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Over the past several decades, the figure of GuStet (1879-1937) has grown unceasingly in
prominence, and the significance of his work in teomporary philosophy has increased
accordingly. Alongside this process has been anophst as relentless — that of the elaboration
and enrichment of our conceptions of the philosoplereative character, as well as of nature and
essence of his philosophy. Spet's phenomenon whedome yet another of the major individual
projects on the synthesis of the humanities tharged during his time in the first half of the™20
century. From the point of view of historical fa8pet’s involvement with the phenomenological
movement is limited to him being Husserl's studentGéttingen from 1912-1913, and to their
subsequent written correspondenégpearance and Senséhe monograph devoted to the
problems of phenomenology, was published in 191 hterweaving of phenomenology and
hermeneutics that occurred Appearance and Sensdowed Spet to reveal the very essence of
phenomenology, the exact essence which, accordimgstwords, Husserl was unable to unveil.
And here he referred to hermeneutics in order ésgmt phenomenology in a basic and essential
way. In this text, hermeneutics and phenomenolagybaund tightly together, and they intersect
constantly. Following on from A. Savin, we endeavtujustify the thesis that hermeneutics, for
Spet himself most likely a detailed commentary @& phenomenological research with no
independent significance of its own, gained meaniogly within the scope of his
phenomenological program.
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“The article is written on the basis of the plenagport read on September 9, 2016 at the
International Conference “Phenomenology and Pracfitie 2nd Conference drraditions and
Perspectives of the Phenomenological Movement imtr@leand Eastern Europe(September 8-
10, 2016, Gdask, Poland).
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VYke HECKOJIKO JIeCATWIICTHH B COBPEMEHHOH (QUIOCODUH TNPOUCXOANUT HENPEPHIBHOE
ykpynHenue ¢urypsl 'yerasa Illmera u pocT 3HaueHUs ero TBopYecTBa. [lapauienbHO ¢ TaHHBIM
MIPOLIECCOM, M CTOJIb K€ HENPEPHIBHO, MPOMCXOAUT JAPYTOH: MPOLECC YCIOKHEHUS U 000TaIleHHs
NPE/CTaBICHUIT O TBOpUeckoM oOimke Quiaocoda, 0 Xxapakrepe W cymiecTBe ero Quiocoduu.
®enomen [llneta — eme oauH OOJBIIONW WHIAMBHIYAIBHBIM MPOEKT CHHTE3a T'YMaHHUTapHOTO
3HaHMA, KaKue POXKIAJUCh B €ro Bpems, B mnepBod mojoBuHe XX B. C TOYKH 3peHUs
ncropuieckux ¢akroB compukocHoBeHue I.T.Inmera ¢ (eHOMEHOIOTHIECKUM IBUKCHHEM
orpaHn4muBacTcs ero ooydenunem y I'yccepist B ['érrunrere B 1912-193rr. u mocnemoBaBineii 3a
sTUM nepenuckoii. [TocesineHHas npodaeMam GeHOMEHOIOTHH MOHOTpadus «SIBIeHUE U CMBICI»
Obuta onyoiukoBaHa B 1914r. B kuure «fIBneHue u cMbICi» neperyieTeHne (PeHOMEHOIOTHH U
repMeHeBTUKH M03BoJsieT LIlneTy pacKphITh CYIIHOCTh (PEHOMEHOJIOTHH (Ty CaMyro, KOTOPYIO, 110
ero ciosaM, ['yccepiib He cMOr OTKpbITh). W 31ech OH oOpainaeTcss K TepPMEHEBTHKE, YTOOBI
NPEACTaBUTh (PCHOMEHOJIOTUIO OCHOBHBIM U CYIIECTBEHHBIM o00pa3oM. ['epMeHeBTHKAa W
(eHOMEHOJIOTHSI B 3TOM TEKCTEe NCWCTBUTEIHHO TECHO CBSI3aHBI M IOCTOSIHHO MEPECEeKaroTCsl.
Bcenen 3a A. CaBUHBIM MBI [IBITAEMCS IPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBATH TE3UC O TOM, YTO TEPMEHEBTHKA JIJIsI
[lInera BBICTYMaeT, CKOpee, pa3BEPHYTHIM KOMMEHTapHeM ero (eHOMEHOJIOIHYECKUX
HCCIeOBAaHUH, W HWMEET HEe CaMOCTOATEeNbHOe 3HA4YeHHWE, a JMIIb B paMKax ero
(heHOMEHOJIOTMYEeCKO IPOrpaMMBl.

Knouesvie cnosa: T'epmeneBtuka, (enomenomorus, [I.T.IHmer, A.Casun, I'yccepis,
(heHOMEHOIOTHIeCKast MPOrpaMmMa, CTpOorast HayKa.

For several decades the figure of Gustav Spet (1839) has been
unceasingly becoming more and more prominent \kighsignificance of his work
in contemporary philosophy increasing. Alongsidehwthis process, there has
been another one, just as unceasing, going on.ohkeof the elaboration and
enrichment of notions of the philosopher’s creatitiaracter as well as nature and
essence of his philosophy. For a long time these®m® remained quite plain.
Spet’s grandson, Michael K. Polivanov, who also Wwissfirst biographer, when
characterizing him as a philosopher, succincthiedahim a “Russian Husserlian”.
This sacrosanct formula has found strong conseasusg those familiar with
Spet’'s name and legacy, including Russian philosepliving in exile, Soviet

U CraTea manucana Ha ocHOBE IUICHAPHOTO A0KJIaaa, mpountaHHoro 9-ro centsiops 2016roma Ha
MEXAyHapoaHOU KoH(epennuu «DeHomenonorus u npaktuka: || koudepenuus o Tpaduyusx u
nepcnexmueax (enomenono2uieckozo dgudicenus ¢ Llenmpanvnoti u Bocmounoit Eepone», (8-10
centsiops 2016r., I'nansck, IMospmra).
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and foreign experts on Russian thought, even theke once knew him
personally and valued his philosophy, such as Badssor P. Popov, along with
his surviving students.

However, this agreed formula was abandoned moréess as soon as
detailed research into the philosopher's work beddrat Spet's early creative
work (with Appearance and Seng@914) as its major milestone) lies in the
tideway of phenomenology is, of course, undeniabl#hough even here there
were some already noticeable deviations from thesatal doctrine as presented
in Husserl’'sLogical Investigationgndldeas | His subsequent work, on the other
hand, began to be actively associated with a wpaleoply of other lines of
thought: within it was found an independent experge of hermeneutics, the
presentiments or even the structural basis of dersjcstructuralism, as well as
profound and original elaborations on almost théremamut of the humanities,
from logic to the philosophy of language, from gsylogy to aesthetics. A new
stage in the formation of the perception of Spdtisught was the stage
characterized by the absence of unity in percemtiothis thought, caused by a
variety of subjects, as well as of the ideologicahtent of his studies, the
pluralism of their leading attitudes and the tremdselaboration. During this
period, different and quite divergent evaluatiohSpet’s philosophy coexisted in
literature. Its essence and the main substance feered in phenomenology,
hermeneutics, logic, psychology, linguistics... Botv this stage has also passed.
The way to a new consensus, to a mature percepfiopet’'s thought was
outlined through acknowledging that the main cdntiion made by his thought
can evidently not be held by any single area ociglise of the humanities
(Dennes, Mikhailov, Molchanov, Motroshilova, NemBtuzhinin, Savin, Tepp,
Khan, Shmid, & Shchedrina, 2014).

Spet's phenomenon was to become yet another ofmijer individual
projects on the synthesis of the humanities thagrged during his time in the
first half of the 28 century. S. Horuzhy states that in the heart sfpnoject lay
an epistemic core, formed by Spet himself throughhaacing the
phenomenological attitud&ipstellung with the hermeneutic one, beholding with
comprehensionHinsich) (cf., “Beholding has comprehension involved” (8tp
1992, 35), “It is not enough for philosophy juststee ‘eidos’ in the reflection on
consciousness, it also should be comprehendedhushachieved in the act of its
determination (judgment)” (Shpet, 1917, 57)). Sruby, for instance, believes
that the two cognitive paradigms have formed ailflexcombination, in which
each may come to the foreground depending on #eedrits application, i.e., the
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phenomenological attitude would be ascendant ieszription of phenomena of
consciousness, while the hermeneutic attitude wdakke precedence in a
description of social phenomena (which were preuale the philosopher’s later
works).

At that, while the first one could only be inhedgnHusserlian (however, with
serious amendments made, considering Spet’s immuréitism of Husserl), the
second one was the original, structured by Spesdilinon the basis of his work on
the major reconstruction of the hermeneutic disseufHoruzhy, 2010, 130)

Spet sensitively captured the motion of the herméa@erspective towards
its transformation into a new philosophical direntiwith its own logic and its
own research methods. Spet's endeavours made ificsigh contribution to the
elaboration of hermeneutics.

Until he was officially rehabilitated in 1956, tleemwas practically no
mention of Spet’s name in print in Russia, althoitgwvas not possible to restore
the memory of him in the public consciousness, tviiad been subjugated by the
inertia and fear of the Stalin era”. There is jassingle cautious mention by
Spiegelberg in his lengthy work on the history dfe tphenomenological
movement (1960), which reads, “Spet seems to bebéise expert on Husserl's
phenomenology and its best conveyor”. At the tieet was generally referred
to as an author of works on the history of Rusgailosophy rather than an
original interpreter of phenomenology in the contaikthe hermeneutic approach
(Scanlan, 1970). As for Western Europe and theddrtates, the situation began
to change slowly after sixteen scholars made ptagens on various aspects of
Spet's oeuvre at a conference dedicated to his svbeld in Germany in June
1986. Since that time, interest in Spet's work riemaealthy, while the flow of
research literature devoted to him has been incrgas

From the point of view of historical fact, Spetsvolvement with the
phenomenological movement is limited to him beingsserl’s student in
Gottingen from 1912-1913, and to their subsequeritteam correspondence.
Appearance and Sensethe monograph devoted to the problems of
phenomenology, was published in 1914. Spet contlitis work in Gottingen
on October 3 (16), 1913. At the time, Spet maimdinvery intense
communication with Husserl (they used to meet atne®ry day), and other
phenomenologists (M. Scheler, J. Hering). His comication with Husserl and
the Gottingen phenomenologists, as well as his imgadf Ideas | (1913),
undoubtedly influenced Gustav Spet's intellectoalpey.Appearance and Sense
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— the book which, incidentally, Spet dedicated tasserl, sending him an
autographed copy — became rightful evidence offdis Later, Husserl sent the
book to Jan Patochka who, in his turn, donated Husserl's archive in Louvain,
Belgium. There is not, however, sufficient eviderice allow us to talk of
G. Spet's influence on the phenomenological movémen its historical
elaboration.

On December 14, 1913 Spet states in his letteusetl:

Phenomenology is not just the basis of theoreticénces (logical, ontological,
even empirical) but it is also the basis of anycpeal and axiological knowledge in
the broadest sense and, moreover, the basis ef diid “the philosophical life” in

whole. [...] Could it be that within the phenomesgital attitude, we are not going
also to describe and analyze experiendedebnissg, alike the experiences of
St. Theresa or J. Boehme, or conversations of t&tmBs with God?” (Shpet,
Gusserl’, 1996, 125)

Shortly after this letter, he launched his own hemeutic-phenomenological
project, forming its base in a way that would allthe possibilities of description
to be spread on new social and cultural realmseifidy so that the scope of
reality, the scope of problems accessible for aislyould not be narrowed, but
expanded to their fullest extent. And even thougldiad not concern himself with
solving the tasks set out in this letter, nor dedtthink that it should be withdrawn.

The “historical problem”, i.e., the problem of higtal knowledge, of
historical science as a science, which Spet wagingon from 1912 to 1913,
served as the philosophical context fgppearance and Sensédudging by his
letters, at this time he was working on the secwoldme of theHistory as a
Problem of Logici.e., on a chapter on methodology of history i 18" century,
and chapters on Dilthey, Sigwart, Wundt and Rickdiese very authors
appeared irAppearance and Senatong with Husserl, and in many respects set
the tone for Spet’s statement. The problem of $dmming posed irAppearance
and Senséras emerged not by accident but because Spetagashig for an
answer to the question, “In what way is histori¢calowledge possible?”,
particularly as he was working at the time on Hssts entitledHistory as a
Problem of Logic. Critical and Methodological Resg#a Part One. Materials
(1916). There he stated that the historical probdiemands its own semiotic and
hermeneutic epistemology. These ideas to a largentexset the direction for
Spet’s thought as implemented Appearance and Sendeut he did not want to
express them in a positive form, “keeping the Pgtinean silence” and giving no
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“endings” in his books, following the advice givenhim by Shestov. And only in
the seventh chapter, “Sense and Comprehension”thveaguestion of sense, and
the question of comprehending of social being, maly expressed in positive
form, and Husserl was asked these very questidnis.sEparate chapter, which in
fact set a vector for Spet’'s subsequent philos@pmmvement, gained its logical
crystallization in his later workhe Internal Form of the Wor927). This work,
although it applies different material and in diffet language, actually poses the
same questions as those outlinedppearance and Sense

And yet, Appearance and Sensbould be considered Gustav Spet's major
work not only for the reason of it being his fibgiok, but also because it provided
the basis and the keys to comprehending all hisratlorks. Moreover, published
in 1914,Appearance and Sendecame the first Russian language text in which
Spet analytically and critically delivered the cems of the first volume of
Husserl’'sideas | (1913). Inter alia, it is significant and interesting because it
represents one of the first reactions to the pragratic work of transcendental
phenomenology, i.e., the first volume dfleas Pertaining to a Pure
Phenomenology and to a Phenomenological Philosophich Husserl published
only a year earlier. Yet the genuine distinctivatfee of this text resides in the
fact that it goes much further than reconstructaord criticism of Husserl's
project, offering, albeit in very general termss ibwn version of its inner
transformation, the transformation aimed at coasist and absolute
accomplishment of the basic principles of phenortagical philosophy. Here we
should acknowledge the special nature of the theane historical stage in the
elaboration of the phenomenological movement, whichy be termed pre-
institutional. Phenomenological philosophy, despitee great scope of the
research work done, still remained at the stagegesferal programmes and
elaboration of basic methodological principleshdd not yet gained the influence
in contemporary philosophizing, which it was to aicg in the coming decades.
This circumstance ensured a particular freedometeption and criticism, of
which Spet took full advantage. Moreover the fulitess of Spet’s interpretation
of Husserl was facilitated by his position as amutsider”, a researcher not
shackled by institutional constraints, disciplinafg@meworks or personal
circumstances. However, the fact that the book wwgsen in Russian turned out
to be a serious obstacle to the reception of Spleéeretical innovations in the
context of the “phenomenological movement”, whichbsequently became
international. Subsequent historical events, alwiil the tragic fate of Spet
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himself (he was arrested in 1935, exiled, and etegcim 1937) were to make this
obstacle altogether insurmountable.

The interweaving of phenomenology and hermeneuhes occurred in
Appearance and Sensallowed Spet to reveal the very essence of
phenomenology, the exact essence which, accordirfgst words, Husserl was
unable to unveil. And here he referred to hermecguin order to present
phenomenology in a basic and essential way. In téx$, hermeneutics and
phenomenology are bound tightly together, and theyrsect constantly. But this
sentence is not self-evident, it demands clarificat

Before 1914 (the year in whicgkppearance and Sens&s published), Spet
was of the belief that the formation of a true pesiphilosophy had already been
accomplished by E. Husserl. There remained jugiwa“torrections” to be done
to his phenomenology to arrive at a “basic sciesfcghilosophy”, basic both for
philosophy in general and for all concrete scienBeg even during his work on
Appearance and Sens&pet began to have his doubts over not only the
impeccability of the methodological techniques bepomenology, but also the
absolute clarity of all methods of research. Thesmibts were primarily
associated with the problems of the comprehensi@eimse, and the structure of
comprehensive activity. So he undertook a systemasiearch into the problems
of hermeneutics, and expounded the results of thsearch in his book
Hermeneutics and Its Problemsompleting in 1918 a manuscript which, due to
circumstances beyond the author’s power, has rimen published.

At various times, scholars have put forward conttady theses of, on the
one hand, the constancy of all Spet's work, i.&.the bond uniting all Spet’s
works, and, on the other, that of a “turning pointhich occurred in the
elaboration of Spet’s oeuvre (for instance, theighef the so-called “hermeneutic
turn”, which resulted in the hermeneutical perioducceeding the
phenomenological one).

In January 2014, a roundtable was organized byrstgute of Philosophy
of the Russian Academy of Sciences dedicated td@08 anniversary of the first
publication ofAppearance and Senséth the theme “G. Spet’8ppearance and
Sense The Book and Its Significance for the Intelle¢t@ulture of the 20
Century”.

Maryse Dennes, who has translatédpearance and Senseto French,
specifically noted:
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It was precisely inAppearance and Senskat Spet referred to hermeneutics, in
order to expand the phenomenological approachsireiitirety. Spet's interest in
hermeneutics was rooted in his desire to contemptet essence of phenomenology.
That is exactly why he turned to Dilthey’s works the process of time. It does not
imply that a new period in his work started frorattkery moment. It simply means
that, in referring to Dilthey, Spet continued talmrate the approach which he had
already outlined analyzing Husserldeas I but, this time, he aimed to reveal the
essence of hermeneutics. The same thing happeren Sget turned to the ideas of
Humboldt elaborating the problematics of the iné¢form of the word. Yet, as | see
it, Spet could be already considered hermeneutigfivdis Appearance and Sense
due to the fact that, in trying to comprehend tkseace of phenomenology and
putting forward the problem of the structure of therd and the expression he, if |
may say so, demanded the hermeneutic effort fremdaider as well. (Dennes et al.,
2014)

Ann Khan, an editor of the Hungarian translatiorSpet'sAppearance and

Sense mentioned a kind of Hermeneutical correction” to Husserl's
phenomenology made by Spet:

An early phenomenological stage of Spet's philostaihelaborating presented in
his book Appearance and Seng&914), and in the articl€onsciousness and Its
Owner(1916), indicates that the philosopher was noterrwith just an attempt at
instilling Husserl's phenomenological thinking inRussian philosophical tradition,
but he has also implemented the experience ofcaliyi interpreting Husserl's
teachings in accordance with the cultural demarfdki® era. It seems that the
“hermeneutic correction” of Husserl’s phenomenologgs made by Spet exactly in
the spirit of the existential and philosophical dems of the Russian cultural
environment at the beginning of the™e€entury, contemporary to him. (Dennes et
al., 2014)

Ulrich Schmid, who translated the introduction Appearance and Sense

into German echoed:

The merit of Spet resides in the expansion of Hilissehenomenology, which he
did by introducing the hermeneutic dimension. Ctignj according to Spet, always
implies the comprehension of the text, which is given simply by chance. Spet
demanded, just as Husserl did, a strict philos@hitethod that would exclude all
accidents in comprehension. Therefore he antiaiptite ideas which, in time, were
given their final expression by Hans-Georg Gadam®8Ne must seek
comprehension based on methodological awareness, jost exercising
anticipations, but being aware of and controllimgse anticipations in order to
achieve genuine comprehending, coming from thin¢Sadamer, 1986, 274).
(Dennes et al., 2014)
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There is an interesting problem behind all thes@mesions indicating,
perhaps, some difference in metalanguages of talkinSpet. We will try to
explain this thought.

In the context of the history of philosophy, that®ration of Spet’s thought
is indeed often regarded as a transition from ph@mwlogy to hermeneutics.
Such a standpoint has become long establishedbard 30 years of the thematic
historic and philosophical elaboration of Spet'siggophy, traditional, acquiring
those elements of obviousness, automatism andcegelént character which are
inherent to any traditional standpoint. Today, ihkhthat any specialist in this
historic and philosophical area, if asked what tkiegw about Spet’s philosophy,
would answer that Spet was a Russian student ofsédlugthe founder of
phenomenology) who later experienced a “hermenetticy’, abandoned
phenomenology, and after that devoted himself éodlaboration of the original
philosophy of language. It is noteworthy that theestvmajority of experts on
Spet’s philosophy would give an answer essentgitjlar to this one.

O. Mazaeva, in her review on the history of thedgtuof Spet's
philosophical thought, based on major researchnagtbas clearly demonstrated
that the historic and philosophical research ihi élaboration of Spet’s thought
has, since the very day it started until now, predantly represented the
research of Spet's philosophy of language basedcamemplation of his
hermeneutics. In her article “On the History of tResearch of Spet's Legacy
(Discussing Problems of Philosophy of Language)ittem in 2010, Mazaeva
stated:

Discussion of the problems of philosophy of languay G. Spet’s work remained
dominant at the conference in Lausanne (2005), & (2007), and Tomsk
(2008). The philosophy of language focuses valé@. Spet’s projects. During the
period from 1914-1916, after his transition to hen@utical problems, he turned to
various aspects of the philosophy of language is Works. Spet devoted
Hermeneuticg1918) to research into the problem of understamditarting from
Origen to Dilthey and Georg Simmel, paying attemtito innovations in the
philosophical ideas of a number of philosophersluiding T. Reed, who contributed
to the elaboration of analytic philosophy. Hermeneuticswe can distinguish an
already present persistent motif of the “interr@ini of the word”, which became
the title for his work written 1927, and the leittiidor the entire future oeuvre of
the philosopher. (Mazaeva, 2010, 172-173)

0. Mazaeva is among those researchers rejard Spet's transition from
phenomenology to hermeneutics as a historic antbsphical problem, but not
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as a fact or a commonplach particular, she rightly believes that discossi of
the correlations of hermeneutics and phenomenolajyconsciousness and
language in both contemporary philosophy and inlisgiof Spet’s oeuvre, still
remain unresolved. In this regard she statespienomenology should hardly be
considered as a ‘transient and decreasing value&hntan be dispensed with in
due course, | think that not all of its resourcasenbeen exhausted or, perhaps,
even detected” (Mazaeva, 2010, 173).

A. Savin, in his article “Phenomenological Intetmg of Spet's
Hermeneutics’(Savin, 2015), states, and we will agree with hinthat respect,
that,

...the interpretation of the elaboration of Spet'®ufht as a transition from
phenomenology to hermeneutics was conditioned &istory of the perception of
his philosophy. It appears that such an interpetavas a result of the transfer of
the history of perception over the history of elation of Spet’s thought. (Savin,
2015, 343)

Savin explained this thesis in the following wagchuse Spet’s philosophy
became primarily the subject of issue-related stidonducted by philologists, in
particular the Western slavists, his analysis @& tord, considered from the
perspective of linguistic problems (semiotics), wamtemplated as the most
interesting and significant. Accordingly, they redj&pet’sHermeneutics and Its
Problems as the philosophical justification of philologic#historical, legal)
hermeneutics, and as for his phenomenological waqksicularly Appearance
and Sensethey are considered to be a preparatory periodhis justification.
When philosophers became involved in research timoelaboration of Spet's
thought, they inherited the interpretation of thaberation of Spet's thought as
given by philologists. Such an explanation is sufgmb both by objective
chronology Appearance and Sens@914) precededHermeneutics and Its
Problems (1918)), and by the elaboration of European pbpby in general
within the scope of a “linguistic turn” from phenenology to hermeneutics, from
Husserl to Heidegger and Gadamer (Savin, 2015,. 344)

On the basis of an actual chronological conjunceaisting between the
direction of the elaboration of Spet's philosophgdathe general trend in
European philosophy, Spet is routinely treated a®ussian harbinger of
Heidegger's and Gadamer’'s hermeneutics, who endvieien phenomenology,
just as they did, but who subsequently overcame it.
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But does the semantic history coincide with theualcthistory and
chronology? In the above-mentioned article, A. Bayposited that the
hermeneutics, semiotics and philosophy of Spetguage acted as a detailed
commentary, as a deepening and clarification opitsnomenological research,
and, accordingly, thahe elaboration of the hermeneutic problematicspistics
and language philosophy were of a dependent, afthommportant, meaning
within the scope of his phenomenological programiites argument is a very
strong one. A. Savin states thidermeneutics and Its Problemmepresents the
analysis of the history of hermeneutics performedhwphenomenological
instruments and for phenomenological purposes (S20115).

We will try to justify the thesis of hermeneutiespre likely being for Spet
a detailed commentary of his phenomenological rekeand having no
independent significance, gaining meaning only withhe scope of his
phenomenological programme.

We think that the idea of a completely new fundatalescience was the
most inspiring for Spet in phenomenology. An extdiary pathos permeates the
opening pages of Spetippearance and SensEhe reader cannot help but notice
the enthusiasm with which they were written. Weankhtihat the main theme and
the enthusiasm which marked all opening page8pgfearance and Senseere
prompted exactly by the idea of the fundamentadrsm, proclaimed by Husserl.
In Husserl'sldeasit sounded especially, remarkably distinct.

At that, curiously enough, Spet considered Hussedea of fundamental
knowledge productive, he agreed with it. As for time within which ideals of
rigour and uniformity in the science language &ed (Descartes — Bolzano —
Brentano — Husserl), apparently this did not nttaat him. Obviously, Spet was
sufficiently deeply immersed into the tradition lnimanitarian-oriented thinking
(Dilthey, Schleiermacher) by the time he rédelas the materials he prepared for
the lectures of 1911-1912 quite clearly prove ital€ctics and criticism are the
elements absolutely essential for such thinkinggdive him some kind of
“immunity” from some of Husserl's ideas, and a digte in relation to
phenomenology. On top of that, Spet remained omtslte context of the
phenomenological discussions of that time, whick wat a disadvantage for him.
This very state of non-contextuality made it poesfor the problems declared by
Husserl to be rationalized to their fullest extedmt's note that in his interpretation
of this work, Spet appeared to be in a somewhailasirsituation to the one in
which Husserl himself started his path in philosopBeing a logician and a
mathematician in his approach to philosophical [gwmis, the Husserl of 1880-
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1890 was not entirely an “insider” in the midstptfilosophers. But this situation
gave him a certain freedom, and partly explainedfteshness and novelty of his
solutions.

So, what does militate against the common belieft tBpet combined
phenomenological and hermeneutical approachégpearance and Ser&éSpet
resorted to hermeneutics in order to make use eh@menology”, stated Maryse
Dennes. But what was higasonfor doing so, given that phenomenological
analysis in itself does not indispensably requirehermeneutic approach?
Otherwise, especially if we agree that the “interlg of phenomenology and
hermeneutics” helped Spet in disclosing the essehipeenomenology, we would
have to admit that Husserl, for some reason, didsee this possibility. What
does relying upon hermeneutics in order “to expdind phenomenological
attitude to its fullest extent” mean?

There are many attempts to justify the “hermeneess” of
phenomenology in Spet’s interpretation by startiih quoting the opening lines
of his work. The theme repeatedly attracts thentitie of the aforementioned
Maryse Dennes:

Even in the introduction the author referred tommenology from the standpoint
of hermeneutics by asking questions about comprihgrand interpretation, “to

gain insight into the very sense of phenomenoldlgg, way it becomes detected,
primarily in its posing the questions, and, to sskr extent in its solving them”
(Shpet, 2005, 43). [...] Therefore we can concludat tthe introduction of

phenomenology is possible through the hermeneytpraach: it is necessary to
exist in phenomenology in order to explain the mmeeanological events, and only
giving them explanations makes it possible to gasight into phenomenology.

(Dennes, 2009, 84-85)

Of course, Husserl himself sometimes uses the waawprehending” or
“interpretation”, and it is possible also to comeross such words as
“interpreting” and “explication” in his texts. Atne point he even uses the
following peculiar metaphor, “to read our experieraf the world by syllables”.
Repeatedly, especially in later years, he would afseak of “understanding the
genuine sense” of his phenomenology. However,usésof words has no special
“hermeneutic experience” behind it. It seems at \tbey least strange to start
talking of “hermeneutics” straight after encoumerithe words “understanding”,
“reading” or ‘“interpretation”, of “phenomenology” henever the word
“descriptions” is heard and of “anthropology” at mtiening the word “man”,
states |. Mikhailov (Dennes et al., 2014).
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However, the real problem for Spetology lies prelgisn the idea of the
conjunction of phenomenology and hermeneutics. Véhsx is there to indicate
the real existence of a problem? Let us suppose Spat has found some
conjunction between the phenomenological and heeoteral methods, although
in both cases the way they should be comprehensledbt yet quite clear.
However, providing that we are talking of the reghthesis, if there was any
possibility of conjunction of two philosophical rheds found, why did Spet
make no use of it? V. Molchanov rightly draws adtiem to the fact that
subsequently Spet became engaged in completebretiff matters, abandoning,
as it seems, phenomenological problematics. Thierhes evident, amongst other
things, through the topics he discussed, i.e.haeiteduction, nor the problem of
the absoluteness of consciousness, nor noesisioeona, etc. figure among them
anymore. But what definitely remained was the ide#he fundamental science,
moreover, such basic science which could be noor¢hieal, preceding any
theory. However, Husserl has treated these prowssias related to the
“preparatory” body; they were just preceding theuatphenomenological theory.
But it was exactly the consistent reflection onsthdea which gained a
hermeneutic character (Dennes et al., 2014).

It could also be put is such words: Spet was logkior a “point of
conjunction” between his former philosophical bislieend those which he
discovered in Husserl'sleas | Or, to put it another way: Spet was looking for a
possible point of transition, presumably to a systan even more radical one, of
knowledge neo-grounding. It was during this timesefrching for a point of
conjunction between the various philosophical méshdhat he came to the
“hermeneutic approach”.

The discourse on the synthesis of hermeneutic dmehgnenological
methods became entrenched in contemporary litergtantly through the work of
P. Ricceur. Ricceur repeatedly regarded it as an ctiaton” of the
phenomenological method with the hermeneutic probte (Riker, 2002, 33).
Since that time, the practice of talking of “herraetic phenomenology” has
become established (and it has headlined thearadher in a critical sense).

Spet, like many others, pursued some of his speaifns, so he regarded
Husserl'sldeas lin the context of these aims. Like Heidegger, Syaited much
more from phenomenology than the version proposediibsserl could offer.
Both philosophers wished to create a philosophywas even more fundamental,
and even more transparent in its structure. Buhtexadly, they obtained different
results.
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So what does this all imply? It points to the fdwtt we face “hermeneutic”
transformation of phenomenology in very special arceptional cases, when we
deal with even more radical philosophical problessy fundamentalist project
acquires hermeneutical features wherever there iagtt@mpt to implement it in
the most consistent way. If a philosopher is awafethe impossibility of
axiomatic or dogmatic constructing of the knowledgendation, each time he
has to come to “reality” of a very special kind,eowhich co-determines the
philosophical search at his every step. We havendehafrom the history of
thought of Western Europe about the three “typet”’soch “reality”, i.e.,
historical, linguistic and religious. Consistentiglying on each of them has
always given a powerful impetus to the elaboratodnhermeneutics, i.e., the
religious one in the Middle Ages, the contemplaidmistorical and historicity at
the turn of the 19 century, and the Dcentury rediscovered the reality of
language. It was the latter which became a motiwe & motion towards
hermeneutics, already noticeable in Speétjspearance and Sensat that he
discovered the ways leading to it from within theepomenological problematics,
observing closely the link between “intuition” afmbmprehension”. It is among
the central problems ofppearance and Senseéle understands that without
specifying the correlation of these elements, brsdmental project will not be
accomplished. Consistent implementation of the &nmnentalist project
necessarily leads to hermeneutics. In this sensetuming to the problem of
history in his later works was also quite natuvat as we will repeat, in this case
we are referring not to the conjunction or the bgsts of phenomenology and
hermeneutics and not to the “hermeneutic turn”.niereutics here, if you will,
has the role of a “way” for clarifying the phenomdayical programme, i.e.,
phenomenology does not get overcome by means chdmautics, on the
contrary, hermeneutics is applied for the phenorugncal purposes.

Therefore, inAppearance and Sensspet was engaged in the preparation of
his project of universal justification of knowledga later years he elaborated it
through different problematic material, applyindifierent philosophical language.
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