Tqel A
USHS gl & T H T bl LR

e QIRIMG ORART H 2041 Il @l BITdlS ST B
Aeaqul @ Tl S @ W T @& &F H  wArAel
(Phenomenology) @ ®Y H T&H Ul fOORERT IWRHR AT M I
T STaIe™ AT hIfsd | $H 21 B | 39 [daRURT & Uiy & w9 H
HEM S qRIMG A g9 (Edmund Husserl) &1 M 9y w9 |
SeolE- g 2| UKd AT gA@l @ & &, fRY w9 | 9aer
(Consciousness) T==IT fdoR W &Hfad 2 |

BAMATATS Bl ARATIT $RA Y gAel 7 Hel (& I8 ol &
wWd @ gRedIoT I ITPd AT BT IIT B |

Phenomenology is the study of consciousness as experienced

from the first person point of view.'

ffgarel a8 2 % 59 @5 afd fedl vy w® o 37 9 fdaR
IRAT B, Whisd Ba) T &al & O I9hT Aded © {6 98
AT H Yged g3 & | I&BRT & U Sfd 89 ded © (b SIS
B gu H g9 GEe 9 Bl &7, Sd AT Ul d1d BRd § g9
foeafdemea & ggar amEar €7 St a9 BamAdiol § G © |
o arl H ugad HY, ‘g9’ sdie goM gy (First Person) & e
Tg SR @A © & wArAEiol Sfdd @ MR (Subjective)
gftepr & wWfEd & 3R I8 W < ¥ o7l € fb g8 = &
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faff=1 wui @1 aftfa &= |1 2| I 1 ffFe &1 989, 1 e &
g BT B, W= BAMAANGT giedr # I8 R 3vd R R
BT 2| - Rl & U # S I FHH ol ®, uaid g ® %
ofrgar & €9 T, 98 WY g9 | 98d S1fd ol © |

g & b g0 am 9 Mol Jerl Ud [JERuRT 5—
GARATToH  (Phenomenalism) ST {6 ®AMAGNT § d9R® ®©9 A
=1 2| HarEIforsd sfeamva 9 SWtaa Rgid 8 Rad a8 e
T 7 & 9y 35T Uswl (Sense Data) &1 & Hod Tl I8
3rgMaars &1 1 affaaral (Radical) ©9 2 |

HAMAEel ¥ 9 (Neuro Science) ¥ =1 8, @iifd Y
== H =afdq @1 dReI—AmRae (Neural-Mental) TRl Bl RIS
e ¥, Tl 3= I & gfedIv (Third Person Point of View) A
faecifia o) I8 regd fbar omar © 6 ARass d <d=r &9 urgHd
Bl B T8 ARASH Bl Thbd (Scan) HRA W SHDd A= AT &
AT (S BT 3B BT 8, Sdich BAAIAIS H I8 AT v
ST & o Safad &9 e vd IR T 7 |

...Neuro science studies how consciousness is produced in a
person’s brain, characterizing his neural mental state from an objective,
third person perspective. Thus, where parts of the brain are most active
(burning glucose), a phenomenological description characterizes what

. . . 2
the person is experiencing.

BAHATAS, FAIfdem 9 Y = 2| g9Ifde &1 9wy $H
e, foral, rameh s 9 8 S Uifo—siia &) adfdd g9 Bl
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T &1 o FAdeE 9 WRfd 9l deddd aR<ddd Sd Bl
AT ®RA 8, Safd BamAciol grio—sias & a<dfdd g9 § fagarsg
TE BT | BAFAIGrol yadl, ol iR 9aAmel o 39 Joed H,
STd URTAIS T H, 96 ARGT H AT BT 2 |

Psychology is concerned with perceptions, judgements, feelings
etc., insofar as they refer to real conditions of animal life. Hence all
propositions and statements of psychology have reference to the natural
world; but phenomenology is not interested in the real conditions of
animal life. Phenomenology is interested in perceptions, judgements

and feelings as such, in their a priori nature, in their very essence.

TARAAS g B Wil W IE d1d B dl 39 R Pl
AIGLH ART §Ael 1 el bl o, dfch I8 1741, 1891 Ud 1991 Il
P SRIMG T § 99— R fiveis WeR& 3MYfe=R (Christoph
Friedrich Oetinger), &I o®<¢ (Heinrich Lambert), &sX (Herder),
Fve (Kant), =Tet (Hegel), %ol sSeMI (Franz Brentano) 3¢ faaRef
ERT {3 AT & | 1637 S0 ¥ YR F H Tk &I YANT G ST
H Red axgell & 99 & Tl & rgad & ord # fhar on | T
oS | Ul YR 199 3R (Novus Organon) H ®AMAIGATSH
@I gelfcr @1 fa=em’ (Science of Appearance) ddTd 8¢ ®al fdb I8 &H
Ui 9 W B AR of AT & [° gHISTA P o &l Weal bl WANT
fdT— ®AMAT (Phenomena) 3R M- (Noumena) | BAIHAT e A
3IMI I SIAM SHTd F 2 off 89N s~ 3R gfg &1 favd §7el &,
gl AT g3 BT Ay (Things-in-Themselves) & ST ART Ui
&1 fawg 81 9771, I8 g9 giad iR gfg 9 W 7|

(102)




A U T ‘Bl 3t RYRe’ (Phenomenology of
Spirit) # HAMAT Bl FRUA A9 B FART Fd & S AEEH AT B
faf=1 ==oN (Steps) @1 ARfUd (Constitute) Al & | SH X8 =l
@I difcdd w9 ¥ BArAcol $f GRAd &)d o [0 sedr |
BAFAT @ & UBR AF- ARG iR Hifdd | Hifdes A 1@l
R BT 8, 981 ARG SeRfEd Biem B [

gAcl BAMAIGSl ® SAFHHNR g ¥ IrRAd ad & AR
SHT IqaeT Tl © b S 41 99 & &F ©, JU— <A, o, 9=
amfe | A A BT AHTEAT Bl B BRAT| 9 <2 H U HiRerddn
ST aT8d | SAPI oed g2 Pl §¢ fdsi= (Rigorous Science) &
w7 ¥ IR YdATgaRri@d (Presuppositionless) IAMT AT | BAMATATSN
DI A W BAMAT BT [ BEd 8, U, §7b BAAAT BT 37ef =
g | SAPI BAMAT DIS Ulhfad a%g ol © | b a%g B I Uil 8l
REI © 98 BAM 2| 39 (P IaeRV H AAS] §ohd o— Jiq 89 [l
g B <@ T © A g&1 RO TRE A oA H U AT IR BT @
g, 98 BAM 2| I8 IMIRId 981 Sl Ifed 7, IR A2d B g
fed, ugpfae T8 8| 39 dRE g8 & URT I AURIT SWRER AT 37
T o— UTehfcieh geT (Natural Tree) 3R mMRId g& (Phenomenal Tree) |

R I8l &M o dlell 91 I8 © b 39 AR Bl ol HC b
BAMATT 3R AR & e | Bds 8§ IR A 8 g9 waiae
3R SR QI X8 & g&T Bl Al @l a1d &R I8 8 | I IRERETA
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JgHgaTedl ® W IRE Ig TTEl be 8 (b g& Up d%] © [orddl BH
HBR (3, g ) g g [
4.1 A DI BTN BT fadr—

g¥el b1 <A Sb Silad & A= brerguel H, Sl fafi

Rl B "egd 9 fdefid genm g1 dfaud fdaRel | Seal
BRIl & fAfeRad =arol # dfer 2

Y TRUI— HRIC: I8 1887 W 1895 b bl FHY AT | I HHY
1891 H SA®GI YA® Philosophy of Arithmatic &G g2 | gaH o
G fohaT & gRT IO & SMURYT WUl & Ffid &= &1
T fdh | 1895 W Udh @RI (Lecture Series) H Sv8i< AAITAST
P Gued &1, S 918 H 9D 3 q&dd Logical Investigations P
UH HIHRU H YHIRIA §S | 3U G & YDA b A & A Pl
BARATANTSTDIT TR GeFaRerd & ¥ 3fRcd H T |

fgia =R~ 39 3@l & [AaRomd ®AmATersl (Descriptive
Phenomenology) @1 &R @8l Sl Hohdl =l 9 (@E H ol
GARAAS @ SMERYT YAl 3R 38T GHFEd 3T 3IeROTR],
SIi— fawamverr (Intentionality), 3aaiel (Intuition), ¥Rdw (Essence),
312l (Meaning) 3ME &I T HAT AR o AR BAMAIGIST B Ud
fqaRoTH® 959 (Descriptive Science) @& ®9 H \HSHT dred o | 34
WE & [AFF & S a1 H UG BAMAT & IMER R AHITH
(Logic) 3R S=HMMNT (Epistemology) &T IR WISHT ©, olfd gael
& HEA g b TaT AR D! MR e H T8 RS
Y, HAIISITh eI Bl A8 T8l ©, foTqd ATq9ided A1 FearcHD
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eI fhar ST 7 | ARl gl 3 BAmAaol & fagE faRr (Pure
Description) 3R Ui fasi< (Natural Science) & ATwfdd fdaor
(Empirical Description) H 3R 9d/™IT © | 39 STIAR, FAALA S
$I IRAfAE RN Pl USRId &R dTlel Y&l (Perceptions), il
(Judgements), wra=3ll  (Feelings) T U &HAl &, oldid
BAMAIGol ® Fag Sflg & aRafdes <2 | A ga) yoel, ok,
HIGAT3Y BT AHT H eI BIAT o | (AR oROT H §Hel oA !
JEAT DI WATYAT HIAT =ed o IR ARGl (Essences) &I @iol HIAT
aed A, S emgd & ffdy &5 H S @ dUdr & MR UaM
B | 3HG AMARIT Isl- AqT B AwAven &1 1 g B | g9
ARM d RIS SHd R R T8 f6d | 9 srg9a @1 fage fazeryor
dHRAT @Ed o, offd I8 faggdl WrRdw (Essences) T HIfAd &1 71 |
IR—ER DI W o & dad IRA@l R B [OR @xe J
HAITSeh URUTH UR T8l Ugd |ehd, STd b fdb SR &I IR dabel H
fafed fawarsT &1 ™ (Reduction) 7 &R &1 ST |

TRT RO I8 fAgg a1 orif~g wamArel  (Pure or
Transcendental Phenomenology) &1 &R | ¥8 YURd (Epoche) 9
RS BT & | [AgE wAmAdel 1906 @ T f[AdRia g8 eIk
FaRerd w9 I0! U 30 YD Ideas H fAHad gg | o9 Jid 4
gdcl f[davuede hMATaroll (Descriptive Phenomenology) @1 fag[g
a7 3rcdi=sd (Pure or Transcendental Phenomenology) ¥ W< w7 |
ST BRH BT UA BA | I8l gael BArHIaiiob ReaRe &l d9rd
FRA B, Sl UGfde SREPHIV F el Td IA= IRl © | 39 Udhidd
e # § v B A el ¥ N WA &) 5 A w8
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W @ faval & d ear g1 g BAEAaie segge o
UTepfcies STA b1 R o) e S € SR 37g9d & Sf<iiRe Y&l W)
g ©u A AR fhar Sar g1 s =R H Ao Sfilfwd faufdar
(Transcendental Subjectivity), 3f9fde 3§ (Empirical Ego), 3rciifsy
318 (Transcendental Ego) @I 910 &_d & | S GHIEY H 9 TP
3R Y& Cartesian Meditations GHIRIA B |

aqd TWU- 9 WU H g GIa: A9 drdl BT (Aol ur Rl
IqEd YA 9 Siigd—siTd  (Life-world) & wfa d#m @
fada=T &A1 Tred | J9+ IAf~TH UdH The Crisis of European
Sciences and Transcendental Phenomenology (1929) % a fagq &

A RIS & o1 MR &I AT BT a18d o | 399 9 999 &
<1 Silgd & UIdh—dsiiad (Pre-scientific) 3rqwd & fderg fageiyor
SR 9% & Aglfde o 3R e § I~ 89 drell FaETSAT Pl
gl AT AR A | @l gfte # Shad—orTd (Life-world) &R
IIfITP R IS AW H Tdizd ®U H U o | $9d A=<
U U T, FIg UN IR ARG el & ArFH | Ui el ¢ |
SHAA—STd JMAMS BAH-T (Subjective Phenomena) &1 U fderg
&3 7, T srerafed w0 9 9d &I S dTell Iy oMl Bl & |
ST 3MeTa (Subjective), &TG8IR® (Practical), 3R ATUeT (Relative)
ST | B fIsE @ Od S B | 59 JIfdRed 9 oaAr &
JAif~ea Siiae @ MMl (Subjectivity) @ a0 &=d &, oIl fdb
STa—SITd ®I ARfd (Constitute) T 7 |

(106)



4.2 T Pl THRIHD HY ¥ YAIId B qTed GREDIVN BT Goed —

g9d ded 2 f& wapmEl d uga B @ fou g §@e
THRIAD Ygfeddl DI G BIAT BET| SBI I dolg A ddl &l
Jfdd WHY Igalfed Tl 8 U] 9 ygfadl W gead: dF
STl g9l WUed &xd ol d 8, Udldars, UREMedr &R

qIfISaTS |

4.21 Ypfdarg &1 @ous (Criticism of Naturalism)—

Il & b UsHe gdel o Ualddara (Naturalism) T osH
T 2| S9® He & & uapfardl gficaivr awgfssar (Objectivity)
®I AIfahdT H ARG HIAT A8l &, TR 98 Yo ol © (o Hifad
AR 31t w9 & st faeg 1 ik IR grar 2

Husserl thinks that Naturalism is a view which wants to identify
objectivity with physical reality as such, But it forgets that the physical
world necessarily, and even in its essence, refers to the subjective

world.'®

ggpfdae AFdT 8 f& 9% "ed ugfa & 9 gmr &
FRATYT B | S A1 B, 98 ¥ifad g | & 99fa & | usfaas
AT © [ Ue HAIASD ARl g8g AR Fahlvl qFl dadl A
HFA—4Ifde 3Rl R R Bl 81 gl B AJAR Uepfadial bdel
HIfd® Ui @ 910 HRaT g1 S 9 § 98 A1 A WA HIfdd © A
HIfde gl & F=faa g a1 JFeee © |
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g9l @ STJAR WRARNC &9 (SHIC, HIUC 3MfQ) <Idar Bl
QUIAT YTehfdes WY H ofd 8, Udhfd & Tb 9N & WY H 3R Udhfd W)
iR AT © |

Husserl thinks that all traditional Philosophy, including Descartes
and Kant, had treated consciousness as something having a completely

natural being, a mere part of nature, and a dependent or phenomenal

part of that."

gdcl BT A B fdb ypfdare Sd o aRAT &) H T ddd
JERT AT AT B, MUY T8 SMAREN W1 &, i Ig T el 3R
ADT B A Hifd a1 AFRIG gl a@ HIfd & IaT 2 |

For, Husserl, Naturalism is not just only partial or limited in its
explanation of the world, it is in fact self-refuting, because it has
collapsed all value and normativity into merely physical or psychical

occurrences.. . 12

4.22 UfIgTRIGdT &1 Wued (Criticism of Historicism)-

UfcreTRicheT a8 eI Rigid €, Sl Silad &l Rl gioed &
IR R HIAT 8, olfhd Tad dRId d I8 spia $=ar g & dig W
AT TS AT RIS 81 8 | gfaernd Fdl <emell o1 Hedied Vaeiis
A< H ol g IR QX AR i (Facts) R R <&ar 21 gfoe &
T3 BIGUS]  H, IN—3[e  WXBIl AN D 3R
ARGITD wa A = Bl €, S A A1 = B1d €1 “...different

cultures in different periods of history were psychologically different,

there truths are different.”” gl &1 HET 2 & A IReR =& I,
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gfeds ST T 9 2, 98 I kg 9 (Absolutely true) BIdT & | 39 <8
vfreTRiear Sfd e =81 2 |

4.23 AAIfASE &1 @ue (Criticism of Psycholosism)—

&3 SN H ThIE SR ST Bl oA & foy gaed
HAIS BT WUSH & & | gdcl 39l 39 ©Y H Ugd dd o—
STHHANT, ST, faward &+, uel a)q, o ax @1 Seeree
gpfd | Hefdd g | SWad geA] FHIdSd §, $Afely AHIae &
fI2eIor 3Tgege B Sl €| I8 BAR dlidhd AR d=l-d M= & oy
AT 97 T 3R < AHIRA Pl AAASIDG & Ydb AN & w9 H A1
forar ST 8 | A9IfAsTH, THIRA &I Udh qearHd MR <l ¢ |

g9l @ IJER Ig Rl depems iR #Aifdg™ & d49 @
T 3R Bl 8] A AR 9 TR Ig FalY © | ThARS ATJ9(dD
TEl 8 3R U8 TeuTHe wY A JRTad o W R g, afed I7 1P
afeel R R Al @ WISl § 3R g8 @il [iREd gkl © | s9d
i wifde U afrgufde fasm € &R U8 A & qearcHd
AR P AU PRAT 2| $H dols A FAD MU I TATHD
el #1 qRE AMRET IR U B © | THIARA Bl FANAAT b
®T H FHSET U BIIC—]IY P I8 & Ol b aan, srdfere Hfedar
3R IR dudr Had! THR <l 2 |

§Hc‘*‘ BT AT BT Gued 3D Y&id Logical Investigations
S YO AN H AT AT | S 9 9 H Al 9§ —
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1. B9 @ IAJAR IfQ FAAAM DI THIARS DI AR AT
ST 9 3R i fwpd urd B0 €1 39 e ¥
A Bl WBR 8! {HAT ST Favell 2 |
2. FAIAEM, YIS AUeEe & 9¢@l <dl & | Avedns &
ITAR, A YRacelied BIAT & | U & Mo/ Ta Siifd &
forg |ET BT € iR SN & fog Tefd BIar 2 |
3. HAIAE & YIe 9 dRg & Yaius &M $HRd a—
gaiug—1 (Prejudice-I)— #AMEN® VAT AR © & difdhd
R, 9 &1 99| Ui 8k Wed @ e (Normative) FeiR®
(Prescription) 81 & | MeIR® &1 Adeld ¥8 & & 9 d@ o I8
fafrafag oxa € fb S W 996 8, SHHT B T Bl ARG IR

BT | U9l w@aig AFT o © 6 9 & e Rigia, 99 @
HAMIEE WR 3MERT 8 & | “The Psychologists think that logical laws

are normative prescriptions for the proper acquisition and organization
of knowledge. And so the prejudice runs as follows: Prescriptions
which regulate what is mental must obviously have a mental basis. It is
supposed to be self-evident that the normative principles of knowledge
must be grounded in the psychology of knowledge.” 8dcl & 3R
drfed |, e T80 8ld IR 9 8 fedl Afie BARET @l
e &= |

gaiug—Il (Prejudice-1)- 384 I8 ®8l 11 b qheme ycadl
(Ideas), ol (Judgements), AT (Inferences) e A FRIIT
R 3 TR AR AR @ PR B § e SR
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DI 9 ARSI PI A & o1y Jofifed fa5 (Proper Science) @
wY W Wi fHar S =mfey |

“The second prejudice which Husserl attacks is the thesis that

logic deals with ideas, judgements, inferences, etc., and as these
concepts refer to psychic phenomena, psychology should be regarded

as the proper science to deal with these matters.”

T gl BT FEA & 5 A8 TH T rmRem ¥, forww
T fIspy U B | Ffe 39 A A T S ol o, HAfAS
@I YD AR gbx X8 S, Hifds O, TOMRIT 3R I[oHlhar
(Counting and Multiplication) 3N ¥ R &, ST ARG BAMAT
I QR &R ¢ |

gaiug—IIl  (Prejudice-Il)— SH® AR THARS, W&
(Evidence) &1 RIEId T S0 3 U<l H 3 R PHal off Aahdl
2—1 9 (Truth) via (Judgement) & =@ 80 | fAvig Tl
A & ©Y # Wigd 6y IR, 9 9 argafdd w9 9 el 8|
sraied (Inner Evidence) ¥eg Udh a9y AMRIG A&TOT HI AT &,
S fh uIe afdd & emaR® 399 (Inner Experience) gIRT ST
ST 21 I8 U a9y 9rg B g, S fb 99 v & @y Bl IRed
U Rl &, a9 I8 Sl 8l 2| $9 AU | difdd gfdsia
(Logical Proposition), A-iIds<ae Ufsiid (Psychological Proposition)
g9 DR Y8 WKl 7, Ol fb S0 FAASd M Bl oAl 7, 9 W
e dI WaAr  (feeling of inner evidence) @1 SuRerfa
srguRerfa fik &<l B |
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“The third prejudice behind psychologism is the assumption that
logic is a theory of evidence. It may be stated in the following words:
All truth pertains to judgement. Judgement, however, is only
recognized as true, when it is immediately evident. The word ‘inner
evidence’ refers to a peculiar mental character, which is recognised by
everyone through his inner experience. It is peculiar feeling which
guarantees the truth of the judgement to which it is attached. In this
sense logical propositions are nothing but psychological propositions
which express the psychological conditions on which the presence or

absence of the ‘feeling of inner evidence’ depends.”

4.3 fawamUen (Intentionality)—

qRie famel H fAwaTuer & U deb-iial 3 H ugad fbar wan
g, Sl IR—TH-d! IT ATGETRSG TANT F Far = 8| ISR & forg
fayamer fodl aafdd & 79 # Rea 9 AfMROm a1 S
(Motivation or Intention) &I QR =& oxar, o8 wafdd =it
I BT FgHEIfed Bxar § "

fayamier &1 IS ®UR ‘Intentionality’ &g, oifed w91 &
‘Intentio’ & ¥ WlAU~ g © 3R Intentio ¥k Intendere fham 4
1 7, ST sref © fhdl awg a1 oed @7 IR S B | fawamve
9 B Uh 9T &, e gRT MRS faves o faar, fawam,
STOT, IR AT [T fdwg @7 IR W™ (Directed) 810 © | I &A
™M PR 8, 3981 YW@ & A A oxd € dl 3faeg & 89 fbdl
fasg @) 3mem &Rd T, 3T WA © AT fIvaT B © | S UhR o9 H
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UH US S@dl § dl SHH WRI UcHel, US HI UdeT BIdl ©, o9 H 3+2=5
@ R ¥ IR BRA1 g Al H Be SRl IR SHe e b dR o
(About) IR &RAT | 519 H Ig AT HRAT g (o 31d GHAY] I§ el
BN A1 T favd & S Wiawr & ufr amem 2, onfX | 39 R U
U ARG AR T JJ9d Wd A sax ol avg &1 gfafifere
(Representation) @l 8, A9 IT dqAT BT Jg WIS AeTor
(Representational Character) & 3fIiq T vy &I 3R ID & &
fawmien 217

fowamien & dev H g9d, U Rierd derdr & ywifad o | der
9 WU 1 YANT AAAEE geARel b wlfiid geARl H yd
PR & oy fbar | el &1 ®el & fdb fbodl =T &1 fhar &1 fauy,
Ia | FRT BT ®, I IT AEedd el © [P 9% ar<lad 8|
G SPIC 3R RE & dRE sieql 41 Awas axd § & o9 79
faR @1 ergeer # g1 2 A1 ooy v & w9 § &0 A &1
IR BT 2, 918 98 91 SFd H aRdidd w9 A IRddr & ar |
B IR0 & foU H U fd DI <@ FHAT g, @O yad & IR H
A Adhdl g, MAdR a7 & 9R § fdaR o= gear g1° demr @
AR IYEl (Aboutness) ®I Ig IRVl Dael Ad= e Rerferdr
H B 999 g | |9 IR—9ME (Non-mental) Rerfcri # g srquikerd
Bl 8 | 39 UBR SerHl & Rigld I8 @ear 8 f& ddad e wemn
&1 fawamvelt € |

JEU UeHe gCl, Sl ¥ UWIdd o, URw] Seid HAAIdSiD

el AT fohaT W ! STe 3rgWd (Experience) AT fawdmuell argwd
(Intentional Experience) &1 AN f&HAT| A HT  glEdo
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ARSI o7 | F Uawd 3IgHd Bl fdd & W & gfedlvl (First
Person Perspective) ¥ UiF &_AT ATEd o | A9 & fA9eivor H gl =
wel s it ergva et 7 foeht vy ) ok S=@ 8 &, it o
¥ @r  (Object Directedness) @1 <& BT | JsI &0l
fawamer 21 o1 A3 U9 TE Fxan, afewm R o @1 0 @R g,
DIy A4 o T8 o=, Afug el e W Aol a=ar 2 |

The essence of consciousness, in which I live as my own self, is
the so-called intentionality. Consciousness is always consciousness of

something."

gqc & fauavell RIgid @ iR A o1 | Ugel fawamer |
HefSd HE Ayl JAURUMSI | R 8M1 3o 81T |

HIUeE §A fawamen & awiTS Ufued W YwAT A G |
SHH AT Pl T Ura (Container) @& WGl AN SITdl © | Held: odl

HRUTAS w9 JATAT BT 2, T b T RIUd &1 Sffar &, a1 I8
PeAT MR W 3T BT P PpIs TaT SraRer d9d Rl vy &7 SR
R a1 A BT O 98 99 A9 g§RT RUTHS w9 9 YH1ad
gnfl| 39 RIgid @ gaR fawamen, S &1 &1 awgell & 4/ &r
T 2| 39 ORE I8 dal ol 9ahdl 2 & gF B TH B 19 3R
T ERT MM BN, AN & I/ B3 Hed SR 8l g | W] I8
TRFS JrRFT IR TE 2, Rife FAR dq D FqHE S A
I3 BT YHPT 98d DA Bl © | T Aad (b qrad f[dwg o1 3R
S@ el Bl g [ oid § foeas wwar g ar § 5 oft yeR & o
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PR FHAT 5 | IABRY & [y TFMBR g, AT WIdMH, W@ol ydd, Uh
ST 37eq MM | DI BT I B Hou=l DR Fbdl © | S99 [ayarvel
fShaT HIATHD W H HMET T & Gia F<Rd 8Rf, U= d1ad ST
4 39 @8 & A Aol &1 fRdcd 81 gl o o fawamel foha
I wT A FRET 8 G | SHIC BT A FET 7 fF TRy ad
fell ardfds fava &1 gyuer =81 8Id | w1 a1 fdyA (Hallucinations)
BT Ty W gH U UBR BT 39T U BRdl &, T D! fbdl
qfde vy 9§ $Ig T 81 BTl §9cl & AR [quamver fawy
@ JRI@ ¥ Wad Bl 2| favy ¥ Wdadr 9 gdel &l acad 7 b
fsaTuen arg9al @1 g8 ST=<IR® Uhfd Bl 2 ol fd 59 9rd R iR
T8l Hxal fb 9 #A—aral (Extra-mental) 9%l 9 91&1 %9 9 b9 )8
R 2 |

fovamer & Tfad SR ARen SH@ IS ST § | g
fowamer & I iR g9 vy & d9 &1 ddy 9+ oar g1 I8
Ay T H9d 2, 99 Sl GaiEd IRl BT TR BI, W] a%] Fad
qIEdfde wY I SfRcdd T8l g, d9 [awgmen & AFie fauy
(Intra-mental) ¥ TR BT BN AT A9 =TT H r=<Af+zd T,
R I8 IRAT W I A8 €| gl PeEd © (b fauymel fhar A
v @ srafifea = & fawy ff egWa & & FHM sraRenm # &l
SO 3R 9 aRE b oiR fawy & dig &1 A 99 81 SO S
& o gfed 5® 89 e axg & ufa R #Amfye fhameil & gwi
I B 7| Ife fawy aaa # fohar # g g ar s &1
g8 g f § &0 W ogva &1 SaRT UgeT 8l IR U, Hifh o
UhE B DI ARIBI TAT BET A fAF A FAT BN TH RS TS
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JEVI—HT & SIRATT fh o AWl fell Ush &1 fawa &7 ggel xR Ui |
9 Ha¥ ¥ S e[l (Dan Jahavi) &1 U SaeR9 Wd o— Afe H
SRl 2000 H g A&l Rl g fb U4 AT Pl A 2003 H I
ST 3 IR U IRTG BT diddd oI | ART I8 d1aT a9 -1 8R1 ol
5 § U ¥ifde, aRdfdd IR1G & 9Ide U & | Al WX GRT aral
far T fowg (FRME), 91T SRd 9Hg ARG 9 8ldl, dad A RIS
fowg grar a1 § @ gU 3T W arer R dRA H wH T 81 urn| afe
T BT AR Yb AFRID (99 9% | i1 o I8 [Hdl qel ag Bl
T W R A B U s UeR fAvarenm @ encifss e
qIYUE 2| 39 HeY H gl &l bel © fob fawgmen A graifde Y
H IRATA g€ B AT BT AeT0T &l ¢ | I§ TARI HouIsl, AN
il e ¥ 9§ § ok gl 91 I8 © fd fawamvell awg
AT BT 9T AR BIar a1 9 fAfkd & g g 1

S 99 TRl & IURI 3fd B9 gl D [JugUe & Rgid W)
UeHTeT STeld @ | fISamier & SaeRon gdel & a9 &1 98d &l Aol
d@ © el aren s ugE il difdidd sawenera (Logical
Investigations) 3R S7E7STT7 (Ideas) W foercl g | fawamven & GHs
o fou Sfde gevw R\ (David Woodruff Smith) 9 30+l e
Husser] ¥ 399 AHIT §8 UHE UIR9ING <&l &1 UKId fHa1 27,
98 &— fawamuelt fooar (Intentional Act), I (Object), TITAT (Subject
or Ego), 3ia%] (Content), Y9 (Background), f&fcrst (Horizon) |

AT B AT (Act) A I Wd W B | I8 ARG "eAT &l
U IR UBR BIAT B, STA—YheT Bl AT BRAT i e | o 4
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fFdl Ug @1 q@ar a1 I8! Us & UE US fhar g1 fawg (Object)
I8 BIAT ©, o9 IR% foham W@ BRil B | Us & Ude H Us 9w & |
A & o fhar ok vy ¥ g oRe M=ar el 2, ifs I8 9va
g 5 e & fowamel fFar & A== vy & - i o @
g, foell dreid &1 yer, faR 7S &1 ycger onfe | s fowamdef
fshar a1 U &1 3— UuE, W] I9H A9y U, drerE, Ag9 aMfe e
g1 zaa faRad faff=r fawameh fharett &1 v & vy & Ao e,
S— Rl Sfda &1 vl &A1, ST Afdd & IR H A, S Bl
qIe FRAT e | TRl afdq g vy @ e & 3 wReg fwamed
fhaTl Uer BRAT, AT, AT HRAT SN A= € |

AT (Subject) | IR 9 A« ¥ © Sl & 9addl & 3fIq
W H| g4el 1 39 oY ‘Das ich’ sl &1 AN fBar & <1 fb veA
J&Y {4 ‘Ich’ 9 foram 1 21 39 &1 38 (Ego) & w9 H T I
SITAT © | 3Tavq (Content) fawamuel fhar &1 a8 sm=<iRe faemydr g
g, ol I fhedl faRiy orgwa ar eawenm # ifid el &, S9 31
AFRYS SfaReITSl AT 9l W ST PRl & | AAR] D g Bl
fwagmell  fhar d  fwgmem &1 o Aar wifaEe deor
(Representational Character) 3fTdl & | 37<ia¥] & g1 8l fayamvell fehar
fe=lt fawa &1 Ik S48l € | Y8l By &l dcd I8 © b fawd,
fvg & I # A7 R 78 oxar, afew a8 vy @ Ir # fo< faww
ST ¥, IRy uRUey ¥ R &l 2| I7=AT & Y H dlg Al

DA TEHT BT YIeT o] HRdl, dfcd I8 ISP THBIUA, BRI
& 3fc 9§ foaR a=ar 2|
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“The content is specified by saying ‘What’ 1 see (or think or

imaging and so on), describing what I see just as [ see it....”

ey (Background) & drcud fAwdl & Ud 39d A © | S&TER
@ fog S Wl o g | oM BT H S YT @ AR H R
ST g, &9 39 ART (Hit) S1ar 8, S @d &1 SiFaRI, 396 Y99
RV & MR, W3 W RIS gererar (Skill) 7 g &1 |
ARAT T 3AMS | I8 | & FHraRil (Possibilities) @1 AT &1 HriRor
BT g1 < AT feft aofia a3 dRE SSaR Wl 9 fAawa
feem # & STE | g9 B RSl H P Al J FEEU BHAR 9d
# 3FEMHURT (Unmotivated) BT 2 |

farferst (Horizon) &1 31l WIa=Rll & 81aT © | ferfast &1 fAfor
NG @ ST UBGRNl (Aspects) ¥ BT & K@ % e =8 g g,
Re] @1 M FAdR I B B GEEAT BRI 2| U I

BRI HSICw=d (Cartesian Meditations) H SHI 91 &I gdel dad
—

“There belongs to every genuine perception its reference from the
‘genuinely perceived’ sides of the object of perception to the sides ‘also

meant’ — not yet perceived but only anticipated.””*®

U Al A 8 fhar ok A @ vy & da |G
wIIUA BT 2| 39 GG 7 ¥ 39 UGR ad fhar 51 Ao g—

goqf — fawl — fpar — sradwg — fawy) farfast
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9 UPR IE Hel ol Ihdl ¢ & fawamen =aar «f th f&ar g
ST v g1, fava & Ui oraRg @ ATIH W W @ Sl © | ofal
Ry, vl & geodfi W iR 8l 2

On Husserl’s Theory of Intentionality, then, an act of
consciousness, performed by a subject, is directed via its content
toward an appropriate object, if such exists, where this content rests on
the subject’s background understanding of a horizon of meaning about

such objects.”®

AU T dlifoTdhdl SREReA (Logical Investigations) # gdel
q fawamell foam &1 &1 9r H fawriord fear 8— 01 (Quality) @R &
(Matter). o1 fawamuell far &1 sm<iRe @&or grar 2 Sl i S9 g
UHR DI fHAmsll I AT BT © | SRV & oy [l 9% &1 gae
HRAT, T I & IR H 3T HRAT A7 [Hl O] ¥ S & 31gHa |
dorm =1 grar €| oo fawamel fhar &1 a8 ued Bidr € Sl 59 Uk
UHR H YRR (Representation) &I S0 UG &HRAT © ° SHBI
?fr&TUTtlﬁﬁaﬁﬁar_vlﬂ?ﬂ(Content)EﬁWﬁ§| TE fodd favg @
aR ¥ IR B B ST UG BRAT © | IR0 & o1y uifera= &l
Uh UBR W AT Bl fIoidr iR gAY UHR 9 drexe] Jg H ORI
AlgT B WY H <1 ST Aol & | J8l a1 a1 U &1 efdd -arferas
@ R H Pl Ol R&! 8, R [daR B &1 1 (Matter) f=—@= 2 |

U9 g9al U U argledrar (Ideas) H fawamvem & <1 gal
(Poles) @1 Tal &Hd a— AR (Noesis) 3R AGHT (Noema) | I T
qIR¥I® veg, Wb g 9 (Nous) & g9 T 8, orgar a1ef 79

(119)



AT gfg 2 | AR AT fhar &1 s1ef Ul (meaning-giving) ¥ Il
g, Siafe AgAT fsdl fa9 &1 312l (meaning or sense) BT 2 |

The term ‘Noesis’ and ‘Noema’ both derive from ‘Nous’, the
Greek word for mind or intellect... the noesis is an interpretative or
“meaning-giving” part of an act, while the noema is an act’s
“meaning”...the subject’s “sense” of an object.’’ URM fawarveh
5T (Intentional Act) &I <2ITdT &, @ gRT 89 fafd= fameil Jen—
gcder, Reaa i, qoi vy, Hofg, |ia anfe & A | fod
9T &1 IR S9E B ¢ |

“Noesis” refers to the intentional acts by which we intend things:
perception, signifying acts, empty intentions, filled intentions, judging,

.31
rememberings.

SO B I R e e T S o S e
AR BIell © | QR fawamell foham @1 31 uawd (Meaning giving)
97 g &, forad fawarell fhar fod favg &1 iR iwg@ =ikl @
3R U8 39 91 BT MERY 9 PxaT 2 b fawz, fhar 9 &9 ke @
3R 39 UHR TH 3 (Sense or Sinn) Y&TH & ¢ |

Owing to its noetic moments, every intentive mental process is
precisely noetic; it is of its essence to include in itself something such

32
as a “sense’...

BARI T Bl FIH AP Yferd ® BAR <fTb Siigd H B
arel fehaThamdl & Sid q@e, g, el B B YR B | I8
Heayul 8l & fo5 i1 89 o19d &1 W8T ¢, 9 ar<id H IRd@d 3 |
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JEfl & &9 ST VAT 81 39d &_d & o fdb 9 3fRdwad g | uae
U (Sensuous) 3R AMAUTRTHS (Intentional) QI ARE &I BIAT ¢ |
Ufrgd 9T aR<fdd A1 Alfed (Temporal) 91T ® | Ufesd 91T &I
g8 (Hyle) ®&d & o fh th Md g B, I8 g (Matter) &I SRTQ
HRAT § 3R IJAMURTHS W B 9 A (Morphe) ®ed €, S b
3R (Form) & oIy Ugey BIaT € | Y8l guacl SRwdl Rigid ga 3R
3MHR B A gV fewrs <o 2

3T
Ufegd 9T A ATTITHS 9T
gAc B Tl HHANT H A 9RT AT © AA] A ITA 37T 8l
fbd S Hepd 596 A 9T 8| Tl Ui SR fAURITSTS 91T Uh
T & (997 281 %8 Ahd | H g A8 qudl g (b (B 9%e ghe R
el T & B @ ffrd fear T 8, d9fes H 37 <@an € & A
IS & 919 TP A9 7, O R Fha gdreT Hhex el © | A1 9ha 3R
ATl @1 Ufad gRaTd 9d S |WHY BIAT & ol Ags § Rerd F1g w)

UATehT D1 AMUTITHS I AT BIAT © | IIqHd D AAYTATHD 9T
®T & AR HEd 2| g9el & SR AR 31ef UeTdr WRd 7 |

“In Husserl’s ontology, “moments” are dependent parts, that is,
parts that cannot exist apart from the whole of which they are parts;
here, the sensuous and intentional parts of the visual experience cannot

exist without each other, and so without the whole they form. Thus, I
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do not see a spread of blue broken by a bit of white; rather I see white
sail (on a sailboat) amid the brilliant blue ocean. My sensuous visual
experience of blue and white 1s at the same time an intentional visual
experience of a sail on a boat on the ocean. Husserl calls the intentional
part of the experience the noetic moment of the experience, or

noesis.”

AQAT B [IoaT AfThel SORCRIRA & Ured AT | @ifed
g | T8l g9el ‘I¥g off U @ IR ‘a%] o Ued @ Qi # A R
2| IRV & oy RA & U YITHAT BT 2 do ARfiAe e @
OF A7 S gfaRT Tl BT fUdT B8 Wahd © | el 99 Uacd A9y Bl
foe TR @ WRatE fhd Il w9 ¥ T8 IR 3 |

a2 6 fAgHl § AIva & WeY R TaRE T8 7, SEl 6
AN 3H vy & w9 ¥ aftfd &Rd §, 981 HY AN 39 Ud ATl
I d W H ofd ©, Sl [qudTuell fham &l AMURITHS SAeTor UaT
HRAT T | IS ATpIciawd! (Robert Sokolowski) w1 fagmi o ATTAT Bl
fI5 (Object) & T H AMT T | U7 Ad Pl Y& Hd Y g S
Noema & &I IAfd DI IR &M diwd fbar g1 “Noema” Wd
I &1 ¥ & | Wb H K19 a1 & 919 ‘ma’ a1 2, 98 S9 fhar &
aRuTH AT UMTa BT T B |

Sarexunei— ‘Phantasma’ &ed-T @< (fantasizing) @& AW @l
TN &, ‘politeuma’ SIS (politicizing) & THIT P M =,
‘thema’ T3 o8 & e (speaking) & UHTG &I ST &, SIdb Il
g Noema TR fawy ®I g90idT 2 |
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In Greek the suffix —ma added to a verb stem signifies the result
or effect of the action expressed in the verb. phantasma signifies the
object of fantasizing, politeuma means the effect of politicizing (the
political entity), rhema signifies the effect of speaking (the word)...The
term noema then means the thing being thought or the thing we are

34
aware of.

o1 fawamier &1 Ue fAwa 21 a8 fod fawa o ufafef® (copy)
T8 &, fedt fawy & U Y= (substitute) 81 2 3R 7 &1 dg aref
(sense)%,ﬁﬁwiﬁﬁ%f?ﬁwgma%mm@
faareia fawar (object) = |

It is not a copy of any object, not substitute for any object, not a
sense that refers us to object; it is the object itself, but considered from

the philosophical standpoint.>

IUlee Hhs<RR  (Ronald Mclntyre) 3R Sfde et RHAY
(David Woodruff Smith) = 3= @Rg “Theory of Intentionality””® #
g8 g fear g fd Awan fiwg =981 81 59 forg s fHeferfad
de faar 5

1. ACE 3R vy v ¥\M A T8 © | [l fhar &
AT 39 AT &1 ANUITHS ] BT ©, I8 ST 3R 3Masl
BIAT B, STl AERY dR W del S ar {6l fhar &1 fava urgfas
ST @1 Udh ATEReT Hifde awg gl & |

An act’s noema 1s the act’s intentional content, its ideal or

abstract structure; whereas the objects of acts, in typical cases, are

(123)



ordinary physical objects in the world of “nature”.

2. UAG AT & AUAT Udb AIGHT BIAT B, Sdid YD fha
@ qRdfde w9 W vy BT Jawed gl w1 oN—  favd
(Hallucination) @1 31a=eil # foham &1 ATCHT BIAT 8, S9felY SH®BT e
JAMUTITHS BT 2, UR<] STg¥ddhdl & U aRdd § dlg [A8g gl
I |

While every act has a noema, not every act actually has an object:
a hallucination, for example, has a noema and so is intentional

character, although no object actually stands before the perceiver at all.

3. fawa @ ok & fhar @ et g, 3R Alg a8 8, ol
fShaT T I IHEAT BT A&T0T Y& PR & |

The object, if there is one, is what the act is “of” or “about”,
while the noema is what gives the act its phenomenological character of

being or about that object.

S Y& BT YIYOT R U S¥HC AR (Dermot Moran) Wl &&d &
for Argwr fawarvell fohar @1 fawamvell sr=<idwq (Intentional Content)
BT &, o b eeel a1 oM BT B 1 39 oRE g8 fAwd (Object) |
=7 BIar 2 | A9y 98 gar & 579 iR fohar [Afdse 8idl 2, uveg IgAr
ag Aregd © O fawa o1 wgor giar €1 gg fhar @1 fawamel weg
UG PR & |

The Noema is not the object towards which the act is directed,

but rather provides the vehicle which connects my occurrent thought to
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the intended object. The noema is that through which the object is

grasped, it is the route to the object.”’

ﬂ?ﬂﬁaﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬁm%},mwmﬂ_ﬁm@asl
H A Bl fdafed HRd gU bEd § b U U Hlfeld Yoelcid
Jf H IUAT UH AIGAT AT & el ue fhd TRE uwuE 8 &l ®
(Perceived as perceived) | S UPR ARG ¥R & fhar § TR
fpey dRE B BT & | A6l @ IIJAR AIGHICH FEdRI, 5 31l el
ST &, 39 9l fhamell H sriiHfed i §, Sl fhd avg @l fawy

JHR H IRdd T ¢ |

Perception, for example, has its noema most basically its
perceptual sense, i.e., the perceived as perceived. Similarly, the current
case of remembering has its remembered as remembered, just as its
<remembered>, precisely as it is “meant”, “intended to” in <the
remembering™>; again, the judging has the judged as judged, liking has
the liked as liked, and so forth. In every case the noematic correlate,
which is called “sense” here (in a very extended signification) is to be
taken precisely as it inheres “immanently” in the mental process of
perceiving, of judging, of liking; and so forth; that is, just as it is

offered to us when we inquire purely into this mental process itself>*

9 UBR ol 9Hfae gfshar &1 AAr I8 7, s Jegd 9
ufshar fodll fava &1 IR S B8Rl 8, I8 ooyl T8l b a8 fawy
RSP Bl | 59 YPR ANQH a%] T8l & | e 2 b U & vy &
9gd AR AIGHT 81 Fad © | R 39 910 R aRar © b 98 vy fea
dRE JAIHA H 31 &M 7 | FAfeRad ISR & gRT 89 9 9HSl Fadd
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2| 919 8 IRd @ fgdg Igufd (President) R fIaR &xd €, da=ix
IR @ YA SWTEUfd (Vice-president) W faR &d € aF 4 qHl
deg U o fawy "Sio FdUeall ITHWF" Pl AR ST IR © © | Ud
3T IR N WA &— A 6 # 9 # vh REE <9 W@ g
forad Hifedl R ue AR B 3@ T g Sl AR R% 8 fZar &
JIfAaTeT R B 2| 9% a%] O H <@ @ g, W g9 IgMa H al
aRE 9 URd 8 <@l -

UECll, 98 "R TR% B e & 31fiares o @ g, 3R
IR, I8 HH DI T |
I U 3Tgd, TR Wa | i =1 7 |

I8l giedIoT (Noematic Sense) el ©, U YT TH | 3HDI
qeT AHBTA QTR T (Gottleb Frege) § @R Add ©, Sal S
atef (sense) 3R Uy (reference) H ¥g fhar g1 W 9 sH U
IETERVT § FHSIT B | S91d STJAR Jds &I dRT (The morning star)

3R WEl @ dRT (The evening star) T TH & f[Avd ‘Y& AR
(Venus) &1 SRTT &R I8 &, oifdhd 3Tl T—3Te T 31eaf # [*

AIGAT BT Udh 3 UBR A [IeelYul &cd g Tl S0 JRID
Ideas I & 9IH 91T H $ed & b Bl fhar &1 IR (essence)
YIS JfTavgd Bl &, o9 T w8d © | gdc AgAT &l &l
q H fawiig wRa @~ 31f (sense) 3R Tfed (Thetic). T=f 31t
(sense) IE AT & b Uacd 9] [HH e Uswd = | dgi (bdl a
& <fcd o | fawamuell B & i §9 SR— @A S8 6T,
e, ol @xAr afe SR g W € g9l fauitd e drd
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JAG SN, Wedl (clarity), SATEERITI (attentiveness), URAHTECI
(probability) 3R fagaa=igar (doxic commitment) 31 IMHA B 2 |

The thetic or positing character of an experience consists of the
act’s general species, say, seeing, wishing, thinking, judging, valuing,
or willing, together with modifying characters such as clarity,
attentiveness, intuitiveness or evidentness, probability, and degree of

. . 40
doxic commitment.

Noema = Sense + Thetic Content

U {Y SV I T I o

1. H 39 9ol U AW & US @7 & |
2. H g B Alw o M G7aT & |

3. T3 el & T E B

SWRFT I&TERVT H a1 (verb) Jfed 31wy (thetic content) &I
SRTT &R &7 & 3R $H (object) aTeAT 9T 31k (sense) dI g1 V&T 2 |

HH—PI fhar—faRmor (adverb) <fed rdwq @1 3Rd @xd |
SIN—

1. #3949 el & 98 R gaEe We $9 4 <F @l § |

(sense) (thetic content )

2. {1 9gd SATEI 0T I JE © & oIl ariker o7 |

(thetic content ) (sense)

(127)



Tl fehar—faRor arar wrT <fed oteror &I uelRia o= =T ', a8l
HH (object) AT qTaATer I8 AT R @ & & ag W U & @
2 (object as intended) IT HE Ao & b 31f B USRI R @ & [

gAE @ AR AH, AURRT $T WEdr) & &1 AgEr R&e
AR ® der AR AT Aieer & S8l 81 Aar| iU fawd
fqwamen & wwer goi fdemme =€l gian, ofug a8 fawamel fhar 4 €

AT BIdT 2 | gl & MUK,

True being...has significance only as a particular correlate of my

own intentionality.*

I afdd Al BT a4l gAR folv @5 3f € o9 b a8
AR fAwgmie &1 Ae—dwell 8| Sl WE—sr B BAEHiol
Correlational structure of Intentionality ®&d g | 3R 3FFdT Al &I
3ef U B A1 A &1 Ay &R vy &1 Ay 8F1 &1 g fawd
P 394 MY H DIy 3 76l ©| AN gafey Al 2 f& I9a forg
D3 AT ygd © | s Awdl &R fdwg # wa difeld gaan iR
RYR AHEdT 2, fawamel adq=r s Thdr &l A 2 |

4.4 T 1 RS®@E (Reduction) —
Reqeq v, oifest g “re-ducere” ¥ I+ gam T, R
HAAed §— 'S AT JAA Bl 3R dlear (To lead back to origins)

REFE BT YA g 1 F9I AR, GEATIAIS Dl GRfbAR
BT b foru fhar 21 “Reduction” derives from the Latin compound

“re-ducere”, which means “to lead back to origins” A reduction in
Husserl’s sense is the philosophical effort to circumvent all
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interpretations, presuppositions, and adventitious aspect of the
phenomena themselves.*”

RSFE BT RN gl & < H 980 WK ®U H 78 (a@ng
T T | IE wes M= Tl § Sg—9Hg R U A AR S @
2| eIy I (Ideas 1) § 4 BAWAGANNIG Rea & Igadd
(Phenomenological Reductions) & ®T #H UINT &y iq g1 &
3id 8% A8 @ RS AT 9 & | gl DH—bH B7/F7/ci/o7h 1T
giv  Srdifg RS#~7 (phenomenological and transcendental
reductions) @ HI TANT FRA & | ‘FBICRET HSlCA (Cartesian
Meditations) H THEI &1 Ud AT 3Aq gRISCA—BAMATATTD
REa?™ (transcendental-phenomenological reduction) & ¥4 # YIRT
INd B T BT B & FR9FT @ig~a (The Crisis Of The
European Sciences) H J 36 IR & Re®E &l ?fzﬂ_el_zg’ fod 2
3ATAT B (Iso Kern) & 31JER g4l & U Red®M & by oy 9,
TRl e, Rvmiel sRea, Trofie e @ s
3 S gRemTT ok TR SR

“However, it 1s not clear how to distinguish the different stages
and grades of reduction. He distinguish at various times between
different kind of reductions: indeed in Ideas I he speaks of
phenomenological reductions, that is, in the plural. Husserl often
speaks indifferently of phenomenological and transcendental
reductions. In the Cartesian Meditations, Husserl runs these together
into a ‘transcendental- phenomenological reduction’. In the Crisis, as

many as eight different forms of reduction have been catalogued. Iso
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Kern has argued that Husserl had different models of the reduction- a
Cartesian way, a way from intentionality, a way through critique of the

natural sciences, and through ontology.”**

ReaeM A I=fd B ARV T T &7 (The Paris
Lectures) &1 U1 H &1 T3 &, S fHfetRad g—

> Tri<e RS (Philosophical Reduction)— $H® 31<d
I8 HE T B fF R gRedir § S f qrife fhgia smafifea g
T QAATIAT @ ®9 H 8, S 81 X & T |

We can bracket philosophical theories implicitly presupposed in
our apperception of the world. Thus, the philosophical reduction is the
arduous and detailed effort to detach philosophical theories which may

be hidden and implicit in our perception or conception of data.

» qent® RS®E (Scientific Reduction)—gdR <& argwdl
3R I Udell Pl YWIfad PR dTel delli+ih gedv &1 ReawH
HAT BT |

We can bracket the scientific outlook which is tacitly understood
in many of our quotidian experiences as well as in our scientific
perceptions. This bracketing may be called the scientific reduction.

> wAAdter RewRM @1 Ao g
(Phenomenological Reduction or phenomenological epoche)—sdd
id g¥ faarig awgua |wr @ i # fwass & I axd
2| T8 3 ReaeHl @ e o el w0 # 2| 39 Rewwd &
gRT feromers Rg @ San # fvaw @ wffia fea S g
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BARAIANTRS TURY & §RT G FHIId SIdd €Al &I ART IR
B9 WUl IHa @ 3AfH, WReIdH SR YUl U | AR FEu db
Ugad 2| U8 eI AaAr b1 fawame wW@wy 7, 9 e fowaw fawa
(ego cogito cogitata) @& T & ®T H yad 8al = | ‘Epoche’ Udh Wd
v ®, foTI@T 31 PISdIdRl (Bracketing) 8 | 39®I A9y I8 & &
Sl 9 BART fIaRYia orgwd 8, 9 UR TSl IEhR IHDT UelT,
fgeryor 3R TReT R |

‘Epoche’ 1s the Greek word for ‘Bracketing’. The Method of

Phenomenology consist in, and describing that experience by removing
myself from the immediate focusing on any part or all of my
experience, and then observing, analyzing, abstracting and lived

engagement in it.*°

O & gRT & faanof e & wdftd aft sragwomet @
Th S 91 ofd B TSI Joldl BH IS B ARG W ol U
Blinker) ¥ &R Hahd & | S I8 HIGFIEI ¥ & §U ©IS &I 3G b
f IR fpAR ued! o & SIram 2, O 98 SER SeR @1 ol # |
YT PR Y AR R divsd Bidl 8, I A8 &4 [hal [aaroiy agvd
A FHEd 99, gd IEROMsl @ 3R feefdhr RIThR U T1&d IR
QUITT dfvad 8MT A12T | G ARAT HRd U gl DI [had The
Paris Lectures & TR H Ul dIgeAdd o for@r g— o9 H§ 318
fohed el g SR S <@ H arHfad g H Al fheq &1 U o a4
AT g, H SAH dooll B Sl g WRe] o4 A &1 favewer &
FHIET HRAT 5 ol H hew & raaw] (Content) &I arfdehar bl
PIBHIBIV B <ol 5, dd H e dl fhed & T ¥ gl g, (Al
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JIEId® gear & w9 H 75l | g8l o9 H fhen d Toci I8l g, ar
fheH @I Ush qrRdifde oedl & ®U H oEdl §, 99 JAI I ordl &
f 3 weag W & 3o 81 W@ 2| 99 § 39 FeEar 9 ) B §
ar fhed 931 T 99 & T {o et o |7

QU Bl fAEROT Wb HeRATe W ol T g | Ui Hergardl
Fed § f O g R ol W fREe @) a1 aRar 2| TR @
PISHIBIU |l BB © | S BH BARAIATSTDT GREHIOT H Jd=T el
g dl g9 oA favard & Wi e ad € iR g9 Sd SR STd @
HAE IR DI b DIod H < PR Qd & | ofd 84 59 YbR 9
AR AT B (I I3 BT DIOSHIBIV B Tl © Al 3BT Add I8
el © f 89 S9dI AT 3N (Apperance), ¥H (Illusion), ¥ (Idea)

AT AH JAMETA G¥BR (Subjective Impression) H URafdd & <d T,
Jfcdh 319 A UThidd GEdIV & <id of fhul fawamer g Sifdud
1 ST B & | FfiEaed a' § f6 59 W 89 wAmAenioe gfte ¥
fpdl fivy R ofsd 8 & df Sa7 ) @ foy fafv=r o=, forear,
RIS, GEA=IaRl &l fhaR wR et 3R deer w9 9 o=
FRA T, T YURY IT PIODHIGRV ¢ |

> ssfed Re®@™ (Eideic Reduction)— 394 a9l & Hefed
IR IR BT AN dRD dadl ARdd (Essences) &I T80T fdbar

ST 2

The eidetic reduction focuses and abstracts the general

properties, ideas, or forms of the phenomenon under investigation,
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rather than investigating the differentiating and particularizing elements
of the object in question.

» oriif<sg RS#@M (Transcendental Reduction)—<id gH
ST ¥ W TR e B e 9% 3 99 fE o 99 <8
ST 2 |

When we bracket literally everything, that is, the transcendental
reality, all that remains is the pure ego. This operation is the

transcendental reduction.

4.5 i~ 3 (Transcendental Ego)—

gdcl @ G2 H ICAIad 3ME DI ATYRVN dgd & dgcdyul & | 39
g I IR & AId, TR BT Fid, IRAfaHdT BT Ad AR T
HT G HEd ©| TAG B IR IR AT T dbad VAl bl
HATGT @ oY 3aegsd o ©, UG $9 Sd &l FHa & fog o
S}l € | g8 AR 9 T8l A1 e, d9 1 Srciifayg 318 Re | Rife
s Yool (Alfred Schutz) 7 Bl W B AUl FIdald BT G4l
$HRd gY Hel fb el ded o [ 9 7R SQW, WRe] IADT Irdilay 378
EHEI 2T |

Alfred Schutz recalls that Husserl, in their last conversation
together as Husserl lay dying, talked about the fact that he would die

but his transcendental ego would live on.*

U U BRI Herey=d (Cartesian Meditations) # Eﬁﬁ
Fed & & if~=g 7 31f (Meaning or Sense) & AT—TT S d &
IRad@ & forv ft SRl ® 1 o= o€ ST T 31ef & ST (World
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of Meaning) 3R a¥g & ST (World of Object) GFI & w9 H ERfed
HRAT T [ S8 378 BT 31 S & UR ST 18l @, 3Iug I8 ShHra
Bl HH DI I 2 |

FATET o8 & YT §Idl dI URMNG ARl H Sl o |
drforer gaveler~T (Logical Investigations) & UIH WRT H d ol
SCl 3R gH &1 TR 318 Bl fhail &1 td Yol (Bundle of Acts) T
Al BT FUE A A | I I Uhdl Bl fAvellfd &= &1 g =181
fhy i f o gRT oWl & WE W ¥fud far S 21 @’ 9
3ATfd® 318 (Empirical Ego) ¥ =1 bl fagig org (Pure Ego) &I
3ARTRUN T GUSH BRI o | TBl ATJHAD 38 Pl JTERVN Ie! 7, ford
g9 fdd (Person) H8 HHd &, ol [ A9, IWR H JFd T | 3
SITfad (Worldly) faw=ni & @Re sad1 1 ve fhar o1 |aadn 2 |
gAcl W AIMNIdhd SRR H BARFIa ST R—AAds s ReaRr
(Phenomenological-Psychological Reduction) & gRT dadT &I a1

vl & g9 | gad 89 P 91 DI © | B AT AAASMD wq W
Uge 378 & AT Sl Bl IMgHfasd 38 A1 HEd & | 39 UBR IfQ gA9al @
G H dHe dl I§ pARAAG w9 A IT (Reduced) € P
MR A RN B, UE B3 WAl & B A § R u® Irgwal @
AT bl & & TG & |

It 1s nothing peculiar, floating above many experiences; it is

simply identical with their interconnected unity.>

Al STHT BT AT BT b ol A | BHl I8l W IR R HEd @
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b a8 fHdl g fagre o a1 oditey fAwl &1 ura 81 o) 9 |
PIAR H I8IH Ufed <iefd (Paul Natorp) & fd3[g o8 Hw=eil faar
&1 Gued fhar| A & R @il Fefas fagg o o wrilrg
AFER Feld B, Sl fb [l 2, k=g &1 37U faway =181 g=ar| =em
A NI T g DI U 7 R AD | SABT BHedl © b 8 ddad
3T 318 BT & Uche BIel © |

I must frankly confess, however, that I am quite unable to find

. . e . 1
this ego, this primitive, necessary centre of relations.’

PR H I8l 9 I[AURVT & GRITT HR &A1 3R A7 1913
H AT SRR & g Al ¥ S8 [A3g o8 & WIhR
FR forar iR for@m f& H g9 (Pure Ego) UM # ®AAE &1 “I have
since managed to find it....””> S 9R H BEC WNTeEd (Herbert
Spiegelberg) &1 AT o fb Al ¥ I8 dacd frgrer  forsd
(Theodor Lipps) @ U=l &I &g IR USHI [AUTHR SADI G
“Leitfaden der Psychologie” &I Ug®x 3R 1905 H 310 §Ho Rl &
AT faR—{awel & Helamy 3T |

“It was the repeated study of the works of Theodor Lipps,
especially of his ‘Leitfaden der Psychologie’, and discussions with
some of his student during the summer of 1905, which played an

important part in the growth of his new insight.”’
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Tl fac ¥ (Robert Stone) &1 AT & b 1900 & 1913 &
d9 g9el H I8 9aald I8 fQ@rdr g b 9 wAmAeiol & doR fagm
(Strict Science) ST @MEA o |

“Reversal that occurred between 1900 and 1913 shows Husserl’s

. . . 4
desire to make phenomenology a strict science™

3 T gfepor @ R ROl Sl ord, o
IMHfad 18 |l WA B, SHDT HIBDHIBRYT B AT, T 8 <A1 Sl
HIBDHIBRYN DT UihAT DI AT Bl 8, I8 a1 I8l © |

1905 & d14 §H DI YDl SHIC 3R DU Dl 3R BIAT| ShHIC
& BT of {6 H g oIk W & ufq 9qd ued | H E—foma—fawy
(ego-cogito-cogitata) @I WREEl T| TA@ b IJIAR ShIC Bl I
THARITT g1 off fb 9 38 &I Urdpfdd Sd &I &1 37 dd o, T
foremRelier g7 #Md 9| g9l & A9 § [ T a1 H S BT ST g
3R 9 & S AR DIS 9N & | Sfd &9 RS &I YA $Rd & ol &4
30T TRINSG AR AAISATS FFHal F Jad MRAT Bl P <d © AR
ag § AT B Yl Wioidr g, =T bl JoTwd H Wioldl g, dT Bl
fagg AvTeT qererar g |

WWT@I Smlddeasl)ﬁwwm\%ﬁ?
srdfery et fagg o @l WaR &’ o d § | I8l giised RearM
(Transcendental Reduction) &1 WIRT BT B I8 Re®w@E I
AMAM® AT UThfde ARl BT RN @R odl ©| 3dd 918 Ud
Il faglg o1 Ui BT & | gidscd ReaeH ¥ 39 fagg 8 &r
RN &1 8 Fhdl | I8l AMMAAdH Tl BT PISHIBIU & Sl & 3R

(136)



AT @ SfAIEd T@l Bl AR B9 (Focus) B ATl o | JaI ATHIAD
38 3R rciifag 38 & 4 wWee fave fawrg <dr € | g8l gacl o 378
(Ego) & Ui, MRS, AFRIS Uel 3R $HS AAIdSI b 9T DI
a—AqY fAgg 38 (Spectator-like pure ego) Sl fdh THE SfaR0l A
2T 3R FHET 31l BT URH AT B, SAA AT T |

“Husserl wants strictly to separate the natural, worldly psychic
life of the ego and its psychological experiences from the spectator-like

pure ego which i1s uncovered as absolute source of all meaning-

giving.” fIg[E 3E o @R &, S FRd TSR & WEF Pl Ad
<1 B | UE fagrE orE &N wHRIE fohar &1 ®18 o wEl 7, oifig uw
391 uftharett & fory smawad ord 2 |

e © [P Ideas [ 9 AYg 38 ® Th (d AR Rad g
(Empty Pole) @& =9 H AT AT & | el UK 38 & dR H PHIC &
TRl H Ped © [ I8 ARG Fq9dl DI Tbdll DI b ATHIND 2T
Ua dRal & | U8 fAgg o8 arad d fiaw] @ Reaaar (Empty of
Content) T |

Husserl often talks of this ego in Kantian language as providing a
formal condition for the unity of inner experiences. As such, this pure

ego is essentially “empty of content”...”””° gdcl BT Bedl & [ 9 318

S U Dl 9l Ui I Al e €, Pl W 3fiaw] Tel © | This

ego not have any ‘explicatable’ content “any inner hidden richness”.”’

grgiegror 11 # 39dT Ad uRRdfad & oAl © | 31d 9 (8 Bl ol
Red Fm & w9 H T8 ofd, AMUY 3H dIfddde, HAMISTD, VARG
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IR <t w4 # ofd €1 A & AJAR g 8 dis Rad ga =&

The pure ego is not just an empty pole; it is also a substrate of

.. . .. . . 58
opinions, habitualities, evaluations, memories etc...

TP T WM W gAel S 910 Pl Fdd IXd & [h 38 & [Ag
e w9 W &4 R ¥ AR & 8nmm | o Ua fage enaiiRae
T a3l 2| SH®! W (Character) ROTSH (Convictions) 3R 3madl
(Habitualities) & ST BT 2 |

The ego is not a purely formal notion, empty of content, as it is
for Kant; rather, the ego is full of attitudes, beliefs, it has a character

made up of ‘convictions’ and ‘habitualities’ that have accrued to it...”

6B WY & e JefaT ofedd (Ludwig Landgrebe) iR Tiser
W (Bdith Stein) & 37g/e97or [ &1 YAURIET fham TaT SR 3G 37T
D UHAT Bl b Afdd & w9 H 3R AT Bl IRIRD, <R(h, Difcld
w0 H U RS E/eTrr [ P Iafed IR I SR Pl
AT fpar| o og IR 318 (Bodily 1) &1 T [

U U =T U HICSIyT #9129 (Cartesian Meditations) §
318 (ego) BT HalTd (Absolute) AFT AT © | AW IRGU SHA FHIId
BIBR B ANCId™ & Aehdll 8, Wb I8 U ol | w@ad wd o
JIRATAT BT 2| B3 UMl W A Ig Hed © [h AT a9 T 2,
Sfd WA AR Bl A 8 SR | gel A 9ol ded © (b I Dls
Ra ga =& 2, afew a8 g o | gad 2|
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...1t 1s to e noted that this centering ego is not an empty pole of

identity...he acquires a new abiding property.°®'

4.6 T (Constitution)— SA ® ITAR AT Ucb VAT BT &
ST STHAMSAT (Subjectivity) 371 UG &R &I B Al © | gl
@ TR W 3H aSdl @ e (Producing of Objectivity) @&
3f H UIRT fhar Smar 21 g9el & Hedril A Qe i B
(Eugen Fink) 9 s f9\fr &9 (Construction), SWIEd R
(Producing), CEIE] (Making), <1 gl (Creating) @ e} § wanrT foa
gl

‘Constitution’, as Eugen Fink recognised, can mean ‘putting

together’ in the sense of ‘constructing’, ‘producing’, ‘making’ or even

‘creating’.”

Jfec Ardprellaxd! (Robert Sokolowski) FRAT B IRATRT B
gY ®Ed € 6 ARE I & SR IMHAMTS AMBRI HT BIg IR
TEl & | WAMAGiel H (Bl deTiRad 9% Bl WRET B+ &7 3Hed 5—
S UBRT H A, S Fad DRI, G DI Iq™ICd HIAT| BH Bl
T DI AT BT JTAR FHK el PR Fhd |

The term “constitution” should not be taken to mean anything
like a creation or an imposition of subjective forms on reality. In
phenomenology, to “constitute” a categorical object means to bring it to
light, to articulate it, to bring it forth, to actualize its truth. We cannot
manifest a thing any way we please; we cannot make an object mean

anything we wish.”
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W%ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂﬁwa\%@jﬂm (Categorial) 2Tsq T HdcTd
TP UHR DI ANIITHSBT I © S 9] DI TR HAl ¢ | I8 [l &
IR H Ro U B o fhar €1 SR $Ig 'R qEd: U
9 B, i1 I8 9F & BR dwe W &l 7, A I8 DRI 9] © |
O— ‘Gl Teq BT Ueb ARG 31 8, IR Ol 84 Ped © b fel

YT & AT ‘Gl Ul 81 & ATl SHdT 31 (sense), DANRISA K] & |

It refers to the kind of intending that articulates an object...A
house is a simple object, but the fact that the house is white is a
categorial object. The meaning of the term “Fido” or “dog” is a simple
meaning, but the sense of “Fido 1s hungry” or “Dogs are domesticated”

- . 164
is categorial.

BTSSR A1 Sl TRE &1 910 &Xd 8¢ Hed © [ Ig AASH ITold
BN b GYeAcHDdl, Sd §RT Uea Sg¥ided fawdl R gfg gRi

JMHR (Form) &7 R B | MHR AT G BT Soolkd GRAHBAT &
A<d ¥ a7 |

...1t 1s misleading to think of constitution as the minds imposition

of form upon sensuous material elements given by the world; the

form/matter analogy is inappropriate for the structure of constitution.®

AT B AT & HA H gAS 3fcil~sd dIa (Transcendental
Consciousness) @ R H dd HId & ol fdb SFTA @I 3ef (Meaning)
Ud Rk (Being) UGTH &Rl & | J8I ‘Being &1 31 98 < &, ordd
A (beings) BANI I H UG Bl B 309 T HHA VTS
cIs<d @ifoid (Formal and Transcendental Logic) H W PEd
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o ST A == &1 g Pig MHRASG (Haphazard event) Fal & Sl
fh $TR ERT IU= g3 ©, 3IfUg oFId, A¥a+Ad 318 (Constituting

Ego) @1 2 Il & 1% 3% S dRE BIESTR 30+ e ‘History of
the Concept of Time' H Al & Ad &I ARAT B gY Do © 1P

ARIATHBAT BT e IU~ B 8, TR Icd~ dxd Dl e bl
ST Bl 91 A7 AT &A1 81 8, dfed s :1ef € fvdt A &1

JEIFTSSAT (Objectivity) @ ST Id S@HT |

Heidegger, in his 1925 lectures on the History of the Concept of

Time, interprets Husserl’s meaning: “ ‘Constituting’ does not mean
producing in the sense of making and fabricating; it means letting the

entity be seen in its objectivity”."’

IR AT BT ATIHIAG AeTor 7 | T o1 AT § SfR O
Eﬁmﬁ?ﬂ'ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁglldeasﬂﬁwaﬁﬁg%mﬁ?
ARGIIS ST H TIHT @ S dTell T4 avgy AR € |

Everything experiencable in both the natural and cultural world is

constituted, as, Husserl argues in Ideas 1.

47 J=AAYRar &R &g A9 &I @ (Intersubjectivity and
knowledge of others)- §9ci & 9 H HWI—PHH VAT Udid 8laT & fb
ITH] HAMATTON MEATHATG DI R AR & Wl g | 94 84 3=
38, da @ &l yars, Reawr ofq &1 a1d &)d & dl el 9 $ol
BAMAIGTSN 3 Ffdddi (Persons) 3R HHER™I (Communities) I
SuReIfd g1 Ifdcd &1 THRl 88 Udld Bl & | Bl & g
AT HEd © (b I8 3T AT DI AT MR Tb AHT PR <!
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g 3R UHATH 3 Pl 8 Aq (Reality) &9 <<t © 1 ST 910 BT ‘The
Paris Lectures’ ¥ 39 ORg ad fhar a1 &—

If I, the meditating “I”’, reduce myself through an epoche to my
absolute ego and to that which constitutes itself therein, do I not
become the solus ipse? Did not then this whole philosophy of self-
examination turn out to be pure solipsism, even though a transcendental

and phenomenological solipsism?®’

@ 9T A BT B 7, AT B A1 W, I A @ Ui S ST g,

SaPT Y ==l HRal 2|

31 ATl BT AT B T bR A DR o—
U, I AfdTdl P AIE STgHd BT &, 8 SdT a9 Bl

3GMT FRA &, ST W BT B ¢ |

SURT, 3TYIET WA, AN BH ORI & aR3N BT 9T IR B,
ST e A iR erreHrelt g1 oft orpwa Y ST 2 |

g 39 foar ufear § R e | R BT | o9 gw fosdl
T aeg, RI— Rl URY (Dice) BT 3WT Rd ¥, ol I8 oW €
gD By UEl, USe] IR WWW (Profiles) Bl € 3R UE gwa
TATHS BIAT & | O — URT & IAgHd &l ufhan # IS &9 W@ &1 A1
o @ feem o Refa § @ gRads ) a1 &6 T ud, U8q] 3R
SRER U &1 SRAf | e uRads & ot enfl a@ gAR forw g e,
I 319 MG B AT IR ST 3G o1, I8 G & AT | W URAT qal
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2| JBI W AT ardidd (Actual) 3R I (Potential) BT AT
g ST 2 |

fde 3R FHIId &1 I8 W0 d9 3R ¢ Sl 2, 5 g
Tl W S A 81 Sffd & | U & 3gHd H Ui Bl o9 kb
H B9 SEd B, GENT AHadhdl SU EN IRG ¥, [T 3 giteaor
H, 9D G UE Bl @Al | U BT ol B WX oy arafds g,
IE IR IGHIDdl B Ty FUIId 8 SIr § 3R S R fery |qifad e,
98 IAD oy aRdfdd & Sal & | o—-3fe ol (Ludo) Wel & UM
B oW Al AR A ARRI 1 3 AT 2 Al AT dTel RISl & 9@
2 9 6 dP (AT 6) MR | ST R AFH 1 36 I&al © al a8 W fou
IRAfd® BT 8, offhd TR & fory |wIfad &1 ST 2 3iR 6 &1 3id
R oI HHIfad R8ar © 3R gAY & foly arsifde &1 SIar © i 9]
39 dael g8 e, o § g <@ g, dfcd g8 W 8, O S afad
TE @ 2| T UE] H, U8 R 319 afawi & oIy U & | I P
IrgMadaisll @ oy Ue € SR fafi=T qRe | |wsll o | € a1
e &1 v 81 |\l 7 |

@l AT gadl @1 I8 Pedl © b gEART WA S
AFEIRIS Siae 2| 89 el awqall, el 9giaRer, |Eh 9 iR are
31ef grel ST H WBd & | 919 H Bl i {6 Us &l oxgar g o
g4 g8 |l Udr 54T & b I dEeie g1 W oAfaRad s dnT o
AP US © WY H B 39T PR e § A 39 Od H Sl A1 A g,
d Bad W JI9T P [AvF FE B, ITbT q AN A b a9dr g
3T TR T % |
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I A ® T B oI g9l WA (empathy) & a1 HRad
2| g9a 7 U8 = RRIER fors@ (Theodor Lipps) 3R R*Ra whd
(Munich School) ¥ feraT 2| WA a8 27 &, oA H o=y Afeai
@ Al Bl IAT IRE FHS UTAT 5, o T I 7R 319 B |

...Empathy with others, the manner I am able to read into
another’s actions, as an expression of inner states analogous to my

70
own.

R, 9l BT Ig ¥l A 2 T B 3 Afdaal &1 o g
dR TR I U ®Y W Sl B Gl | gl Bl BAG o THOICIE
(Appresentation) ¥ &A1 & | SAHI AFAT € fh {0l & INR &1 &A
ST U HRA §, SHD A9 BT o A8l B Ahd | (B B TRR Bl
dl g9 WY IR UR UchE BR ofd 8, U] SHd F Pl §H T X8 76l

PR <, IABI B THT FHST Fahdl © [P old I Ffdd dI SHT8, I9
Rerfe § 89 W@ &l ¥ |
Other egos, while not accessible as directly as its body, can be

understood through a modification of our own pure ego by which we

put ourselves into his body- as if we were in his place.”’
4.8 SiIa9—<iTd (The Life-world)—

SasT ST @1 SR el @ fvad wweii H fawfia g3 |
SIEF—STTd A1 Sidd &1 SNId, 89N (g9al &I SHId 8, UTdhidd
eI I ST I 2 |

‘Life-world’ or ‘world of life’ (Lebenswelt) is Husserl’s term in

his mature writing for the concrete world of everyday experience, the

(144)



everyday world (Alltagswelt)..., the world as experienced in the natural

attitude.”

SgA—STd b Fa—aHaell ¥ed & O b gAR M- &
ST, UTpfde IR ARGE SFd, A9 3R I9d  |AMGN,  avgal,
T, B Aol gfaRer Aad! FHIfRd Ral ¢ |

Life-world is all-embracing term that includes the ‘surrounding
world’ (Unwelt)’ both that of nature and culture, including humans and
their societies (‘the world of culture’), things, animals, our overall

environment.”

R Sita—STiTd, Mg fas= g1 gfaurfad ood & faxier 4
TP QeI fIaRyRT & w9 # oiRdaw & mar| Aefiferl (Galileo),
S®HIC (Descartes) 3R =4 (Newton) gRT f[deRid fasm < f& S
ORI (Highly Mathematical) %9 # €, 98 81 I8 A W 91y fdan
o 519 ST H 89 8 © SiIiq I8 31, &=, Us—uiel, eI, Ice i
qrelT ST aRdfad T8l 8, dfed I daol fAsiH gRT ARaAd Srd
g, J8 9 T | SRV & foy O 89 W9 @8 <d ©, 98 URAIIR,
SH@ dra Rerd 9@l iR Raa =i &1 8 Furd 8 | WRAT, 379, g A7
ST Al e R s gRT wfduifed §, 9 € aell & ardidd w9
g | O ST T &9 aafdd B9 9 <9 §, 98 3N ¥ |

39 YhR AN U 3 dvg & oiTd &
ggelT, foRTH &9 Y&d § 3R
SURT, IO fA=m &1 ST |
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3R UAT AMT ST ® & Sfia—STd ®del MM (phenomenon)
g, STTd ©, Sidid ORIy A & aR<Ifdd 3R a%d (objective)
2 | SIgT—STd &1 el Mgfia a9 (Modern Science) & 3TFHA &
Ugel Tl AT | D U ANT YE A o 5 o od # gF e g,
T JEI T SNTd 7, 39D SR B ¥l 781 ¢ |

3G U Ig T [ WAMAGol dH aIFS, del-d Sd AR
T, SaA—SHTd & 4/ & 98 &I T DI & PRAT ©e
BARAAS I8 (S & 9aT HRal & fb AR [l &1 did a8
SE—SRTd & | 9 Sia—oiTd TR AR € | Sd &1 [ awgeii &1
B UhE WU W 39d PRd ©, A=, S IrgWal Bl WUkl B |
fIsm §9 1gva & fawa &7 e (Idealized) 3R TORNT 9% & w9
H B[R AT A1 2 | U Tdd BT © f6 A I e T eiR
A= ST & WISl R @ 8, <l BARHAIGol & AR Idd ¥ d
(fasT) U IS &R ARIRY ST & &1 7 < J &Iol W§ § |
9 A & gr1 fagmE, 59 S | 89 8d 2, dad S9H S @
A= 7 gfyg dea g7
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