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. : «Das
unterscheidet den hermeneutischen Zugang vom linguistischen wie vom
psychologischen Erkenntnisinteresse. Denn einerseits interessiert sich zwar auch
die Sprachwissenschaft fuer konkrete «token», die sie dann als Realiesierungen
eines durch syntaktisch-semantisches Regeln bestimmten «type» erkennt. Dass
und wie sich in diesen «token» menschliche Erfahrung artikuliert, bleibt aber da-
bei ausgeklammert. In einer psychologischen Einstellung warden andererseits die
von einem Menschen vervorgebrachten Symboläußerungen als Indikatoren eines
bestimmten Persönlichkeitsprofils behandelt»1 [2. C. 63]. -
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In article is formulated the preliminary concept of experience. It is necessary to make a reserva-
tion that it is about existential, but not scientific experience: 1) Experience is a reality something sin-
gle, but not general. General is always a correlate of the sphere of knowledge, but not experience. As
"nobility" is the nobility "general and necessary". To have experience is means to deal with singular
and accidental. The appeal to experience assumes search of exceptions, search of the facts, search of
counterexamples which could call into question the importance of the rule or law. 2) Experience is a
sphere new, earlier not meeting, unknown and unexpected. It is unlikely "eternal return same" can be
called experience in the true sense of the word. We don't need experience if we know "what order of
things" and "at all that it will hardly change". 3) Experience is an experience of passivity, but not a
condition of active designing of meanings. Experience of reading, experience of travel, experience of
communication always assumes that something opens to me. Experience doesn't assume that I design
and I define something by means of various acts. To test experience is to stay in a passive state in the
most different meanings of this word. Further in article the analysis of evolution of concept of "ex-
perience" in hermeneutics’ tradition is carried out. For this purpose some key figures of a mature
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phase of history of a hermeneutics are chosen: F.Shleiermacher as the representative of romantic tra-
dition, W. Diltey – as the representative of historical tradition, M. Heidegger and G.-G. Gadamer,
respectively, – philosophical. In article two lines of evolution of concept of "experience" in herme-
neutics’ tradition are recorded: 1) F.Shleiermacher's doctrine about others world and other era as infi-
nitely interesting and causing pleasure, but not changing my subjectivity. – W. Diltey's doctrine about
change of my subjectivity under the influence of the stranger, but only in imagination. M. Heidegger's
doctrine about alien as the internal moment of my ekzistention and fight for an individuation as reali-
zation only authentic opportunities for me and to rejection of the alien: but not in imagination, but in
being. – G.-G. Gadamer's doctrine about insignificance of my subjectivity and subjectivity of Another
in relation to the importance of tradition. 2) Neutral experience of immersion in others subjectivity at
F.Shleiermacher. Vital dynamics of suffering – happiness at W. Diltey. – Overcoming of this naive
vitality in "being-to-death" as radical individuation at M. Heidegger. – Tragic experience of overcom-
ing of identity through the address to the general and substantive at G.-G. Gadamer.

References

1. Habermas, Yu. (2008) Filosofskiy diskurs o moderne [Philosophical Discourse of modernity].
Tranlsated from German. Moscow: Ves' Mir.

2. Jung, M. (2001) Hermeneutik zur Einführung [Introduction to Hermeneutics]. Hamburg:
Junius.

3. Dilthey, V. (2004) Postroenie istoricheskogo mira v naukakh o dukhe [Construction of the his-
torical world in the human sciences]. Translated from English by A.V. Mikhailov, N.S. Plotnikova.
Moscow: Tri kvadrata.

4. Dilthey, V. (2001) Sobranie sochineniy: v 6 t. [Collected Works. In 6 vols]. Vol. 4. Moscow:
Dom intellektual'noy knigi.

5. Heidegger, M. (1963) Sein und Zeit [Being and Time]. Tübingen: Max Niemeyer Verlag.
6. Gadamer, G.-G. (1998) Istina i metod [Truth and Method]. Translated from German by

B.N. Bessononv. Moscow: Progress.


	Верстка титул, сод-ние 1.pdf
	Вестник философия №4 2015  для тип..pdf



