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community’s usages into a common program of life we call
culture. The particular contexts of action belonging to g
correlated with the particular culture of that community,

Besides the preceding elaborations upon the characterig
of action, our attention has been drawn to places as contex
of great importance, and in particular to the common plac
our living space or home ground. This latter, in relatio
landscapes has the distinction of being the basic, the pri
intimate context of action.

. yT2'S CONCEPTION OF RELEVANCES AND ITS
" [NFLUENCE ON SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY

emporary European cultur§ humaq beiqgs find thel‘}lselv'es iI}
dern condition. Postmodernism manifests 1tself by the dec;hne o
narratives” (J. F. Lyotard) and the far-ranging cultgral incom-
y. Furthermore, we are facing the process of .w1'den1ng an
doeable gap between different cultural communities Wlthln the same
“Human reason seems to have fallen into an anemic sypdrome of
d weakness, and Homo sapiens is rapidly transforming into Homo
A game (or gamble) becomes a key metaphor of contemporary
It leads not only to the impoverishment of thought and soul, but
eatens to make meaningless both human life and contemporary
in general. Moreover, it threatens the very essence of human.ity
¢ fact that it challenges the most significant human values, which
ite human beings as such. It implies that when dealing with social
iman problems, it seems reasonable to pay due attention to the
of social thinking, which focuses on the meaningful structure
social universe. It acquires crucial significance for social theory
ecks to find out how people act, think and understand each other
yday life. This is the question pertaining to all social sciences to
each of them has to contribute.
chutz’s conception of the life-world is just the case in point. His
, taken together, create a new paradigm in social thinking aimed
tudy of the meaning sedimentation process, which constitutes the
/ork of human thought and activity, and eventually the meaningful
of the social world. It therefore lays the deepest foundation for
nderstanding in social life.
orks of A. Schutz have become increasingly known since the
ton of his Collected Papers in the Netherlands. Its first volume,
“The Problem of Social Reality” appeared in 1962.! The paper
ODs on the Problem of Relevance”, on which we will focus our
1n this paper, was not published during his lifetime. Its handwrit-
O was discovered among his manuscripts only after the author’s
fitten between August 1947 and August 1951, it is supposed to
€10 R. Zaner) the first part of his five-part study, preliminarily
he World as Taken for Granted: Toward a Phenomenology of

East Tennessee State University

NOTE

! I have not been able to identify the source of this quote.
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he social world it turns out to be the question of the
tive phenomenology of the social wor}d, Fhat is, the study of the
ul structure of the social world, which is the only one able to
the question of what allows people to understand each
«what makes the social world tick™.

attack on this problem is based upon two presuppositions, derived
phenomenology of natural attitude. They imply that:

commonsense knowledge of everyday life consists of the system of
tructs in its typicality, which form the life-world accepted beyond

the Natural Attitude”. Part 1 bore the title “Preliming,
Problem of Relevance”. Although A. Schutz did not inry |
this separate portion of his study as significant in its own
as a part of a wider context), Prof. R. Zaner brought
study, left in a very rough form, into linguistically accep |
Reﬂections on the Problem of Relevance, edited, annot
introduction of R. Zaner, successfully appeared in 1970
ago it became available to Russian-language readers. I ;
was published together with the other selected papers and
remarks in the huge volume of the Russian edition of A Sch
Papers.? This Russian edition of the book bears a subti
luminous by meaning” (which originates from M. Nata v
the editor, I have divided the whole text into 6 parts: “Me
the Social Sciences”, “Phenomenology and the Sox
“Reflections on the Problem of Relevance”, “The Proble
Reality”, “Applied Theory” and “The Meaning Structure
World”. Since then A. Schutz’s studies, including his Refle
Problem of Relevance, became available not only to the narr
professionals, but also to a wider Russian audience.
The growing interest in A. Schutz’s social philosophy i
nated from his first publications in Russian, which rapidl
attention of the social theorists. His “Concept and Theory
the Social Sciences” appeared in Russian as early as
S. Shorohova), “The Homecomer” (1997, transl. by N. Smi
Stranger” (1998, transl. by Nikolaev), “Mozart and Philosoj
transl. by N. Smirnova) which appeared (as can be clearly
dates) before the fundamental Russian edition of his 1050-
Papers. Now let me briefly outline the context of the study.
Inspired by unceasing passion to understand what h '
Schutz refers to (and subsequently adhered to) the phe:
tradition in philosophy which takes its clues from E. H:
dental phenomenology. According to E. Husserl, philosoph
a strict science. Investigation of the deepest presuppoSiﬁ
reason, he believes, should be the main thematic concern ©
phenomenology. But in contrast to E. Husserl, who brack
of ) the natural attitude in the process of the so-called phenc
transcendental reduction, A. Schutz, facing the problems
world (rather then the problems of epistemology or the 1
pure science) makes the word as it is given in its natural
subject of his research.

espect of t
w light 07
or Sifnply

o;ld is shared with the other individuals, living and acting 1n

gally interlocking activities.
bove-mentioned system of typical constructs is largely taken for
4 without questions (although they may be brought into question
certain circumstances). Nevertheless, it implies that “taken-for-
dness” remains out of question (“unthematized”) within the frame-
of our “natural attitude”. In order to put them into questions we
o make this natural attitude itself thematic. Only in this way are
to make explicit what is initially implicit (or taken for granted)
oundations of social reality. This is a particular phenomenological
ctive of studying the question of what it means to be “social” and
‘means to be “a world”. In this sense A. Schutz’s project is at the
time an effort to discover the deepest presuppositions of empirical
ences. “The foundational analysis and expliations of the “social”,
vior” and the “human”, states R. Zaner, is necessarily fundamental
determination of which methods and concepts are appropriate and
:ble”.3 It implies that the phenomenology of the social world is the
menology of the social sciences at the same time.
hutz’s study of relevance partly follows the mainstream of his
€ structure investigations. His conception of relevance refers to
meept of so-called multiple realities, derived from W. James” work
S been presented in chapter 21 of his well-known Principles of
vgy.‘_‘ Accordingly, multiple realities turns out to be the key notion
baSlf: principle of the life-world stratification.
) tm ‘reality”, W. James insists, could hardly refer to the objective
g:zﬂsts beyond our consciousness, experienced and conceived.
: b Signates our meaning of reality. He maintains that reality is
0‘;: Fhe set of our sensual, emotional, life and activi.ty. Whatever
ality> %nterest becomes real: W. James bestows upon it “the accent
- 10 call something real means to assert that it captures our
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other kinds of imposed topical relevance. The experience of shock,
Ris peculiar to any shift of attention from one province of meaning
_apother imposes New topical relevance; any nonvolitional change in
> Jevel of our personality, any change of relative intimacy to relative

by a comparison to the structure of music. Imagine two onymity; any change in time-dimensions in which we live simulta-
themes which are simultaneously going on in the flux of muys ly imposes another topical relevance. In general, any interruption
pursue one of them, taking it as the main theme, and th “the smooth running of the basic life-world idealizations of “and so
subordinate one, or vice versa: one theme is leading the other y . and so on” and “I can do it again” creates imposed topical relevance.
never been released from our grip. And our consciousness, |, usual topical relevance is imposed in the course of social interaction.
insists, is just the same. In the light of this study, it essen 3ut there exists some topical relevance which appears entirely different
contrapuntal structure, which manifests the artificial split of our those which are imposed. If we voluntarily structure a field of
ity. It also implies that theme, field, horizon and relevance ption into thematic kernel and horizon, we put into play intrinsic
when viewed subjectively (i.e. from the subject’s point of vie ance. It has two subdivisions: the first one consists in enlarging or
tively, that is from the observer’s point of view. Putting into p ning the prevailing theme. The second implies the voluntary shifting
levels of our personality (different tensions of consciousnes ention from one topic to another, both of them being separate, i.e.
of attention to life, dimensions of time, degrees of anonymity a1 t any connection between them. In the first case the original theme
“the contrapuntal articulation of the themes and horizons p been retained, and the original thematic kernel remains more or less
each of such levels (including finally the schizophrenic p d to the changed one. As E. Husserl reveals, each theme may be
ego) are all expressions of the single basic phenomenon: the as an unlimited field for further thematizations. It is the locus of

»7 i finite number of topical relevances which may be developed by

relevance structures’. 1
r thematization of the intrinsic content. Closer inspection reveals,

Hence, it is just the system of relevance that turns out to be
most significant of A. Schutz’s concepts in his highly sophisticat T, that we put into play anwber level of our personality or change
ol mterplay of time-dimensions in which we live simultaneously.

of the life-world. o
Now let me briefly outline the basic system of relevan erning the given example of nonimposed relevance, it means that
Reflections. There are three basic kinds of relevance he ¢ Was previously horizontal has become thematic, but the new theme
Reflections: topical, imposed/intrinsic and interpretativ Ot been created. Rather, the original theme has been modified in
Topical relevance seems to be the most important for the a way that previously horizontal and now thematic elements have
By virtue of this relevance something is constituted as prob ntrinsic to the theme. In the second case, ie. in shifting to a
unstructured field of unproblematic familiarity. It organizes : letely different theme, the original theme has been abandoned. It is
theme and horizon and segregates the former from its ung fiSe Wf}en I have completed my work or temporarily put it off till
€ 1n such a case the original theme is no longer in my grip.

background which is simply taken for granted. Even th
ng back to the first case, we may see that the original theme remains

relevance is closely connected with the so-called “actual i ! ;
as a determining factor of all further subthematizations. For this

must not be confused: while actual interest presupposes € ' .
problem, topical relevance constitutes the problem itself. As: ; We may call it the paramount theme (by analogy with paramount
as the world of daily life). Thus we may say that topical relevance

iar experiences are concerned, A. Schutz suggests that we sh _
guish imposed relevance from intrinsic relevance. If we do nc o hSlC to the paramount theme. The paramount theme is maintained
unfamiliar experience by means of the will (a voluntary act): . thOI_ne base., and all the referential structures of topical relevance
kind of relevance “imposed relevance”. For example, you ‘” E 1 helr Meaning from the intrinsic meaning of the maintained para-
iar object in the middle of your room. You have no intention & ceeme' A. Schutz calls this particular system the intrinsic topical

but the object attracts your attention by its very unfamilia -

the superficial and the deeper) are simultaneously involved, ]
the activity of one of them being reciprocally the horizon ¢
so the actualized theme receives the specific tinge from the
remains the hidden ground of the former. A. Schutz illustr

0 contrast to the imposed topical relevance. As we have seen

1
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ous shortcomings of his theory of relevances. Thus he acknow:
he did not pay due attention to the problem concerning }v
novel experience, i.e. the experience of the absolutely unkn,
could not be grasped in its typicality. It is just the kind of
which can become known only by radical modification of
system of relevances prevailing for the time being. However
the meaning-context that has been taken for granted which
the framework of all possible future questions which might be
tively relevant to the topic and which becomes motivationa
for looking at the situation hitherto taken for granted.!?
The novel experience, he suggests, has to fill a vacancy in o
knowledge at hand. The unfinished analysis of the problem of
or enclaves (Leerstelle)'® seems to be through breaking, whi
new dimensions in the theory of knowledge, or rather the th
unknown. SChutZ intended to develop a systematic theory of as written in German and entitled “Philosophie der Leerstelle”.
and conceive the unknown by means of typicality of the va The term “knowledge” has to be conceived in the broadest possible sense: not only in the
was thought to be phenomenological epistemology in the proj nse of clarified and distinct knowledge, but as including all kinds of beliefs, from unfounded
of the word. Is not the concept of vacancy and contour co ind beliefs to well-founded convictions.
the structurization of the theme and horizon? It may be sup
the shifting ray of attention is directed through the cont
vacancies. Turning again to the example of the hesitation
possible interpretations (snake or pile of rope?), he raises th
when are the given elements sufficient for interpretation? Or.
newly introduced term: to what extent do the given elements p:
the vacancies which remain undefined? Is there a kind of typical
can be fitted to these vacancies? In this respect the process of ki
can be conceived as filling-in vacancies of what is still not k
these vacancies themselves are already typically predelineat?.@
the contour-lines of what is already known. This is possibly a de
of the meaning-context which is the clue to the study of the s
phenomenologically interpreted. But hic egregie progressunt S

, Russian translation: A. Ilrou, Pasmbuyaenns o npobaeme peaesme pesesanmuocmu (mep.
3 M. CwmupHOBO#). B Ki.: Amdpen II36panHOe: MIp, CBETSIIHICS CMbICTIOM. MOCKBa,
ocemos, 2004, C. 235-398.
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