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Copepxanme

(CAMO)KPUTUKA ®EHOMEHOJIOTUN:

IUITEMMA OMTEHA ®UMHKA

OT PEFAKIIMMU. ...sed magis amica phanomenologia

Onren ®uHK. [pobirema peHomenonornu damynma [ycceprs

Onred OuUHK. OnemeHTH KpuTnkn ['yccepna

ONCKYCCHUA
EBreHusg HIEcTOBA. O PpeHOMEHONOrMUECKOM SI3BIKE B «ONeMEHTaxX
KpUTHUKY [yccepns»: «HauBHAsI» feCKpUILMs U paboTa HOHATHS

Feorruit YEPHABUH. «HepB» dpeHOMEHOTIOrMUECKOT paboThl
1 pyHmaMeHTaNbHEL aKT Guimocodun

AHHA AMIOonbcKAg. Oiiredn PUHK, BepHBI yueHNK OnMyHaa [yccepns

Butanun KYPEHHOI. YcTapepiad KpUTHKA GeHOMEHOJIOTHIN:
II0 Ty CTOPOHY «6eCKOHEYHOrO pacIyTHBAaHNA CO3HAHMA»

AHIPEN [TATKYNb. TpygHOCTH (EeHOMEHONOINIECKOTO MCCAeOBaHMIS:
®unk n I'yccepnp

Muxaun Berovcos. K Bonpocy o «Hedmmocodckux» IpemmochlKax
deHomeHoNOrMM [yccepnsa

AHHA MMugaH. OYeBUTHOCTD «camMo Cob0il pasymerorerocs», miu Kpuruka
kprtuku OtireHom OuHKOM GeHoMeHomorny SnmyHpa [yccepns

Muxaun Masukum. I'yccepns mmu peHomeHomoruaA? rnemma Ounka

I'ruroprust OauH. [Hosunus ¢unocoda B peHomenonornu [ycceprs
n kpuTyKe OMHKa

3AKJIFOUMTEJILHLBIE PEIIJIMKI

AHHA IllugH, Muxaun BenovcoB, [EopTui1 YEPHABUH,
Muxaummn MASUIKU, AHIPEN [[ATKYIB

MHTEANEKTYAJBHLBIE BUOTPAOUN

«Hogoe BcCerga MICXOMUT OT TE€X, KTO MaprmHaan3oBaH». MHTepBbIO
cMuxAniaoM SAMIONBCKUM
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KPUTUKA

ANEKCAHAP JIbBOB. DcTeTHUeCKas MOANTUKA KAK aJbTepHAaTUBa
U peKBUeM II0 TOMUTHIECKOMY 5CTeTn3My (DpaHKIMH AHKepPCMUT.
ScTeTnyeckas MOMUTHKA)

BynaT HA3MYTAUHOB. J[BoiiHOoe 3epkano pomaHTmama (Kapn [IMuTT.
[TonMTHYecKmit poMaHTH3M)

Erop CokonoB. KoHTypH Tena, rpaHunsl gucuniiiniel (Pro Tero.
MonmofesKHbIi1 KOHTEKCT)

BaguMm PynHEB. [lenés roBopur OKunb enés. Jlexuym o Jleitbune)

Onkgr JettsoBu Y. Xurpas ronoponomka (Onbra Omenbman. Cranuy, Koba
u Coco)

Nropp IKOXAL3E. [JaTHOM U «aMepUKaHCKasl MCKITIOUUTEIBHOCTb»
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