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Editors’ introduction

Daniele De Santis and Emiliano Trizio

University of Rome 11
desantis_daniele@yahoo.it

UWE, Bristol
emiliano.trizio@uwe.ac.uk

According to the so-called “Linati schema”, produced by James Joyce in 1920 in order
to help his friend Carlo Linati better grasp and understand the fundamental structure
of Ulysses, Chapter 6 of the actual “odyssey” is dedicated to the two mythical sca mon-
sters “Scylla” and “Charybdis”. It is 2 p.m., Leopold Bloom is in the National Library
and, as Joyce explains to his friend, those two sea monsters stand here for “Plato” and
“Aristotle” or, better, they represent the “Scylla of Platonism” and the “Charybdis of
Aristotelianism™. Our Ulysses, Bloom, is being caught in the crossfire of Russell, who
firmly believes that “the deepest poetry of Shelley, the words of Hamlet bring our mind
into contact with the eternal wisdom, Plato’s world of ideas”, and Stephen, who harshly
says that “that model schoolboy”, i.e., the Stagirite, “would find Hamlet’s musings
about the afterlife of his princely soul, the improbable, insignificant and undramartic
monologue, as shallow as Plato’s”.!

It is precisely by keeping this section of Ulysses in mind that we wrote the “call
for papers” for the 2016 issue of The New Yearbook for Phenomenology and
Phenomenological Philosophy. Indeed, the essays published in the present volume
should be taken as a first attempt to systematically raise and address the question as to
the philosophical, more than just historical, relation between Edmund Husserl and the
two fathers of Western philosophy tout court, namely, Plato and Aristotle; therefore
as to the presence and influence of what are usually referred to as “Platonic™ and
“Aristotelian” tradition upon his thought. As the reader will immediately realize, the
contributions cover a wide range of different problems and themes, running from ethical
issues to history of logic, from pure theoretical topics (e.g., the notion of “analogy™ in
connection with more ontological concerns, or the status of the notions of essence and
eidos) to those of practical philosophy and variations thereupon. Furthermore, they
cover themes that were explicitly the object of Husserl’s own reflection, as well as topics
of original comparative analysis.

[n a time in which the term “phenomcnology” (regardless of its being Husserlian or
other) seems to be characterized by what we would label “semantic indeterminacy™,
if not even “vagueness”; in which any and every philusnphica_l position can be accom-
panied by the adjective phenontenological without any satisfactory explanation of
why this should be the case; in which, in other words, {;be-nmm-m)!ugy seems to be
understood as a mere “method™ or approach (e.g., as a “first-person approach™), or as
a “style of philosophizing”, the editors of the present volume firmly believe in the

I J. Joyce, Ulysses (Oxford University Press: Oxford, 1993), 178=179,
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Editors’ introduction XV

philosophy and the enduring motives that define it. In other words, it is part of the

offort to let phenomenology speak to the present in its own language, rather than
forcing it to speak in the language of the present.

We are grateful to the editors of the journal, Burt C. Hopkins and John J. Drummond,
for giving us such an opportunity, to all the contributors and their patience and, last
but not least, to Kimberly Baltzer-Jaray (University of Guelph) for her translation of
and introduction to Reinach’s fragment on the notion of essence that we publish here
as an appendix.
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