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A Genetic Phenomenological Perspective of Historical Philosophy:

Landgrebe % Intellectual Connection with Husserl and Dilthey
Ni Liangkang

Abstract: As a disciple of Husserl and the main compiler of his manuseripts, Landgrebe played an im-
portant role in highlighting the genetic phenomenology and the historical phenomenology as the core theories
of Husserl in his late years. Meanwhile, by incorporating Dilthey’s analysis on the historical world in the con-
text of the transcendental phenomenology and Heidegger’s fundamental ontology, Landgrebe not only eluci-
dated the potential foundational significance of phenomenology to the mental science, but also made an im-
portant exploration into linking transcendental phenomenology to fundamental ontology.
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