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The Meaning of

Phe_nomenology in Husserl’s
Logical Investigations
Dermot Moran

f;] (r)riulnd Husserl’s Logische Untersuchungen (Logical Investigations 1900/
) s generally regarded as the foundational work for the new ’science

of the twentieth century and, in the se
estainslhed itself worldwide, albeit chieﬂ;m}g zegfl-grig?i]sﬁ-scir;:;m
::ountues. Int keeping with its inaugural status, Husser] later termgd it 1:.11g
breakthrough work, not so much an end as a beginning’ (efn Werk 4 ;
Durchbmghs, und somit nicht ein Ende, sondern ein Anfang, LU 1 3; Huej
XVHI 8). _It announced a programme of work that de’terminec’:i th
cpurse of his subsequent career. It even gave definite purpose and dir .
tion to his personal life after many years of depression and sta nati;rf-
As he wrote in 1906: ‘Since the publication of the Logical Invesi H :
my life has taken on an inner stability,’s s
; It II.‘.S nc?t easy to gi\fe a quick summary of the central thrust of the
.nvestzgattons. Itis a wide-ranging, many-layered, and ultimately unfin
_1shed work, It has to be seen as a living development of phiIos)z) hic 1
ldea.s, a.n unfinished journal of philosophical discovery. As Husserf.hirr?
self insisted, it is a work in progress, its key technical terms are clarlfieci
only in the course of the work itself, and new themes are Introduced
at every stage (and often left undeveloped). He claimed that th
Ingest:gations proceed by lifting the reader from lower to higher level i
philosophical insight, moving in a ‘zig-zag manner’ (im Zickzack SL%
I.I’ltl‘('). § 61175 Hua XIX/1 22), employing concepts that onl iater
}(-‘.CBIVE clarification in a reflective ‘turning back’ (zuriickkehren) 3; th
Third Investigation, for instance, he remarks on the need to. c?arif;
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certain concepts in order to pursue his investigation:

Here again we cannot allow our analytic investigation to wait on the
systematic development of our subject matter, Difficult notions
employed by us in our clarificatory study of knowledge, and made to
work rather in the manner of a lever, cannot be left inexamined, tili
they spontaneously emerge in the systematic fabric of the loglcal
domain, (LU III, Intro., II 3; Hua XIX/1 228)

In this sense, it is a work of ‘construction’ (Aufbay, LU II § 15) and
‘dismantling’ or ‘deconstruction’ (Abbau).! Indeed, he warned that the
work could not be considered as a finished exposition of sclentific
results or as ‘one book or work in the Iiterary sense’ (LU Foréword to
Second Edition, I §5; Hua XVIII 11), but rather should be seen as a ‘sys-
tematically bound chain of investigations’, ‘a serles of analytical investi-
gatlons’ (eine Rethe analyticher Untersuchungen, LU Intro., § 51173; Hua
XIX/1 20), which would need further elaboration through ‘resolute
cooperation among a generation of research-workers’ (LU Intro. § 31171;
Hua XIX/1 16-17). (Despite his own practice of solitary meditation and
monologue, Husser] envisaged phenomenology as a collective practice,
as his cominitment to the journal Jahrbuch fiir Philosophie und phinome-
nologische Forschung attests.)

The primary aim of the Investigations is to confribute to epistemology.
Husserl was convinced that he made a significant contribution to this
discipline, as he indicated in a note written on the envelope containing
his lecture notes for the Winter Semester of 1902-03; ‘From time to time
I am borne up by the conviction that | have made more progress in the
critique of knowledge than any of my predecessors ,.." He sees the ‘car-
dinal question’ of epistemology as that of ‘the objectlvity of knowledge’
{LU Prol. § 3), that is, establishing and justifying the objectivity of scien-
tific knowledge in a broad sense. He is concerned with the 'basic ques-
tions of epistemology’ (Grundfragen der Erkenntnistheorie, LU, Foreword
1 2; Hua XVIII 7) thrown up by the effort to define and acquire scientific
kniowledge in all its forms. Moreover, he Is convinced that the philosoph-
ical understanding of logic will unlock the meaning of the epistemic
accomplishment of the sclences as such: )

Our investigations so far have, we hope, made plain that a correct
grasp of the essence of pure loglc (eln richtiges Verstdndnis des Wesens
der reinigen Logik), and of its unique position in relation to all other
sciences,-is one of the most important questions in the whole of
epistemology. (LU Frol. § 611 141; Hua XVIHI 225-6)




10 Dermot Moran

Besides epistemology, the Investigations also includes extensive, intricat
Philosophical contributions to semiotics, semantics mereoio (thz
study of wholes and parts), formal grammar (the a g;riori studyg};f th
plarts of any language whatsoever in regard to their coherent combinae
tion into meaningful unities), and, finally, the nature of conscious acts-
especially presentations and judgements. Indeed, the most significan'é
and revqluti.onary feature of the work is its philosophical clarification
ir;cl ;;;c{xiajuon of the experiences of thinking and judging through what
Pty le;_‘rt1 tprilfagg;t.lenologic:al analysis’ (die streng Phiinomenologische
t Rather su}'prisingly, however, phenomenology as such recelves only a
enFative — indeed somewhat confysed - explication in the text of th
Logical nvestigations, chiefly in the Introduction to the Second Vqumee
Neitf'ler the term ’phenomenology’ nor any of its cognates appears i .
the First Edition of the First Volume, the Prolegomena fo Pure Lo,grlijcp (1900)n
Lvhlch hafl wicles'pread popularity among philosophers in Germany. Ir;
His 1901, ‘author’s announcement’ (Selbstanzeige) to the Second Volume
zﬁserl says that he is f:onducting a ‘phenomenological c]an'fication:
(phinomenologische Aufklirung) of knowledge, something he contrasts with
what - following Brentano - he calls a ‘genetic psychological explanation’
{genetisch-psychologische Erkldrung, Hua XIX/2 779), ' planation
Husse‘rl. maintains that the clarification of epistemology i)e ins with
the clarification of the concepts of pure logic whose meanin sg must b
tl'acu.ed back to concrete intuitions that underlie them. This is thge meanin :
of hIS' claron cry, ‘we must 80 back to “the things themselves” ’ {(Wir woll ;
auf die ‘Sachen selbst” zuriickgehen, LU, Intro, § 21168; Hua XX/ Oloe)n
;epeated fn Ideas I and in his 1910711 Logos article, In the Intr.oduction'
{uss.erl articulates a central principle: ‘Logical <oncepts, as valid thou ht’
unities, must have their otigin in intuition’ (LU, Intro, § 2 1 168; fg{u )
XIIX/ 1 10). Intuitions are experiential acts in which what is 1nten&ed i&l
directly given, Intuition Is, therefore, a kind of knowledse by acquai ;
tance, to employ Bertrand Russell’s phrase, except it is not limited fo t;i,:
sensory, non-cognitive sphere. In a sense, then, Husserl is an ihtuitionist
Accordling to his radical version of empiricism, ‘lived experience :
(:Eﬂebmsse) F:)ecome cognitions {(Erkenntnisse), only when they are ‘corf
firmed’ or ‘illurninated’ by fulfilling intuitions. To know something i;
tt}c}: be able to verify it, by tracing it back to some evident experiences
at ground it fully: ‘Scientific knowledge means as such knowledge fro
g‘rounds’ (Wissenschaftliche Erkenntnis ist al solche Etkenntnis a%as de:[:
Grunde, LU Prol. § 63), and evidence Involves the intuitive fulfilment of
an empty intention, Phenomenology is especially concerned with the
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kind of evidence with which objects, concepts and laws appear. It brings
the logical concepts and laws ‘to epistemological clarity and distinct-
ness’ (zu erkenntistheoretischer Klarhelt und Deutlichkeit, LU Intro. § 2,
note the deliberate Cartesian echo) through ‘a return to the adequate
fulfilling intuition’ (LU, Intro, § 7 I 178, trans. modified; Hua XIX/1 27).
Concepts have their ‘origin’ in intuition, but not a great deal is said in
the First Edition as to how this origin in intuition is to be located and
mined, : '

Indeed it is puzzling that phenomenology is introduced so casually in

1900-01, given the amount of energy Husserl would later expend speci-
fying its nature in a serles of methodological publications styled as
‘introductions to phenomenology’ from Ideas I (1913) to the Crisis of
European Sciences and Transcendental Philosophy.® Hussexl presented him-
self as the discoverer of the true sense of phenomenology and as the
founder of a new movement. Howevet, he also acknowledged Brentano’s
insight into the intentionality of consciousness as his starting point,
and in his later years, even recognized that Ernst Mach, too, was also
pursuing a kind of phenomenology. In fact, the concept of phenome-
nology, if not the specific method, preceded him by several centurles.
The term ‘Phiinomenclogie’ has a history in German philosophy since
the Enlightenment, appearing in Lambert, Kant, Relnhold, Fichte, and,
most famously, of course, in the title of Hegel's Phinomenologle des
Gelstes (Phenomenology of Spirit, 1807). But Husserl's use of the term owed
directly to his teacher Franz Brenfano and his immediate followers
(including Marty, Meinong and Stumpf), who had employed the term
‘phenomenology’ (along with the neclogism ‘psychognosy’) to mean
an exact, scientific, descriptive psychelogy of the acts and objects of
consciousness. As Brentano writes in his Descriptive Psychology Ie_ctures,
‘psychognosy alms to deterrnine the elements of human conscicusness
and the ways in which they are connected’.’

Consclousness, on this conception, is understood as essentlally inten-
tional, every act involves ‘having an object’ (Gegenstindlichhaben,
DP 153), and the method, for Brentano, involved a kind of reflection he
calls inner reflection, whereby the parts.of the intentional -act were
recognized in an act of inner attention. In fact, in the First Edition of
the Logical Investigations, Husserl relies on this conception of phenome-
nology as a descriptlve psychology for clarifying epistemological and
logical concepts and operations.

Around the same time as Husser]l was writing the Investigations,
Alexandler Pfinder was promulgating a view of phenomenological analysis
similar to Brentano's, involving breaking down a complex c¢onscious
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state into its elements, and relating concepts to intuitions. As Pfinder

writes:

To analyze a fact of consciousness means to divide it into its parts or

elements and specifically both into its separable parts and those
which are distinguishable only in abstracto.?

Husserl then was drawing on an established practice of phenomenological
analysis, which is presumably one of the reasons he did not feel the
need to thematize it explicitly in the First Edition.

Following the appearance of the Investigations, Husserl moved from
Halle to Gottingen, where he began to stress the importance of essen-
tial analysis; phenomenology is to be a ‘pure theory of essences’ (reine
Wesensiehre, Hua XI1X/1 XxX-xxxi). He also began to distinguish phe-
nomenology from descriptive psychology, whereas earlier he had con-
sidered them identical. Thus in his 1902/03 lectures on epistemology, he
distinguishes between ‘Phenomenoclogy’, the ‘pure theory of essences’,
and Brentanian ‘descriptive psychology’.? His changing stance is made
clear in his 1903 publication, Bericht iiber deutsche Schriften zur Logik
in den Jahren 1895-1899 (‘Report on German Writings in Loglc From
the Years 1895-1899"), where he repudiates his initial characterization
of the work as a set of investigations in ‘descriptive psychology’ and
makes clear that the ‘clarification’ and ‘llumination’ of pure logical
concepts (including arithmetical) Is ‘no task for psychology’ (EW
p. 250; Hua XXII 205), which is a worldly science with a presumed
division of facts into mental and physical.!® Husserl sees all psychol-

ogy as essentially naturalistic and requiring an ‘iflumination’ from
phenomenology:

As physics or natural science in the ordinary sense is the empirical
sclence of physical facts, so psychology is the empirical science (the
natural science) of mental facts. Both sciences proceed from the
‘world” in the common, pre-critical sense of the word, with its divi-
sion of facts into the physical and the mental. Both remain uncritical,
howsoever much they may modify the content of the original world-
idea. As explanatory sclences they presuppose a prior objectification,
whose sense, whose illumination in terms of what makes it possible,
they can dispense with — as in fact is shown by the advanced state of
these sclences without any help from the critique of knowl-

edge. ... This illumination requires a phenomenology of knowledge.
(EW pp. 250-1; Hua XXII 206)

The Meaning of Phenomenology 13

Phenomenology cannot be correctly characterized - as descrip;clivie
psychology since it has nothing to do with empirical persons and their

experiences:

In its rigorous and true sense it is not descriptive psychology at al}f. It;
descriptions do not concern lived experiences, or c}fasile: theref:(ii;énd
; - of myself and of others, o
-empirical persons; for of persons - o :
expiriencez that are ‘mine’ and ‘thine’ — it knows nothing. (EW p. 251;

Hua XXII 206-7)

In these wrltiﬁgs, it is already clear that Fusserl wasi‘m?;rilrlgi r?v:ﬁz
‘real’ (reell) transactlo
from a conception of subjectivity as a ‘rea o Y
idetic structure of acts. In other
11d, and focusing on the ideal, e
vv:;grdsJ he was already putting the issue of mundane‘ factual exlstenceito
one sl'de His 1905 ‘discovery’ of the reduction similarly advanced h 12
on the road he was already taking. In his 1906-07 lectures, h? introduce ’
into the phenomenological method the operatlons of suspen(ﬁor::1
(epoché) and ‘reduction’ that were supposed to guarantee unprejudice
access to the eidetic domain. His concomitant anti-naturalism also cioim-
mitted phenomenology to a transcendental turn away fromf 111 poi tdv:
itical foundation of knowledg
d natural sclences and towards the cri
?tI;elf In these 1906-07 lectures Introduction to Logic and the Theoiry :)f
Knowledge (Hua XXIV) he speaks of expanding tlgiz iesl;s)e of ;oii ch ;
3 XXIV § , an
lude a ‘critique of knowledge’ (Hua -
;’r;fsonal Notes of 1906 he talks of seeking to solve ;h:l ger;e)r{allvpﬂlsc;
' (EW p. 493; Hua '
hical problem of a ‘critique of reason’ ( .
Z?l% as alztep towards this, a ‘phenomenology of reason’ (EW 494,. Iriua
XXfV 445) through an illumination of its basic concepts aI;d princxﬁ ;s.
ise, beginning, as always, with a
Husserl saw several levels to this enterprise, _
7 ¢ its various modifications (memory,
henomenology of perception and
E\ntasy), and then extending to a phenomenology of time andf of t?ee
thing (EW p. 494; Hua XXIV 445), including a phznoimeir:iok)’giynge rslfie(x) n;
{ ‘ ! ‘signitive
thence, he sought to move to ‘empty” an
ftrfcl)énmain Kkinds of intentions to be found in science) and then int7o lthe
whole sphere of judgement. Moreover, already in these ’1906—-0 | ?o
tures, he is envisaging phenomenology as ‘first philosophy’. Overa' ' }?r
Huss:e'rl philosophy is concerned with clarification and critique: 1t ?
concerr; of philosophers is critical foundation and definitive evalua;.t1 0111
(Hua XXIV 163). Since it must question everythi_;_'g, 'II‘)IﬁIIOS?p Z: osé
! line’ (XXIV 163). This scienc
aracterized as an ‘anti-natural discip ;
f;tllt?;‘nate explication and justification, Husserl terms ‘first philosophy

e i e
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(XXIV 168). By the time of his second great work on phenomenology,
Ideas I (1913) Husseri is announcing phenomenology as a form of
philosophy itself, and, very publicly in the twenties, styling it (after
Aristotle and Descartes) as prote philosophia or ‘first philosophy’, and
meaning a presuppositionless philosophizing which provides ultimate
ground for all knowledge.

In the revised Second Edition of the Investigations (1913), Husser] is
insistent that his sense of phenomenology must not be understood as a
kind of empirical descriptive psychology which he regarded as a part of
natural science (LU, Intro, § 6 1 175), since this would mean that episte-
mology is built on an empirical sclence. Husser! uses the word "Wesen’
many times in his new characterization of phenomenology and drops

the term ‘descriptive’. Phenomenology is not to be called descriptive
science since, as he elaborates in the Second Edition

its peculiar ‘pure’ description, its contemplation of pure essences on
a basis of exemplary individual intuitions of experiences (often freely
Imagined ones) and its descriptive fixation of the contemplated essences

into pure concepts, is no empirical scientific description. (LU Intro.
§ 6 Note 31p. 175; Hua XIX/1 23)

Similarly, in Ideas I (1913) he writes:

Of essential necessity, phenomenology does not remain with vague
talk, with obscure generalities; it demands systematically deter-
mined clarification, analysis and description (Kldrung, Analyse und
Beschrelbung) which penetrate into eidetic complexes -and down
to the ultimate particularizations attainable of those complexes:

phenomenology demands exhaustive work, (Ideas I § 149 p. 369;
Hua III/1 314)

The Meaning of Phenomenology 15

the phenomenological approach is rarely directly theglaiiized, ;:gé);g?r
d to this Introduction,
troduction to Volume Two, In regar
g;z I(:I:-Jmmentc-zd that Husser] at that time was not in a position to survey
what Ie had written and report on it accurately:

‘Phenomenology is a descriptive psychology.l’l’rhiis Sflgé?::égrfntz;:ic;r;
ith what is ela .
of his own work is quite incongruous w. e
Introduction to these Investiga ’
other words, when he wrote the :
Husserl was ’not' in a position to survey propetly what he had actually
‘presented in this volume,!? .

Husserl’s claims about phenomenology in the Investigatr;ons,iil;r:f?;é
tion. He had not yet arr
have to be treated with a certain cau
reflective clarification of his own procedures. Indeed, he o?liy gr?g:aig
discovered the depth of phenomenology as he was writing
tigations. -
Inrgsthge Second Edition, many of the sections dealing with phenome
nology were rewritten and references to his later transcefnd}in:alllcgr;::é;
. inserted into the text of what ha
tion of phenomenology were of what had heen
i chological work., The critica
primarily a descriptive psy ol Husseriiana
the Second Edition’s a
edition of the German text signals ns and
hese changes are not apparen
emendations using brackets, but t _ Lo the
h translation and therefore nee
reader dependent on the Englis fore necd some
fused nature of the composite text,
D rerable diagecmont . isely constitutes the actual
erable disagreement about what precisely
'Cborrézsiilgchrough’ to %lrle phenomenological method tha;t takt: pla;f];:e;e;ﬁ.
! he matter were less than -
In fact, Husserl’s own views on t
fied and his theoretical sense of phenor?enologytci?;i?ft;fggtgl i:sii;z
ter, as a first step to
throughout his life, In this chapter, ! psver’®
t out to clarify the meaning
nse of phenomenology, I shall se _
:)ilenomegology specifically as it emerged in the course of writing the

Phenomenology then requires clarification, analysis and description
(Kldrung, Analyse und Beschreibung) but it is description of essence not of
factual particulars,

Between 1901 and 1913, Husserl’s growing dissatisfaction with the _
formulations of the Investigations was such that he Intended to abandon S
it altogether and replace it with his new and more systematic ;
‘Introduction’ to phenomenology, Ideas I Tn the event, however, he
published a partially revised Second Edition in 1913 to accompany
Ideas I.Y Ideas I'was to provide the theory whereas the six Investigations 3
Provided examples of phenomenology in practice, In these Investigations

Investigations themselves, and I shall also try to dis'tiéfllgiuistlil1 tl}:?r::g:f;
' logy found in the

rom the later conceptions of phenomeno ;

gecond editions in the course of this paper. But first, I want to examine

the Logical Investigations itself in more detail.

The aim of the Investigations

The purpose of the first volume, Prolegomena to-P;crle Lfgic, gu::)olizlil‘:i ;2
. terizatlons of logic an

1900, is to refute misleading charac : :

initlal characterization of logic as the ‘science of science’, The Second
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c\)/f(;ii:;n:,s g:;tarsz;chung;en zur Phiinomenologie und Theorie der Erkenntnis
es of ‘analytical investigations’ (analytisch ’
into fundamental issues in epi oilosophy of por)
Pistemology and the philosoph
The ostensible aim, accordin . oy the s
. y 8 to the Foreword, is to 1
of logic through ‘general critical ] e ot o nature
reflections on the ess !
Foreword, 1 2), amountin ! oumding s
: , g to ‘the phenomenological foundin
I3 3 [} Of I ’
i(;i:g }gzlcizgc;lr:qenoiogzsche Fundierung der Logik, LU1175: Hua XIX/gl ZZ)O‘g"*i}:t
1ty not a textbook of logic in any sen ' .
of formal, mathematical lo a5l had s ot 8 work
‘ gic, which Husserl had al
‘blind’. In the Third Investi Ay
gation, Husser] speaks of carrying out ¢
¢ ut -
temological clarification (erkenntniskritische Erkidrung, LU};II,gIntro eI]LIﬁ;

and for the sciences overall,
Hefitlx(s;stecg er;aas ?hx::ryfblrg?d conception of logic as the ‘science of sclence’
ee-told layering of logic in the Proj, l
Ing between logic as a norm i ehique o Ko
ative science, as a technl
and as a ‘pure’ logic. Withou i J s detal, Tome e
. t going further into the detail, 1o 1 '
¢in
ll:::;:zl;a;l ;;nse dfals not just with the system of formal’ imgplicatité]ri3
ements understood as ideal meani
ble structure of scientific th b T s s it fodes
eoties in general. In thi
all forms of rational reflecti - edger 1 eqiacs
on on systematic knowledge; i
analyses and justifies the very r e ms st
y 1ationale of scien
hence its connection with epistemology. HHeinomedge a e
; A
lOgifé:?;gﬁi?f;nlindsrsto;d as a descriptive study of experiences of
roduced in the context of epistemolo,
ny and reflec-
tion of sclentific knowledge, as the clarification of the congptual fouerf-

;:;il;i v}r;iti; in tf;e First Edition, ‘This sphere we must explore in prepa

¢ epistemological criticism and clarifica -

. ti :

lour ir{vestxgations will therefore all move within it.’ s oo

lf(:i?em Ideas I, that Husser] recognized the need to include the phe-

nor r:: ?f feeling, emotion and willing, indeed the whole axfologicai

and sw}cl il(.;z]nlhsp;leres into the broader project of a phenomenology of
€ he began to frame around 1906, si il

the anity of e s -Similarly, issues to do with
performer of acts, and is

Identity of the self throu i : clousness el e

gh time, and time-consciousness its
: Atself,
excluded. In the Investigations he is concernted only with the cogn’it?xfz

D
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accomplishments (Leistungen) that contribute to scientific knowledge
in the strict sense, and has not yet moved either to the conception of
a sclence of consciousness as such or to a conception of an overall
phenomenological philosophy (first philosophy).

Phenomenology provides a procedure for clarifying meta-logical and

epistemological problems. According to Husserl, one begins by rejecting
or avolding metaphysical speculation and all the layers of encrusted opin-
ion that have accumulated around the basic cognitive concepts. This
‘principle of presuppositionlessness’ (Prinzip der Voraussetzungslosigkeit,
LU Intro. § 7) involves the exclusion of all statemients that cannot be
‘phenomenoclogically wholly and fully realized (realisferty . Husserl wants
to proceed without Invoking or grappling with traditional philosophical
theories or -positions, but rather by coming to a full intuition of these
concepts, tealizing’ concepts through relating them to intuition. Partly,
this involves-‘fixing’ (fixieren) the meanings of key logical concepts and
operations through elaborate and careful distinctions and clarifications.
For instance, he plans to provide epistemological and logical clarifications
of fundamental notions (e.g., ‘expression’, ‘proposition’, ‘sense’, ‘content’,
‘object’, ‘state of affairs’, ‘consclousness’, ‘presentation’, ‘judgement’,
‘truth’ and so on} that belong to the very form of systematic scientific
knowledge as such (see LU Prol. § 67). This may seem a trivial task, an
exercise in ‘petty and dreary word-splitting’ (als Kleinliche und dde
Wortklaubereien, LU Prol. § 67), but in fact is the first step towards secure
knowledge.

Some elements of a phenomenological approach - as distinct from
meta-phenomenological claims about phenomenology - are initially
evident in the First Investigation in the analysis of the signifying struc-
ture of meaningful expressions. Here Husserl clarifies the meaning of
expressive acts that involve reference to the object through the mediatlon
of a ‘sense’ or ‘meaning’ (Sinn, Bedeutung — the terms are not disambiguated
at this stage by Husserl although he had been well aware of Frege’s work
on this topic for many years). But the chief phenomenological feature is
its introduction of the distinction between meaning-intentions and
meaning-fulfilments that will become a central topic of the Sixth
Investigation.

The Second Investigation, in which nominalist accounts of the manner
we can refer to the universal are refuted, is not directly phenomenological,
except In so far as it appeals to our genuine experiences of universals as
distinct from particulars. There are, according to Husserl, undeniable
experlences of meaning the universal as opposed to the singular, meaning
to refer to ‘colour’ instead of ‘red’, and 50 ont. Nominalism simply does
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;zcnc; (Ii;)g]e usgﬁe t;lt;(]fltr;xe;phenomenologlcal situation’ (phédnomenologische
, Hua 48) in experiences of graspin

§ universals (just as

isr)izglzﬁgism ]hat;l not distinguished between empirical generali(tjy and
; versality). Nominalism misses the s i

Scionsness that intends universals: pecilc nature of the con-

This consciousness means what it means to us, whether or not we

?gg::qali):?ing abmixt psychology, or about mental antecedents and
€5, associative dispositi
X1 145 positions, etc. (LU I § 15(b) I 263; Hua

;);1‘ etl'ile C?issenrtion. We a're now referring to the universal as such, and not
o ttm wf/idual. This. 18 not a matter of psychology, for Husserl, but a
;}er Of sense-making, sense ‘construction’ (Aufbau), l
- eS ’fitlli:g a;}}clliFguIr_Ith Investigations are not stitctly phenomenological
. ¢ third, Husserl takes over Stumpf’s dis
of sensory experience in terms of , i e pture
parts and wholes, and deve]
a formal discussion that would ’ the theor oo
play a fundamental role in th
the object as such, in what h d Beltony oy
, € would later (in the Second Edit
to designate as formal ontoloey. I " A
» In the Fourth, he identifies the f
ormal
gr;rl?mar invoI.ved In any meaningful utterance Or sentence whatsoever,
]ogic:ﬁfi::;a] Ideai motiv?ting these Investigations is this: to talk about'
experiences’ (Erlebnisse), we need to und
between the parts and the wh ’ experionce, ‘opion
ole of the concrete experi g !
refers to the unity as a whole, b fthe ity mae e
» but not all elements of the unit are ‘real’
real
tefr:titie;. Some component elements are functions, for examgle Jbeing
o : 22 lect of’(tjhe sentence’ is a functional role heid by the word :dog' in
nience ‘dog bites man’, The dog 1s the subj i
’ man’, ect. But this ‘ideal’ or
abstract’ feature or ‘part’ of the sentence is not what is heard in normal
uniess of course one’s interest was focused on just this

be recorded on a tape-recorder and so on. Husserl wants to specify his
‘Irreal’, ‘ideal’ or ‘intentional’

: arts, The
;n‘leanir':g of a sentence is an ideal entity somehow 1nstan€iated llaly
: e no;ses the p.erson utters, the noises themselves being ‘real’ spatio-
aiﬁgfﬁh xizatelr:al part;. Now phenomenology not only specifies the

€al parts of an experience, but also m
ust supply clarifica-
tion of the meaning or sense of the concepts ‘part’ and ‘w%lz)ﬁz' in their
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formal sense. Brentano had already begun this kind of metaphysical or
‘formal ontological’ inquiry in his Descriptive Psychology lectures, but
Husser] developed it much further. He would come to see formal ontol-
ogy as complementing epistemology. But here he is interested in the .
part/whole relation because it is necessary to identify the intentional
structure of a meaningful expression and distinguish it from other parts
or aspects of the expression. o

In the Fifth Investigation, Hussez! is involved in a phenomenology of
intentional experlence. He is seeking a phenomenological analysis of
acts and basic concepts (at least as a start). The Sixth Investigation
attempts to explicate the relation between judgement and knowledge.
But I do not intend here to summarize the Investigations; the alm is
rather to clarify the operative sense of phenomenology therein,

For Husser], concepts and logical objects generally are encountered as
‘embeddings’ (Einbettungen) in concrete mental states (LU Intro, § 2),
wrapped ‘in grammatical clothing’ (im grammatischen Gewande). The
interpenetration of the cognitive and the linguistic affects all our cogni-
tive life (Erkenntnisieben). In normal perceiving by adults, for instance,
perceptual sense and Iinguistic meaning intertwine very tightly, Similarly
a spoken articulatlon or expression intends a ‘meaning’ (Meinung):

in speaking we carry out an internal act of meaning (Meinern) that
melds with the words, as it were, animating them. (APS 14; Hua

XI360)

Concrete mental states (Erlebnisse) are in fact complex ‘phenomenological
unitles’ made up of varfous components - act, content, object and
50 on (noting at the outset that these terms contain ambiguities).
Phenomenological analysis begins with these ‘concrete’ unitles and seeks
to distil out their necessary parts (real and ideal) and their structura]
interrelation. As he emphasizes in the Second Edition, phenomenologi-
cal analysis aims at the essences of these concrete experlences. This
might seem to be psychology, and indeed in the First Edition, Husserl
did think it was a kind of psychology - descriptive psychology. But by the
Second Edition he thought of psychology as a purely empirical disci-
pline interested in concrete mental occurtences only as states of animals
in the causal, physical domain, Husserl on the other hand, identified the
meaning-intending and meaning-establishing or confirming character
of these mental states as his main area of interest. While individuals all
may make assertions in their own time, place, language, with their own
intonations, accents and so on, somehow the meaning-character of
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those concrete acts transcends the acts, and enters the sphere of meaning,
concrete mental, but in order to |

Similarly, the logical appears in the

separate the logical out correctly, the proper phenomenological analysis,
one that identifies the a priorl laws governing this sphere, has to be
performed, :

In his 1921 revision, Husserl inserts a new definition of phenomenology

(echoing Ideas 1 § 75) in the revised Appendix to the Sixth Investigation
{note the repeated stress on the word ‘pure’);

Phenomenology is accordingly the theory of experiences in general,
Inclusive of all matters, whether real {reellen) or intentional, given in
experiences, and evidently discoverable in them. Pure phenomenol-
- 0gy is accordingly the theory of the essences of ‘pure phenomena’,
the phenomena of ‘pure consciousness’ or of a ‘pure ego’: it does not
build on the ground, given by transcendent: apperception, of physical
and animal, and so of psycho-physical nature, it makes nno empirical
assertions, it propounds no Judgements which relate to objects tran-
scending consciousness: it establishes no truths concerning natural

realitiés, whether physical or psychic ~ no psychological truths, there-
fore, in the historical sense ~

which point beyond what is given In adequate, purely immanent
intuition, which point beyond the'pure stream of consciousness, and
freats them purely as the experiences they are in themselves: it
subjects them to a purely immanent, purely descriptive exXamination
into essence, (LU V1 Appendix § 5 11 343; Hua XIX/2 765)

Husserl here speaks of the difference between the ‘real’ and the ‘inten-
tional’ components of perceptions, judgements and other cognitlve
acts, This replaces a Paragraph in the First Editlon, where Husser] had
been most concerned to distinguish the sensational experiences in us
from the apparent sensory features of the object. For instance, we have
a certaln colour-experience which must be distinguished from the
colour property we attribute to the obfect. Sensations are real parts of
the subject, colour properties are intentional barts of the object. This is
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and transcendence in a great many different wzztys,i aihhf el::::.;e;:
f immanence is tha
owledges. But, at least one sense o :
;ZI;I‘; tobe grasped through special attention to the ali*:)p?atanges di;lvgi)sp
istent reality. But before we
clousness with no reference to ex
:hls conception of phenomenology, we need to gnderstand more the

genesis of Hussetl’s approach.

The puzzle of the Prolegomena: a polemic
against psychologism

1 _
The reader attempting to grasp the meaning of phel;xgznzzglazgrﬂiirr:a:g;
tion between

Investigations has to grasp the connec veen 1 oo arh
that occuptes the entire Firs ’
detailed refutation of psychologism In

dies of the Second Volume.,

hed separately in 1900, and thg stu

f}‘f: Ezreworé) to the Second Editlon, Husserl records th;':t_ lth? ProIeg;cJ)lr}q(Iarg%
: ism' (Streit um den Psychologismus, H
was a ‘polemic against psycholog 16

f this first volume, as is e
Hua XVIII 12). The initial public success o . > e

figures in German philesophy
denced by the critical pralse of major e ophy o
; ilthey and Wilhelm Wundt,

ime, such as Paul Natorp, Wilhelm D
:\I:ai tb:za’use of its refutation of the then dominant alcalpéo;;:h soa sk;ii;
led to see the Second Volum -
Most readers (e.g., Wundt, Lask) fal _ e a8 a0y
k into the psychologism refute
thing other than a collapse bac _ ) o b
Fusserl, however, liked to emp
First, as Heldegger himself reports. . ished the fonomme
inner coherence with the second volume pu

1tgarnin 1901. Thus, in a letter to Alexius Meinong, of 27 Auguslt 11900
?quoted in Hua XVIII xvii), he stresses that the critique of psychologism

- was central to his phenomenology of knowledge in general, What s this

connection between the refutation of psychologism and the develop-
t of phenomenology? .
m?I‘II:.ect)ﬁgin function of the Prolegomena is to defend the idea;ity of 1(;?11;21
nd m: ' he laws governing them, for example,
and mathematical entltles and t cample,
Husserl claims these entities ar
mber 4 or the Pythagorean theorem. :
:gzgu non-temporal, self-identical “unities’, that nevertheless can be
t

" instantiated in countless individual, temporal acts of thinking carried

different times and in different
t by different consciousnesses at
ggntezts without losing thelr identity, The idgal lawfs glf;r;;gl?tgy tgsig
d independent of a .
ldeal entities are entirely a priori an oty Fure
the ' f the factual practices of thinking
logic; thén, is independent o g of actual
Husserl "himself had take
ans. This contradicts the stance
?ﬁlenéirst book, Philos'ophy of Arithmetic (1891) — essentially an ex;ens?;er
rewriting of his 1887 Habilitationsschrift, On the Concept of Num
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Logical and Psychological Investigations —
psychological method to explicate the
‘mathematical presentations’ (mathema
I 2; Hua XvII 3). In the Foreword to the Prolegornena
repudiates this approach, quoting Goethe:; '

where he had explicitly used a
genesis or ‘origin’ ({Ursprung) of

he explicitly

Man ist gegen nichts strenger als gegen abgelegte Irrtiimer.

There is nothing towards whi
ch one is more severe
one has just abandoned, (LU I 3; Hua XVIII 7) than the error

Whereas he had early sought a

[ sychological
presentations’ (Vorstellungen) . s o of our number

he now writes:

Th
€ number Five js not My own or anyone else’s counting of five, it

Is also not my presentation or a
nyone else’s
Prol. § 46 1 109; Hua XVIII pp. 173-4) presentation of five. (LU

! g

The pure logician s not
psychological judgement, i.e,,
Wentiscns & t, L.e., the identical asserted meaning (die
ussagebedeutung), which 1is one over against manifold

descriptively very different jud
ement-ex
1166, trans, modified; Hua XIX/gl 8) periences. (LU Intro, ¥

fi?ce all argument presupposes the ideal validity
s} lqw psychologism through to the end is to reco
sensical and hence self-refuting:

of its principles, to
gnize it as counter-

;‘gem ﬁsg:ectz}:szogfet?e theofry presupposes the irrationality of the
y ctness of the premises the irrationali
theory. (LU Prol. § 26 Appendix, I 61; Hua XVII] 95) ey of the

For Husserl, logic is ‘an ideal fab
Bedeutungen, LU 1 § 29), and 'm
be ideal unchanging unities,

nc. of Ifleanings' {eine ideale Complexion von
14eamngs or 'senses’ (Sinne) are understood to
Husser! understood these meaning-unities

tische Vorstellungen, LU Foreword |
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. to be the true meaning of Bolzano's ‘propositions-in-themselves’ (Sdtze

an sich). As he wrote in 1903 in response to a critic,

I saw that what under ‘proposition in itself’ is to be understood what
is designated in ordinary discourse - which always objectifies the
Ideal - as the ‘sense’ of a statement. (EW p. 201; Hua XXII 157)

All coherent discourse requires that the Identity of the meanings
employed in that discourse be fixed, To assert X is to deny not-X, Logic
in fact studies the laws of consequence and entailment that hold between
formal meanings considered as such, It Is a purely formal science.

On the other hand, Husserl also maintains that, despite the fact that
the objects of logic are 1deal and trans-temporal, they must also be acces-
sible and graspable by the human mind. As he would later comment in
his 1925 lectures on Phenomenological Psychology, ‘it is unthinkable that
such ideal objects could not be apprehended in appropriate subfective
psychic acts and experiences'.!® Husser] wants to give an account that
does justice to the essentlal two-sidedness of our cognitive achievements
by analysing the structure of this expression and grasping of meaning,
As Husserl put it in his draft Preface for the revised editlon written in 1913,

The reader of the Prolegormena is made a participant in a conflict
between two motifs within the logical sphere which are contrasted in
radical sharpness: the one is the psychological, the other the purely
logical. The two do not come together by accident as the thought-act
on the one side and the thought-meaning (Denkbedeutung) and the

- object of thought on the other. Somehow they necessarily belong
together. But they are to be distinguished. '

Husserl had made c¢lear in the Foreword to the Investigations that his
interest was in ‘the relationship between the subjectivity of knowing
and the objectivity of the content known' (das Verhdiltnis zwischen der
Subjektivitit des Erkennens und der Obfektivitit des Erkenntnisinhaltes, LU
Foreword I 2; Hua XVIII 7). As became clearer in his writings after the
Investigations, phenomenology is precisely the study of these forms
of correlation. According to later formulations, it is a priori ‘correlation
research”.7 In other words, phenomenology cuts across the usual dis-
tinction between the psychological and the logical. It affirms that logi-
cal entities are ideal and non-psychological (the anti-psychologistic
move) but it also affirms that there is a corresponding ‘ideal’ subjectiv-
ity with a set of subjective performances that are the counterparts of the
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logical forms (.e, judgings, surmisings, assertings and so on). Already in
the course of the First Edition, Husser] graduaily became Clearer that pS;m-
nomenology, as distinct from both empiricaj psychology and pure logic
Is concerned with acts of meaning, meaning—intendings, not as empiri:
cally occurring transactions in the world, but rather, in 80 far as the

have essentlal, a priori structures or what Husser] will cajp ‘intentional)',
structures, discussed in the Fifth Investigation, The structure consists of a
correlation between an act of intending angd s object as intended
(later - sometime around 1908 - he wiy call these noesis and noema)

Phenomenology Is intentional analysis, Furthermore, there js more to
my act than either the objects referred to or the ideal meanings
expre‘ssed. There is also the very ‘intentional structure’ relating aci

.m.eanmg and object. As Husser] says, these acts are always present even it”
it is the case that objects are not always so (LU V1 § 8).
the manner in which Husser! brings together the

The first explication of phenomenology
as descriptive psychology

In the Introduction to Volume Two, phenomenology Is Introduced
In a rather loose, inexact way, as the discipline that would providé
a ta:'conomy of epistemic and cognitive acts, which ‘serves’ (dienst)
empirical psychology (LU Intro. § 1; Hua XIX/1 7)., Husser] explicitly

Stood as a kind of empirical descriptive psychology, which he regarded

as a part of natural science (LU Intro, § 6Y178), since this would mean

its peculiar ‘pure’ description, its contemplation of pure essences on
a basis of exemplary individuga] ntuitions of €Xperiences (often freely
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imagined ones) and its descriptive fixation of the contemplated essences
into pure concepts, {s no empirical scientific description. (LU Intro.
§ 6 Note 3 I p. 175; Hua XIX/1 23)

Something has been added to the notion of description, namely the
qualification that it be ‘pure’ description. ‘Pure’ (rein) carries the same
connotations it has for Kant, namely, with everything empirical removed,
It means we are focusing on the essence of cogni'qive acts not their
empirical instantiations. Husserl uses the word ‘Wesen' many times in
this new characterization of phenomenology in the Second Edition,
Purity and essentiality are thus intrinsically related.

In the mature Husserl of 1913, phenomenology is understood as
contemplation of pure essences on the basis of exemplary individual
Intuitions of experiences (including freely imagined experiences).
Husser] now attempts to glve a strict meaning to the kind of move from
Individual experience to essential type In the Investigations, that in the
First Edition he called ‘ideating abstraction’ or just ‘Ideation’. Husserl
will see this not as abstraction but as Wesensschau or ‘essence inspection’,
‘essential viewing’, or eldetic intuition, which is given a much fuller .
articulation tn Ideas I, The emphasis on essence merely underlines some-
thing already present in the First Edition. For example, in the
Prolegomena, Husserl maintains that a phenomenological clarification
of concepts is precisely ‘insight into essence of the concepts involved’
(LU Prol, § 67) by bringing them to ‘ideatlonal intuition’,

As we saw earlier, what he is seeking Is a ‘pheromenology of the experiences
of thinking and knowing’ (LU Intro. § 11 166; Hua XIX/1 6). However, in
the Second Edition, he adds that these experiences are not to be under-
stood as empirical facts, but rather grasped in ‘pure essential generality’
(in reiner Wesensallgemeinkhelt, Hua XIX/1 6) and brought to ‘pure expres-
sion’ (zu relnem Ausdruck). Husser] adds: ‘Bach such statement of essence
Is an a priori statement in the highest sense of the word’ (LU, Intro. § 1,
I 166; Hua XIX/1 6). Phenomenology is, like Brentano’s descriptive
psychology that preceded it, an a priorl disclpline, If this was implicit in
the First Edition, it is now explicitly stated. Whereas, In the First Edition,
Husserl is concerned to distinguish Phenomenological reflection from
psychological introspection (and the false opposition between the ‘inner’

and ‘outer’ perception so beloved of the psychology. of his day), in the
Second Edition, he is concerned to clarify the meaning of ‘a phenome-
nological theory of essences’ (die phinomenologische Wesenslehre, L1
Intro. § 31 171; Hua XIX/1 15). He highlights phenomenology as a

‘pure’, a priorl, essentialist science.
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Initially, Husserl saw himself as identifying the parts immanent in
the psychic process itself understood as an epistemic performance or
?ccomplishment (Leistung), Specifically disregarding the object that 15
transcendent’ to the act. So Husserl claims that phenomenology is
‘interestfed only in the act and its relation to the object as intended but
i8 Dot interested in the object-domain as such (other sciences deal
with this). There Is, therefore, a deliberate refusal to discuss the kinds of
reality or the ontological statys of the object towards which Intentional
aots are directed. In the Second Edition Husser] was even clearer about
disregarding or ‘bracketing’ the existential status of the object in order
to focos on the essence of the acts and the essential ‘sense’ of the disclosed
objectivity, But we sha)] not discuss that move here, as we are aiming

primazrily to eluci i
Bt v date the initia] meaning of phenomenology in the First

Phenomenology as concept clarification
for epistemology

As we have already scen, Husserl ch

. aracterizes phenomenology as
c]grffymg epistemology or theory of knowledge (Erkenntnistheorie). Forgli’im
theory of knowledge’ or the ‘critique of knowledge’ (Erkenntm’skritik) as’

object of knowledge at all? What are the necessary subjective (or ‘noetic’
Y0 use the language of the Prolegomena) conditions that make knowledge

» 'I;he Neo-Kantian echoes of the early Husserl, evident in the

o egomen_a, are often passed over, possibly because his Brentanian
trfunmg did not leave much room for an appreciation of the sage of
Koniglsberg. Nevertheless, Husser] was reading Kant in the Jate 1§903
even if not as intensely as he would subsequently do in the carly yearsl
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Kant's programme for explicating the conditions for the possibilitjz of
knowledge:

The historlcal echoes in the form of our question are.of course
intentional. We are plainly concerned with a quite necessary general-
ization of the question as to the ‘conditions of the possibility of
experience’, (LU Prol. § 65 1 149; Hua XVHI 239) .

While agreeing with Kant as to the correct form of the epistemological
question, Husserl wants to be clearer in specifying what kind of condi-
tions he is talking about. The ‘real’ causal conditions of the subject have
to be distinguished from the ideal ‘noetic’ conditions. These noetic
conditions are those conditions on the side of the subject that enable
that subject to see or intuit propositions as truths, laws as laws, and so
on, The specific focus in the Investigations is on the noetic contribution,
the acts rather than the objects. Moreover, we are operating in the ‘space
of reasons’ or the space of meaning, not in the naturalized domain
of the states of animals in a causally determined world. But Husserl
only clarifies this anti-naturalism in the Second Edition, although he
would subsequently always portray it as merely an extension of his
earlier psychologism. The noetic domain then 1s the domain of an ideal
subjectivity, subjectivity as such, In its essence.
Phenomenology, then, ‘serves’ epistemology in one way by providing
a kind of ‘conceptual analysis’ (Begriffsanalyse), concerned with differen-
tiating and disambiguating the different senses of basic epistemological
concepts (such as ‘presentation’, Vorstellung, “Judgment’, Urtel, ‘object,
Gegenstand, ‘content’, Inhalt and so on), But the issue will be how: how
is this conceptual analysis performed? Husserl has two specific practices.
One Is to attempt to identify (usually through making fine distinctions)
the varlous component parts of a concept or act, including both ‘real’
and ‘ideal’ (sometimes he uses the word ‘irreal’) parts. But secondly and
more importantly, he is interested in the structure of the transition
between meaning-intentions and the experience or recognition of those
meanings as intuitively fulfilled. This latter theme precccupies him in
the Sixth Investigation. For Husserl, phenomenology, then, is not sim-
ply the clarlfication of our Hnguistic expressions, but a more deep-seated
attempt to analyse the a priori laws governing the composition of the
very senses or meanings that we constitute throtgh our acts and which
receive expresston in language. He was suspiclous of the stranglehold of
grammar on our thinking (a suspicion he passed on to the young
Heidegger), but equally suspicious of purely grammatical analyses that
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did not focus on the essential acts involved, As Husserl says in the Sixth
Investigation (LU VI § 40), grammatical distinctions offer a clue to
meaning distinctions, but they are not the whole of the meaning dis-
tinction and do not simply mirror it, For Husserl, meanings are clarified
through phenomenological reflection secured in intuition, Of course,
this appeal to Intuition js highly controversial,

In his Introduction to the Second Edition, Husser] is TOW mote aware
of a possibility that this conceptual analysis would be misunderstood
purely as an Investigation of language, in short as linguistic analysls,
whereas in fact Fusserl is anxious to distinguish his ‘analytical phenom-
enology’ (LU Intro, § 4) from linguistic analysis. Reliance on language
can be misleading, Husserl attests in the Second Edition, because lin-

© 8uistic terms have thelr home ‘in the natural attitude’ (in der natiirtichen
Einstellung) and may mislead about the essential character of the concepts
they express, whereas phenomenological thinking about consciousness
takes place in the eidetic realm, with the natura] attitude suspended and
all its attendant existence—positlngs bracketed (see LU Intro, § 7).

For Hussey], it is certainly true that the objects of logic - Propositions
Or statements (Séitze) - are encountered only in their grammatical cloth-
ing, that is, in linguistic assertions, and it is an obvious fact that the

§ 21). In this sense, phenomenology clarifies our linguistic practice and
not the other way round. Thus, as wil] become clear in the Sixth
Investigation, the phenomenological description of perception is not
concerned with how the wonds connected with percelving are used in
everyday speech. He is not parsing the grammar of the verb ‘I see’,
Rather, he is analysing what belongs to the essence of perception as such,
that is, what belongs necessarily to perceiving as percelving (in this case,
immediacy, givenness of the object as itself with an accompanying

a distinctive kind of berceptual object, the cup being on the table, which
is not just a combination of tWo sensory perceptions, one of the cup
and one of the table, but involves a unified. categorial intuition of the
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non-sensorily given state-of-affairs, ‘cup being on the tgble'. The fallure ‘
of traditional empiricism lay in its inability to recognize this new ang
extensive domain of higher-order objects. Note here that we are not yet
at the level of the linguistic act of apprehending the cup on the tallzle
through their corresponding semantic concepts. This is an even hig er
enslon, )

]e‘;’e}i:;:rﬂgifgogy, then, is a partlcular kind of conceptual analysis but
one that is checked not by ordinary language bu’aby appeal to What is
revealed in intuition (including intuitions genera_ted by imaginative
enactments of perceivings). In other words, concepts are linked to, or
correlated with, acts on the part of subjects.

The ‘ABC of consciousness’

As a Kind of Aristotelian essentialist, Husser] is interested in the essences of
these diverse cognitive or epistemic attitudes (perceiving, remembering,
Imagining, judging, surmising and so on), the bL‘liIding blocks of our
rational and scientific lives, He is interested in the internal, that is neces-
sary, relations between these cognitive attitudes themselves, and also in the
laws of transformation whereby one attitude turns into another (gncer_;
tainty into belief, actual perception turning into memory). He will speak o’
this profect in 1923 as an attempt to spell out 4he AB.C of consci?usness .
As he writes In his Analyses Concerning Passive and Active Synthesis;

But if one has learned to see phenomenologically and has learned to
grasp the essence of intentional analysis, If one has - expressed in th]e
form of the Goethian myth - found the way to the mother of knowl-
edge, to its realm of pure consciousness in which all being arises
constitutively and from which all knowledge as kni::wledge of beings
has to fashion its ultimate comprehensible clarification, then one;
will initially make the quite astounding discovery tt}at those typis o
lived experlence are not a matter of arbitrary special feeitun‘es of an
accidental life of consciousness, but rather tl}at terms like ‘percep-
tion’, ‘memory’, ‘expectation’, etc., express universal, essential struc-
tures, that is, strictly necessary structures of every conceivable stream
of consclousness, thus, so to speak, formal structures of a life of
consclousness as such whose profound study and exact coqceptual
clrcumscription, whose systematic graduated levels of foundatiori
-and genetic development is the first great task of a transcenden;a
phenomenolagy. It is precisely nothing less than the science of the
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essential shapes (Wesensgestaltungen) of consclousness as such, as the §

science of maternal origins, 18

Although he does not explicitly speak of phenomenology as a science

of the ‘essential shapes’ or ‘forms’ { Wesensgestaltungen) of consclousness
in the Investigations, he does speak of seeking the ‘fundamental com-
position’ (Grundverfassung) of consciousness in his 1910-11 lectures,
Fundamental Problems of Phenomenology (Hua XIII 111).

The intuition of meaning: intention and fulfilment

The account of the eéssences of conscious acts is meant to support a
general theory of knowledge, Acts of knowing are in the first place acts
of ‘mean-ing’ (Meinen), Intending to mean (well captured in Ricoeur's
French rendering vouloir-dire), even if they also involve something more,
for example, acts of confirmation, etc, Phenomenology, then, needs a
fuller account of meaning. In one sense, meanings are always given to
us. We live in the domain of the manifestness of meaning, As Husser]
writes, ‘What “meaning” is we know as immediately as the way we
know colour and tone’ (LUII'§ 31,1287 Hua XIX/1187).

As Merleau-Ponty puts {t, paraphrasing Sartre, we are condemned to
meaning. But phenomenology is concerned with meaning in a particu-
lar manner: the ways things present themselves to us in meaning, the
‘how’ of their modes of givenness, As he says in the Second Edition of
the Second Logical Investigation, when he had become convinced that
the application of the epoché and the bracketing of existential commit-

ment were essential to Phenomenology, in the field of phenomenology
the focus is exclusively on essence and sense matter;

But in the field of phenomenology and, above all, in the sphere of
epistemology - the phenomenological clarification of ideal thought-
and knowledge-unities — dnly essence and sense (nur Wesen ynd Sinr)
matter: what we mean (was wir meinen) in general when we make asser-
tions, what this act of meaning as such constitutes {(Konstituiert) in virtue
of its sense, how it constructs (aufbaut) itself out of partial meanings
according to its essence, what essential forms and differences it exhibits
andsoon, (LUII§ 151 263; Hua XIX/1 150, translation modified)

Later in the Second Investigation he speaks of the phenomenology
of meanings and in particular of an ‘enactment of sense’ (einen Sinn
vollziehen, LU 11 § 31, 1 287; Hua X1X/1 187).
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Phenomenology is concerned with the c:yr;a;;lrit:;tfofn?saagi;gt I‘illcl)s:
very specific sense: it seeks.to trace our meanin, intentlons back to those
experiences (called intuitions) which found tde séanding e
things themselves are given to us. The key to under niag the relatlon

cept to intuition is Husserl's analysis of the relat_lpn etw
;fo::;d If)ixlﬂlment. Husserl'’s key cox;lcielagfliion hecl:‘:a"s Is ;Iﬁti:sri;;‘:t?gnb?zw;fs
ng-intending and meaning- ng acts.
ﬁzi?iioxfed in thegFlrst Investigation, but it had been -cieveilopth;(g) nilx;
Husserl’s logical wiltings through the 1890s, and it is explore aalcts e
length in the Sixth Investigation. Our acts of consciousness are acts of
intending meaning, ‘acts of signification’ (Akte des Bedeutiens), ots' o
Husserl will call in the First Investigatiorll, ‘sense bestow ngatc. > i
nverleihende Akte, LU 1 § 9), acts which intend meanings, acts' e
purport to be about something, even when these acts are nolt exp;;e1 >
linguistically and hence are not aiming at propositiona meanin gs.
Husserl thinks it is a mistake to confuse these acts that bestm}vu rrtlﬁ ! acgts
with the separate set of acts that fulfil meanings, and rtheirl tri eneant
which synthesize or recognize the coincidence between w! 211 t i S1 jeant
and what is fulfilled. Without ?uoli;:lg furiher into that here, le
on the meaning of ment,
Spicﬁzaagjirng is first intended in an act that is ‘empty’. }; isctiacotri;ly Sft
grasps the object fully and knowledge consists in an act oh ‘ennthesg
these two acts by overlaying them on each o'ther. This is the ‘sy! (hests
of fulfilment’, where ‘the intended’ or ‘meant’ (das Gemeintei;or‘l/‘xlc: o
complete cotrespondence with the given (das Gegebenle,t - ’wen-
XIX/2 651). This is knowledge In its most genuine sense, 1‘rll 1 e ogduceS
ness transforms an intentional act into kvnowledge and thus in Tocua
truth. This can occur either as an immediate intuition, oz, Imoreﬁu el g',
as a gradual process, such as Husserl analyses in the Sixtl;. nvtets rﬁ . tc;
This Investigation - by far the lc;nglfst at:d fmlﬁf; Iclliilff;ctlott;l : neoﬂgn o
connect the previous analyses of the act o : o
h a deeper exploration of the relations between acts t
;;igic;hr;loel;xgling' anc? the vlzrious levels of possible fqu;lment, astltohnesy
feature in different kinds of consclous act, for exarnple, I;Ierf;eipmﬁvé
imaginings, and, most importantly, acts.of what Husser (:;1i swagWithu
Intention’ where meanings are handled in a purely symbolic 1 };deme
out intuitive fullness. The ideal of knowledge is complete codnc:1 d
between intentlon and fulfilment, butitlllifsu llg.rleciesgiy 1s an ideal, and,
one experiences only partia ilmerit. .
mcI:Irsslsl::JIas]z’s the inil'zial Intentional act as one that seeks meamnig,:eiléz
confirmation, A second act provides this confirmation but it ta
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a third act of ‘overlaying’, ‘coincidence’ or ‘covering’ (Deckung) to see the

essential unity between these two acts. The peculiarity of this ‘synthesis }

of identification’ is glven extensive treatment by Husserl. It is after all

the manner in which truth is experlenced. The act of meaning or signi- |
fication picks something out (e.g,, the inkpot) and the act of perception |

then stands in ‘Internal relation’ to that act of meaning as its fulfilment.

This occurs according to Husser] through a mediating act of recognition |

(Erkennen); the inkpot is recognized as an Inkpot. This recognition fuses
the meaning act with the perceiving act (LU VI § 7). Husserl always sees
the paradigm case of a successful intentional act as an act where the
meaning is fulfilled by the presence in intuition of the intended object

with full ‘bodily presence’ (Lelbhaftigkelt), for example, when I actually &

see something before my eyes, 1 have a filfilled intultion, Later, I can
reactivate and rellve this intuition as a memory or as a fantasy, still ori-
ented to the object, but not presented with the same presence or imme-
diacy or locatedness in space and time, In memory or in other forms of
‘mindedness’ ot ‘calling to mind’ or ‘re-presenting’ (Vergegenwdrtigung)
we still may have a full intuition of the object, but now no longer with
the distinctive bodily presence in the temporal present that character-
izes perception. There are other forms of intending which are merely
‘empty’ (Leermeinen), for example, when I use words in a casual way
without really thinking about what I am saying, when I talk about some-
thing without really thinking about it and so on. Empty or ‘signitive’
intendings, of course, constitute the largest class of our consclous acts,
and, from the beginning of his career, Husserl had been fascinated as to
how these kinds of intentions can function as knowledge. He reminds
us, moreover, that he is talking of intuition and perception in a wider
sense than is customary, ‘beyond the bounds of sense’ (fiber die Schranken
der Sinnlichkelt, LU VI Intro. I 185; Hua XIX/2 540). Part of the aim of
the Investigations is to broaden our sense of intuition beyond sensory to
Include what Husserl calls categorial intuitions, In the Sixth Investigation
and in his draft manuscript revisions of that crucial text, Husser! is
preoccupied with the relation between the empty intention and the act
that fulfils it. He is trying to express the kind of meaningfulness that
already belongs to the level of the empty intention. This is the basis
on which we can think of something by indicating or referring to it
emptily. The presence of such empty intentlons in perception is a clue to
their operation at the higher levels of cognition, These more intricate
structures of perception and judgement form a great part of the actual
phenomenology of cognitive life that Husserl pursued in his Passive
Syntheses lectures and elsewhere. But the groundwork was already
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laid in the Investigations, and one might say that the high-point of

phenomenological analysls lies in its identification of the complex

structures of intention, synthesis and fulfilment that are to be found in

all the levels of cognitive achievement. He would return to this theme in
Formal and Transcendental Logic (1929).

Conclusion

From 1901 to 1938 Husser] was involved in a more and mote cpmplicate};l
and expansive vislon of phenomenology. But his\rgsearch, while bra;l::h -
ing off into new areas and finding new depths (e.g., the analyses 0 i e
transcendental ego and transcendental intersubjectivity) develops in a
continuous mannet. There is not a sudden reversal or change of direc-
tion {n 1905 with the introduction of the epoché and reduction, or agaln
with the focus on time, the body, intersubjectivity, or th? Itfe-world. All
these themes are more or less pursued together in Husserl's writings after
ical Investigations.
th;i:ferl consisintly emphasizes early and 1§1te his interest in the
cognitive life of consclousness, Erkenntnisleben. In this respect he is inter-
ested In the essences of cognitive performances and the e'ssences of
their corresponding objectivities. This is ‘correlation research’ as Hus;erl
termed it, and it is at the very core of phenomenology. His dissatisfac-
tion with his early account in the First Edition of the Investigations is
based on his worry that he had not completely put to or}e side a ps;lr-
chologistic sense of the subjective. In his mature years he is particularly
aware that his talk of tracing the origins of concepts in intuition can b.e
misunderstood and indeed had been misconstrued in psychologistic
terms. In the First Edition of the Prolegomena he had already made clegr
his opposition to psychological explanation and his orientation towaras

essence description:

All these concepts must now be pinned down (zu fixieren), theit
‘origin’ (Ursprung) must in each case be investigated, Not tha’t1 psy-
chological questions as to the origin (Entstehung) of conceptual pre-
- sentations or presentational dispositions here in question, have the
slightest interest for our discipline. This is not what x.ave are enquiring
into: we are concerned with the logical [Second- Editlon: phen.ome-
nological] origin or - if we prefer to rule out unsuitable t_alk of origins,
only bred in confusion - we are concerned with insight into the esserice
(Binsicht in das Wesen) of the concepts involved, looking method-
ologically to the fixation of unambiguous, sharply distinct verbal
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meanings. We can achieve this end only by intuitive representation
of the essence in adequate Ideation, or, in the case of complicated
concepts, through knowledge of the essentlality of the elementary
concepts (Elementarbegriffe) present in them, and of the concepts of
their forms of combination. (LU Prol, § 67 1 153~-4; Hua XVIII 246).

It is noteworthy that Husserl alters this passage in several cruclal respects
in the Second Edition of 1913, changing the phrase ‘logical origin’ to
‘Phenomenological origin’, dropping the phrase ‘adequate Ideation’
(addquate Ideation), and also the qualifying ‘intuitive’ from the phrase
‘Intuitlve representation’. But the effect is only to strengthen the eidetic
orientation of phenomenology. Note that Husserl was already conceiv-
ing of phenomenology as an a priori eldetic sclence, which did not
consider the empirical, existent dimension in any sense but sought
‘Insight into essence’ (Einsicht In das Wesen), some years before his
so-called ‘discovery’ of the epoché and reduction in 1905, There is
strong evidence, therefore, in suppozt of the view Husser! himself prom-
ulgated, namely, that he already had the more mature sense of phenom-
enology in mind as he was writing the Investigations, but that this
became clearer in his head especlally as the reaction of his critics became
evident. Thus, almost at the end of his career, in a footnote in the Crisis
(1936), Husserl could write of his earlier breakthrough:

The first breakthrough of this universal a priori of correlation
between experienced object and manners of glvenness {which
occurred during my work on the Logical Investigations around 1898)
affected me so deeply that my whole subsequent life-work has been
dominated by the task of systematically elaborating on this a priori of
correlation, (Crisis § 48, p. 166n; Hua VI 169n1)

But neither the nature of this correlation nor the recognition that
phenomenology is a science of essences was immediately clear to
Husserl at the time of the First Edition,

It is clear from our examination of Husserl’s development, that there
is not a single, clear, definitive conception of phenomenology at work in
the Investigations. Husser] is already in the First Edition distinguishing it
from empirical psychology and from the contemplation of human con-
sciousness as such. He was already aiming at the ‘Idea’ of knowledge
and the ideal essence of knowing subjectivity as such. Finally, I am not
convinced that Husserl is able to achieve a purely eidetic phenomeno-
logical account of cognition as such. His discussion of the nature of per-
ception and fudgement in the Fifth and Sixth Investigations, his noting
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of phenomena such as seeing something and forgetting the worccll ;c;; ité
seem too closely tied to the specifically human consciousness anndental
to human worldly belng. His later explicit embrace of trla\nlsce ooal
philosophy only serves to underscore his inability to entire I))r setp fate
himself from the distinctly and peculiarly human_.. Mefleau- ;meyi(detic
Heidegger recognized this failure and rejected. Husserl's lf)ure ay idetic
conception of transcendental phenomenology in favour of an r}gfnce "
that involved mundane existence. This is not to deny the imp(;ti) e ot
the philosophical insights Husserl achieved, but.rather tof : ;pl:()le s
tather complicated and ultimately ill-formed concgption o : eh ole of
the exclusion of existence clalms in his mature conception o 11?1 e; o
enology.'? In particular, we should be wary of those philosc?p eédiﬂon
want to embrace the phenomenological practice of the Flrét st
while repudiating the theory-laden revisions of the S.ecorcll hl i h(;
Husserl, the radically honest philosopher, is to be believed w! enl.
claimed that he was only working out the conception of phenomenology
implicit in the First Edition.
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