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NatureandSpirit

qfromldeasHtoAbtu7Vand軸i7it－

HAMAUZU，Shinji

Inmyfirstarticlepublished20yearsagoinJapaneSe，Idiscussedthermind，body

probleminHusserl，COmparingLieasHwithDescartes．My丘rstbook，entitled

Husserl七menomenoIpgyqf－IntersubiectivitywhichIpublishedsevenyearsago

inJapanese，WaSbasedonmydissertation．Thismonographwasaresultof

mystudyinGermanyfortwoyearsbeginningwithreadingthethreevolumes

OfPんenomenologyqflnteTTubiectivity（HusserlianaBd．XIII－ⅩⅤ）．Thesevolumes

areindispensabletounderstandthebackgroundof CartesianMeditations，a

Japanesetranslationofwhichrve publishedlastyear．From・Husserl’s

unpublishedmanuscriptsthathavebeenonlyaccessibletothosewhocould

gototheHusser1－Archive，manyteXtShavebeenpublishedoneafteranother

inthelastdecade．AIsolastyeartwoofthesetextswerepublished：Oneis

BernauなtimemanuscripLs．andtheotherisalecturemanuscriptNatureandd勘irit

givenin1927．ThelattertexthasadeeprelationshipwithLdeasHandalso

leadsto Crisis，SOithasinterestedmeforquitesometime．InthisarticleI

wouldliketo discussthistextanditscontext．ThethemetreatedinNbture

andSpiritisrelatedtoaproblemtowhichIwasledthroughacollaboration

Withseveralnaturalscientistsinsideandoutsideofmyuniversity．Atthe

endIwouldliketo addresssuchaproblem．

1．From九g仇∫Ⅳ

Volume320fHusserliana，publishedlastyearentitledNatureandSbirit，is

composedofthemaintextofalecturemanuscriptpresentedin1927and

SeVeralrelevantsupplements．Hussetlgavesomelecturesandseminarswith

asimilartitlerepeatedlysince1912，justsincemanuscriptsforLieasHand
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1deasLtIthathebeganalrQadytoworkbeforethepublicationofldeenI（1913）．

Wenoticedthatthetheme”natureandspirit一’originatedinproblemsofthese

WOrks．ForthisreasonIwouldliketoaddressLieasHatfirstbriefly．

TheattractionofMeasHiswell－known．Comparedwiththeprogrammatic

ueasliIdeasHisintendedasaconcreteanalysis．AlthoughHusserlhad

repeatedlywrestledwiththemanuscriptforldeasqhecouldn，tconcludeit．

AshisassintantEdithSteinhadeditedit（1918），Landgrebecontinuedher

effortwithtypewritten．manuscripts（1924－25），butitwasnotbeforeHusserl，s

death，butasthefburthvolumeofLtusserlianaip1952thattheworkwasfinal1y

published．EventhoughthehistoryofLieasHisveryinteresting，anunfinished

textcanbedi凪Culttodealwith，becauselackingofcoherencemakesitpossible

toreaditinavarietyofways．Thiswouldbealsoareasonwhytheinnuence

ofldeasHwas more extensive thanthat ofldeasl．

Forexample，HeideggerreadmanuSCriptsofLieasHduringtheperiodofhis

lectureProlegomenaJbrthehistoTyqftime－COnCqPtioninMarburg（1925）．Onthe

8thofAprilinthenextyear，atpartyCelebratingHusserl，S67thbirthday，

Heidegger’spTimeandBeingwaspresented一’withrespectandfriendship”to

Husserl．ThisworkimpliedintensecriticismofHusserlwithoutnaminghim

directly．Ⅰntheprecedinglecture，Prolegomena，HeideggertracedHusserl，s

phenomenologywithGOurteSy，identi丘edpointsofcontentionwithhisown

developingpositionandcontinuedthestreamofthoughtthatwouldbe

developedin・TimeandBeing．ItisthereforealecturewhereHeideggerdeclared

hisfarewelltoHusserlianphenomenologyevenwhileconfessingthathehad

readmanuscriptsofldeasHSomeresearcherssuspectthatthedescription

Of一一b，eing－in－the－WOrld■lin TimeandBeingwasinfluencedbyLleasH

Itisalsowe11－knownthatin1939，SOOnaftertheHusserlArchiveinLeuven

WaSeStablishedwithrescuedmanuSCripts，Merleau－PontyviSitedthearchive

toreadthemanuscriptsofMeasHandgotfromitthesuggestionsforhis

menomenologyqfEbrcq，tion（1945），e．g．hisconceptssuchasHlivingbodyHand

Hnaturel’．Wecouldnoticeinhislecture772eideaqfNature（writteninthe
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1950S），thathehadagreatinterestinthemanuscriptsofldeasHSimilarly

wecouldsayaboutLevinas（whostudiedwithHusserlinhislateryearsand

introducedhisphenomenologytoFrance），thathewasinfluencedbyLieas

ITAccordingtosomeresearcherstheideainhismainwork7bialityand坤nity

（1971）that”thetruthpresupposesjusticeHwasconceivedh‘Omtheconcept

inldeasHthatHthenaturalisticattitudesubordinatestothepersonalistic

attitude．一’

ThetextofLieasHisfullofinterestingthemes，苧uChas”nature，…spirit，．’

‖1ivingbody，…person，1－asproutof’’1ife－WOrld，”andsoon．Whatismoreo‾ver

interesting about the totalstructure ofldeasII，is that although the

HconstitutionHofthreeregionsisarguedinaprocessfrom一’materialnature，”

‖animalnatureHto一一spiritualworld，”there suddenly appears a kind of

conversion：namelytheargurnentbegunatfirstasifitwouldmovewitha

one－Sidedfoundation，butthenwenoticethatthe”personalisticHattitude

comingafterinthetextisintruthfundamental．IfweseekHusserl’sgoal

inldeas旦Wecouldfindthatitcontainsanotherconversion．Theconclusion

ofHrelativityofnatureandabsolutenessofspiritHattheendofthethirdchapter

（entitledHconstitutionofspiritualworldH）isonetowhichhewasledby

followingbothofthenaturalisticattitudeandthepersonalisticone，butdid

notreachtheproperconclusionofHusserl’stranscendentalphenomenology・

Bothattitudesstandonthenaturalattitude，thebasisofwhichHusserlwould

inquirebackinto．

InrelationshipwithldeasHhedevelopedthetheme”natureandspirit”・But

ifwewidenourviewandtraceHusserl，sthinking，WeShouldtakeinto

considerationhis．CriticisminhisarticlePhilosqphyasarigorousscience（1911）

againsttwoopposingtendenciesinthemodernphilosophyofthosedays，

namelynaturalismandhistoricism．SinceWilhelmWundtestablishedthe

courseofexperimentalpsychologyatLeipziguniversityastheBrstinthe

worldin1879，mOreandmoreposts ofphilosophyin Germanuniversities

werereplacedbyexperimentalpsychologists．Inthosedays，theestablishment

of a．Psychology different from natural－SCientific psychology and the
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establishmentofHusserlianphenomenologyhaveco血monenemies，eVenif

theirpurposesaredifferent・ThereforeitwasnecessaryforHusserltoargue

thesubtle，butdecisivenuancebetweenphenomenlogyandpsychology．This

becameonebranchofthetheme，一natureandspiritHandledtothelecture

menomenolqgyand魚ychokw（1917）andthelecturemelWmenOl卸Cal勒Cho吻γ

（1925）．Andwiththeseproblemsit壷asatlast．1inkedtoCrisis，thelatestwork

dfHusserl（apartofwhichisentitledwith一一thewayfromthepsychology

tothetranscendentalphenomenology一．）．

2．To∧bJ〟red乃d勘～痛

NowIwouldliketofocusmyattentiononthelectureNatureandSpiriL

AlthoughldeasHanalysedtheconceptsof一一natllreandspirit”thatnatural

SCiencesandspiritualsciencesrespectivelypresuppose，andinvestigatedthe

”constitution”ineachregiOnonlybytouchingonthedistinctionbetween

thenaturalandspiritualsciences，thisworklefttherelationshipofboth

SCiencestothephenomonologyforldeasHHnthelectureNdtureandSpirit

thisthememovedtothecentralproblemofthetheoryofthenAturaland

Spiritualsciences．

Asistouchedatthebeginningofchapterthreeentitled▼▼constitutionof

SPiritualworld”inldeasLttherewerecontroversiesconcerningthetheory

Ofsciencesinthosedays，eSpeciallycontroversiesaboutnaturalsciencesand

SpiritualsciencesinwhichDilthey，Windelband，Rickert，Simmeland

Mun畠terberghaveparticipatedagainstpositivismandnaturalism．Against

thebackgrdundofthecontroversies．inthelate19thcentury（that・Were

performedbetweenthepositivistic－naturalisticcurrentcenteringinthe

Vienna－SChoolononehandandthehermeneutic－SpiritualsciencesofDilthey

andtheneo－KantianCurrentWhichemphasizesthedifEerencebetween一一natural

andspiritual／culturalsciencesHontheother），itwasHusserl，S云imtodevelop

a・theoryofsciencesfromthestandpointofphenomenology．

Since1897，HusserldiscヮssedphilosophyfromKanttocontemporary
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philosophers，namelytheneo－Kantianswithwhomhehadalsopersonal

COrreSpOndence．Inhis芦eminarPhilosqphyqfhistory（1905）hearguedthe

positionsofRickertandDilthey．Ontheoccasionofthe200yearanniversary

ofKant’sbirth（1924）hedeliveredamemorialspeech’’Kantandtheideaof

transcendentalphenomenologyl’atFreiburgUniversity．Intheseminarduring

the samesemesterasthelectureNatureandSbirit（1927）hediscussedthe

philosophyofKant．InsuchacontexthisrelationshipwithKantandthe

neo－Kantians came to the forefront ofthislecture．

RelatedtoKantIwouldliketoadd，thatinCrisisthe’’1ife－WOrld一■isintroduced

as一一Kant’stacitpresupposition．”Thisideacouldlbetracedbacktothefirst

manuscriptwrittenin1912forldeasLt Theterm”life－WOrld”appearedin

Kant－SpeeCh（1924），inthelectureE％enomenologicalPyychology（1925）andin

asupplementofthelectureNatureandSpirit（1927）．Attheendofthislecture

hetoucheson”themethodoftranscendentallogiC”referringtoKant，・and

SaySthatHtherebyanapribriandinevitablestructurewillbegot．’’Atthe

endofFbrmalandTTmSCendenkllLJOgic（whichhebeganjustafterthislecture

andwaspublishedin1929inthelセarbook），hementionedthesubjectof

’’transcendentalaestheticsH（reminiscentofKant）treatingthe”worldofpure

experienceH，andnotedthetermH1ife－WOrldHatthemarginofthesameplace．

Seeingthat，We nOticethat theterm”1ifeTWOrld’’appearedin problems

SurrOundingNatureandSpirii，inthecontextofKant－Criticism．

Theargumentof”1ife－WOrld’’inCririshasanothercontextofcriticismagainst

thenaturalsciencessinceGalileo．AIsointhelectureNatureandSpiritheis

awarethat”wearenowinarevolutionalperiodofdevelopmentofphysics，”

andpointsoutthat”individualsciencesbasedonunclearfundamentalconcepts

makeatruecognitionofworldimpossible，”andgiVesbirthtoanideaof

Criticismagainstthescienceswhichwouldleadto Crisis．Sincethesedays

itwasborninhimaconsciousnesstoliveinthetimeof”crisis’’andinjust

such a context he addressed the一一dissociation ofsciences andlifeHand the

”rehabilitationoftheirrelationship．”
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3．Thelecture∧btureand郎irit（1927）

NowIwould止ketoenterintothelectureitselfandbeginlistingtheimportant

points：

At丘rstHusserltoucheshereagainontheideaofl’philosophyasrigorous

SCience”since1911andarguesacriticismagainstsciences．Beginningwith

aconsiderationabouttherelationshipbetweenphilosophyandtheindividual

SCiences，hecomestodiagnosisthatthedevelopmentofindividualsciences

inthepresentagehasarisenfroma”unhealthymakingindependent”of

individualsciences，thatyieldedthe・・oppositionofphilosophyandsciences，・一

andthatwelivenowinthetimeofreactionagainstitanditgivesriseto

themoderncontroversyof’一inquiryintothebasis．HAccordingtoHusserl，

atthebasisofnotonlyphysicsbutalsobiologytherelies’一Somethngenigmatic

andnotunderstandable．…Intheastonishingresultsofpositivesciences一一the

truthis”hidden’’andHcoveredwithinystery．一一Thesciencesare一Icertainlya

buildingfromsurprisingtechmicsofarchtecture，buttheyneglectascertai血ng

theirgroundsandmaterialS・”Itisneces苧arytOdemandtheHmethodofinquiring

presuppositions”andtoinYeStigatethe”inseparableunityoffundamental

COnCePtS，’’whichwouldberegardedas＿thesubjectofphilosophyand．as●一the

SOle universalsciencewithfundamentalfoundations．HHusserltalks about

therelationshipbetweensciencesandphilosophybyusingtheCartesian

metaphorof”atreeofphilosophy，l’wherein’’eachindividualsciencesisa

branChwhichgrowsfrOhltheonetreeofmathesisuniveTTalis．一一

Secondly，hisideaof．’philosophy”isneverthlessdihrentfromDescarteswho

regardedphysicaasthestemofthetree．Ⅰtisnamelydifferentfromnaturalism

Which”followsthemodelofnaturalsciencesHbybringingthemethodof

naturalsciencesintospiritualsciences，Which”regardsalsospiritualsciences

asnaturalsciences”andintends，tObuildaHunitaryscience．”Atthispoint

Husserlleaves・DescartesandopposesnotonlyCartesiandualism，butalso

post－Cartesiannaturalism．AIsoinmilosQPhyasarigoTDuSSCience，hecriticized
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naturalismthatwasbornfromtheriseofexperimentalpsychologyinthose

days．Hewasalsoconvincedearlyinthisperiodthatthepsychologybuilt

Onthemodel■ofn‾aturalscienceswouldfailtocatchthe■prOpereSSenCeOf

thepsychic．JustinthispointhewasinsympathywithRickert，Inthepoint

Ofdeclaringwaragainstthenaturalisticmonismthatwasgoingaround

betweenthelatterhalfof19thcenturyandthebeginningof20thcentury，

HusserlappreciatedRickelt．

Third，Statingthat”allpositivesciencesarerelatedtothealwayspregiven

WOrld，”Husserlcallstheabove－Statedpresuppositionofpositivesciences’’the

WOrldofexperience．’lAccordingtohim，thisworld一’istherebeforeallsciences，

farfromthat，beforeallarguments，namingsandjudgmentsoftheeveryday

WOrld，”andeachindividualthingisHnootherthanthatwhichwascaught

Outfromtherelatingbeing－horizon，heardoutandseenout，’’andtherefore

”theworldLisnotonlythesumofthings．’’

Fourth，Sinceabout1902HusserlwasinterestedinAvenarius川conceptof

thenaturalworld，’’andtouchesitbrieflyhere．Whatisabovethirdlystated，

isconnectedtothisHcopceptofnaturalworld．”Hisaimishowevernotonly

rehabilitationofthisconcept，butbygoingbacktothisworldtoelucidate

”thenaturalgroundofthepregivenexperience－WOrld一’Onwhichpositive

SCiencesnaturallyandnaivelystand，andthroughittofoundsciencesrelated

tothisworld．Thereforehedoesn’tforgettoaddthatsuchaninquiryleads

toMtheti・anSCendental．‖

Fifth，I have to give an addition to his characterization of this

’一experience－WOrld．一’InthislectureitissaidthatMforeachwholiveinthe

modernscientificculture，muChmoreforthosewhoknownothingaboutsuch

culture，くthe’worldistherebeforeallsaying，namingandjudgingofthe

everydayworld．1’ItisalsosaidthatHtheexperienceisinitselfdumb一’andthat

”intheunityofexperience，beforeallsaying，COnSiderationsandreasoning，

thereis one world withoutsplit．”Thereforeitwouldbe necessaryfor

fundamentA1investigationsto”Startwiththesilentexperiencewithout
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COnCePtST’andto”gobacktotheconceptuallydumbexperiencearldthe

experience－WOrld．一’Heresciencesandexperiencearedistinctlyopposed，and

SCiences and’一1ife before sciencesHare too．

Thusfaristheintroductiontothelecture，thenbeginsthemainsubj‘ect．In

the血stchapter，from’’thecontroversy・COnCerningthemeaningofnature

andspiritthatcontinuedforseveraldecadesbetweennatural・andspiritual

SCiences，’’we arepersuadedtogobacktothefundamentalthemeofthe

Clas岳i丘cationofthesciences．Theninthesecondchapter，hemehtions一一the

formalclassificationofsciencesHsuchAs一一aprioriandaposteriori，…formal

andmaterial，…concreteandabstract，””indepehdentanddependent，Hetc．And

inthethirdchapter，aSaHmaterialclassi丘cationofsciencesHheargues－the

ClassificationofsciencesbasedontheCartesiandualismof・Hphysicsand

psychics．”Fromtheremoreover，aS’一methodologicalclassi丘cation”hebegins

theparagraphbyreferringtoWindelbandandRickertcritically．NowIwould

liketomovequicklytothisparagraph．

Asiswell－knownandnotnecessarytoexplain，Windelbandcharacterised

thatnaturalsciencesareI’nomothetic，一’while・Spritualsciences，＿repreSented

byhistory，are”idiographic．’一Byfollowinghisideafundamentallybutwith

revision，Rickertinsistedthatnaturalsciencesare■■generaliZing，Hwhlecultural

SCiencesare’’individualizing．’一Inanycase，throughsuchargument，against

l－naturalismHthatregardsnaturalSCiencesasamodelofthespiritualsciences，

theyinsistedonthemethodologicalpropertyofthespiritualorcultural

SCiences，bysayingthatthedifferencebetweenthosesciencesisno一一difEbrence

inregions，Hbutl’differenceinmethod，”Sothatthesameobjectisdivided

throughmethodintonaturalorspiritualsciences．Assaid，Husserlthought

thatinthispointhecouldhavethefrontcommonlywiththese．neo－Kantians．

Husserl’scriticismagainstRickert’smethodologyisdirectedexclusivelyto

hispureformalmethodof”universalizationHand一一individualization．HInthe

following fourth chapter，he argues this criticism asHtwo ways of

transcendentaldeduction，‖andaffimSRickert’swayasthewaywhichHbegins
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withmathesisuniveTSalis’’anddescendsformallytotranscendentaldeduction，H

i．e．asHthewayfromabove．’’Onthecontraryheopposes■一thewaywhchbegins

withtheexperience－WOrldandascendsdirectlytotranscendentaldeduction，”

i．e．asHthewayfrombelow．”HedeclaresRickert’sdeductionas”formalism．’

andtriestocriticizeitbycallingontheaidofKantwho”contrastedtheidea

OftranscendentallogiCagainstthetraditionalformallogiC．”Husserlcriticizes

heretheneo－Kantiani岳mwiththeaidofKant，SOWeCOuldsaythatheopposes

KantasphenomenologagainstRickertasneo－Kantian（IsoKern）．

Whatisherecalled’’below，”istheHexperience－WOrld．HSothelectureinthe

fourth and fifth chapter entersinto the phenomenology of the

experience－WOrld．Butweshouldnoticethattheexperience－WOrldisfor

Husserlbyno．meanstheworldofHpureexperience・l－Becausetheworldis

madeofHproperly＿eXPeriencedfieldsandtheopenhorizonoftheproperly

unexperienced，Handthat”0Verthevisiblethereisspreadtheopeninfinity．．’

Thereforehesays，”allperceptionsaremiⅩtureSOfintentionsandfu11fi1lments，’’

and”inductionsasakindofinferencefromtheempiricalgiVentotheungiven”

arethere”containedfromthebeginning．”一’Whatmancallsassociationalready

belongstothestructurelOfallsimpleperceptions．”Consequently，．’Ourpresent

perceptionsareaheritageofourprecedingexperiencinglife，l’andsol’our

lifeisthorough1yhistorical．”The”experience－WOrldHisa”historicalcultural

worldHratherthana”worldofpureexperience．‖inthscontextHusserlbegins

totalkabouttheconnectionofthis”experience－WOrld’一with’lsciences．”After

statingthat”sciencesareafunctionQfthecommumitylife”（inthesixthchapter

entitledHscientificinductionsarebasedonexperiences’．），hesaysthat’’We

mustunderstandprescientificexperienceinitsfundamentalandalways

presupposedfunctionofinductions．HItineansthatscientificinductionshave

theiroriginininductionsfunctioninginprescientificexperiencesandare

connectedtothem．Buthismaintextinthislectureisinterrupt6dsuddenly

Onthewaytothecompletionofthesearguments．

ThereforeIwouldliketosupplementthisdiscussionwiththetextfromthe

lectureE％enomenologicalPsychologyinwhichtwoyearsbeforeHusserlhad
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developedsimilararguments．Alsotherehetalkedaboutthe－lr占turntothe

prescienti丘cexperience－WOrld：’Butatthesametime，hesaidthat”thisworld

hasaveryvariableface，”that’’ifwecarefullylookatthegiVensasseen，heard

OrSOmehowexperienced，theycontaininthemselvessomesedimentsfrom

precedingpsychicactivities，．’andthatHitisdoubtfu1whetherwecan丘nd

reallyapretheoreticalworld，apartfromprecedingthinkingacts，inpure

experience．”Moreoverinthefollowingyear，duringthelectureLntroduction

to Phenomenologyin the previous semester，‾　arguing about the

Hexperience－WOrldH，hesaid：．■ForusinEuropeanculturetherearesciences，

theyarepartsofourmany－Sidedculturalworld，Whatevertheirvaliditymight

be，theyarecoexistingmatteroffactsintheexperience－WOrldwherewelive．H

Hefehehasalreadyconceivedthethemeoftheso－Called・・ambiguityof

life－WOrld”（Claesges）thatwouldappearinCrisis．Theexperience■thatsupports

thesciencesatthefundamentallevelisnotsilent，”conceptlosHintuitionany

more，butinsteadexperienceoftheconcretehistoricalworld，andtherefdre

SCienceshavenotonlytheirbasisinthelife－WOrld，butalsotheyb910ngto

the concretelife－WOrld．

ⅠnthelectureNaturand＊irithisargumentdoesn，tgosofar，butina

SuPplementtotheparagraphofcriticismagainstRickert（thatwasatfirst

Writtenbutnotadoptedinthemaintext），Wefindanargumentfromaslightly

differentangle，tOWhichIwouldhketogiveattention丘nally．There，Husserl

COnSiders”the．philosophyoflife”（Lebensphilosophie）asanassertionofthe

propertyofthespiritualsciencesfromadifferentpointofview．Thiscurrent

thatappearedHwithadeepreason…againstrationalsciences一一is・discussed．

Itisinthiscontextthattheabove－mentionedterm．一1if6－WOrldl－appearsin

this volume．

Husserlasksthefollowingquestionwithacriticalimplicationagainstthe

philosophyoflifeasa”reactionagainstSCiencesinourtimes‖：HAresciences

themselvesafunctionofourlife？・・・Aresciencespartsoftheunitary

life－WOrld？‖Andhecontinues：”SciencesbecameCertainlydangerousfirst

inthehigherstage，beca血etosuppressourlifeinspiteofpromotingit，and
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becamesickintheirone－Sidedness，butthisprobablydoesn’tbelongtothe

Originalmeaningofsciences．Becausetheone－Sidednessprobablyliesinan

abstractmakingabsolute，henceinestrangingoflife，ifscienceswoulddraw

upallabstractionsfromthesourceofintuitionandwon’tpulloutthemselves

fromthissource，allscienceswouldbeweuagain．†’ItcouldbesaidthatHusserl

triestodriveawayononehandthecurrentthatseparatesthesciencesand

life，OppOSeSbothandinsistsonthewrongrationalityofsciences，Whileon

theotherhandatthesametime，alsotheothercurrentofthe’’philosophy

OflifeHthatintendstoopposetheirrationallifeagainstrationalsciences．

Howevertheappearanceofl’philosophyoflife”has，aCCOrdingtoHusserl，

’．adeep＿reaSOn．”HesaidthatphenomenologyHwouldnotcanitseはaphilosophy

Oflife，butisaphilosophyoflifeasfarasitwouldmaintainthetrueancient

meaningofauniversalscience，’’that■Hitwouldovercomethbstupidtension

betweensciencesandlife，一’andthat”allpossiblescienceshavemeaningonly

inrelationshipwiththerealityoflife．HThereforehethinksofphenomenology

asphilosophythatwouldnotopposesciencesandlife，butratherconnect

both，andfoundsciencesfromthebasisinlife．WhenIreturntotheproper

themeofthelecture，Onlysuchphenomenologymakesitpossibletoconnect

thetwbworldsof”natureandspirit，Hwhichseeminoppositionwithone

another，andtounderstandfromthebottomtherelationship ofHnatural

SCiencesandspiritualsciences，”thatseemtobeasiftwosnakesbitethetail

■ofeach other．

Closingwords

Iwasoriginallyinterestedinthenaturalsciences，butstudiedphilosophy，

nowIteachatthefacultyofhumanitiesandsocialsciences．Asaresult，Ⅰ’Ve

continuedtohaveanumberofcollaborationswithconeaguesh：OmOther丘elds

in the naturalsciences．

Asoneaspectofthis，Ⅰ’Vecontinuedacollaborationwithpsychiatristsfor

SeVeralyears．Althoughtheyworkinthenaturalscienceofmedicine，they
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haveaninterestinthepsychicthatisalsorelatedtothehumansciences．・

Intheir丘eldpeoplediscussasimi1arproblemnowadays．Itissaidthatbecause

OfthepropperityofbiologicalpsychiatryandthepragmaticDSMJV（Diagnostic

and StatisticalManualqfMentalDisorders）from the United States，the

phenomenblogicalcurrentinpsychiatryorpsychopathology，fromJaspers

andBinswangertoBlankenburg，SeemStObeinterrupted，OreVenthatthe

Studyofpsychopathologywoulddisappear．Thereistheopportunitytoask

anewabout therelationshipbetweenthebiological，natura1－SCientific

understandingofhuplan‾beingsandasitsrivalthephenomenological，

anthropologicalunderstandingofthem．Insuchasituationthereshouldbe

SOmethingtolearnfromHusserl’sargumentabout”natureandspiritHfrom

〟ed∫〟to弛れげeα〃d坤gr豆

As▲anOtherapplication，WereCentlyhearfrequentlythatthe21・Stcenturyis

thecenturyofthelifesciences．Butisitenoughtostressonlyth占bio－SCiences？

Althoughwe丘ndinthetem’一1脆science”theconnectionof一一1ife一一andHscience，一一

WhichwasHusserl’spurposeinthelectureNbtureandSpiritasI，vepresented，

WeCOuldhardlysaythatthe”1ifescience一▼oftodayiswhatHussdrlintended．

Althoughthe modernH1ife sciences－itryto elucidate humanlife with

bio－Chemicalinvestigationsofgeneandprotein，thehumanlifeasHbeing

betweenmanandman”seemstobecomemoreandmoreinvisible．Itisnow

necessarytorenewaphilosophyinHusserl，ssense，thatwouldconnectHlife一．

and’’science一’thatarenowdissociated．ThisisjustwhatHusserlsoughtin

thenameofTTphenomenology．一一

＊Thisisarevised，ShortenedEnglishversionofmyarticle，theJapaneseversionofwhichrveakeady

publishedinthelastissueoftheAnnualReports，No．52－2，2002．Thisisalsoamanuscriptwhich

I’Vedeliveredinfrontofphenomenologistsfromallovertheworldattheconference，Whichhas

takenplaceatthe・AcademyofSciencesinPrague，November6710，2002，errtitledHIssuesConfronting

thePost宣uropeanworld．・・Thecon知encewasdedicatedt。JanPat。放a（1907－1977）。nth。。cc。Si。n

OfthefoundingoftheOrganizationofPhenomenologicalOrganizations（OPO）．Incomposingthe

EnglishversionIreceivedcooperationfrommycolleague，Mr．KenGroger．Whiletakingthis

OppOrtunitytocommentonthearticle，Iwouldliketoexpressmyheartfeltthanksforhis

ungrudgingefforts．Needlesstosay，Iamresponsibleforanygrammaticalmistakesandstylistic

Shortcomingsthatremain．
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