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When trying to answer questions that Husserl's philosophy has raised, philosophers of logic and mathematics often find that he seemed to assume his readers to be in possession of facts about the development of his thought that are not found in his published writings. By making available clear, explicit, and revealing discussions of important topics less thoroughly treated in his published writings, the publication of Husserl's Nachlass is gradually supplying significant pieces of the puzzle.

Allgemeine Erkenntnistheorie, Vorlesung 1902/03 is part of the new "Materialien" subseries being published by the Husserl Archives to make available reliable transcriptions of lecture courses, research manuscripts and drafts and compilations from Husserl's Nachlass deemed to be essential, historically instructive, and complementary to the main Husserliana volumes. Other volumes are: Logik, Vorlesungen 1896; Logik Vorlesungen 1902/1903; Urteilstheorie. Vorlesungen 1905; Alte und Neue Logik. Vorlesungen 1908/09; Natur und Geist. Vorlesungen 1919; Späte Manuskripte über Zeit and Zeitigung. 

Elisabeth Schuhmann's introduction to this volume provides a meticulous account of the compilation of the text that situates it with respect to kindred writings by Husserl. Her description of the state and composition of everything found among the sheaves and sheets of paper composing the manuscripts is so detailled that one almost visualises them. She gives line by line accounts of material taken from or incorporated into other lectures and notes and descriptions of remarks that Husserl made. She even notes the colours of pencil and ink used. 

The main text of the book is divided into twelve sections, to which the editor has given the following titles: "Theory of Knowledge and Logic"; "The Problem of the Origin of Knowledge"; "Theory of Knowledge as Transcendental Philosophy"; "Scepticism as Method"; "The Indubitability of the Cogitatio"; "Analysis of Perceptual and Symbolic Presentations"; "Intention and Fulfilment"; "Truth and Being"; "Sensorial and Categorial Acts"; "Sensorial Material and Categorial Forming"; "Logical Laws as Ideal Laws"; and "Probability as Principle of Empirical Knowledge". The first section makes up a quarter of the main text, which is followed by a thirty page piece entitled "From the Introduction to the Lecture Course 'Theory of Knowledge and Major Points of Metaphysics' (1898/99)". References to the pages of the original manuscripts are given, followed by a typically sparse index (for instance, the names of Berkeley, Brentano, Bolzano, Frege never appear in the work) that gives all thirty-eight names cited. 

Husserl defines theory of knowledge as the investigation of the thorny problems involving the relationship of the subjectivity of the knower to the objectivity of what is known. In this lecture course, he scrutinises Lockean empiricism; Hume on scepticism and probability; Cartesian doubt and the cogito; the Berkeleyan equation of being and being perceived; Kant's theory of the transcendental and analyticity; Brentanian theories of intentionality and presentation. 

He is most intent upon separating different layers of philosophical issues that have obscured theory of knowledge's proper relationship to other philosophical disciplines. He especially teaches students to loose theory of knowledge from psychologism (philosophers today might do some soul-searching and ask just what it is in logic that is keeping them from veering off into the kind of psychologism he, and Frege, condemned) and metaphysical presuppositions. 

Particularly stressed are the legitimate ties that Husserl sees binding the theory of knowledge and its complement, pure, formal, analytic logic. All objectivity of thinking, he argues, is grounded in purely logical forms. Pure logic is the science of concepts and relations of concepts, of propositions and relations of propositions, of the possible forms grounded in these concepts and propositions. It demarcates the form concepts to which the objective content of all logical, all scientific thinking in general is subject and upon this basis proceeds to develop the laws of validity grounded in these form concepts. 

Purely arithmetical theories, all purely mathematical theories, the theory of syllogism, Husserl stresses, are purely logical because their basic concepts express reasoning forms that are free of any cognitive content and cannot be had through sensory abstraction. No epistemological reflection is required. Science, in the objective sense, is a web of theories, and so of proofs, propositions, inferences, concepts, meanings, not of lived experiences. That pure logic does not merely consist of trivialities, Husserl teaches, is already shown by pure mathematics.

Although Husserl complains over and over elsewhere about the inadequacy of Kant's characterisation of analyticity, this book is the only place I know of in which he states that the only concrete and fruitful way of explaining analyticity lies in stressing that in purely logical, formal, analytic propositions or laws the variables are indefinite, the terms can vary completely freely and arbitrarily.

For Husserl, all questions concerning the relationship between objectivity and subjectivity are ultimately to be answered by going back to the sources from which logical ideas originate. So, once he has secured the objective theoretical scaffolding needed to keep philosophers from falling into the quagmires of psychologism, he introduces the phenomenological analyses of  knowledge that are to yield the general concepts of knowledge (ex. self-evidence, truth, being, object) needed to solve all further problems in theory of knowledge. It is in these lectures that Husserl first outlined the phenomenological method, the ins and outs of which make up a large portion of the book. 

In the text on theory of knowledge and metaphysics, Husserl studies how the hard questions about the objectivity of knowledge raised in the wake of Kant's work can determine one's entire conception of being in the world. Husserl sees the metaphysical needs of his time going unmet and a concomitant rise in spiritism, occultism, and superstitions of every kind. He calls for a science of metaphysics to study problems lying beyond empirical investigation and provide ultimate and deepest knowledge of reality.

Statements by Husserl cited in the introduction can serve to sum up these lectures. There, he says that he considered the methodological and theoretical questions of theory of knowledge to have been presented in an incomparably clearer manner in these lectures than in the Logical Investigations. He says that at times he had felt certain that he had progressed further in the critique of knowledge than any of his predecessors and had seen more substantially and more perfectly clearly what they had scarcely surmised or had left in confusion. He expresses his firm conviction that the phenomenological method is the true method of critique of knowledge and sees it as his life's goal to use it to resolve the main problems of critique of knowledge one after the other.

Reading Husserl's lecture courses one understands how he won so many disciples. Analytic philosophers are now those most primed to appreciate this tour de force of ideas about words, objects, meaning, analyticity, presentation, conceptual analysis, knowledge by acquaintance and symbolic reasoning. One cannot help but feel that the philosophical landscape in English-speaking countries would have been quite different had such material been accessible to them earlier.
