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Abstract

As indicated in the title, this work is a study of E. Husserl’s
epistemology in the light of his phenomenology. The method
undertaken is a comparative study, namely, to make reference to the
philosophy of 1. Kant, A. N. Whitehead and the Buddhist Vijiiana-
vida, Dignaga and Dharmakirti’s thories in particular in related
issues, so as to reveal the features of Husserl’s phenomenological
epistemology.

There is a basic point in Husserl’s epistemology, viz., we should
start from psychslogy as an empirical science to initiate a
phenomenological turn, the plenomenology being a science of ideas.
But the empirical psychology has to be maintained and upheld side
by side with the idealistic phenomenology on the final stage. Husserl’s
point is that our knowledge should be established on the basis of the
empirical world, at the same time the transcendental origin of
knowledge should be emphasized. We work on our cognition from the
phenomenal level and proceed to the cognition of essence of entities,
thus finally attaining the goal of self-transformation. In Husserl’s
view, the most important issues of knowledge are on objects and
judgments. Some objects possess evidence, whereas others do not.
The former are approached in perception or intuition, and are taken
as real. The latter are inferred by understanding and are thought to be

devoid of reality. The judgments, whether they be logical or
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empirical in nature, are regarded as presupposing a transcendental
connection in various senses as expressed in the categories, the
connection of substance and attribute for instance. This is the most
important element that Husser! inherited from Kant.

Dealing with the faculties of cognition, Husserl fundamentally
confines them to intuition and understanding. The former cognizes
the particular aspects of the object in absorbing its external data,
whereas the latter cognizes the universal aspects in categorizing these
data. His theory of category are as follows: first, the knowledge based
on the category is prior to all empirical sciences, because it expresses
the transcendental connection of the object’s data. Secondly, the
category determines the structural form of the knowledge, and thus
possesses objective validity. Thirdly, the category has nothing to do
with individual actual entities, but it represents their universal
characters, and is therefore the most original form of knowledge.

To look into Husserl’s epistemology more closely, he has,
indeed, made significant developments on the issues of both intuition
and category from his predecessors. He divides intuition into four
types: sensible intuition, intuition of category, idealistic intuition and
intuition of essence. The sensible intuition by and large resembles
Kant’s sensibility. The intuition of category takes categories as its
objects of cognition. The idealistic intuition is a kind of function of
consciousness which takes mental things as its objects. Finally, the

intuition of essence understands the very essence of entities. This
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intuition of essence should attract our attention particularly in the
sense that the focus of cognition shifts from phenomenon to essence,
a breakthrough initiated at the first time in the history of Western
epistemology.

Husserl’s conception of the intuition of category is also
inspiring. Generally speaking, this concept is contradictory because
the category is related to universality, whereas the intuition to
particularity. Husserl brings them to stand together, overcoming the
contradiction therein. Kant holds that there are merely two kinds of
intuition: the sensible and the intellectual, and that humankind
possess the former and God the latter. They can only have one form
of intuition. Husserl proposes that humankind can have these two
intuitions simultaneously. He also adds the intuition or perception of
category attainable to humankind. He apparently tries to establish a
unification of perception, category and intellectuality. In his view, the
perception can be related to consciousness which is two-folded:
original consciousness and existential consciousness. The so-called
“origin” refers to the sensible data, and the “existence” denotes
entities appearing in front of the perception. In consequence, the
perception is the consciousness of existing entities, and thus can be
connected with the consciousness. Moreover, Husserl suggests the
actionist turn of the intuition of category to form the action of
category. He intends to develop a cognitive faculty in synthetic
character, which is on the one hand, intuitive and capable of grasping

the individual aspects of the object, and on the other hand mental,
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and can understand the universal aspects of the object. This faculty is,
indeed, what Kant entitles as “intellectual intuition”, corresponding
to the “great and round mirror wisdom (adarsa-jfidina)” delineated in
Yogacara Buddhism.

With regard to the issue of object, Husserl holds that our
sensible intuition can only absorb the material data of the object, but
is not capable of constructing it. Its construction relies on the
consciousness with the latter’s function of intentionality. The
sensible intuition touches the object, cognizes it and initiates a
perceptive action which is, however, devoid of connection and
synthesis toward the material data expressed by the category. The
object is cognized by the sensible intuition, and the cognition as such
is immediate, without discursiveness whatsoever.

To go further, when Husserl discusses the object, he often
distinguishes the object itself and the object in general or the nature
of object. The latter refers to what is pointed to or intended by a
complete action, whereas the former refers to what is intended by a
portion of the action. Thereby the object in general is closely related
to the category, indicating the characteristics or conditions that render
something to an object. That he shifts the focus of concern from the
object itself to the object in general carries some sense of
transformation. The object itself is entitative, and in possession of
rigidity which may hinder our attainment of transformation, whether
it be moral or religious. The object in general is less substantive and

rigid, and is less difficult to change and transform.
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