapter Four below when ' the concept
of "intentionality" is introduced. = - R . B '
» A In addition, since transcendental phenomenology 1is interested
in the relation between conscious life and the world, it is not an-
introspective psychology that focuses exclusively upon what Ylies
“inside. Ce T IR | -

e S . ’ . ' *

2. . The repeated reference to the problem of the possibility .
- of "existents" i.e., "things", "accomplishments" etc., and on "the :
ratio of their:accompliShed-p:pduction"‘indicates that "phenomenological ..
. explication'dbeanothing‘but expl1ca;é‘the sense. this world has for . -
‘us all, prior to any phildsophizing... , a sense which philosophy .-
can uncover but never alter" (E. Husserl, 1973b:151). So:the "sense
Anvestigations" referréd to above do not try to replace our '"matural
. . experiences" but merely try to determine those "principles" that -
”‘make=¢hese‘"br@inary'experiences".possible.‘ ' o

’;ﬁéév
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‘CHAPTER THREE : TRANSFORMATION : THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE TRANSCENDENTAL-
PHENOMENOLOGICAL STANDPOINT

1. OPERAND: THE NATURAL STANDPOINT .

Husserl calls his "characterization".of "the naturalistandpoint"
a '"piece of pure description prior to all theory" (E. Husserl, 1969a:
lOS). This characteriZation, inVother words,.is intendedlto:be
"aloof from all theoriesr...[whe_j hy 'theories' we here mean
‘anticipatory ideas of every kind" (ibid.). It is only "as-facts of
our environment ‘Tiot as agencies for writing facts Validly together,
do theories concern us at all" (ibid. 105-106) In other words, °
theories are involved in the description of the natural standpoint
only as facts along with other facts in that description That is,
it is a fact that there are theories _that claim to "unite facts - -
_ validly together", and that in‘each case a theory that purports to
'unite facts validly together is itself a fact. So in this.sensel
theories as facts are included.

"Our first outlook upon life is that of’natural human beings,
imagining, judging, feeling, willing, 'from the. natural standpoint'"”
(ibid. lOl).. What this means is that we find ourselves aware}of a
world spread out in space endlessly, and in time becoming and become,
without end" (ibid ). We find ourselves aware of a world in- our
immediate "field of" perception" (ibid ), and in our "co-perceived
'surroundings . 1 e., in: our "distinct or indistinct co-present margin
which ‘forms a continuous ring around the actual field of perception" 4
(ibid..lOZ) In addition we find ourselves aware of an "infinite"

-~

"dimly apprehended depth or fringe of indeterminate reality" (ibid ).
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L
Furthermore, this world not only presents itself to me_"now"'but’

also along a "temporal horizon, infinite in both directions" (ibidf).

More specifically, I am aware of "corporeal things" and "animals"

-
. ~

through sight and touch etec. _Also, I am aware,of'other human beings;

I see them, hear them, speak with them, and‘undenstand them. I
experience them as."ego—subjects units like myself" (ibid :105).
“I learn that the world about metis the same as the world about "other
ego—subJects except that we each view it from different- "places"
(ibid.). I apprehend "an objective spatio—temporal fact world as
the world about us that’ is there for us all, and to which we ourselves
none the less belong"~(ibid.) |

In addition T am aware of the wo&ld "as a world of values.
[and] practicalities (ibid ‘103) "These values and practicalities...
belong to the constitutidn of the actually present objects as. Such"

(ibid ). 'In other words, I find a world of things and human beings S

that are "beautiful or ugly", agreeable or disagreeable" _ useful or

useless" (ibid;).etc. In addition I find human beings that are. "friends

or foes", ' servants or superiors" (ibid ) etc. In all these cases

' ofemyﬂawareness of a world these:aspects of the world "are present as

realities... irrespective of my turning or not turning to consider
- . .

o

: them... " (ibid 101 103)

Furthermore, I am aware of myself as related to the wqfld i e.,
as‘describing it as in scientific research as comparing aspects of
it as distinguishing, counting, collecting, presupposing, theorizing,

etc. (ibid..103) Also, I am related to ‘the world through my\"diversev

: acts and states of sentiment and will approval and disapproval joy

/
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and sorrow, desire andaauersiOn, hope and fear, decision and action'
- . \ .
(ibid.). -
So, the '"natural .standpoint" is the attitude taken by each.

"human person' (ibid.:13) in everyday life, including the scientific \

life, (ibidc.106) towards "the world'". It is the "attitude of natural

human ekistence" (E._Husserl, 1970a:151). I'findbmyself related to

the 'one spatio—temporal-fact world", a worldrconsisting of things,

men, 'values, theories (as facts) etc., and find that others "as ego-
subjects" share this world with me, but from different "places"

1 take this world as it presents itself, as something that .exists.

This existenceyin turn serves as a support for all my "existential

KBudgmeﬁts",°i.e._all those "... judgments... that'concern spatio-

temporal‘existende:gfibid.:lll) Furthermore, all doubting (Descartes),
and reJecting of the existence of this world still leaves "{t" there
as the "one spatio—temporal fact world" common to us all (ibid :106) .

It "endures persistently during the whole course of our life of

}natural endeavour' (ibid.:107).

. 2. OPERATOR: EPOCHE

).

The operator epoché (also referredtto as: the. phenomenological

reduction, the transcendental reduction and the transcendental-

' phenomenological reduction) refers to a "bracketing" ox "disconnecting"

N

(E. Husserl, l969a:109) procedure Here Husserl's background as a
mathematician reveals itself since this operator can be compared with

K] ‘ .
the mathematical-logical procedure of "bracketing" symbolic formulations

through the use of parentheses. However, whereas whatever is bracketed

in. mathematics or logic is preSupposed in subsequent operations, what-



o

thesis which belongs to the essence of the: natural standpoint" (ibid. :

- 59,
2 ‘ . , ' N ) D)
ever the ‘epocheé brackets isplared "as it were out of action" (ibid:

108). Conséquently, "we make no use of it"l(ibid.).

The effect of the epoché is to "forbid us"' (ibid :189) from

: making use of whatever is bracketed It "bars me" (ibid.:lll) from
- presupposing the vaiidity of whatever ie enclosed in the brackets

" for subsequent operationS- In addition whatever presupposes what

is bracketed is also excluded" (ibid lSl)

‘dowever, while the epoché does prevent us from presupposing the
validity of whatever is bracketed for?subsequent operations, . it doesT
not prevent us from viewing what is bracketed in its‘capacity as
bracketed.. The meaning of these rather "formal" discussions will °

become clearer as the epoché is "put to work" in "the next section-.
. . . w v
3. TRANSFORM: o
- (a) NEGATIVE RESULT: THE GENERAL THESIS OF THE NATURAQTANDPOINT
IS BRACKETED 4

What is placed between the brackets of the epoche is "the general
Y
110). This "general thesis" is the judgment or thesis, that a spatio-
temporel fact world exists The "... epoche . completely bars me-
from using any judgment that concerns spatio—temporal exiStence
f)

(pasein)"™ (ibid.:111). "The thesis 1s 'put out of éction','bracketed,

it passes off into the modified status of a bracketed thesis" (ibid.:

‘

109). It prevents me from "participating... in thé.nethral existence - .

positing... ".(E. Husserl, 1973a:34). '”; , '
' + © . . " '
Since the epoche "... is effected by me, as the actually philo-

\
sophizing subject" (ibid..l3), I cannot use the bracketed thesis as a

basis for: my‘judgments. I cannot wse the existence of a spatio-temporal

»



fact world" as a basis for mw"%udgments. I "allow no judgment that
_ makes‘any use of the affirmation that posits a 'real' thing or

transcendent' naturevas a wholer or 'co—operates' in setting up

these‘positions. [I must] ... avoid all such affirmations"

3 | (E Husserl, 1969a:264). 1In other words, the epoche forbids me from

‘ introducing a proposition- whichlipntains, implicitly or explicitly,

_ such reference to the natural Order" (ibid :189) .

Since "the real being of the world thereby remains unconsidered,

,unquestioned" (ibid..lé) "all theories and sciences [as Budgments,

‘ propositions, affirmations] which relate to this world, however good
they may be, succumb to.the same fate" (ibid.:lll{; " To repeat: "all
the sciences'natural and mental;ldwith the entire knowledge they
have accumulated undergo disconnexion siisciences which require for
their development the [general thesis of] the natural standpoint" |
(ibid..l?}) What ‘this means is that all "empirical connexions and...
systems of theorizing reason which take their bearings from these, “
would be excluded" (ibid..lSl) So all "systems of theorizing » based
‘upon empirical connexions", undergo "disconnexion" because. they a11

cpresuppose the ‘general thesis of the natural standpoint" which is

v the: judgment that a spatio-temporal fact world (i.e., 'empirical

connexions") existsr S . C

Just as all empirical sciences are 1eft out of consideration through

the operation of the epoche 80 also are all "eidetic" sciences i, e.,_

K

P sciences which study what belongs essentially to the physical

,hjectivity of Nature as such" (ibid..l78) : For example eidetic

: 'y -

sciences such as "geometry, kinematics, the pure physics of matter...

2N
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rational psychology, [and] sOciology, for- instance... enter the

brackets" (ibid..l78 179) So, just as we
\ .
have suspended all empirical sciences dealing with Lo
the nature of animals and all mental sciences
concerming personal beings in personal" relationships,
concerning men as subjects of history, as bearers
‘of culture, and’ treating also of the cultural
institutions themselves, and so forth, we also o
suspend now the eidetic sciences which correspond.
to, these objectivities (ibid. 178) :

N

Similarly, the eidetic science that Husserl says'"is often called

nowadays, phenomenological Psychology" (ibid.:13) is left out of

”

consideration, since it presupposes the &xistence of a spatio-temporal

fact world. Through the epoche "the psychological subjectivity [that
B 7 -

is the focus of this phenomenological psychology'] loses just that

which makes it something real in the world that lies before us, it
ﬁ‘ El
loses the meaning of the soul as belonging to a body that exists in

N

an objective, spatio—temporal nature" (ibid 14)

world... thouéh ‘they £fill me with wondering e
admiratienf”though I am far from any thqught of '
objecting to them..., I"disconmect them all, I .
" - make absolutely no use of their standards, I do

- not appropriate a single ‘one of the propositions

that enter into their systems...s 80 long, that 1is,

as it is. understood,,in the way these sciences

themselves understand 1it, as a truth co cerning the
realities of this world (ibid..lll) \

~

So- generally, every.view that presupposes the existence of a

j Thus all sciences which relate to this natural

fact world is placed in suspension.' In.Husserl's words, ,every vien‘
[or] ... opinion about "the' world,'has its ground in the pregiven

world... [and] it is from thig Very'ground that I have freed myself

P

through the epoche..."(1970a:152).

More specg_ically, through the ope_ratio'n_, of the é_boch’fe I jca:n,no't

©
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use the existence of myself as a human being as a basis for my

affirmations. As Husserl says, "we apply to ourselves the rule of

' phenomenological reduction which bears on our own empirical existence

b

" (1969a:189). ‘ o - |

Similarly, 'we apply... the‘rule»of‘phenomenological reduction.’ﬂ
... to other human beings" (ibid.). This is because the phenomee'
ndlogical red;ction prevents us from referring "implicitly or
explicitly to the natural order" including that aspect of the ' 'natural

order" ‘that includes other human beings.

’

In addition, "all.varieties of cultural expression, works of the

technical and of the fine arts of the sciences also (,.. as cultural

facts... ), [as well as] aesthetic and practical values" (ibid :171)

< are placed between the brackets This is because they are all either

themselves statements that presu pose "the world”, since the ‘are
P Yy

stauements about "the world", or they are themselves spatio—temporal
objects about which statements can be made. In either case they
succumb to the'operation'of the epoche.

VSimilarly,-"realities of. such kinds as... moral custom, 1aw [and]

religion"u (ibid ) are placed between the brackets of the epoche.,~

o

.This 18 because they all presuppose the existence of empirical—human

to which they make reference, or about which they make pronouncements.

'brackets of - the epochE However, in the light of the actual operationf‘

beings in particular ‘and’ a "spatio—temporal fact world" in general

This completes the’ description of what is enclosed between the :

‘gof the epoche as shown above a few observatiOns need to be made in

: ‘rorder to” more adequately understand its- function., In the First place;‘

n:v O
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since what is'placed between the brackets is the ' general thesis”
which belongs to the essence" of the natural standpoint (ibid..llO)

it is clear that either the epoché . presupposes the eidetic reduction .

~

or the epoche conceals the- eidetic reduction as an inherent part
of its operation.2 It is remarkable that this aspect of the epoché
" was nefther explicitly developed by Husserl nor apparently discovered
‘and diSCussed by others. |
Y In order to further clarify'the operation»of the epoché in
relation to the'"general thesis" some discussion.shOuld be directed
to what it -is not. It is neither a denial of the existence of the
'*\iact-world nor a'doubting‘of its existence (reminiscent of Descartes)
If I bracket the general thesis of the natural standpoint which claims
the existence of a spatio-temporal fact world "I do not then deny
this world'; as thOugh I were a sophist. I do not doubt that it is.
there as though I were a sceptic...e" (ibid..llO) ' Instead I simply
refrain "from using apy’ judgment that concerns spatio—temporal
existence" (ibid..lll) I am nov'permitted, through the operation
"of the epoche to rely on the presupposition that a spatio-temporal '
fact world exists. , ‘ “ ) . |
(b) POSITIVE RESULT - THE . TRANSCENDENTAL-PHENOMENOLOGICAL STANDPOINT
Having bracketed all reliance ‘on the presupposition that a |
spatio—temporal fact-world exists we are forced to rely on whatever
emerges as'a result of this bracketing.“ If one takes away the existencew
of a fact world as. the basis or. general presupposition of one 8. thinking

_and. its content, one is left with "consciousness" (ibid..ll3) a

consciousness that does not presuppose its own facticity, i e.; a

ifQ TgAunig
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"pure" consciOuSnessii.e.,'one that. does not presume its_spatio— ;i
temporal "natural" existence. In Husserl's _words: consciousness

and what it is conscious of is therefore what is left over... once

‘ phenomenological reduction has been effected... " (1973b 15).

K3
Here it becomes evident "that the epoche is not a simple

abstractive (1. e., selective) operation since in no way can one

say that such. a consciousness 1is merely an aspect of the natural

"standpoint. ‘This consciousness brackets the gene;al position that

a. fact world exists, while the natural standpoint -is defined by the .
"blind" acceptance of such a- presumption. In Husserl's words. "this
detachment from the whole world in the form of .a phenomenological
reduction,is something " totally different from the mere abstraction
of certain components;..' through such abstraction from Nature we
can win only what was natural..._" (E Husserl 1969a 156) ln.'

)

other words, the "phenomenological reduction does not betoken a. mere .

,'restriction of the judgment to a connected portion of the totality of

real being" (1bid. )

1

Husserl defines ‘consciousness in a pregnant sense...'most simply

' indicated through the Cartesian cogito, 'I think'" (ibid..llS)

is well known "Descartes understood this in a sense so wide as . to

include every case of I perceive I remember,‘I fancy, I judge feel

desire will', and all experiences... that in any way resemble the B

‘*(ibid ) However, one must be careful to remember that this "cogito"

j'or consciousness is not -a psychologistic consciousness i e., one

[

-.?that conceals a reliance on the presupposition of its own spatig—
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_foregoing, in all the countless fluctuations of their special patterns" L



temporal existence. ‘ v ; "‘: ' s
While "the ‘Being of consciousness [is] indeed. .. modified

i.e., it is non—psychologistic [by a. nullifying of the/thing world ]

[it is] not... effected thereby in its own proper existence... "

(ibid..lSl) ‘Its own proper existence" is apodictic3 and absolute.
It is apodictic in two senses. First, it is apodictic in ‘the
Cartesian sense in which its non—existencevis inconceivable

1f reflective apprehension is directed to my experience
1 apprehend an absolute self whose existence (Dasein)
is, in principle, ‘'undeniable, that is, the insight that
* 1t does not exist is, in principle impossible; it

would be nonsense to maintain the possibility of an
experience given in such a way not truly existing.
The stream of experience which is mine, that, namely,
of the one who is thinking, may be ever so great an
extent uncomprehended, unknown in its past ‘and future -5"
reaches, yet as soon as I glance towards the flowing N
life and into the real present it flows through, and
in so doing grasp myself as the pure subject of this

_ , life... oI say forthwith and because I must: I. am,

. .+ this life i, 1 live' coglto (ibid..143)

Secondly, it is apodictic in the sense that as a realm ofk
"necessary Being [it is] fundamentally incapable of being given through
appearance and perspective patterns" (ibid 153) It is given directly,
in an unmediated fashion, i e., it is given apodictically This 15_'
in contrast with "reality which manifests itself perspectively"-
(ibid ), 1. e., in"profiles", i.e, contingently". Hore specifically,
vSubsequent profiles ‘may be such that we were originally mistaken.
Furthermore the existencevof tnis con9ciousness is’ "absolute" S
"In spite of the epoche "we have literally lost nothing, but have
won: the whole of Absolute Being“ (ibid..iSé). As pure subjectivity

' "I am absolutely existent in myaelf and for myself Pure subjectivity

alone... exists in itself and for itself" (E Husserl 1969b 273)

a



'5l_1970a 97) , In other words the term "transcandental" has sn epistem—

’~,_ologicsl orientation since it refers to the motif of the knower s
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It is "absolute" in: the‘sense that its existence is‘independent

’sof the existence of a‘"spatio—temporal fact world" This absolute

i'character of pure consciousness is in contrast with the relative 7'_.f

or dependent status of the world.‘ What this means is: that ‘the- world

‘cannot‘be conceived of apart from a consciousness of it (ibid.).

In other words, the concept of a "thing—in—itself", apart from our

consciousness, is self-contradictory. Consciousness, on the other

: hand "[is} an absolute region for itself alone..L it is essentially

independent of all Being of the type of a world or Nature [in the |

'hsense that] it has no. need ‘of these for its’ existence" (ibid..156 157)

" In other words,."consciousness, considered in its purity, must be -

'reckoned'as a self-contained system of Being, as a system)of Absolute o

Being.;. (ibid..153) | _'-” | ' -
The epoché has- showri that pure consciousness is absolute, in '

the sense‘that its existence is independent of the existence of a

;fact world, since the epoche 1eaves this world out of consideration.;h

.and’ yet the cogito, or pure consciOusness emerges in spite of this.

Now - this pure consciousness can also be viewad from an epistem— )

'ological viewpoint" since the epoché is also a "transcendental reduction n

(ibid.:ll&) That is, the term "transcendental" has an- epistemological ;.;fwi

S .
.'orientation since it refers to the "motif of inquiry back into the

~ o

gvultimste source of all the formations of knowledge, the motif of the S

“’knower 8 reflecting upon himself and his knowing life" (E Husserl, h.

%ﬂ,vreflecting upon his own knowing life,‘i e., the 1ife of his own pure ‘} 5ffffV




-consciousness as the source of all the "formations" conditions",“'

principles" of the knowing process. ‘"This source bears ‘the

_title I-myself with all my actual and possible knowing life...

"(ibid 98) "It is the moti# of a universal philosophy "which is

grounded purely in thia source" (ibid ) The entire "transcendental

» set of problems circles around the relation of this, my 'I' ‘the 'Ego

.oi and. my conscious life to the world of which I ‘am conscious" (ibid ).

i As the above quotation clearly states, in spite of the epoche

"the world exactly as it was for me: earlier and still is, as my. world

our world humanities world

>

‘- . purely as the correlate of

e has not disappeared" (ibid 152)

L:Through the operation of the epoche the world "ig under our gaze o

transcendental [subjectivity . ;] i.e.

,vthe-world .+ has: now become for me.

. a phenomenon" (ibid ) Due to :

the operation of the epoche " am now no longer 3 human ego in

.the existentially posited world but exclusively a [transcendental]

subject for which this world [as phenomena] has heing" (E. Husserl

'411969a 14) What has’ happened is that through the method of the epoche

'_or transcendental—phenomenological reduction, We find the "reduction

l'of the world to the transcendental phenomenon world', ‘a’ reduction

'iﬁthus also to its correlate transcendental subjectivity" (E Husserl

| "v1979a 152-153)

L Husserl describes somewhat metaphorically what has happened in

_fthe following passage.

f?bracketed matter is not wiped off the phenomenological
 “slate, but only- ‘bracketed, and ‘thereby provided with a >
~'sign that. indicates the’ bracketing., Taking .its sign

- with 1it, the bracketed matter is reintegrated 'in . the.. S
To take ‘a pertinent illustration- R

:3".main theme of inquifY-"*ﬂ

P

R

P

o
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"ﬁ.trahscendental—phenomeno1ogica1 standpoint or attituﬁe

'-_;the operation of the epoche f Mbrg specifically,

p ysical nature suffers disconnexion whilst notwithstanding

. we continue to have not ‘only a phenomenology of the
e n tural scientific’ consciousness on the :side of its -
- thought and experience, but ‘also: ‘a phenomenology of
nature itself as correlate of ‘the' natural scientific
c nsciousness. Similarly, although psychology and
"tal science are effected by the disconnexiOn, we
ve-a phenomenology of man; -his personality, personal
alities, -and his conscious course (as a human. being),
a/phenomenology, further, of the mind. of the community,
'its social institutions, 1its cultural creations, and so
forth (E. Husserl l969a 212—213)

:So we see that transcendental consciousness is a consciousness of the
Asame world In fact "if phenomenology were to‘replace the natural
.'attitude, to declare it invalid it would by that same step, become
~bempty, for it would have nothing to descibe" (p Carr, 1974 38)
i'repeat.,the epoche in respect to all natural human life—interests~ i
-iappears to be a turning-away from them (which is by the way, ‘one of

" the most common misunderstandings of the transcendental epoche) But

i"if it were meant in this way, there wOuld be no._ transcendental inquiry .

- (E. Husserl 1970a 176) However, due to the. operation of the epoche

o we'.no longer simply take this world for granted we do not accept it

68

‘as a presupposed "resource" for our inquiries.‘ Instead its existence oo

- becomes a topic" (not a resource) for inquiry since "the bracketed n,'

o matter is reintegrated in the main theme of the inquiry"i(ibid..212)

e . .

So, in retrospect it can be seen that through the operation of ;.

”4the epoche a "transformation of... attitude" (ibid..lSl) has resulted -‘,‘jif'

-,:v.-

'f'a transformation from the natural standpoint or attitude to the

"ﬂ,;{it becomes apparent that this’"transformation" is impossible without

‘i

:"the attitude of

':'jnatural human existence.

'In addition, -

T*precedes [the attitude of transcendental ’
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phenomenolOSY] not. accidently but’ essentially" (ibid ) , So'the'

ePOChE... is... the gate of entry thrOugh which one. must pass in

" order to be able to discover the new world of pure subjectivity"

(ibid..256) Tt turns out "to be the necessary Operation which renders,
pure consciousness’accessible to us, and subsequently the whole. ﬂ
phenomenological region"'(E Husserl 1969a 114). In other words,

"this disconnexion from nature was for us the methodological means . -

whereby the direction of the mental glance upon the pure tranmendenta% ’,

consciousness became at all possible" (ibid 171)

“In summary, this chapter has shown how the epoche; or trans— ‘
cendental—phenomenological reduction has accomplished "a redugtion
f 'the world [of the natural standpoint] to the transcendental f |
henomenon world'; a reduction thus also to its correlate transcen+

u‘

dental subjectivity" (E Husserl l970a 152 3) i o *



. - FOOTNOTES

1. "Under sciences... developed from the natural standpoint,
are included not only all Bo-called natural sciences, in the more
extended as well as in the narrower serise oft the term, the sciences
of material nature, but also the sciencesg of animal beings... ,
with their psychophysical nature, physiology, and se forth. All _
so-called mental sciengces also come under this head ~ history, the
cultural sciences, the solciological disciplines of every kind,
whiereby we provisionally leave it an open question whether they
are to be held similar to ‘the natural sciences or placed in.
opposition to them, be themselVes=apcepted.as natural sciences or
as sciences of an essentially new type" (E. Husserl, 1969a:52).
o : ) Co . Lo - , -
’

2: A by-prod

uct 'of the researches contained in this thesis is
the discovery that all three of the operators discussed, either
‘explicitly €in the case of the Chapter Four operator) or implicitly
"contain'" or pf@suppose the eidetic reduction. They all show them—
selves to be eidetically,opienced in their operation. That is, all
are concerned with the reduction of essences. o

o

3.. This is in contrast with the cbncingeqcy of the world's
existence. In this realm "no proofs drawn from the émpirical "
consideration of the world can be,conceived‘whi¢h»could assure us

with certainty of the world's ‘existence. The world is not doubtful

in the sense that there are rational grouhds which might be pitted
against the tremendous force of unanimous experiences, but in the

- sense that a doubt is thinkable, and this is so because the possibility
of nbg;being is in'princip}e never excluded" (E. Husserl, 1969a:145).

! : ‘ . : . -‘..( . -
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CHAPTER FOUR: TRANSFORMATION "THE: ESTABLISHMENT OF THE EIDETIC
STRUCTURE OF THE TRANSCENDENTAL—PHENOMENOLOGICAL STANDPOINT

1. OPERAND: THE TRAN§CENDENTAL-PHENOMENOLOG_ICAL STANDPOINT

As is‘readily apparent the operand of  this transformation is

v

merely the ‘positive transform of the previous transformation.' This,
of course, is consistent with the discussion presented in the intro—

duction to this thesis wherein it was explained that the framework

‘"

. of ‘this thesis would be formally structured by means of three telated

transformations.d

v

Since the positive transform oflthe first transformation is the
operand of the second transformation it remains merely to summarize
:the transform of the previous chapter. Through the operation of the
pepoche two transforms resulted, a negative ane and a positive one.

’ h More specfically, thrOugh the operation of the epoche the ""general

“thesis "of the natural standpoint" Was bracketed This meant that one

could no Ionger presuppose the existence of a spatio~temporal fact
. ‘
world as a foundation for one's judgments._

At the same time a positive transform emerged- the transcendental—

-

phenomenological standpoint. By not being permitted to presuppose the
' existence of a fact world a new standpoint revealed itself By ,
taking aw%? the existence of a fact world as the ground for one's.

thinking, ‘one is left only with one's thinking and its content One

e,

‘is 1eft with consciousness, a "pure" conscibusness, one that does not

presuppose its own existence ~as a spatio-temporal existence (due to
: . .

the operation of the epoche) Ji'

-

Also,_through the operation of the epoche it becomes apparent :
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that this consciousness is a "transcendental"»consciOusneSS since by . AN

focusing on consciousnessjone focuses upon the knower's knowing life,
which is précisely the transcendental turn. A momeats reflection

further shows that this transcendental conSciousness always has a
content 15 is always a consciousness of something.- Furthermore,
since the epoche has not restricted what this transcendental subject—
ivity can be conscious of it can be consciOus of anything whatsoever.
The epoche Simply prevents me from presuming the spatio—temporal
existence-of what one is conscious of; | u‘ - . -‘\\\ '
f;’.opsRATonz EIDETIC REDUCTION . o L

Having "transformed" the natural standpoint into the new transcen—

dental-phenomenological standpoint through the epoche it is nécessary

o : A\
to know what universal properties defime this new standpoint In k :

other words, what "we lack... is a certain general insight into the
essence of consciousness in, general” (E. Husserl, 1969a: 113), j.e.,

transcendental consciousness. In order to determine what this essence

B

is, it is necessary to apply the eidetic reduction to this new stand- v

. + / . IS
point. o _ s ) :

It is the aim of this section to Lhow what the eidetic reduction _
'is by showing hpw it works. This will ‘set the stage for its application o
to the new~standpoint" | Since the’ eidetic reduction was: already
introduced in the "Introduction to. the Idea'of a Foundation", my aim
here. will be to. expand and build upon this discussion.. ‘

. The eidetic reduction appears to operate in at least two distin—»

guishable stages. These stages are- one, the selection or abstraction

of an exampie or illustration and two, the "free—variation" in the
. . . - ¢




{

imagination of the example.

: According to Husserl; it "belongs to- the general and essential

nature of immediate, intuitive-essence ~ apprehension... that it can
be carried out on the basis of the mere present framing of particular
illustrations" (ibid. :198). Any example taken from a given class of
objects1 can serve as the_"raw material" for the operation of the
eidetié reduction. In Husserl's words, "any variant of the example
could have served equally well” (E. Husserl l969b 248) ¥
Secondly, the example is "varied freely in the imagination or-

fantasy . According to Husserl "in phenomenology.. free fancies:

¥

[i.e., free—variations in fantasy] assume a privileged position"

(E.-Husserl, 1969a:199).  In fact, he states without hesitation that

v
)

- " "the element which makes up ‘the life of phenomenology as of all

eidetical.science is fiction" (ibid..20) i.e., free fantasy.

2

It is a "frggfvvariation in the.gnmgination in’ the.’sense that

it is not bound to factualness. In the case of sound> for ex{ﬂwle,

the simple listening to a signle illustrative sound Qr to a~variety

°

of illustrative sounds or to their actual variation say by means of

stereophonic equipment will not reveal eidetic limits. Only factual
- p .. o .

limits will be discovered such as the fact. that my ear cannot tolerate o

varied any number of sounds it is still up to the’ imagination or "free i

fancy to: try to "conceive" of a sound without pitch for example.

-

Only in this decisive finai step does it become possible to understand a

that pitch is essentially necessary to the conceivability of sound

This could not have been discovered through the mere listening to a .

R

o S e e
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©a sound lOuder than. 80 many decibels. After one has heard and factually;



SO : ‘ , \ ,
‘- vari%ty of sounds or to the varying of‘a particular sound say by

’: varying its pitch It is only when one tries to. "imagine" ‘the sound

withOut pitch that an essential necessity reveals itself. In general

terms, whatever "in purely invariant and reduced form is pgculiar

‘to the experience and cannot be thOught away from it as it is -
]?J‘ itself... passes eo‘}pso into the eidos‘..-" (ibid..261) : Since the

pitch of a sound "ca ot be th0ught away from it", without destroying
QP

o

sound itself pitch "passes eo: 1pso~into the eidos" " So a free-

variation that reveals essences is possibly only Ain and through the S

r R . '
imagination. PR ) o ' K . ’ o .

e So, it is through the operation of the eidétic reduction with
its selection of ‘an illustration or example, and it's free-variation' C e
of this example in the imaginatibn, that essential necessities are’

discovered In general terms, these essential necessities are the, :
"invariant [properties] the indissolubly identical in the different -
. Cy .

and ever again different" (E Husserl l969b 24§) ' Pitch for example,

is an "invariant"'property of aqy sound whatsoever° it is "identical"

u
N o LI s

‘ in every different sound in the sense of«being,present in every sound -

;];' although of course@this pitch assumes different values in actuality.;




®

..\

; of colour such that if that "boundary" is. "overstepped" or "vioclated"

,.""

the" experience of colour is governed by the principle or rule that
aay experience of a. colour that is notaextended is inconceivable

(ibid..156) This rule specifies a "boundary" for the experience

an "intrinsic absurdity" (ibid..231) results. So, the essence of

T

something is its: necessary structure (ibid 60), it is what is necessary
to its possibility or conceivability.' As Husserl puts it .. theJ,’

guestion of the possibility of experienoe... is... at the same time

the question of the essence of experience" (E Husserl 19643 27)
[ 4

An "essence proves to be that . without which an object of . a particular
I .

kind cannot be thOUght" (E Husserl 1973§ 341)

&

Eisewhere Husserl also identifies essential necessities with-
) .

the & priori In Husserl's words the "concept eidos .. defines the

only concept belonging to the multisignificant expression, a priori

1

that I recognize philosophically. "That concept alone is meant whenever "'

the locution a priori occurs in my writings" (E. Husserl l969b 248)
And “again, this "invariant is the ontic essential form (alpriori form),,“
the ;ldos" (bid.). | '

Also because of ‘the prior operation of the epoche, which of
course is still in effect, "the positing of the essence...:does not o

imply any positing of individual existence whatsoever pure essential

truths dosnot make the slightest assertion concerning fact“ (E Husserl

1969a 57)._ Essential neCEssities:just state what properties are

i%cessary to; make the existence of. something a nossibility,' " d

75
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subject o .> Y

Since the eidetic reduction seledts the invariant properties

, of whatever it examines it rejects the "individual elements" (ibid -_'

209), i e., it rejects the unique elements of ‘an. object In the

language of phenomenology, this attitude which consists in considering

‘o

: the world of objects but in 50 doing ignores the individual existence

| in order to. dwell exclusively upon the.essence is called eidetic
‘reduction.,~1n other words the. focus on eidetic properties ensures

v that the "accidental" (ibid 272) or unique i e. ,.the inessential is

ignored So the eidetic reduction is not- interested in ‘all. the

had

properties that define a. particular thing, it is interested only in

those that are eSSential necessities. o

X

- Consequently, when the eidetic reduction is turned to the reduction

:j:of this new standpoint as it is in this chapter, only essential neces—

¢ : o L

j‘f sities will be presented. In other words, the transform to follow will

present only those properties that make this new standpoint of s ,
treﬂscendental consciousness possible 1. e., conceivable However, the:

<

possibility that these propertigs will subsequently be refingd or f-“fh. )

o -
Ld

o supplemented is left as an open possibility,

THE TRANSCENDENTAL—PHENOMEN— ,i‘;rﬁfc‘
LG A CONSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURE S
WITHIN WHICH cousgITurIONAL ?ROCESSES-OPERATE




A

Such a reflective turn I w0uld simply believe that this paper exists

: without being able to think about this belief

N

e ‘n In more general terms even to posit such a consciousness, as

' we have done in the transform of the previous chapter, is to imply its R
i'lreflexive nature since to posit such a consciousness is already to &
? reflect upon it Husserl puts it in the following way. o s

He who merely says, I doubt the significance of -
- reflexion. [sic] for knowledge, maintaines an. absurditx.;
‘For as: he asserts. his doubt, ‘he reflects and to set .
this assertion forth as valid presupposes that reflexion
has really and without a doubt (for the case in hand).
..the very. cognitive value upon ‘which doubt has ‘been cast... R
(ibid 227—228) R ’f:.' S R S ';'

Husserl even goes 80, far as to say that "even He [i e., God] could

win a‘knowledge of His consciousness and its content only through

: . . )
C . ; . . . !

N reflexion (ibid 229) ﬂi< ,im,7; ‘
. Consciousness, in its "straight forward" attitude towards thqt | ';:,'p .
which it is conscious of is unreglective or unexamined : However to a:\'i;f-/_

3 _ e .
the essence of this consciousness belongs "the possibility of self- o)
-examination" (Ei,Husserl‘w:‘”w In Husserl P words' "living "‘fxi7'i"f4;
. SRR I
in the cogito we. have not got the cogitatio [i e., consciousness] e

-consciously before us.. as an....object but it can at any timé'become 1?3

. (




‘j‘g‘ (phases of experience... ) ‘can be grasped and analyzed.; "(ibid 219)

"”78V"1

‘ . '_Vz”,.‘ | ‘
peculiar structure l: " (ibid..218) So nothing can be known about
"this."stream" except from a reflexive standpoint. Reflection
onsequently reveals itself as necessary to the possibility of a
'transcendental phenomenology itself since such a phenomenology really'
is nothing more than the study of transcendental consciousness and
j'v‘its relation to the world of- phenomena.:y o A
Husserl approaches a definition of "reflection" when he.refers
to.it as‘"a new cogitatio" (ibid 123) that directs its sttention f“"
1vltowards the cogito that is the direct result of the operation of the ‘Hff
'"Tepoche He further refers to it as, "an expressiou for acts in which

'the stream of experience (Erlebnis) with all of its manifold events

nf_It is "the name we give to COnsciousness own method for the knowledge P

v of consciousness generally" (ibid ) For example to my "°°nSCi°“S

B fhlife",'to my "sensuously perceiving and imagining life" or to my

o asserting, valuing or willing life" I can at any time direct my

2

reflective regard" *I can contemplate it and in respect of its

-~

. '7'contents" VI can explic'te it and describe it" (E Hussenl 1973a 31)

*ﬂ;,jTo further illustrate th;vreflexive nature of consciousness Husserl fﬁ

<~o ~A
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Through the operation of the reflective Eidetic.redUctionbupon o M:A
illustrations of consciousness' various modalities,.such as recoll—_'ki";
'7" ection or belief it Becomes apparent that each of these.cases are
’recollections .or beliefs etc. carried out by an "ego Only through “'ﬁ
.;f acts of experiencing as . reflected on do we know anything of the stream}7-7ﬁ
) of experience and of its necessary relationship to the pure Ego" i )
(ibid 222) Since each of these cases'tgijfts of experiencing

o merely illustrates the activity of consciousness in general conscious— o

. ,ness itself is always the consciousness carried out by an ego (ibid 1211

Also,'since the epdche is, of course Q!h operation it is a transcen-:'
dental ego. In\husserl's words'. '.fﬁ? ‘\”//J ,'fl"wf

" “Among the essential peculiarities of a general kind
.distinctive of ‘the: transcendentally purified field
of experience, the first place should be. kept for. the i
wrelating of that’ experience to the "pure" 'Ego. Every*‘
lcogito" [act’ of conscicusness] every act 4n a '
”aispecially marked ‘sense, 1s:characterized as an ‘act- of SR DT :
" the Ego, "proceeding from ‘the Ego",.. .. . I. > “man ’.'J*.f e
. Ego... the "being directed towards",’ "the being b&_sied I
-+ with", adopting an attitude" ’ undergoing or suffering r
from" has this of ‘hecessity wrapped in; its essence, that 7
. -1t 18 just something "from. the Ego" or in reverse SR
- direction. v (ibid ‘232—233) RURTIR l}‘,; B

: : N R ST ﬁ'hfa'.; o
This essential necEssity means that these acts of conSciousness SO

are "the conscious prbcesses of one and the same Ego.., " (ibid ‘222)5°;""‘v'

.ffiIn Other words it "remains absolutely se!f—identical in all real and i_-‘.“n‘

hlrpossible changes"of experience."; V (ibid..172) I }fact, this selfifj_i




referring them both to t:he same ego. Consequently, the transcendental

';“lfnecessarily since consciousness exists nqcessarily (i

B its act of consciousness.;,l_'i'fif*“ -

;existence is indubitable, i e., to deny its existence is self-contra—

'ﬂthe ego is connected with consciousness necessarily then the ego

R i
. . .

[y o S : o - : e
7 of the relationship between the self identical transcEndental ego and B

* : In addition two distinct modalities of consciousness such as ::

h”;vtperception and retention for example,.can only be maintained in a

°

7isequence, as a unity (say, where retention follows perception) if '~

7athey are unified by a self-identical ego that holds them together by

. “ : c. f'-,
ego acts as’ a necessary unifying principle for conscioushess, and in u.;'--'“

h‘fact is precisely what permits us to speak of a; single consciousness. -

)

Also, this essentially necessary connectionubetween the transcen—f;“/,;_?

””dental ego and its acts of consciousness means that the ego exists o

,e., its-non— L

fdictory)i In other words, if consciOusness exists necessarily, and if

”*ﬁ_exists necessarily also.. In Husserl's words' "the Ego appears to be

(I

,permanently{ even necessarily, there."flm



e

»ah»or dependent upon the existence of a world to which it makes reference

r

While Husserl claims that the transcendental ego is absolute in yflﬂ

8

?its existence and that it is "self identical" it _nevertheless, in
b‘,;terms of any possible con;ent that it itself may have,”"is completely
“f:emply of essential components" (E Husserl l969a 233) ' What this

means is that the transcendental ego itself cannot be made into "an _E'T‘ .

";;:iobject of inquiry" i e.,;lapart from its way of behaving" (ibid

;f233), i e., apart from the acts of consciousness to‘which it is
_,necessarily connected In other words,'"it.has no. content that couldvv
.'ibe unravelled it is in and for itself indescribable-‘pure[Ego and
ifnothing further" (ibid..233§ Since its existence‘is directly acces—igjjpizttje
‘h;;ftsible to us chuase of its "immanence" and yet remains "indescribable" .

E fﬂusserl calls it a "transcendence in imqanence (ibid 173)

Through the operation of'the reflective eidetic reduction upon
o s besd SN .
‘”>any particular transcendental act of consciOusness, say a particular

met of doubt’ f°r example 1'3 becmﬂes aPparent that this"part:icular s

.,act of consciOusness (which ia merely‘an illustrative example of

-fﬁfconsciousness in general) has what Husserl callsban "intentional _;":f}fi "7




\It is essential to the possibility of transcendental consciousnass.gff?i

This property of transcendental consciousness called "intent-4fv ”gﬁjg S

: ;i'nality" simply means that consciousness in general and any particular.fﬁ’*

‘ 5}f*act of,conésiousness is always a "consciousness of something"

v

‘4'(E,¢Husser{ 1973a 505 1969s 242)» This deceptively sim&ie property

L £ =
g'is really\at the "crux"3 of transcendental phenomenology and permits

k,ﬁlHusserl to avoid a Hegelian type of subjective idealisms that reduces

.\' -

: reality to consciousness Lnstead Husserl, thrOugh the property of
. 8 .‘,‘_‘ - N . q »\' 4

"intentionality, will keep consciousness and reality absolutely separate

‘ﬂand distinct from one another.i As Husserl‘states it "Between the.fl"

v'fmeanings of consciousness and reality yawns a veritable abySS"
"TF(E Husserl 1969a 153) ffﬁ‘”“ﬁ*.f@ ;fiﬂ'?iff:*fwfV'gf.vgJ S
As mentioned above, every particular act of consciousness has an {E_Tvsf.

‘»

S " ' ya -',". ;
".;“jthe perceiving of something, maybe a thing, judging, the judgi,' ' ‘

‘fia,certain matter valuation,_the valuing of something, wish :.e%nishfégy;_flﬁ,;

Husserl encorporates a Cartesian manner of speaking“in his eid$

:'i*?*descriptiks”




ui-1969a'24f)v However,\this containment"'metaphor (i e.,v"withinii.:'
mitself") shOuld not be taken in the sense of some kind of 1ogical

. inclusion, since as mentioned earlier "Between consciousness [i.e.,‘,‘

B} ,,&

"fythe CQSitO] and reality [i e.;'the cogitatum] there yawns a true
f":abyss of sense": Instead, this metaphor should be understood in the j o
”rnxsense of an invariant relation such tha; every cogito(?s invariably
filinked to its cogitatum.fi:?‘;::-_‘il.;j'.v_ﬂbfd ': fﬁhd3i s;;hk_"uf:; .
. The Cartesian ébgito and Husserl's use of it includes every

‘;'case of "I perceive, I remember I fancy, I judge, feel desire will
{fand all experiences of the Ego that in any way resemble the foregoing

! ,_._‘

o (E Husserl 1969a 115) However Husserl's epoche prevents S

-

‘,_f bls cogito from assuming a substantialized" character in the

'.-fCartesian manner, and thereby also prevents it from assuming a causal
: 9

i?ﬁf~-”relation ta the world The preSupposition here“ of course, is that

ﬂcausality is possible only’in a "substantial”»realm of being S_, . _f

P . =

‘ﬁthe result is that the cogito does not have a causal relation towards

*EI,”lits cogitatum, but instead the cogito is intentionafiy related to its

"]cogitatum

The intentionality of consciousness is also expressed as é "bi--'




Y

. component he introduces "the expression hyletic or. material data,_'

‘if pain, tickling, etc..;-" (fbid..246—247) v Like noeses, hyletic data -

o purified c

fé.eSsential nature to conceal 'meaning within itself" (ibid..251)

;fin"general terms the meanin.;of these "meanings"i' Neither does Husserl

.\?

o also plainly and simply materials (Stuffe)" (ibid..248) These are

sensory contents such as the data of colour, touch, sound... pleasure,~

- . . PR

7\belong to the level of pure consciousness. So consciousness (or thek

'ito), in this terminology, has t+ real" components'-

.the hy‘etic as well as the noetic (ibid..248-285) However, unlike:

b_'the oet c component "the sensile element... contains in itself nothing

- intentional...‘" (ibid..247 120) In addition "the hyletic or
sensile element" assumes .an indubitable "reality"q For example
to simultaneously experience "pleasure" (a hyletic datum) and deny its

existence is absurd j{'?"
Having briefly introduced the non-Cartesian way of expressing

+
.

intentionality, i e., “in its "ego-noetic-hyletic-noematic" form,‘it

LSS

is necessary at this point to” devote some discdssion to the meaning

of the noetic pole in order to set the stage for the subsequent dis- ,

N . e

ﬁwcussion of its function in the."intentional process"

The essential thigg about these "noetic phases" 0T ‘noesés’ is that |
"they are "meaningful".a-In other words, so. far as the noetic pble is f*“
j;concerned "it is its essential nature to harbor in itself a meaning i

"T?"of some sort" (ibid..257) And again, "it is [the noetic pole s]

';Z"Husserl, however, nowhere‘(to my knowledge) defines explicitly and




»

being" (E Husserl 19698‘153), beij“umerely as intended “i referred

: understanding of- this term can- be acquired by looking into the use‘

and to the mea“
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are posited as ready—made in the intention" (1970 :59). However, an

that will be made of it below.

' AcCOrding'tngusserl material elements [i e., hyletic or

sensile phases] are 'animated' through noetic phases, they undergo..u

'formal shapings gifts of meaning S (E. Husserl 1969a 284)

In other“words, over those sensile phases lies as it were an A

Caeel.

animating , meaning - bestowing stratum [the noeses] v (ibidr:
The result of the operation of this noetic "meaning - bestowing

-

stratum upon the hyletic stratum is a "noematic" stratum In-otherj

e words, this noetic-hyletic operation yields "the .meant purely as

?
meant" (E Husserl l973a 56) The epoche prevents me from claiming

_ that this noematic stratum is other than mere intentional being"

R : .
(E Husserl 1969a 153) In other words, thrOugh the operation of. the'

epoche we effect a- reduction to our pure meaning [noetic meaning]..._;- "

1

t, purely as . meant" [noematic meaning] (E Husserl 1973a:.?

"=-5§).‘ So when pure consciousness is described as essentially intentional

in structure, i e., that it is always a- consciousness of'"something"

¢

this "something" is not the kind of "something" fbr which reality claims

are made.. Instead, the epoche prevents me from making such‘claimss ffcf: jn;i

N R 5- .

Being, consequently is not Yiewed as "real being" but as "mere intentional




&
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- epoche,‘reality "has the essence of something that in principle is
) ~

.

"only intentional, only something we are. conscious of, something
‘presented, something appearing" (ibid..154) ‘ Reality after the epoche .,

depends, exclusively, for its sense upon noetic consciousness.

v

A series of brief examples should help to crystalize what Husserl‘

means by intentionality and its intentional animation function. For

¢

1example, the."thought" (noetic meaning) gives the character of the
thOught about" (ngematic meandng) to a particular set of hyletic ’_ L
data Similarly, the valuation" (noetic meaning) gives the character-

of the_ valued" (noematiq meaning) to a particular”set of hyletic data‘

(colour for example) Again, the belief gnoetic meaning) gives the

I

. character of the "believed in" (noematic.meaning) to a partiCular set

of hyletic data. For example, an "existence belief" (nOEtic meaning)

' ives the character of "existence" (noematic meanin ) to ‘a particular A
24 g o

E set of hYletic data. So Qhen reality claims" are made they are

Te : ) - <,
- introduced Only as noetic and noematic meanings, so that’"existence"

,4becomes onl a part of the "meanin " of the "object meant"
Y 8

A

In summary, the eidetic structnre of this new standpoint is

'defined by a reflexive transcendental ego that relates itself to a Jfa»-"
"f}meant world in and thro&gh the structure of intentionality.,;g‘j:;i'A»[;je'

B It is within this eidetic structure that a process called e

"'.,._-_.constitution"5 operates. f"




x'\. - » o " ."“ ‘ ) »l' - J
this constitutional process ig described in its‘noetic—noematic
correlativity A LT,

The aim of the theory of constitution is to. explain the noematic

et \\ =

meanings of an entity by showing how - these meanings "ormginate" in
J. . - -

' noetic acts GE consciousness through the intermediate hyletic stratum.-

" The problem is to go back to: the intentional origins... of the
ﬁ - F
formation of meaning [that is,_to] move’ from a ready made entity

back to its intentional origins...;" (E Husserl 197Qa :168) . Husserl,
' apparently,.simply accepts as "axiomatic" _that "reality recives its

sense from‘subjectivity"L(R Sokolowski’ 1970 133).. This ‘is because e
. .

'5f_this sense—giving function of subjectivity is intentionalitygand
intentionality is a fundamental eidetic property of conscionsness.-

’Furthermore, as Husserl often states, "eidetic descriptions have T

"

¢ﬂbthing xb fear: from the: finest arguments ' It apparently has little

to. gain from the "finest arguments"-either since few are presented R s
» .

This . is understandable though because the claim of Husserl'
: R - 8

phenomenology is that it simply provides "eidetic descriptions"'of R

phenomena exactly as’ they present themselves to consciousness. 3In a:

discipline that simply describes what it sees"; no arguments are o " ‘
il 4. . e : T T Lwm
necessary.'_,_ Qj_" » .@‘5-‘, ﬂ H\",f“;'.]i.-i'fi ; ».‘

In qrder to make sense of what Husserl means by the term."object-?;_tfp"

ivity“ two theoretically separate components of the objective "noematic

“.“

. nucleus" must be,dis.fnguished. The first component to be distinguished3"




i

abstraction from all... predicate - noemata" (ibid.). As such, it

is the '"nodal point" (ibid.:365), oéf"empty X" (ibid.:367) to whigh .

the ndemata attach themselves. This "X" is the "bearer of’meaning",

it is the'beasgr of noematic predicates" (ibid.). According to
Lo 3
Husserl, no meaning is possible apart from this empty X (iQ}d.).
. ) “\ -
In Husserl's words: : L
predicates are predicates of "something" and this
"something" belongs together with the predicates, to
the nucleus in question: it is the central point of
unification... . It is the p®dal point of connexion
for the predicates, their "bearer'", but in no wise
their unity in the sense in which any system or
connexion of predicates might be called a unity. It
[X] must be distinguished from these [predicates],
¥ although it [X] should not be set alongside them, and
should not be separate from them, as inversely they
themselveés are its‘predicates: inconceivable without
it [X] and yet distinguishable from it. (ibid. 365)

So the togai objective nucleus consists of the empty X to which all
its noematic predicates)attach themselves.. Consequently, the second

component of the 'total objective nugleus" is this cluster of noematic

prediates. ’

o

R. Sokolowskl provides an example that serves to illustrate the

-

function of the "object simpliciter, X" aé a bearer of noematic J

predicates:
' ' *

‘'For instance, in pure phantagsy I can think about an

entity which looks like a stone, then changes into a
‘living creature, then becomes invisible and dimensionless.
There is ome subjeet [one "X"] for all these character-
" istics, and the manifold of senses [noemata) (extended,
brown, inanimate; then animated, breathing; then

suddenly not visible but capable of being heard, R
capable of causing things to happen, etc.) are all
predicates of this one subject [the 'X'] (1970:151-152).

This extreme example was chosen precisely to illustrate,thattgggn'in

the case of an entity whose reality is inconceivable, there styﬁl

.
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remains the underlying empty X. This 1s so because one simply could

not conceive of the possibilisy of presenting the continuous variation

*

- of noemata (as we have done in the example) except with reference to

an underl&iqg empty X that maintains that continuity as the continuity

of some entity.

n

The theor& of constitutiqn addresses. the problem of the subjdct-
ive c;nstitution of this noeﬁatic nucleus. However, the noematic
predicates, in their total actual and possible multiplicity, in themy
selves, are of no direct interest to an exclusively eidetic disc1pline
Instead, - the noematic nucleus must be examined for the eidetic

characters that make the particular noematic nucleus a possibility,

The ‘theory of constitution is interested only in the eidetic character

- of the total noematic nucleus. In Husserl's words: "... it is here

~

througﬁout a question‘of eidetic... éonnexidns [sic]... , [it is a
q;ﬁstion of] "the essential relations betweén the noetic and the
noematic... (E Husserl, 1969a; 286)

These 'eidetic characters' are understood as the 'channels"
(iéid.;414) ér“"limfféﬁ within which "infinite noematic variations"

are possible. ‘This "infinite noematic variation" can be understood

with the aid of an illustration. Consider the infinite variations

6 . -
possible 'in the noema "tree' for instance. The total noematic:nucleus

of the noema tree, includes characteristics such as its coldur,. for

— ) ,
example, particular shades of green and brown, its distance from me v%{
. . R
when I stand in this particular place. It also includes the multi-
plicity of noematic variations possible in the imagination., These

noematic variations would include’ a variation in colour, in the

89
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imagination, a variation of shapé, in the imagination, say from the

. 4
perceptual '"primordial'’ tree shape, that I see before me, to a

perfectly square shape. So, the tree,'iB its actﬁality;aa well as 8

its potentiality, is the total noematic nucleus.7 It is clear that

-

the "dnfinity" here points to the. possibility of presenting the

various noematic shades and shapes etc. in an endless.variation in

perception and imagination. So, as the perception flows forward '

or is interrupted in an "eye-blink" or is simply "recalled!" or
"imagined", in its relation to the "same" object (the "same" tree,
for example). the '"noematic content" continually changes.\.In otﬁer

. words, "it belongs (a priori) to the proper essence of the perception

. .
object, and to have it as the unity of a certain noematic

1

t T

to have 'its

content (Bestandes), which for other perceptions of 'the sém& object'
is always something different again, though always essentially described

"in advance... " (ibid.:286).

This infinity of actualland poséible noeﬁatic variations ptesent
¢ . : .
themselves in and through the "invariant channels" already mentioned

above. These invariant channels define the "essence" of the noematic
N

.nucleus. Tﬁey define the "Eidos of the noéma" (iBid.ﬁ287).‘ For‘ ]

ekample: the totai noemgtic ;material thing”; tree, presents itself

in perception and imaginaéion in an infinite variation of actual and

possible.sﬁapes. But throughout all such variation thé essénce or

invariant property ''shape' or "extension'" remains. That‘iE, this
-

particular material thipg canqot be varied in imagination or per--

ception in such a manner as to avoid the fact that it must have shape

(be extended), without violating the nature of a material thing,

L)
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. \ .
i.e., without violating the "rule" that prescribes the essence of

matérial‘things. In Husserl's words, we are "bound by a law-

{

conforming space as a frame which the idea of a possible thing in

general strictly prescribes for us. However arbitrarily we may
vary the‘form of what we may fancy, 6ne spatial shape will inevitab}y
pass .over into another" (;bid;:&lB). In other words, the "régiqn
[material] "thing' prescribes rules for the course of qusible
intentions... " (ibid.).

In genéral terms, as aﬁ ridea [Eidos]...‘the complete givenness
[of the noemafic nucleus]... as a connexion [sic] of endless processes
of'cdntinuous apﬁzérance.w. is prescribed... » 1s absolutely fixed

in its essential typé.:. " (ibid.:397). The noematic nucleus, ‘as

"a continuum of appearances iis] determined a pfiori... ,- [it 1is]

'

%

governed by an.established dispensation of esséntial~ordq;” (ibid.).
This endless continuum of noematic appearanceé,hwith its
eldetic prescriptions, presupposes its underlying "determinable' or

"empty X'". Through these infinite noematic variations, prescribed

a priori by eidetic rules, the empty X is "more closely determined"..

To repeat: the infinite noematic variation of all thé "phases.of
appearances of the same determinable X, [is] so ordered'aé a coﬁnected\"
systeﬁ and so de;ermiped as to its essential content that any ofhits
lines when carried continuousiy forward givés a harmonious system of
appearances. . . , &herein the giQen X, ever one and the same, 1s with
ungroken consistency ﬁore_closely and never 'otherwise' determined"

(ibid. :397). | ’

It i3 through the theory of constitution that theeldetic &tructure
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of the noematic nucleus is to be accountéd for in terms of trans-

“ o ~

cendental subjectivity. In other words the essential noematic unity
.o v

is to be explained by describing the noetic acts that "correspond"

’A.
with or pprallel" the manifold of eidetic noematic properties " That-

/
is, a parallelism between noesis and noema . does indeed exist"

[ -
*

(ibid 288) because of the universal property of "intentionality",
and these noetic and noematic "formations must’ be described on.both
sides in~their essential correspondence" (ibid ). The theory of
constitution claims that "all acts whatsoever... are objectivatiné
acts,... originally constituting objects, 'They are necessary sources

<

of various regions of being and, consequently,'oj\EEi\j?fdlogies that

belong to themf (ibid;:3335.
uIn this process of constitution hyletic data (i.e. » purely ;.

sensory data). play largely a passive and often "behind the scenes! g

role. Howeveryg Husserl does admit that the way in which these hyletic

data can be "interpreted" or "animated" (objectivated) is to some

extent limited by the nature of the hyle. | The purely hyletic datum

of "joy", for example, cannot be noetically interpreted and constituted

noematically as a "sorrowful" object. The hyle does restrict the

range of.interpretation. however, the ‘hyletic level is, ior Husserl,

a relatively unimportant component of the constitutional process

(ibid. :251), and he ag a’ consequence does. not devote a great deal of

attention to it ‘He 1is- more interested in the noetic and noematic

components which he considers more impdrtantv Why Husserl de—emphasizes

the hyletic component is not clear.

So the problem of the theory of constitution, in general terms,



-

is to explain noetically, through the medium of hyletic data, the

. 8 .
possibility of essential noematic unities. The problem is to

vy

disdover tHose noetic essential coﬁditions that. make possible the -

emergence of the particular kind of noematic essentia}g'sense o
transcendence that a particular kind of object or region has. The
prbblem is to find those noetic essential relations that make a

particular 6bject or region a possibility.

More precisely, the problem is, first, to describe, say, a

"material thing", in its essential noematié unity. ‘Thepn the_probiem.'
is to specify the noetic acEs, in association withg the éppropriaté"

: hyleEic data, ‘that make possible that noematic essential unity.

e ¢

Illustrations of how specific coesﬁitutional processes ogfra;e

'”the estab-

are reserved-for the next chapter which is devoted to
X . . o
lishment of the eidetic structure of any specific constitutional

+

process”: This is-because any specific illustrations of gonsfitutional

.
1)

processes describeb"the eidetic structure of any specific constitutional

prdcess” and cheréfore,rightfully-belcﬁg in the next chapter.

™~ G - - : N L
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. FOOTNOTES

1. ' To the best of my knowledge Husserl nowhere discusses the
basis upon which a particular illustration is choesen. Perhaps a
category stich as Rickexg's or Weber's "value relevance'" would .
permit one to overcome the infinity of examples; i.€. would provide
a basis. for one's selection. This in turn would make the eidetic
results cgpsisp%htlwith a particular chosen value gtandﬁoint herepy
guaranteeing the value-relevance of the results,

'

2. Since the eidetic reduction was the "method" used to
‘acquire gpidetic knowledge about consciousness, it is reflexive in
nature. Husserl, in'fact"claims.that the 'phendmenoclogical method
proceeds entirely through acts of reflection" (E. Husserl, 1969a:215).
This implies that the operator of the transformation to follow, i.e.
"constitutional analysis", is also—reflexiVe. - This shows itself .to
be true since 1t too operates upon transcendental consciousness.
However,T it is more.difffcult to see how this is the case with the
. epoché since it is only after its operation that transcendental
consciousness reveals itself, thus making its transcendental .
‘reflexive nature during its operatien problematic since at the point
of its operation there is no transcendental consciouspess to be
reflexive towards. This seems to’ make the ‘epoche unreflexive - at
least in theitransqendental sense. However, it can be viewed as
reflexive towards '"natural" consci usness, thus. making Husserl's
statement understandable. But, thigéif:éﬁ "daturalize" the epochg&, <
something transcendental phenomenol uld find unacceptable. ‘
" The conclusion seems to be that the epoche 1is transcendentally
" unreflexive. However, this seems to be completely unacceptable for-
the operatign that is the 'gateway" to transcendental phenomenology
itself. ' :

3. . The importance of the concept of intentionality is supported
,by the claim of R. A. Mall when he says "that the central - most
teaching of Husserl's-phqpqménoiogy is the discovery of the 'noetic-
noematic' correlativity" (1973:VII) which is intentionality: In °
Husserl's words, 'the title of the problem whdich in its scope covers
phenomenology in its entirety is intentionality. This indeed expresses.
the fundamental problem of consciousness; all phenomenological
problems... find their ordered place within it" (l969a§404).

a i
4. - Here a problem seems to arise for Husserl, while Husserl

clearly indicvates tha; consciousness is always "intentional” he at _
the same time says that the hyletic component of consciousness is -mot

L
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- intentiqnal.5‘Consequently, either the -hyletic ¢omponent must be

. placéd outstde. of congciousness or we have a icvntrqgiCtibn, since

. consciousness cannot be both intentional and ngp-intentional. The

~ - unavoéidable solution at this point is perhaps go place the hyletic

. component outside of consciousness in order to remove the contra- .
c«diction. o - R -

J -_,(_-,‘iv -".' ¢
5. In the context. of Husserl's theory censtitution, I am.
much' indebted to the ¢léar, scholarly presentfition found in Doctor
Sokolowski's book entitled The Formation of Hiflsserl's Concept of
Constitutioén. ' ' ‘ :

/

- ¢

6. N To treat a tree as a total nowmatic unity, as Husserl does,

presupposes that literally "the objective vorjd, the. world that exists
"for me, the only world that ever can exist fo /;e -~ this world, with
-all its objects... derives.its whole sense and its existential status:

which it has for me, from me myself, from me 4s the transcendental

ego... " (E. Husserl, 1973a:26). 1In other wo ds, to treat a tree,

or anything else, "in the world", as a total npematic unity, that is,
to treat it as an object characterized exclusifely by "noematic"

" predicates, is consistent with Husserl's claim that. "anything worldly
necessarily acquires all the sense determining it... exclusively from
my experiencing, my objectivating, thinking, valuing... " etc., (ibid.).
This is a bit difficult to accept, however, since it is hard to see
how such properties as the particular shade of green is to be '
explained totally and exclusively by transcendental subjectivity.
Instead, I am inclined to ree with R. Sokolowski (1970:138;149,166),
when he claims that a certdin "facticity" remains in Husserl's .
phenomenology. The object cannot be explained in its total noematic-
‘sense by subjective (i.e. noematic) acts. There always remains a
certain facticyty in the phenomena that present themselves as "total
noematic unities". What this means is that this total object, this
tree, cannot be referred to as a total '"noematic" unity, as Husserl
refers to it, since not all of the so-called noemata are likely to
be explainable noetically. : ' ‘

-,
e

It seems, we arg expected to accept on faith that the total
sense of the world has its source in transcendental subjectivity.
This seems to be buillt into Husserl's phenomenology since he claims,
in spite of the fact that the theory of constitution explatns the

~origin of only the essential noematic components, that nevertheless
the whole sense, is explained noetically -. even though no attempt

re

is made to explain nbetically.the inessential noemata.

~
7. The description of the noema, a particular tree, is based
on Husserl's description presented in his Ideas (1969a:282-286) . e

= \



8. Consequently, the theory of constitution ignores the
constitution of the "total noematic nucleus". It focuses only upon
the empty X" with its essential noematic predicates. 'This further
- supports the claim that a certain elément of "facticity! remains

" in transcendental phenomenology. - Only the essential nqemata of "X"

are to be explained noetically. The total noematic nucleus, in its
totality, is simply a facticity that presents itself. Only that
aspect. of the total noematic unity which is the essential noematic
structure of "X"-is to beexplainednoetically. The infinite noemata
remain unexplained and unexplaindble within the theory of transcend-
ental-phenomenological constitution.

9. It should be clear that the noetic and noematic essences
here discussed are essences within the general essential structure

of consciousness. In other words, an essential property of conscious-
ness is its constitutional process. At _.the same time this essential
constitutional process itself demands that whatever is described in
terms of it must be described in its essential terms.

'
R

-_a
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CHAPTER ‘FIVE: TRANSFORMATION: THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE EIDETIC
. 'STRUCTURE OF ANY 'SPECIFIC CONSTITUTIONAL PROCESS

1. OPERAND: ANY SPECIFIC CONSTITUTIONAL PROCESS A

H;ving established the generallei%gtic structure of tél-trans;'
cendental—bhenomenological standpoint as constitutionall it is now
possible t; illustrate the éstablishme;t of the eidetic structure of
any particular constitutional process.

“, The foregoing transformation has shown that consciousness is
the consciousness of a reflexive t?anscendental.egp. It has further
shown that this consciousness is directed towards or intends the
worid'as phenomenattbrough the structure of intentionality. It is
; s '
gn the basis of this intentional relation to tHe world that the
constitutional process operates.

"

Within this cpnstitutional précéss subjective meaningful noetic
ac;s of consciousness animate hyletic data. It is in and through
this proéess that noematic unities or meant objects are constituted.

i §inCe transcenﬁental conéciousnéés is essentially caustitutive, |
aﬂ;\particular act of transcendental consciouéness can be ;;lected
and examined for its particular constitutional makeup.“ If is the
purpose of this chapter. and transformation to illustrate this
operation. |

2. OPERATOR: CONSTITUTIONAL ANALYSIS

Given .the ingenfioqai constitutionél structure of transcendental

,gonsciousness in general,dand given that necéssarily any specific act

of consciousness must therefore be structured intentionally and

thereby participates in one constitutional process or another, any
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specific intentionsl act and its cqorrelate can be selected for eidetic .

analysis along intengional lines. The operator yhat engages in such
eidetic analysis 1s galled "constitutiOnél’analygis".
. . ' -
This oOperatoT g possible because of ‘the esgential "reflexivity"

of transcendental coysciousnessd

:reflexivity that was pqeviously
found to be necessafy to the QN Bility of trangcendental conscious-
ness itsé%f. What this means is théc congtitutignal analysis itself
is essentially refleyive since it operates upon‘t?an8cendental
consciousness and itg relation,to.a meant world, ;nd it is this
turniﬁg towards consciousnesgs ghat is reflexivity itself.

Consistent with tge ratﬁer Pasgive, implicig® role that hyletic
data play in the éopstitutional Process, this opefgtor will simply
.présuppose its functioning. It wily simpiy presupposé that the
seﬁsory”?raw material" présent them;eivesvfor noatic animation.
Consequently, tﬂis operation will lyrgely ignore the'Broblem of the
description of the hyletic gtratum. An exception to this rﬁle will,
however, pregent itself in-the discyssion of the ”body—ps;che"'region.

" Due to its orlentation towards "the specification of essences,
this operator turns gut to he m;rgl; the "eidetic reauction" but with
a bi-polar (i.e.,.noeric ang noemaﬁic) orientation. in other words,

it 1s perely aﬁ eidetic redyction that takes into consideration the

i [
intentional structure of consclousness and works yithin that structure.

Since the operatpr, constitutignal analysis, is eidetic in its

.
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operation it begins with the selection of an examwple of the gonstitutioﬁal

process or hoematic rggion or“object{that has beey selected for analysis,

1 .

1f, for instance, the region "materjal thing" werg of interest, aﬁy

~
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materiai thing, say a tree or stone, would be of equal inteéest.

In the case of the cogstitutiﬁn of.a region\of reality,‘such a
selection presupposes a prelimifary definition or "diréctive idea"w6
of the object or region under consideration. Such a defiﬁition

need not be particularly clear and distinct since it'is precisely

constitutional analysis .itself that~isyexpected to provide’such clarity

a

and distipctqgésl

The operator, "constitutional analysis'", here asks Qhat noetic
acts are neceésa%y to the possiple‘feal efistencg of the noematic
objectivity that has been sélected. Hore;specifically, it ;Sks:
what essential rules, noetic and noematic, afé‘necessary'to make fhe
réali;y of something a possiﬁility?

This focus upoﬁ those noetic acts that make the encounter of a-
"real" world (i.e., a meant world that has the "sense' of reality'
inherent ip it) a possibility, is a subset of'the total possible kinds
of intentional:acts of cogsciohsness that could be eidetiéally examined
by the operator, congtitutional analysis. These kinds of acts are
called aﬁts of '"'reasonable encounter”z. Acts of "reasonable encounter'
are those acts that deposit a sensé of reality or existence in the
noematic object. . - . .

vThg'reason these acts of énéounter'are called “reasonable"‘reveals
itselé%in the foilowing. As prevfously demonstratea, all transcendéntal
acts and the.pheﬁomenological objécts towards which they are directed

"are the acts and objects of the natural attitude, except that they now

3 - X
¥

have tﬁe "éhange of signature" (E. Husserl,>1969a:374,212) assigned

to them by the operation of the epoche. In other words,nthey are the
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same acts and objects under both attitudes except that from the

transcendental phenomenological attitude I can no longer clalm the

&

"real spatio—temporal existence of these acts and objects. The

, . S ‘
effect of this transformation of attitude is to retain the "natural

v

attitude" as a field of research for. transcendental Qhenbnenology{
‘To deny this is tocempty the total field éf:transcendental—phenomeno-

logical research. . o

a

The point that this discussion permlts me xo make 1s that some

L

ﬂnatural attitude acts, hav1ng been placed between “the "brackets of

the epoche (and consequently, in their'capacity as the noetic field
- ’n

for transcendental—phenomenologlcal study) 1nvolve a cla1m that they
"encounter reallty It is an{nnherent part of such acts that they
claim to "encounter reallty" and that. they claim that this is .a

7

"reasonable" assertion. This claim of "reasonablene8s" is made within
the natural attitude and is subjected to constitutional analysis frem
the transcendental—phenomenological attitude. for example, from with—-
in the natural attitude it is ”reasonable"_tonbosit the "reatity” of
the désk that one is writ%ng upon. From the transcendentaljphenomeno—
_logicaljattitude it is precisely those acts and their intentional

2

relation_to the desk as phenomenon, that isvsubjected ggxconstitutiegat
.analysis. o _ .': \ |

" Husseflvcontrasts these g%easonable encounters" with other actsf~ .
of transcendental consciOusness that intend merely illusory objects,g
thcse that only imagine obﬁects etc. , Constitutional analysis, here, -

is not interested in these "unreasonable encounters"

Recall, for a moment, the example introduced in thevprevions%chagter' -,



I'e
. ¢ :
:toaillustrgpé’fhe function of the "empty X" in relation to its

noematic predicafes. yThis is the example in which, in "purevphantas .
. : y

!

0

. a "stone changes into a living creature, and then becomes invisible
and dimensioqlessf (ﬁ. Sokolowski, 1970:151-152). This éxample Fan
. )

be used to show what Husserl means when he says that essential

unities or structures "prescribe rules for reasonable encounter'.
<

°

As(long as I do not claim ﬁhat-the entity, described iﬁ the example,
‘éxiéts, I am not thinking "unreasonably". However, if I assert that
sucﬁ an entity exists I would be ﬁaking an unreasonable claim. This
is because sﬁch variation violates the essenfial structures, 'as
rulés of reasonable encounter” for "material things", of which the
stone isAan ilIustration. Such}variafion violates "the rule of
reasonable encounter" regar&igg thinéé. No gtrictly "méjp;ial thing; N
is conceivable or poésibfé as "animate and bééatﬁing”,\g%d then
”s;ddenly‘invisible”. So,"while the objectibé)unity "YX" remains,
the essential unity.of this "X" is inconceivable witho;t violating
the "rules of reasonable encounter' for Mhteriél.things.
The preSuppositionihere is that':}l "regions of Being”, such
as the region of the "material thing" or the region of/"psychophysical
. o —
Beiﬁg", have their own '"rules of reas&nable encounqif". Each of. them,
-
in other wonﬁs have their own "essential structure'.
Beca se’@f its eidetic orientatéin{ the operator, constitutional
aﬂélysis, must beéin with the selection of a particula; illustration.
Such a selection in turn presupposes the selection of a particular

generai object or region of which this illustration is an instance.

- - The illustrative object is varied in the imagination until the eidetic

o
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'l;mits‘are discng;ed. Once the néqpatic essential structure is so
specified it becomés necessar; to ask what noetic acts are essential
to the possibility of the real existence of the essentially defineg
noematicléfructure. Such essential noetic énd noematic structures

, .
define the rules for the reasonable encounter of the meant reality

under consideration. These bi-polar essential conditions specify
the rules that must be followed for a specific kind of encounter

with a meant realiEy to be possible.

3. TRANSFORM: THE EIDETIC STRUCTURE OF ANY SPECIFIC CONSTITUTIONAL
PROCESS. Cos : '

The following brief illustration should help clarify how this
constitutional process operates, In his discussion of the "purely
formal" eidetic structures of.transcendental consciousness in general

N

(as opposed to the "material eidetic" structures that define a

102

particular or "material region" towards which consciousness is directed) *

Husserl makes‘the following kinds of eidetic distinctions. At the
ﬂoetic pole of the.constitutional process Husserl describes the
"doxic modalities"3 (E. Husserl, 1969a:299) and at the correlative
noematic pole the ”modalities of being" (ibid.). Husserl argues that
the "certainty of belief'", or "certikude” i.e.,‘”belief in its piain
ang simple form" (ibid.), noetically speaking, is the ''unmodalized:
root—form of the way of belief" (ibidi:298). "Corresponding to this
,as its correlate [i#]'&he'ontical character pure and éimple" (ibid.),
the "noematic being certﬁ}n or real" (ibid.) or actual, This ontical
noematic  éharacter: being cértain 6r feal, "functions as the root- |
form of all modalitief of being" (ibid.). 1In summary, noetically

sﬁeaking, the "éertainty of belief" is "the unmodalized root-form

-~
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of the doxic modalities, and correlatively the ”néematic/being
certain or real"-is the unmodalized root-form of the '"modalities
being".

Noetically, 'certitude' is referred to as the "unmodalized

. i .
root-farm of the doxic modalyties" because all other doxic modalitie
Iz

-} Y

or "modalities of belief'" presuppose this rod%—fgzgi:7That is, they
are inconceivable except against the '"background" of a "certitude" -
or "certainty of belief'". This will become more intelligible when
the modalities of belief‘(doxip'modalities) are correlated with the
modalities of being, and this will be done shortly. ;
Correlatively, the being certain, réal or actual (the noematic
component) is referred to as 'the unmodalized root-form of the
modalities of being” because all other modalities of being presuppose
thi's foot—form. That is, they are inconceivable excépt against the
”backgrounﬁ" of the being certain, }eal or actuai. This also will
be clarified as the discussion proceeds.
At the noetic pole, the doxic' modalities that pré8uppose the

.

unmodalized root-form of the certainty of belief include, among others,

e

the "questioning attitude" and the "doubting attitude" (ibid.:301).

These latfer two doxic modalities are grounded in this "primary

belief" (ibid.:BOO), this "certainty of belief", this certitude. All
' L

the modalities of belief presuppose the un-modalized root-form of the

"certainty of belief" and this essential insight is reflected in the

term "Protodoxa" (urdoxa). The term "Protodoxa [is selected] as

-suitably expressing the intentional back-reference of all modalities

of belief... " (ibid.). So the following terms are used interchangeably

-
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by Husserl: pyotodoxa, mod ities_of belief, and dogic modalities.
The grounding of tﬁe protodoxa or modalipies of belief in the

unmodalized root-form of belief and the correlative grounding of

the modalities of being in the unmodalized root-form of being will

be described next. Of course, due to the structure of intentionality

that permeates the constitutional process the two "horizontal"

' groundings, jusf mentioned, élSS'Cut across the various "vertical"

noetic groundings of their noematic correlates, as will be ST?n;iﬁ\\

the followingi '//i | -
This grounding in the primary or un-modalized belief means

that any "questioning attitude" (a doxic,modality) gidetically

presupposes a ”certainty‘of belief" (the unmodalized form of belief).

This is a noetic, "horizontal", eidetic relation. This noetic,

"horizontal" eidetic relation generates; in and through two intentional

(i.e. "vertical") relations, the correlative ngpematic relation. Mo;e

specificaliy, a_”qu;stiqning attitﬁde” (noetic act) depositg a noematic

sense of the'”problematical" in the noematic nucleus. Similarly, the

"certainty of belief'" (noetic act) deposits a noematic sense of 'real

B

or cer;ain being" in the noematic nucieus. Between these two newly
discovered noematiﬁ poles an eidetic relékion also reveals itself.
What this means is that the noematic sense of '"problematical being"
~preSuppoées the noematic sense of. '"certain or real being'". Problem-
atical being is inqpnceivable except against ; background of real or
certain beihg. In general terms, every mod;lity 6f‘being presupposes

the unmodalized root-form of real or certain being.

The same kind of constitutional analysis could be presented for

104
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the other doxic modélicies such as the "attitude of Suppositién”
or the ”doubfing attitude". Correlatively, at the noematic pole,
"being possible... or doubtful [each appear] a3 a consmitutive
character of the object meant and in thls sense predicable of it"
(ibid. :301). .

‘Here it can clearly be éeen how Husserl proposes, through such
constitutional analyses, to explain the origin of the noematic sense
or meaning of the world. An act of certitude deposits a sense of
certain or real being invthe object. Similarly, an act of ”ﬁuestiqning"
(i.e., a "questioning attitude") deppsité a sense of "problematical
being", or being as questionable,* in the object.

TA£:;her example of thevconstitutional process (at the formal
level of the most general eidetic stfuétures.of comsciousness) can
bg infrodueed thatdsiﬁply éonsiéts in the addition of another noetic
"layer", with its noematic "layeé”, to the various doxic modalities
and to-the various correlative modalities of being. This new noetic
layer’is théaact of ”negation"a; "Every'negation is Eﬁe hégation of
somethlng and this something points back to thiis or that modality of:
belief" (1b1d ). This negatlon "of" somethlng is a klng of "1ntent-
ionality" internal to the noetic level ‘ Thls must not be confused
with the vertisal” noetic-noematic intentiqdality that is the
universal structure of.the con;titutional'process. So, é noetic act

of negation cancels the unmodified "certainty of belief" resulting in'
b
the creation of an "uncertainty belief". "Thus, noetically, negation

-

is the 'modification' of some p031tion .. 1n 'the extende

some form of belief modality" (ibid. 302) Correlativgly; the negation
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of the certainty belief which re;uits in the ”u;certaincy bélief%

\ ,’ .
cancels the noematic being rghl, or being certain, ﬁo.beiﬁg not
real or not certain. In Husserl's w;rdsf "through the transformation
of tﬁe plain consciousness of beiné‘into the corresponding. conscious-
ness'bf nega;iqn, thé-plain character 'being' (seiend) turns in~the
noema into that of not being" (ibid.). ) . |
The same poiﬁis apply to th: other doxic modalities and ﬁh;ir

correlative modalities of being.

Next, a sketch of the constitution of various "regions of reality"

will bé“introduced. The difficulty of providing deﬁéiled analyses
of the constitution qf'variOUS regions is agﬁravated by the rather
sketchy, introductory treatment, in Husserl's publishéa works, of
specific regional gésearches. His need to provide an overview of
the systemétic unity of hié overall theory resultedlin the de-emphasis
of the_importénce of applying his theory to particular research. As‘
P, Ricoeur says, his need té pro&ide a "formulation of the systematic
hnity of.his work..t [although] thwarted,... &As..{ met by extensive
éxpositioﬁs of doctrine" (1967:35). Consequently, "it is understand-
ablélthat the expositions of his research should have been constantly
b v .
sacrificed" (ibid.). So in his published works "exposition of
doctrine" constantly took precedence over the application.of this
doctrine to speciéic researches. 'it,is not until "Ideas II [that he]
tests the methoquf intentional analysis" [cdnstitutional analysis]

advanced.-in Ideas I (ibid.:36). S the "programatic character of

<

the theses of Ideas I" (ibid.) must be supported by "the expositions

of his research... of Ideas II, subtitled Phenomenological Invest-

it "V ST




igations into the'Cthtitution of Reality in 'Its Tbtality (ibid. :35,
36) . However the problem is that "even though complete, Ideas II®

remained unj:blished" (i%ld 35) because of "endless reworklngs and

scruples ov wording" (1bid.) making:authoritatiye reliance on these

Y

. y .
‘attempts of doubtful value, although of course, their suggestive

value for researdh is unquestionable. In addition, the-unpublished
manuscripts of Ideas II have .not yet been translated into Engllsh
Consequently, the summary of Ideas II provided by P. Ricoeur,

(l967) will be used to exemplify the nature of particular researches

.In the area of the constitution of various regions.

Since my intention is-merely to exemplify the klnd of constit-
utional analyses that Hussetl attempted it is not my intention’to '
prov1de a summary of these researches. .My intention; instead, is
to select aspects that illustrate-regional constitutional processes,
As a result aspects that, for example, ‘concern themselves with
"noematic reflections", in'the\sense of a one-sided constitutional

analysis, will be excluded. An example of the reSult of such noematic

¢ W

reflections is the claim that the "natural” region is "causally"
structured (E. Husserl, 1969a:415) while the "spiritual" region is
governed by the principle of "motivation" (G. Berger 1972 68) .

This part of the transform deallng with regions of reality must
be considered merely as a series of "titles" and their "relations"
that are in need of development. This is true of Husserl's work on
the constitution of "nature" and the "human spiritual world" since

my summary of this work is based, unfortunately, ‘on another summary

by P. Ricouer. However, this limitation is not considered crucial



-

‘because the summaries presented here serve only to exemplify what
<>

. v \
is meant when the constitutign{gjza region of reality is discussed,

and to document in brief Husserl's excursions into this area.

Consequently, their role is not central to the aim of this thesis

which is to present a general framework within which the questlon
of the constitution.of social action can be raised. \

N
’ ‘ - i
The section on the intentional constitution of social action

n

\\
must also be viewed as a series of "titles" and . their rélations.

This limitation to the scope~of this thegis is due to the rather

exploratory level of my researeh‘to da in this.area. The scope

of this thesis, as will be recalleé,‘was merely to define the frame-

work'within which.the question of the constitution of social actipn

can be raised. So, it is only necessary to outline a series of {

"titles and relations" that raise the appropriate constitutional \

questiOns and point to the possibility of further constitutional

- research in this area. . \
Husserl hegins'his regional constitutional analyses by taking, |

as his "transcendental guide", the "Kantian Idea! 5‘of ”realitf in

its totality” LP. Ricoeur, 1967:36). This ''Idea" of "total reality"f

/

is in turn\subdivided into two regions of reality "reality as natﬁre"

and reality as "the human spiritual worild" (ibid :37). This is
reminiscent of the distinction, current at the time, adyoeated b

Dilthy, Windelband, Rickert, Simmel \and others, between the | .

N

"Naturwissenschaf?en" and the “Geisteswissenschaften" (ibid.:68).

The region of "reality as nature" is further broken down into two - AN

N

"directive themes" or "guides": "material nature' and "animal or
. K . > ‘

a

1c8
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psychic nature" (ibid.:37). This results inv"three directive themes"
or "regulative objects" Kibid.):.material nature, aninal or psychic
nature, and the human spiritual world (Geist).

The problen thenlis "to seek to discover tnese objects at the
terminus of the consciousness intending in which they are evxdenced"
(ibld ), i.e., ' tq/speak aoout nature and reality transcendentally"
(ibid.). What we have here is a ”triple(polafity“ (ibid.:38) in

which the three "regulative objects" are found at the noematic end

of a noetic conStituting orocess

"The Idea of Nature in General" (ibid.:39) is the first to be
sub;ected@to ébnstitutional analysis. When the noematic unity of - \\\\
"nature'" is taken as a guide it becomes apparent, according to Husserl,
that, noetic'a'lly speaking, a '"doxic-theoretic attitub ‘(ibi?.:ZoO)
the natural scientific attitude (ibid.:41), is corfelative with it.

The point here is thatithe noematic sense of“”naturalness",
characteristic‘of "reality as nature” has its "origin'" in thej
correlative transcendental noetic 'doxic~-theoretic attitu&eh.

More specifically, the doxic-theoretic @k titude is an ”experience"
or "Erfahrung” (ibin.) or "encounter" that includes at least tﬁo'acts
of consciOusness. The first is tne "doxic" element which is "a A ’

. . —
believing that posits its object as being" (ibid.). ‘This ''doxic".
component is the "unmodalized root-~form.of the way of belief"
discussed in the previous’section Husserl argues. that this "certainty =
of belief" dﬁl certitude" deposits a noematic eidetic meaning or sense_

of '"being certain 6r real”. This doxic act of consciousness deposits

"the index of actuality" (ibid 40) in the noematic unity, nature.
% .
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Consequently, as a result.of this act of con§eiou§2Fss the phenomenon =

of nature carries a sense of actuality of reality within itself.
Secondly; this doxic theoretic attitude of the natural scientist o

includes a noetic abtlo} exclusion or isolation in which the trans-

cendental ego "procegds‘by abstfaqtion [noetic aspéct] from all.

-affective and practical aspects that reality owes to my evéluational..;

éctivity" (ibid.). This noetic act of abstraction leaves out of

consideration other noetic acts qf "evaluation".and their correlative

scientists concern; they are not co titgtive of the Idea of Nature"
(ibid.:41).

So the second noetic component of thé doxic-theoretic attitude
is an act of abstraction or isolation. This gives~natdre the noematic
eidetic sense of an abstracted or partial‘segment of'to;al reality:'
Also, since this noetic act of abstraction leaves out of consideration
the noetic acts of evaluation, nature further acquires a négative
néematic eidetic sense of being without beauty, use, vaige or ethical
sense. What remains is a purely theoretic-doxic attitude towards a
nature dévoid of evaluational sense but having at the éame time a
sense of actuality. m' |

‘So, it is ghis doxic-theoretic attitude of the natural scientist,
with.}ééizab—fold éonscious pe?formance‘[or] objectivation [that]
circumscribes a priori ghe field of nature' (ibid.). -

.Having discussed the problem of the constitution of "nature in

general" Husserl now moves on to the problem of the constitution of
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the region or sub-region within the region ''nature in general':

the region "material thing". However, because of the doubtful or,
at best, secondary relevénce of the constituﬁion qf this region to
the problem of the‘consitution oftsocigi action, it will not he;e
be diécuséed. Instead, the discussion will move more directly to
thé problem of the constitution of "animal or psychic nature'", the -
“sécond regulative theme” or "object" within the region '"reality as
nature'. Here the problem of the constitution of the ”body—psfche"
unity ("animal or psychic nature") arises. .

The prob;em of the constitution of the body-psyche unity is
divided into two problems. The first problem is the cénstitution of
the "own body-psyche' unity; the second is the constitgtion of the
"other's psyche". -

Within the ﬁoetic "doxic-thedfetic at;itudeM three noetic
modalities play a prominent role in the constitution of the "own -
body-psyche unity" (animal-psyche unity). Firstly, a noetic act of
exclusion, "omission_br bracketing” (ibid.:60) "abstracts from mutual
understanding,... froT all Qe owe to iﬁtersubjectivity" (ibid.).

This act of abstraction leaves a kind ;} "solipsistic experience"
(ib{du). It leaves a noematic unity that is non-intersubjective.
Secondly, Husserl identifies a noetic ag; of "reification"
(ibid.:52) or "incarnation' (ibid.:55) in which th? "pure' or
transcendental ego "objectivates" it8elf by placing itself "outside"
in the form of a "human ego" (ibid.:52) or "object ego" (ibid.:55).

Through this act of objectivation the pure egé with its total sub-

jective life, noetic and hyletic, reifies itself in the himan ego.
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What this means is that "thevpsyéﬁé7is not one entity constituted like
g .
the others, for it is the same ego, the same subjectivity, the same
stream of subjective life... " (ibid. :52), the same transcendental
. ‘ . N N
.. suQjective life, only now it has been reified in the form of a'human
ego.. More precisely, a noetic act of objecti;ation, or reiff@ation,
4 t '
reifies the'subjectivg life (both noetic and hyletic) of the trans-

cendental ego. This noetic act deposits a noematic sense of a real

,o

'or human ego with a real subjective life. Precisely how this is to
be understood is not entirely clear, but husserl does point out that

yhbhg problem of incarnation emerges in contrast to [the] act of )
- ) g - “//
rejectiap [the epoch@] in which philosophy beging* (ibid.:55). -« !
: . .
B b -~
Consequently, it is.somehow to be.understood in contrast with the f
epoche although not 4s a negation of it since we are here interrogaﬁing

ot

the constitution of the human ego from thé_transcendental perspective’.

Since this human ego is '"the same subjectivity" as the subject-

ivity of the pure ego, except that it 1s now to be understood as

naturalized,.the intentional life of pure subjectivity'is also

naturalized (ibid.). What we have here then is a reified subjective ©
. . . c\;':)

-life, "a subject pole radiating all of its conscious inten%ings”

(ibid.). co : 3

o

However, the reality of the human ego as ah "embodied" psyché, ‘ ?
and not mereiy as a reified psyche, is reached "by a double approxii
mation"‘(ibid.:SZ). The noematic feality.of the "body-psyche" is
constituted in a noetic act of "interiorization" (ibid.:51). Here,
the hyletic component of transcendental éubjectivity ﬁlays a part in
the constitution of the embodied psyche. ¢ ﬁore Spécifically, the

i
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hyletic stratum of ”téuch" or "cdn;act” is the ”matéiial“ for the
noetic act of interiqrization,

The inte}eéting thing‘about the sensation of touch is £hat tHere
is a '"double contact - of touchiné — touched" (ibid.:6i). Wheh some-

thing is touched the touching reveals not only the thing touched but

-also "simultaneously reveals my body as mine" (ibid.).

On thg basis of the hyletic %:rqtum of touch, and in association
with the noetlc act of interiorization or localizatlon the previously

reified psychic life of the human ego is locallzed or interiorized

as spread out- in the lived through spatiallty of the body” (ibid. :62).

in other words, ”the body t7/11ved thr0ugh as the field of localization

for the psyche' (ibid.). .

It is through the noetié act of interioriiation og\Localizgzion
that the hyletic sensation of touch becomeslinteriorizéd or locélized?
as a psyche spread out %g a human body. In fact, it is appareﬁt}y
through this act of interiorization that ”fhe whole hyletic infra-
structure of consciousnesé gi&es itself as immediately localized"

(ibid.) in a human bpdy, the noematic pole.

Since it is only the hyletic component that is localized in the

body, "the intentive [noetic] moment as .such is not locali2ed" (ibid.).

In other words, 'the intentive subjective procegses do not form a ’

stratum of the'bbdy" (ibid.). In contrast, the "non-intentive infra-

structure' has a "corporeal localization" (ibid.). -

. - ) . N
In summary, through the noetic eidetic acts of exclusion,

reification, and interiorization, in ass&ciation with the hyletic

component of ;6uch, a body-psyche unity is congtituted, a noematic
n .

113



i 114

e

unity that is eidetically characterized as non—interSUbJective real,

-
&

and that has its psychic life spread out in the lived through spatiality

of the body.

[4

-

As previgusly indicated, within the copstitution of the body-

on

psyche unity,‘the problem of the cons#itution of the "other's psyche"

also Yreveals it:s"elf.6

N e S

re the first noetic act is an act of negation of the previously
. o ' Ll
introduced noetic act of exclusion, or omission, a noetic act that - s

’

. excluded all aspects of -"mutual understanding" (ibid. :60), a level

that "abstracts... from all we owe to intersubjectivity" (ibi;.). .
Consequently, the noematic intersubjective dimension of the region
nature_ is te—included. ‘ | i I

Husserl Llaims that.the<"other's pbyche: is further constituted
in a‘constitutional process that he calls "enpathy" or "ﬁinfuhlungﬁ
(ibid. :64). This'constitutional_proceas called "empathy" has”as its
hyletic "point of departhre;.. the 'original' presence - Urprasenz -
of”the other's body" (ibid.:65)f —

Next, a noetic act of ”pairing” or "Paarung" (ibid ), in which

the original hyletic preéence of the othe{ s body*is matched or paixed £

r

with the already constitnfed noematic "own body'" of the transcendental'
‘ego,'isvcarried out. At the same time, as the previous discussion has
shown, the own "body is 1ived through as the field of localization for,
the psgche" (ibid.:62) This localization of the pgyche is due to the
. noetic act.of interiorization in which the hyletic stratum of touch
~ sensations are localized or interiorized in a boay, yielding an

. e

ed body or body-psyche duality at the noematic pole

L

~
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This lived through constituteqﬁgnity of body and psyche of the
transcendental ego is referred to as "a total compresence of the
psychic énd the»physical" (ibid.:65); On the‘b;sis of thig "com;“
presence'", or localization of the psyche, a ”spontaneoué analogicale
activity”'(ibid.) carries over (ibid.) in a noetic "process of
transfer" (ibid.) of the éwn\locali;ed psyche to "all analogéus
bodies" (ibid.). "In this process of transfer, in which the "local-
ization of the psyche is carried over (ubertragt sigh) to all
analégOus bodies'" (ibid.), the psyche of the ofhe:'s.bédy is not
constituted as originarily present-(U;p;asenz). Instead, the other's

psyche is constituted as "appresent'" (ibid.). "It is exhibited only

L
indirectly by the body of the other. It has not Urprasenz but rather

AppraSeqz”(ibid.). This is because thg psy%he "has originary presence

onlnyésgé'single person' (ibid.). o ' -i »

So ghis constitutional proCess of empathy constitutes the
”appregénce of the psyche of-thé other in h;s body [6n the basis of
a noeﬁically] transferred compresence" (ibid.), a‘compresence in

which the transcendental ego lives through his own 'compresence of

-~

the psychic and the physical" (ibid.). Furthermore, the '"range'" of

this ‘transferred compresence '"is boundless'" (ibid.:66). TFor example,

-
-

""the hand of the other that I.sge_appresents te, me the solipsistic
touching of that hand and all that goes along with touching" (ibid.).
However, thé éonsgitutibn of the body-psyche inity, whether my
own or an other'é, leaves a "'residue bééause the naturai ego is not
the equivale;t of- the reallego" (ibid;:68)} That ié, the "qatufal%

. ) &
body-psyche unity does not exhaust the totality of a human ego. In

-
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other words, "the psyche‘animating the body is not equivalent to the
cultural and communal realizations of man" (ibid.). Husserl "reads
the oppésitidn of the naturalistic world and the personalistic'wqud
in the appearance of man himself" (}bid.:70?. What this means is
that a focus upon the strictly natural body-pgyché unitz excludes
that segment of the "real ego" that is inVolvedl”when we exchange
experiences, or when we live in the family, the state, the church,
etc. He;e we do not see man as a being of nature’Put-rather as a
being of culture. We do not notice the animal [the body psyche]

] when we pay attention to the person'" (&bid.).

i Here the "transcgndental‘guide” or ”di;gctive idea" (or "direct-
ive object'") reveals itself, ‘LThe idea of spirit Qill serve as our
transcendental guide" (ibid.:69). 1In fact, "the directive idea,
which permits thematizing the categories of the human sciences is
the pure ego of phenomenology" (ibid.;80). This, according to Ricouer
results in "the most embarrassing question of Ideas II: that of

'csitgating exactly what in this Qork Husserl calls spirit (Geist) in
relation to that which his works generally call 'conscioﬁsness', the
subjective life of consc%pusness reached.by the éhenomenological
Teduction" (ibid.}76). ?bis question arisgs since it is not "possibie -
not in the same way.at least - to contrast the 'reality' of spirit
to the transcendental ego. Spirit is not like a thing, nor even like
tﬁe animate body:and the psyche... " (ibid.:79), and yet it is ranked
along side the "thing" and thev"body-psyche" as one of the "three
regulative objects" ?ibid.:37). So the problem then is "wﬂere" to

"situate exactly" this "spiritual realm" in relation to pure conscious-
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ness and "natural reality". . o T Y
Firstly, the cqnsciousness of the pure transcendental ego ié

not equivalent to Geist. Instead, '"Geist is nothing other than the
ego of phenomenologyA[with its consciousness], but without the light
of the phenomenological reduction” (ibid.:80). Consequently, "all
the categories of the person and of sociality... are fundamentﬁliy
the phenomenological égtegories and are foﬁnd in Ideas I or.in the
Cartesian Méditations" (ibid.:78). Given these observations Geist
or person is an "intermediary term be;ween the pure ego and the psyche R
in its body" (ibid.:81). r

- Now, given this noematic region ofvreality called Geist or person

the problem is to describe the constitutionad processes in which the

noematic sense of person or Geist is constituted. The aim, then,
. )

et i e e e

is to "make the sense 'person' appear'" (ibid.:69). In other words,

"

b i

aims at justifying [the bhuman sciences, or Geisteswissenschaften] _
@ . i

by giving them the foundations they lack, that is to say, the consti-

Husserl

tution of their sense" (ibid.:68).

The noetic act underlying all other noesés in this attitude ié
what Husserl calls the "spiritual attitude" (ibid.:74). 1In this
attitude "somehow the spiritual imprints the physical with its sense
to the point of annulling the duality of sense and its vehicle"
(ibid.). That is, in somé way; that Husserl apparently does not
specify, "all of the objects of art and culture down to and including
the humble utensils of everyday life are trénémuted into an objectivity
of a new sort which introduces them, along with consciousness, into - |

o

the wofld of the spirit" (ibid.). Again precisely how this happens

<3




and what kind of noeses and correlative noemata are implicated, is .
apparently not analyzed.

However, Hu;serl does introduce a noetic act of "understanding...
as a particular case of... the spiritual attitude" (ibid.). '"To

understand in [Husserl's] langua é, applies very precisely to the
g

grasping of a unity of spiritual sense in a diversity of nature"

st .
(ibid.). But precisely what sense is tHereby deposited in the cultural

i ~

object, or whether this in fact counts as an aspect of the constitution

of spiritual reality, i§ not'clear.

While a Aetailed examination of Ideas II would have yielded
interesti;g distinctiong, it is clear that the above illustrations
do not gmount to anything like a complete theory of the consti;u@ion
of nature or Geistf Instead, these illustrations p&iht merely tq
the kind of constitutional investigation that musL ultimately be
carried out in order to clarify the "sense" of "reality" and partic-
.ularly the "sense'" of social reality that can begin with the clarifi-
cation of the constitutional senée of s;cial acgion.

However, before the problem of the constitution of gocial action
is outlined a brief digression dealing with the relation of the

: -
constitutional process as described in its general terms and the

118

specific illustrations of this process presented above, seem unavoidable.

The examples of the constitutional process presented in chapter
four above illustrate what I would like to call a "creative" consti-
tutional process. This creative constitutional process includes the

"doxic-modalities" ‘and their correlative "modalities of being". Here

NN :
for example, a noetic "questioning attitude" deposits a noematic sense
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of the "problematical". Here the noematic sense of the "problem—-
atical” clearly derives its full sense from the noetic act of
"questioning'. Similarly, in chapter five above, a "spiritual

attitude'" somehow deposits a noematic sense of the "spiritual’ in
b

v

this region of reality.

These kinds of examples of the constitutional process seem to
be consisteﬂE with Hu?serl's general discussion of thé ess;nce of
the constitu;ional pr;cess. This "creative“,constitutional'proéess
in which the noetic component completely explains its noematic
correlate is consistent with Husserl's conception of the intentidnal
constitutional process as an "animating" or "meaning giving" (E. Husserl,
1969a:284) function in which the noematic meaning derives its total
sense from the "noetic stratum", It is consistent with Husserl's
. N
viéw that "this world, with all its objects... defiveé it; whole
sense and its existential status, which it has for me, from me myself,
from me as the transcendental ego... " (E. Husserl, 1973a:26).

Howeﬁgr, from the examinatiom of other éxamples, ancther "weaker"
constitutional process reveals itself. In contrast with the "creative
constitutional procéss" descfibgd above the process to be described
here.gould be cal}ed the "facilitative constitutional process"., Here
the noetic stratum provides the necessary cbnditioné that ﬁake possible,
or "facilitate" the emergence of, the correlative noematic sense.

The noetic.act of "pairiﬁg”-does not deposit a noematic sense in the
"creative" sense of the constitutional process, but instead, merely

enters into a series.of noetic acts that permits or facilitates the

emergence of a noematic "appresent psyche'" of an other. Here the

\



noetic act of "transfer" also becomes part of the noetic sequence

in which the noematic sense of an "appresent psyche of an other"

emerges. i

My argument then is that there are at least two types ' of
constitutional process. The first sense, the 'creative'" gr '"strong"

sense is a purely "formal" process and the second "weaker" or

9

Mfacilititave'" sense tries to explain '

'more" of the object meant.

_ IF tries to explain it Sy simply specifying the noetic cpnditions
necessary for the emergencg of a certain noematic sense wig?out really
accognting fqr the "origin" of the sense (és does the ﬁcfeétive? type
of constitutional explanatioﬁ). ~So here, %f there is an idealism of
sense or ;eaning (the "treativé" version of the constitutibnal‘
process), it remains hidden. What this means is that it remains an
open‘possibility.that such a weaker constitutional expl;nationacould‘
ultimately be replaced by the strongef style of constipﬁtional

N

, 7
explanation.
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FOOTNOTES

\
N

lf' - The central role that the theory of comstitution plays in
this thesis is validated by the significance Husserl attaches to
the need to address constitutional problems. For example, Husserl.
declares that "®he greatest problems of.all are the functional
problems, or those of the constituting of the objective field of
consciousness'" (E. Husserl, 1969a:251).

2. ' The concept of a '"reasonable encounter", as well as the
associated discussion, in part takes 1its direction from Doctor R.
Sokolowski's interpretation (1970: pages 150 to 159). However, this
interpretation itself was tested against the material found in

section four of Hussetrl's Ideas entitled: "Reason and Reality
(Wirklichkeit)". What this means, of cdurse, is that I am essentially
in agreement with Doctor Sokolowski's interpretation.

3. . This discussion concerning the "doxic modalities" and their
correlative '"modalities of being" is based upon Husserl's Ideas,
" pages 296 to 301. )

4. . Thig section on the ndetic act of negation, with its
correlative noematic component, is taken from E. Husserl's Ideas,
pages 301 to 303. : -

5. Ricouer notes that:for Husserl, a "Kantian idea is charact-
erized by two properties: totality and openness" (1967:38,98).

6. . This problem of the constitution of the other's psyche, as

a natural reality, from the standpoint of transcendental subjectivity
must not be confused with the problem of the constitution of other
transcendental ego's as presented in Chapter Five of Husserl's -

Cartesian Meditations. In Husserl's Cartesian Meditations the issue

is to solve the problem of the constitution of other transcendental

egos. This in turn is intended to solve the problem of objectivity

in the sense of an objectivity that is the same for all. " In P. Ricouer's
words: ""Ideen II does not use the undérstanding of others in order

to resolve the entire philosophical problem of objectivity [i.e. from

the standpoint of transcendental intersubjectivity] but applies it

only to the limited problem of the constitution of the psyche' (1967: .
65) . T - ‘

7. R. Sokolowski seems to feel that this facilitativé,type of
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constitutional explanation is really the kind of constitutional
process at work in Husserl's phenomenology. More precisely,
Doctor Sokolowski states that !'various senses and oBjects -are .
simply given, and the study of their constitution is only the invest—
-igation of what subjective structures or pxocesses are required ‘as
necessary conditions for the emergence, the coming-to-be of their
specific’ forms of transcendence" (1970:166). , He justifies his claim
by saying that this maintains the '"abyss of sense" (ibid.:138) .
between the immanent noetic and the transcendent noematic., However,
Doctor ‘Soko lowski ignores the reépeated reference Husserl makes to the
meaning giving, animation' func¢tion of consciousness in which the
"total sense of the world is to be explained subjectively”. In
addition, he ignores the kinds of examples of the stronger ''creative'
sense of constitution, presented above, where clearly the correlative
eidetic noematic sense derives its full explanation from subjectivity.
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ON THE POSSIBILITY OF FURTHER CONSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH: THE CONSTI-
-~ TUTIONAL ANALYSIS OF THE INTERPRETIVE UNDERSTANDING OF SOCIAL ACTION
COULD YIELD A PHENOMENOLOGICAL FOUNDATION FOR INTERPRETIVE SOCIOLOGY

Having discussed Husserl's theory of intentional constitution
and some apélications of it, and having shown how it emerges in and
through a series of three related transformations, we can now begin
t§ understand the qﬁestiqh of the pPhenomenological foundation fo;
interpretive sociélogy. This questiog of a phenomenological foundation
turns out to be a constitutional question. In other wof&s, the

ﬂﬁ\abqifign of a phenomenoiogical foundatidn for interpretive sociology

can be addréssed within the "third" transforﬁatioﬁ:””the Analysis of
Any Specific Constitutional Procegs"; ) <,

Furthermore, since the question of the phénomenolbgical foundation
for interpretive sociology can be addressédwwfthin this last trané—
formation, this foundation itself derives its owa foundation in an&
through its location in this framework. In other words, the framework,
here presented. in three trénsformations, is the "lower-stratum"
fOundationwfor the "higher-stratum" foundation that a constitutional
analysis of the interpretive understanding oﬁﬁgbcial action can provide
for empirical intéfﬁretive soctology. So, empirical interpretive.
sociology can find its fouﬁdation in-its constitutional structure’
which in turn fiqu its own foundation through its place witﬁin tﬁe
*triple transformatioéal "framework' of transcendental phenomenology,
whicﬁ, acéording to Husserl is "self—gréﬁnding".

In order to address the problem of. the constitutional phenomeno~

1ogical foundation for social action it is necessary to begin with

Y

-
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a "tfanécgndeptal’guid;" or "guiding clue" (E. Husserl, 1969a:411)
Tor "regulative th;me" for constitutional an;lyéis. This was found
to be the way in which Husserl began his analysis of the '"regions

of §e§lity", d13cus§ed in the preceding chapter. Here his guiding
clue was the ""Idea of reality in its totality". This "Idea" of
tdtal reality was in turn sub-=divided into two regggns of reality:
"reality as nature' and reality as '"the human spiritual world". The
region of '"reality as nature' was further broken down into two further
”éuidiné clues" or "directive themes": "material nature" and "animal
or psychic nature', thus resulting in thregﬂguiding~clqes on the
basis of which constitutional analyses were possible.

It is my proposal to cakevWEber's definition of social action
as a "guiding clue" or "regulative theme"-for constitutional §nalysis.
The questién of how and whethér the so-called region of social action
fits into.the bfoad region of ”realiﬁy in its total;ty”, with its
three sub-regions will not here be addressed. d

As previously mentioned, Hu;serl's "regions' are based on dis~
tirictions existing at the time -in philosophy and the éciences, thus
making his spécification of three guiding themes historically specific
and conéequently, in. this sense somewhat arbitrary. Anywa&, there
doés not ‘seem to be any compelling,réason for necéssarily accépting
this definition of the regions of reality. This makes the def;ﬁition
of?social action, as a guilding clue for é region of reality,lno mofe
arbitrary than Husserl's own divisionms. |

Furthermore, a delineation of the various regidné’df reality

that shows the eidetiC‘proﬁerties.that define each'fegion as well as

7
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the relations between them, not to mentign the transcendeﬁtal
subjective correlates that delinegte these regiohs,‘is cerba;nly
not the. kfind of knowledge that is presuppdsgd in advance. Instead,
such knowledge comes only after éxtensi&e constitutional analyses.
Husserl's own analyses in Ideas ITI weré preéented by him as mere
introductory explorations of\the transéeniintal constitptio; of the
regions of reality. Con;eqﬁently, since the preliminaty research
presented. in ﬁhis‘thesis is somewhat exploratory, tg say the leasti
the preliminary use of the definition of ‘social action as a provisional
guide for constitutional analysis seems harmless enough.

Now, it may be objécted tﬁat Weber's definition of social actiom
is too vague or obqure to serve as a‘guiding clue for constitution;l
analysis. On the contrary, it is precisely constitution;l analysis
itself that is to determiné the clear and;distinct déginition of
social action. Consequen;ly, as Husserl ﬁiates, all that is necessary
to begin one's analysis is a more or less ”obscure", "verbal" (ibid.:
412) presenﬁation of the phenomenon to geanalyzed conétitutionally.

It may also be questioned whgther or not the definition of social
aétion, whetheF ob§cure or cléar ;nd dis;inct, Sén become ah object of
constitqtional enqui?y at all. . The possibility“ﬁf the constitutional
analysis, from a'transcendental—phedbmenPlégical perspective, of
social action as a phenomenon, reveals itself tHe moment the epéché

-

comes into play. This is becuase after the epoche we "have literally.

° -

lost nothing" (ibid.:lSA); "that whatever is phenomenclogically

disconnected remains still, with.a certain change of signature, within

s

the framework of phenomenology" (ibid.:374, 212). Elsewhere he further

-
.

~
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states that "... the whole world, with its psychic indiyfduals and

-3

-

LI

its psyehic experiences - all this as correlate of the absolute

consciousness — falls in modified form within phenomenology"

213). Consequently, social action is as much a topic of interest

a

from the transcendental-phenomenological perspective, i.e. as a

"correlate of absolute consciousness” (i.e. as a noematic unity)

as it was' for geber from the perspective of empirical science.

%

To further illustrate the context in which a transcendental

phenomenology of social action is possible the following quotation

from Husserl's Ideas I is offered:

(=4

physical nhture suffers disconnexion, whilst notwith-
standing we ¢€ &inue to have not only a phenomenology
of" the natura sc19ntific consciousness on the side of’
its—thought and-experience, but also a phenomenology

-of nature itself as correlate of the natural scientific

consciousness. Similarly, although psychology and
mental science are éffected by the disconnexion, we
have a phenomenology of man, his personality, persanal
qualitiesy and his consc1ous course (as a human being)
a phenomenology, further, of the mind of the community,
its social institutions, its cultural creations, and so
forth (ibid. :212-3).

The ‘above refererice to "a phenomenology of the natural scientific

consciousness' and its correlate 'mature", of course, anticipates

. ' .
the constitutional studies of Ideen II (previously introduced) wherein ¢

the "region of nature"

"theoretic-doxic attitude". Similarly) the refergnce to "a phenom-
* .

of the community, its soéial institutions, and its cultural creations"

anticipates the constitutional studies of Ideen II wherein the "region

enology of man, his perBpnality", and to "a phenomenology of the mind

of Geist" was correlated with a transcendental noetic "spifitual

attitude".

.>/ N

So, within such a context, a phenomenology oflsocial action

~

(ibid.

assuming the operation of the epoche,

was correlated with a transcendental noetic
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is not inconceivable. . ’ '

The possibil&ty'of the study of social action from a trans-
cendental-phenomenological pefspeétive\is further supported by what
Husserl éalls the 'general principle" that "each individual event
"has its essence that can Be grasped in its eidetic purity, and in
this purity must belong to a field available to eidétic inquiry"
(ibid.:115). This suggests that a particular social action can be
treatéd like .any other "individual” event - as a mémber of a "field
available to eidetic inquiry" (i.e. gentatively, the "field" or
"region" of social action). Thié“characterization of social action
as a ﬁfield” or "'region" does n&t e#ciude the possigility;that éubh

sequent constitutional analysis will correct this preliminary

characterization b} showing that it is made up of, berhaps, several

£ <N

regions or is really part of a larger all-encompassing region.
Husserl states that we must "study in the most general compre-
hensive wdy how objective unities of every region... are consciously

: ' k !
constituted"” (ibid.:253). As Gaston Berger states, the "phenomenoloéist.

Y

takes as a 'guideline' a certain regio#®iof theé world... and he is
going to seek the transcendental acts to which its features correspond"

(1972:85-6). In this context it 1is my proposal to fnfroduce t&g "fdeaf

of social action as a "guideline" for agregion or "field available
' to eidetic inquiry" along constitutional lines and thereby "to seek .

- i3y

the transcendental acts to which its features correspond". )

As previously mentioned, Weber's definition of social action, CooX

however "obscure", can be used as the

2

"Idea" of a region of reality,

. . * @
as a "transcendental guide" or "regulative theme" on the basis of

J
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;hich a constitutional analysﬂg can begin. Weber Aef&nes social
action ih the followiﬁgrwéyr "aption is ;ocial in so far as, by
virtue of theFSUbject}Ve meaning attached to it by‘thé indiQiduél v
(or individuals), it tékes account of the bghaviours of othérs and ‘
+1s thereby oriented in its” course" (1964:88).
On ‘the basis of this prel}ﬁiﬁary "Idea" of the noématic region

6f soeial action soﬁe'prbvisional directions for further constitutignal
reséarch becomg evident. Probably the most striking feature of this

R

region is that it appears to be structured "intentioﬁally"z. "This
intenti%yality éhould, howeverd not be confusgd with ‘the intention—
ality thatldescribes the relation of transcendental consciousness

to tgat which it is conscious of. ' The intentionalitylthat is referred
to here is more akin to the "natural intentiopality" (P. Ricouer,
1567:55) introduéed above, in the discussion of the constitution of

o Y ‘ ) =,

the region oflthe body-psyche unity. - )

The intentional structure of'this region of social action becomes
evident when omne thes‘that the "orientation” referred to above is
always an orientation‘towards somethlng and it is precisely this kind
of relation that is 1ntentiona11ty Accordingly, one can argue that
some kind of orientational "acts" are directed towards3,soyething‘
called ﬁothers". Consequently, one could aréue that an "act of
orientatibn" deposits a noematic sense of '"the oriented towards" upon
this other.

Simila;l&, a further éxaminétion of the q§finition of social

action as a preliminary '"Idea" of the region of social action reveals

another intentional structure. Zhis intentional structure can be

¢



seen in the "meaning attachment"™ function. If the "subjeétive
meaning" 1s taken as a négmatic sense, thea necessarily some kind
of'"acts of subiective mea;ing attachment" must be correlative with
it. The difficult quéstiOn for a‘constitutionalténalysis here is
precisely what kind of noetic acts and "act strata" are necessary

for the "possible emergence of a noematic sense of Subjeckivé meaning.
The quesfion, waen posea in thié manner interprets the constitutiopal
brocess;in the "weaker",."facilitative" sense previously described.
If the ”étronger”, "creative" interpretation’of the constitutional
process is assumed then the question becomes: what noetic acts deposit
a noematic sense of "subjective meaningh? : \

Further reflection upon these intentional structures suggests
that an "act of orientation" and an "act of subjective meaning attach-
ment" includes or implies ﬁhe "primary doxic modality" of "the way
of belief" (discussed above). What I mean by this is that both an
"act of oriéntation" and a "subjecti&é meaning ;ttachment" necessarily
presupposes the "reality" or ''"certain being" of whatever one is
oriented towards or attaches subjective meaning ;o. This noematic
"certain or regl being" has its "origin'" explained by pointing to the
"primary QQxic.modality" of "certitude" or "certainty of belief".

In qfher words, an act of "certain belief" deposits a seqsevof certain
or real existence upon the "other".

It must be'remémbered? however, that these very preliminary and
sometimes rather vague determinations are presented herely as pro-

visional directions for further Constitutional research.

The above determinations are strictly "internal" to the region
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'is, interpretive understanding is always an understanding of social
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of social action. The question, consequently, arises as to the kind
of transcendgntal'noetic acts that are correlative with this region.
Consequently, we must distinguish between the "lower-level'" constit-

utional questions that ‘are internal to the region of social action
. - s

" and the "higher—lével" constitutional questions that enquire about

the transcendental noetic acts that are correlative to this noematic

.
1

region. .

)
At the higher-level noetic pole the whole problem of "interpretive

understanding'" or "Verstehen" (M. Weber, 1964:88) presents itself as

a '"title" that demands intensive eidetic constitutional research.

This is so because it is Weber's claim that social action somehow

(o)

becomes accessible in and through something called interpretive under-

" standing. In other words, interpretive understandiag demands further

constitutiénal analysis because it is structured inﬁéntionally. That
) ’ —

action. Consequently, this whole Thigher—levei" intentional relgtion
between interpretive understénding and social action must be subjected-
to intensive constitutiopal analysis along eidetic lines. It;Es only
through such an analysis that the essential structure of this relation
can be established.

By introducing social action as a provisional noematic region
for phenomenologicatl research from a transcendental perspecﬁive, i;
by &efinition makes all Fubjective acts that claim to encounte:‘this_
region "noetic acts" and consequentlybacts of tﬂe transcendehtai‘ego.
Consequentl&, actssof interpretive understandingfbecopevneepic acts

of the transcendental ego. This consequently, also holds true for
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Weber's distinction petween Vaktuelles Verstehen'" and "erklarendes
Verstehen"4 (ibid. :94) which might be interpreted as noetic modalities
of the undifferentisted nostic act of interpretive understanding.

My point is that this intentional relation is in great need pf,cons—
titutional analysis since, as T. Burger indicates, Weber never
presented a theory of interpretive understéndipg (in spite of /the

fact that he called his‘sociology an finterpfstive sociology") but
instead simply topk it for granteé that social action was accessible
to such acts (1976:107).

’ The constitutidhal question at this higﬁer-level then becomes:
whst noetic”scts lie concealed in these acts of interpretive under-
standing?‘ Do acts of ”aktuellesterstehenf or "erklarendes Verstehen"
point to the kinds of noetic.acts that here lie concealed? Since
such acts apparently encounter social action at their noematic pole
the constitutional question further becomes: given whatever eidetic
structures lie concealed at'the level of thé region of social action
(like the eidetic‘structure: intentionality and its modalities of
orientation and subjective meaning attachmént, for example), what
noetic-acts are correlative with this eidetic_noematic structure?

This constitutional analytic question can be asked either in

the '"weaker, facilitative" sense or in the "stronger, creatiye" sense.
‘In the wsaker ssnse the question becomés&“firstly, what is>the'eidstic
structure of the ﬁoematic tegion.of social action? Secondly;‘given
this noematic eidetic structure what noetic acts are necessary to

the possibility or conceivability of the eildetic structure of this

region? Thirdly, given this noetic-noematic correlatiVity, what
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hyletic aspects are implicated in this constitutional process?

In the "stronger, creative" sense the first and third questions

-

remain the same. The second question becqmes: given the eidetic
 structure of the noematic reg{bn of social action, ;hat noefic acts
explain the arigin of the noematic eidetic properties of this region?
In other words, given the eidetic noematic structure of the region of
social aétion, the problem is to discover those noetic acts that

-

account for the origin of this roematic eidetic meaning structure
I )

by pointing to those acts that "deposit”_or"give sense or meaning
to%this region. One such noetiec act céuld be the "primagy doxic
modalitx”; the "certainty of belief™, that degosité‘a noematic meaning
or sense of."real or certain existence'" in the region of social action.
However, it must be remembered that it is‘only my intention to
outline the constitutional questions that must be addressed if the
interpretive understanding of social action is ever to reach a satis-
factory clarification. It is not my intention even to provide pré—
.liﬁinary answers to these questions. Instead, the examples or '"titles" -
here introduced serve only to show the direction that such counstitut-
ional ahalyses can take. .
In order to aﬁswer thgse constitutional questions the operator,
constitutional aﬁalysis, ﬁﬁst begin with the "Idea" of thé reéion of
social action.. The recommendation here is that thisfﬁIdeaV of thé
region of social action can be taken from’Weber's'dgfinitién.- Neit,
at leaét one»ekample of this phenomenon of social action must then

be selected. Through the "eidetic reduction" (which defines the

operation of'the'operator,‘constitutional analyses) the example is



. varied‘freely in the imggination until its eidetic limits are
reached. Next, itsﬂcorrelativé eidetic noetic acts are specifiod
Also, cogsistent with the structure of the.intentional constitutlonal
process, the hyletic element must aiso be ‘defined in eidetic terms.

At the hyletic level the problem becomes: what kind «of sensations are
implicated in the interpretiﬁe understanding of s¢cial action?

In summary, the constitutional problem set seems to have a "bi-
level” structure. At the "lower" level of the regiaon of social actiq@
the problem is: what ﬁoetic acts are cofrela;ive with what: noematic
phases. Given its intentional structure the hyletic element must
also‘be_described eidetically. However, this noetic—hyletic—noématic

vocabulary must not be confused with the "higher" level structure

of inteﬁtionality that relates the transcendental ego to this noematic

region of'social action (with'ics own internal intentional structures).

Now, given ;his "lower" level constitutional problem set the

" 134

"higher" level problem set reveals itself. Given the essential structure

of this lower-level noematic region, the higher level problem set asks

.what transcendental noetic acts.are correlative with it and what
hyletic aspects are implicated in this constitutional Process. Again,
this question can be asked either in the "étrong” sense'of the "weak"'
sense, So, we have a bi-level conotitutional pfoblem seﬁ

The argument is that the solution to this bi-level constitutional
) problem set would provide a phenomenological foundation for the emp—
irical science of interpretive sociology. In terms of the structure

of this thesis, the question of a ohenomenologfbal foundation for

interpretive sociology can be addressed within the "third" transform-
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ation: "The Analysis of Any Specific Constitutional Procesé".
. ' ¢
This ‘constitutional foundation would define the essential in-

-

variant properties that specify thé rules or norms chaﬁnmake phé
experience of sdéial acﬁion a‘possibility. Such essénces.of rules
are the "priﬂciples:which.;. quctions és:norms governi the whole
enterprise of empirical science" (E.‘Huéserl, 1964a;{¢_6_L:f For examp le,
social ac;ion may only be éxperienéablé through some.kindlof noeses

of interﬁretive uﬁderstanding. If this qlgimately p}oﬁes to be thé
casé'it'would amoﬁnt to”an eidetic fule-for theAexperiedée of social
action or at least the label for a number  of such rules. Such eidetic k
strhcﬁureg would give guidance to any émpiricéi sbiént}fic research

by specifying»the eidetic constitntionél"struc;ure that evgry.actual
éohéciOus Felation to this region-muét have in order to quaiify”as é‘
-;onsciogsn;ss of that particular region and no other. It Qould : | ©
specify those eidetic prépertiés that make .the consciousneésvo%

the région of social action a‘possibilifyp

However, in order to better understandnthis concept of a foUndationu'

at least four usages must be diétihguished. The first»uéage'béints to
" the constitutional structure in its entirety and its f;un&ational

relation with eépirical science. This points fo the "'old ontologidgl
doctrine, that the knowledge of 'possibilities' must précede that of
‘actuali;iés Ewirklichkeitgn)... " (E; Hussérl; 1969a:232). Here ghe
claim'is-that the eidgtic constitutional proberties of the gohscious—

ness or‘interpretive_uﬁderstaﬁdiﬁg of social action makes the consciOus-s

ness of social action concéivable or possible. All actual conégious

relations to social action must be consistent with this eidetic structure



vbecause it defines the limits for any encounter with it. Here the

"knowledge of possibilities precedes that of actualities"
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Secon ly, within this constitutional structure of the interpretive

. . !
understanding of social action,'tran5cendental'3quectivity (noetic

and hyletic) founds or grounds the noematic pole by show1ng what the

- noematic pole presupposes in our encounter with it This can be
characterized_as a‘”vertical" constitutional grounding.
| Thirdly; within the noetic level_noeSes are grounded in other
noeses.‘ For example, an act of negation presupposes or is founded
1n a dox1c modality That is, every act of negation negatesla
certainty of,belief"!or a questioning attitude" e tc. Similarly,

noemata are grounded in or presuppose other noemata, These can be
-characterizedias ﬁhorizontal”vconstitutional groundings.

Fourthly, all of the above.three usages tall within the third
"transformation The Analysis of Any -Specific Constitutional érocess '
Consequently, the whole constitutional structure of the interpretive

understanding of social action lies embedded in the three transfoim—

ation "framework" of this thesis. Since the problem of the inter-

'pretive understanding of social action.is structured constitutionally,

“i.e. since it falls within the structure of the third transformation,

this problem and its ultimate solution is in turn grounded in the

structure of transcendental phenomenology itself ‘as defined in terms

~ of the three interlocking transformations. In other words . the
constitutional structure of the interpretive understanding of social
. action, which is to provide a foundation for the empirical science

of interpretive .sociology, in turn,derives its foundation in and



" through its-placg within transcendental phenomenoibgy which is,

aécording to Husserl, "self—grounding".
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FOOTNOTES

n

1. At this point it may be instructive to compare the central
role the theory of constitution plays in this thesis with the role

it plays in Schutz's phenomenology. While it is Schutz's goal "to
.glve to interpretive sociology a philosophical [i.e. phenomenological]
foundation' (A. Schutz, 1967:43), it is not clear whether this is in
fact to be a constitutional foundation. While Schutz <does make use

of the “concept of constitution (ibid::8,12,13;38, 41 etc.), nowhere i
does he describe its structure or the centrality of the part it plays
in the establishment of a Phenomenological foundation for interprqtivg-z,
sociology. The central role that the theory of constitution plays in
phenomenology is clearly affirmed by Husserl (1969a:351). - This is

also the concensus of several studentsg of Husserl (e.g. G. Berger,
1972:9; R. Sokolowski, 1970:1).

To illustrate Schutz's de-emphasis of the constitutional
process, with its orientation towards the constitution of objectivity,
it should be noted that neither the term constitution nor the term
objectivity or their derivatives can be found in the index of The,
Phenomenology of the Sociél‘Wprld. The significance of this commént
is ‘enhanced if one considers the note preceding the index: "Subject-
matter entries refer only to crucial-;'.exqended discussions of the
topics in question (1967:253). . Obviously, the concept of constitution
is not "crucial”. Neither is theré "extended discussion" devoted to
this concept. This, in.spite of the fact that Husserl clearly states
that "... the greatest problems of all are the functional problems,
or.those of. the constituting of the objective field of. consciousness"
(1969a:251).

2. The importance of this insight for the theory of social
action is'supported by the fact that the theory of intentionality isg
probably the central concept in Husserl's phenomenology. As Husserl ;
puts it: "the name of the problem which ingpires all of phenomenology -
" is intentionality" (E. Husserl, '1969a:404). This introduces the
‘possibility that study of the region of social action can benefit from
all the analyses that centre around the concept of intentibnality
whether carried out by Husserl or his successors.

3. Robert Sokolowski in fact claims.that "being directed towards"
(1970:50) is one of the "two functions" of intentionality (the "animation"
function being the other). ' : '

4. These terms are translated by A. M. Henderson and T. Parsons
as "direct observational understanding" and "explanatory understanding"
(M. Weber, 1964:94-95) .
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SUMMARY

The introduction to this theels 'stated that the purpose of this
,work was ""to present a transcendental—phenomenological framework
within. which the question of>the phenomenological constitutional
foundatlon for ‘the empirlcaLr cience of 1nterpret1ve sociology can
be raised". This section will present a 5ummary Statement of this
fréﬁeﬁork. It will also show briefly how the question of the phenom-

-

enological constitutional foundation for interpretive sociology can

P
xti

be raised from within this framework. ,Consequenély, this section will
present an overview of tHe form the achievement of the purpose of this
thesis has taken,

At the formal level, this framework was structured by means of

three interrelated transformations. A transformation consisted of an

ey

A

operator-operand-transform seqoence. 'The'operatqf acted or operaced
upon the operand .and this was referred to as an,operatlon This
operation y1elded a transfofm Except for-the.order of their appear-
ance, each transformation is identical. ‘This otdering.is such that
:he thitd transforTation.preSUpposes the second and the first, and.
the secondetransforﬁation presupposes the first. This thgge part
'transfofmational structure formally orders, limits and unifies‘Ehe

*. framework that is the central achievement of this thesis.

This formal transformational structure was fpen "fleshed out"
with phenomenological concepts. More precisely, transcendental-
‘phenomenologica{ concepts are "mapped—onto",‘or placed in corres-

pondence with, the pureiy formal transformational structure. These

two strata (formal and-'conceptual) together define the "framework"

139,
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that is the central achievement of this thesis.

‘ This bi—stréta:framework,’hEWever, in addition points to a
thifd stratum. This third strétum presupposes éhe validity of the
;oundapion spgcified in the first two.straté (the bi-stratum frame;
work). Moresspecifically, since this bi-stratum frame&ork is av
framework within which specific constitutional foundationai quesﬁions
can be raised, this framework poiﬁts beyond itself to the actual
regional constitutionai phenbmenolpgical foundé;ions‘that éag be
egtablished\(the third_stratum). It is on this third sgratum that
,the problem of the foundation fér‘interpretive sociology c;n in
principle be sblved. Since a complete phepomepological foundation

" for interpretive sociology would be made up of these three strata,

the bi-stratum ffamework presented in'this thesis is itself found-

ational for the foundation‘here proposed (although npt desc;ibed)
for interpretive sociélogy;
To compleCe"this heirarchy, é fourth stratuﬁ must be addded: the
empirical science of interpretiye sociology that could in principle
be developed on the basis of the‘undeflying three strata foundation.
The empiricél science ofkinterbretive spciologyvgets its guidance,

H
direction or foundation from the comstitutional structure of the

interpretive undérstan&ing of social action (étratum three). This
con;titutiohai structhre in turn gets its fpundation.ffbm the trans-_
geﬁdéntal—pﬁehomenelogical framework (strata one an& twq).” Withinv
this ffamewdrk, stratum Sne (thé formal trénsform;tional étfuéture)

also supplies a fouhdationél function for the other three-strata.

AN ‘
So, from stratum four.down, each stratum presupposes the stratum that
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precedes it. Each higher stratum gets its fouﬁdation from the-stratuﬁ
that lies below it.

" Finally,ighe framework itself (strata oné and two) is strquured‘
so that each.subseﬁuent'tiansformation presupposes the precediné

transformation(s). This théreby orders and limits the framework it-

self.

Thé following material will summarize this three transformational
. s
framework. The first transformation describes the operation used to
establish a transceﬁdental—phenomenplogiqgl'standpoint. Th;s operation
begins with what Husserl calls the."nafural attitude". The natural
attitﬁde is merely tﬁedgeneral perspective or attitude.a33umed by
eyery-human being in his e;efydaf life, -including the scientific life
towards the.world, towards theofies, corporeal things, animals,’other
human Beings as embodied subjects like myseif, valuesz practicalities"
etc. It is the .attitude of natural human existence. This natural
attitude assumes the existence of an objective spatio~temporal fact-
world, a world that is fhere for all and to which.I myself belong.
This ”existehée of a séatio—temporal fact-world" serves as a basis
- or suppbrﬁ for all my judgmeﬁts about this world whether’theée are
 affirmétion§, denials, AOUbts, evéluations, theorieé, approvals, .
decisions, actions etc. This natural attitudé defines thg pefspective
or positidg.takgn b& us all throughout our natural every:day exiétence.
.Withih the natural attitude we asSumé tﬁe existence of a spatio-

temporal fact-world. _ e .

The operator Husserl uses in thié'first transfqrmation is called
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the epoché. The epqché is.a bracketing that prevents me from assuming

the validity of whatever is encloséd in the brackets for subsequent

o

operations. However, it does not prevent me from viewing what is
. . t .

bracketed in its capacity as bracketed. : B

. - S :
The epoche operates uponcthe natural attitude and, thereby brackets

oy 4

the essence of this attitude.* The essence of this attitude is "the

general thesis of the natural attitude". This general thesis is the 6
judgment or thesis that a spatio-temporal fact world exists. Since

it is bréckeﬁed I cannot use it as a gasis for .my judgments. The

~

epoche prevents me from introducing a proposition which éxplititly or
~implicitly contains a reference to a spatio-temporal fact world. So,

P .
the negative transform ¥s the bracketed general thesis of the natural
. R

‘attitude.

~ ’

Having btacketed all reliance on the assumption that a spatio- a

=) '
temporal fact world exists we are faced with a reliance on whatever

emerges as a result of this bragketing. If one is forced to leave
Q . . .
out of consjderation a reliance on the existence of a spatio-temporal °

fact world, one is left with a "pure, prégnant'qonscioﬁsness", i.e.,
o ' : . ‘ @ .
one that does not”assume its own spatio-temporal existence, but one
: . . . 4 Lo ¥ o
that nevertheless remains actively intact.

Husserl, states that this pufe cohgciousneés'is/“absolute",'as
well as "apodictic" in two senses: Firstly, it is apqéictic in-tﬁe
Cartesian sense 1in which its non;existence is‘ihcoﬁcei&gblé. its o
existenc; is apodictic béc;gse if I doubt its existence i;ém forcéd

to doubt the existence of my véry doubting, andvthis, of course, isx

absurd. Secondly, consciousness is given apodictically. This ‘means

&
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that coneciousness cennot present itself through profileé or per-
spectiveppatterns, like material objects. It is given directly{ in
an unmediated‘fashion,'it‘is given apodictically;

Consciousness is "absolute" in the sense‘that its existence is
independent of‘a spétio—tempbral fact world. While the world cannot
be conceived of apart from a consciousness of‘it,'pure consciousness
is)independent of the world's existence, i.e., it-has an "absolute"
existence.i_This.abeolute character of pure consciousness is in con-
trast with the dependent or relative status of the world.

By reférring to this pure consciousness as "transcendental" an °
epistemological orientation is introduced. The term ftranscennental"
merely toints to the motif of inqniry which directs its attention’
"back into the ultimate source of all ‘the formatioms of knowledge,

3

the motif of the knower' s reflecting upon himself and his knowing

o

life". ™ It dlrects_the attention to the life of pure consciousness

‘as the source of all the‘formations,_conditioné or principles of the
' . & .

knowing process. . . . ' | ‘
Since. the epoché only‘prevents us from presupposing the validity
’ i .- . ‘ . . N .

of the_generel thesis of the natural attitude, it only brackeéts a

o . - I

particular way of, looking at this world; it does not thereby eliminate

this world from view. Instead, the same world is available for

°

inqniry:bnt from“a new perspective: 'the transcendental phenomenological

v : . N R

. berspectiﬁe.v'This same world when‘viewed from this new perspective

<

is»wﬁat Husseil‘calls "phenomene"; ER .
At this point ‘the second transformation becomes operative. th

is directed tOWards the establishmenf of the eidetic (essential)

143
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structure of the transcendental-phenomenological ‘standpoint. The

operand of this second transformation is merely the positive transform

\

of the first transformation: the transcendental-phenomenological -
standpoint.: ~ . T

Pg 7
The operator of this second transformation is the "eidetic re-

duction”. It operates through the.selection of an illustration or
.

" example and then subjects it to a free-variation in the imagination.

&

It is. through this method that esseptial necessities are uncovered.

These essential negessities are. the invariant properties, the identical

properties that remain the same tHrough countless variatiohscin the
5 - . : ¥
imagination. An essential necessity is ‘the principle, norm or frame
that determines the baundaries of the example under examihation.

Husserl also refers to an essential necessity as an a priorifform.

o

" Such an eidetic necessity makes whatever it refers to possible, without

it its referent would be inconceivable.

@

Through the operation of the qpefator: eidetic reduction, upon

. 4 .
the operand: ghe. transcendental-phenomenological standpoint, the con=
¢ : i

¥

‘tent of the transform is established. This transform is the eidetic

structure of the transcendental-phenomenological stanapoiht. “The
eidetic structure of the tranécendental—phenomenolpgical sténdpointQ <o

is primarily a constiﬁutionallstructure within whié¢h constitutional

7

.processes operate,

Thtough the .operation of the eidetic reducﬁioh ubon any 'particular
illustrative. act of consciousness, it is immediately apparent that I

am able to "reflect" upon this illustrative -act of consciousness.

% .. ! . . o
Therefore, lreflexivity" is an eidetic property of transcendental Qu‘

N
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consciousness, without}which.it'would be inconceivable;

The eidetic reduction also reveals that acts ofvtranscendental
consciousness are acts carriedvout bydan "Ego'. This transcendental‘
ego Operates as a necessary}unifying principle‘for consciousness.
Without a transcendental ego to unify consciouéness, acts of con—
sciousness would flaat freely and independently of one another. The
self-identity or sameness of the ego is.necessary to all real and

. possible’ variations of consciousness, as an invariant property against
which such variation is made possible.

. Through the operation of the eidetic reduction upon any illus-

trative act of consciousness in general, it becomes evident that

. L e

consclousness is necessarily "intentional'. The property "intent-

ionally" means that consciousness_in general anditherefore every

-
~

individual act of consciousness is always a "consciousness of some—.
thing". Intentionality itself is organized acoording to a: "noetic—'

v hyletic—noematic structure

The noetic component‘is essentially a non-sensory subJective

component and -includes acts of consciousness such as: thought belief
doubt, valuation,‘judgment etc. The essential thing about these noeses
or noetic phases, is that they are . "meaningful" Husserl nowhere |
defines in general terms ‘what is to be understood by. the term "meaning".

A brief illustration of what he means will, howeger be. presented after
~

¢ the hyletic and the noematic components are summarized
The second subjective component is the "hyletic" ‘These are
sensory contents such as the data of colOur touch, SOund pleasure,

pain tickling, etec."” Like noeses, hyletic data belong to the level

L] »
. SN
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of pure consciousness., So transcendental consciOUsness is made up
of two basic components; the noetic and the hyletic. However, here
~a problem arises for Husserl. While Husserl clearly indicates that
consciousness is always "intentional™ he at: the same time says that
the hyletic component is not intentional Consequently, either the
. hyletic component must be placed’outside of consciousness or we have
a contradiction.since consciousness cannot.be both intentional and
non-intentional. The unavoidable solution at this point seems to be
to place the hyletic component outside of consciousness in order to
remove the contradiction.
According to Husserl, hyletic data haVe_noetic "meanings" be-
"stowed upon; them through an intentional "animation" function The

@

result of the operation of this noetic mearing bestowing stratum upon
: 4
the hyletic stratum is a noematic" stratum The epoché prevents me

from claiming that this noematic stratum is other than "mere intentional
&

being". In other words, through the operation of the epoché we effect
a reduction to our pure meaning (noetic meaning):and to the meant,

purely as meant'(noemata)r For exampie°“the "valuation" (noetic

A . .

meaning) gives the character of the "valued" (noematic meaning) to a
o particular Set of hyletic data (colour, for'example)

In summary, the eidetic structure of this new. standpoint is in

part defined in terms of a reflexive transcendental ‘ego that relates

itself to a meant world in and through the structure of intentionality.

w
o~ -

It 1is within this eidetic structure that the constitutional

j process operates. ‘The theory of constitution is a theory that claims ' {?ﬁ

-

to provide a general structure within which anvobjectivity or objective
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region can be given a subjectivelgrounding or explanation.

‘The purpose of the theory of constitution is to explain the
- noematic meanings of an object by.showing»how these!meaningsf"originateﬁ
in noetic acts of consciousness through the intermediate hyletic
stratum .

>

At the noematic pole the total obJective nucleus (noematic obJect)
has tuo distinguishable components: and "empty X" and the noematic
predicates that "attach" tﬁ%mselves to this empty "X". However, the
theory of. constitution is interested only in the eidetic character |
of the total noematic nucleus. Therefore, it is not interested in
contingent, inessential properties. The eideticvcharacter of‘the
noematic.nucleus is understood in terms of ﬁlimits" or "channels"
within which "infinite noematic variations are possible".

Now, this essential noematic unity is to be explained by describing

 the noetic acts that "correspond" or parallel" the manifold of eidetic
noematic properties. In this explanatory constitutional process hyletic
data are “animated" by noetic meaning bestowing acts. Through this
animation function noematic objectivities or regions are consbituted
‘So the problem of the theory of constitution, in general terms,

7}3 to explain noetically, through the medium of hyletic data, the

'lpossibility‘of essential noematic_unities. The'problem is to find
those_noetic essential conditions that make‘possible the particular
kind of noematic essential sense of transcendence that a particular

kind of object or'region”has. |

In summary, the eidetic structure of the transcendental—phenomen-

ological standpoint is primarily a constitutional structure within
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which constitutional processes operate. y
Having established that the eidetic structure of the transcend-
ental—phenomenological standpoint is primarily a constitutional structure
within which constitutional processes operate; the operand of the third

transformation.becomes: "an§ specific constitutional process". The
third transformation is directed towards "the establishment of,the
eidetic structure of any specific’constitutional process' . .The operator
of this. third transformZtion is called""constitutional analysis'. This
operator selects any specific constitutional process (thehoperand) and
suhjects-it to eidetic analysis.;eAs such it is merely the eidetic
'reduCtion, but an:eidetic reduction tha} takes into consideration.the
intentional structure of consciousness with its noetic—hyletic—noematic
structure. However, consistent with the.rathervpassive, implicit role

that hyletic data play in the constitutional process, the operator

constitutional analysis (in this thesis) will simply presuppose that

‘sensory "raw material” present themselves for noetic animation. How- .

.ever, a more complete constitutional analysis would have to take all

'

three components'into consideration.
Theloperation ot.the‘Operatori constitutional'analysis, on the

operand:_any.Specific constitutional process;‘yields‘the transtormr

the eidetic'Structure ot.any specific constitutional process. ‘In this :

section, a range of examples that illustrate constitutional eidetic

structures were-presented. At the purely formal" (non-regional level)

the “doxic modalities" with their cornelative "modalities of being

were introduced At the noetic pole "certitude" was introduced as the

unmodalized root—form of the doxic modalities Correlatively, the
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being real or actual (the noematic component) was'introhuced as‘"the.
unnodalized‘root;forﬁ_of the modalities of being". In addition,
horizontal eidetic relations were identified at both poles. For
example, a noetic ”questioning attitude" was ‘eidetically related to

'

the unmodalized root-form: "certitude". The correlative noematié

eidetic relation between ' "real or certain being" ‘and "problematical -
being was also presented in relation to the corresponding noetic

<

eidetic relation-
) Next, a sketch or‘the constitution of‘var10us "regions of.reality"
was introduced. In this context, the "Idea" of "total reality" was
taken as a‘"transcendental guide". Husserl, divides.this idea of | N
total reality into two regions 'reality Qs‘nature";_and "reality as
‘the human spiritual world" The region of reality asfnature'was" |
further sub-divided into two regions: "material ‘mature" ‘and "animal
or psychic nature"r‘ Then the several noematic regions were briefly
'bsubjected to constitutional analysis.‘ The result was merely a structure
of etdetic titles that point to further- research Thy/e titles merely
. suggest the direction that further research can take. : They will-not*
be summarized“here because of their secondary importance to the purpose
of this thesis, and because their presentation in the body of the thesis-
is already a summary that is difficult to: further’ summarize;
However based on the presentation of these illustrative constitut-
.‘ional analyses two types of constitutional process were identified.
The first is a "creative" or "stronger" type of constitutional explan-

1

K ation. Here the noetic act completely explains its noematic correlate.d

The second is a "weaker" or "facilitative" type of constitutional

»
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ex?lanation. Here the noetic stratum“provides the necessary<conditions
that make possible or,\"facilitate" the emergence of, the_correlative.
noematic sense,

' Having presented the three transformational‘structure nith its

corresponding phenomenological conceptions, the "framework", that is

N
P

\\

)

the central achievement of this thesis, has'been.summarized::
. . . N P » ‘ /,/ -
Having introduced the three transformation framework, and having

shown how the problem'of the establishment-of the eidetic structure
,of any specific constitutional nrocess identifies the third transform-
fation; one .can nov address the'ouestion of the possibility of further
constitutional research‘from within‘this third transformation More
specifically, my argument'here is that the constitutional analysis
of the interpretive understanding of social action could yield a
phenomenological, foundation for interpretive sociology - The consti-
. tutional analytic question Can'he_asked~in either the "weaker,

facilitative" sense or in the "stronger creative sense"
: ’ ’ (Y . ’

uIn'the'weaker facilitative sense the QueStion becomes: firstly,
what is the eidetic structure of the noematic region of social action7
Secondly, given this noematic eidetic structure what noetic acts are
'necessary to facilitate the emergence of the eidetic structure of this
region? Thirdly, given this noetic—noematic.Gprrelativity, what
hyletic aspects are implicated in this constitutional process7

In the "stronger, creative sense the first and third questions B
remain the same. The second question becomes‘ given the eidetic'
, noematic structure of the region of social action, what noetic acts

]

account for the ' orlgln of this noematic eidetic structure. Thia
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-
ié.dohe‘by'igsptifying those noetic écts thaﬁ "animate", "depdsit"
or give sénse,qr meaning ‘to this noematic region.v

The-diféétion that_sﬂch reéeérch can take‘has shown by intro-
duéing "titles" that are intended to serve only a heuristice function.

As in&icated earlier, the formal transformational structure
(stratum one).is the foundatibn for the transgendenfal—phenomenological'
. conceptiqns'(étrggum two) that were ﬁmapped" onto this.férmal structure.
Together'these‘twq strata defihe-the "framerrk", the cenfral achieve-
ﬁent of this Fhesis. This bi—stfatum ffamewor# is the fOuﬁdation for
acgpal‘regioqél'consti;utiohal processés‘(thé;third-étratum)., It is
Aon this third §tratum that the problem of the foundat?;n for inﬁer?.
pretive sociology can in'principle bedsolved. It is on this third
stratum thgé the pféblem.of'thévphenomenological ;oﬁstitutioﬂél
‘ étructufe of the interpretive understanding(bf social action can in
principlé be solved.. The tﬁree strata togetherkwduld.provide a trans-

Fendental-phenoheno1ogica1 constitutional foundation for the empirical

science of interpretive sociology (the fourth stratum).
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APPENDIX: THE MOTIVATION FOR WRITING THIS THESIS

The reader may be wondering why I think there is something wrong

with interpretive sociology in particular or perhaps»empirical social

4

science in general that requires the establishment: of .some kind of
theoretical ﬁoundation.‘ Since the beginning of my sociological.
studies seven years ago, I have been puzzled by the striking absence

N

of a clear and complete definition of the domain of soclology, a

1
]

definition complete enough to limit and guide empirical social
scientlfic research. Of course, a range of bri:f‘and sometimes obscnre
definitions of the essence of social life are available However

while many social scientists feel that these definitions are adequate,"

I often found it very difficult to see if and how these definitions

‘d
actually guid;\fﬁu empirical research being carried out.

Furthermore, not only'do these domain definitions appear unsatis-

factory, it has never been clear to me what-kinds of _subjective knowledge

oriented. processes correspond with or relate to any given objective
domain It -seems to me that a complete foundational definition of an
objeotive domain of research must consider hoy and in what ways a
human being's knowing processes interact'with it. In this context,-
Weber's concept of "interpretive understanding seems to at least
idirect one's attention towards the problem of the kinds.of snbjective
knowing procedses that relate to the objective domain of social action.
It seems to invite the question of exactly what subjective knowing

processes lie concealed in this concept, and exactly how these pro—

cesses relate to the objective domain of social action.

'
'—
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At this point in its evolution, empirical social science could . -

to a significant extent be cWaracterized as a—theoreticalz a kind of

"people oriented accqunting . I call it accounting because much of

« ~

the empirical research carried out appears to be no - -more theoretical
than the accounting technology available to determine the profitability

of a business enterprise While the largely a—theoretical status of

accounting does not appear to be a major problem because the results

are practically useful I doubt whether much of the a-theoretical .

empirical social science being practiced could make a similar claim.
. ‘& T

While empirical social science need not be practically useful it o~

-
ka2 e
‘L

must in my opinion,ﬁhegtheoretically useful if its.practical useful-
ness is'not'apparent. B |

If empirical social science is to'be tneoretically useful;.it !
must have avclear idea og the limits or conditions that ‘define the
domain of research. Without such limits any ‘topic of research,

amongst the infinite number of topics possible, is equally legitimate

and.equally questionable. . One ‘need merely fandomly examine the

156

infinite range of actual research being carried out, to test this claim.

Empirical social science 1s, in other words, greatly in need of a
e,

theoretical foundation qhat limits and guides empirical research.‘ As
Husserl would probably say if he were alive today: this is the

fundamental "crisis" of empirieal social science today ) e

—

If empirical social sclence 1is to be theoretically useful it

S

must also direct- its attention towards identifying those cubjective
knowing processes that relate to or correspond with the\pbjective

domain identified. 1f these subjective processes are not identified
’ i

T eyt i,
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empirical social science will continue to be forced to accept thei
.. . 6 v

‘funrealistic assumption that a'researcher's relation to whatever he

) N
is researching is something that can largely be left out of consider—
ation so long as he ' maintaing his objectivity". Is it not far -

2

superior to understand how a researcher 8 subjective processes relate
to his objective domain of research than to assufie that its impact
“can be. controlled through some kind of "act of the. will" or to assume
that ie has no impact on that domain’ _'.“ P

LIt slowly became evident to me that a more rigorous and funda-~
'mental kind of research was necessary in order properly to establish
a f0undation for any sub-field or fjeld of empirical science or for
'empirical science generally.. "Such research could only be philosophical
in nature if it was ‘to avoid the pitfall of accepting unexamined
-presuppositions.

»§t soon(became apparent-to‘meathat Husserl's~transcendental
phenomendldgy was "light-years" ahead‘of-my own researches in this
area. His phenémenolog; appeared to be based on a tradition interested

o in foundational problems' and Husserl's treatment of these problems
seemed 60 be the most rigorous* §
My. intention then became to order Husserl's attempts in this area,

to show briefly the direction this kind of research could take and

thereby to. encourage a broader interest in such questions.' "1:' 2

-

Schutz and others, and since some of Weber’s termﬁ"aould be re—inter—j:
‘,,preted/so<that they ‘were at 1east superficially compatible with .
R S v s
Husserl's approach to foundational problems, I decided to illustrate-

R K



’

my argypent using some°of Weber's»terms

) . However, any other objective domain of ‘science w0u1d have been
. equally appropriate Consequently, the framework -and - approach out- y‘ ‘“‘
;lined in this thesis is appropriate not only for the establishmeut of

a foundation for empirical interpretive sociology but for any other

”Sub-domain or domain of social science or any- other empirical science.



