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Heldegger at Marburg-‘
The Project of.a Scientific Phllosophy
- at the Time of Sein und Zeit

" ) o ‘ by Richard Hudson
Résumé
-~ In this thesis;'Ihattempt to establish that while °

Heldegger was at the Unlver51ty of Marburg (1923 28), he -
understood hlmself as - belng engaged 1n foundlng a sc1ent1—

S fic phllosophy _ The‘the51s shows concretely and 1n'deta11

T

what Heldegger meant by the ~term "scientific phllosophy“

'and explalns how Sein und Zelt can be v1ewed as an attempt

r v

- to‘put philosophy on-a scientific footlng.

.

-Iﬁterpretinq the ,Marburg writinge as aiming at

)

'extabllshlng a sC1ent1f1c phllosophy gives us a new' readlng

-

of - Heldegger“s main work Seln und Zelt. It also prov1des

us. w1th the p0551b111ty of a new way of seeing the develop—

» -

ment of Heldegger s thought In addition, it sheds light
on the general questlon of ‘the relation of phiioeophy to

\ : -

sclence. ‘
: Until recent years, Heldegger has been v1ewed in
: ¢

most of the secondary llterature as bolng anti- sc1ent1flc

' - £

The-immediate reaction to Sein‘und Zeit tended to inter-

L

pret thls work as 1nterested prlmarlly in such existen-

tial, themes as death gu1lt, anx1ety, and solltary reso-

lute authentlc ex1stence. Later Heldegger comments about

. ‘ . .
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the danger of technalogy and the inability of science to
.think have £einforced tﬁis interpfépétign of Heidegéer.-
In tﬁis tHesis it'bééomes clear that we have to
viéﬁ Heidegéér differently. I“rely on a careful réading
of the Marburg lecture courses to.esfablish Heidegéerfs-
intéreét in scientific philosophy. Theée.courses started
tolappéarﬁ only in 1975. So far half of the 10 courses
have been pu%iished. |
ﬁeidéggerfs main aim at Marburg was to establish
thgjquestion of‘being at the center of the philosophic
problematic. Heidegger‘correctly thoqght that the gues-
_tioﬁ had been forgotten'ana'was being neglected. His posi-
tion waé fhét the beihgaquestion was the most central,
radical, and universal questibn'mgn'can raise. Answers
to this guestion are presupposed in all:human knowledge.
. Heidegger recommends the question be dealt with explicitly
in order td permit us £o arrive at aﬁ adequate‘undefstaﬁding
of our mo;t basic concepts.‘ -

“Heidegger bélieved that pdsing fhe being-guestion
‘correctly would make philosoph? écientific. .Scienéific |
phi}osdbhy'is'éiﬁpiy phiioséphy (and thus'ontology, for
Heidegger) Whiéh takes‘on-the‘form_of science; The thesis
"examines_ﬁeidéggerfs'viéw‘of_tﬁe strqcture-of sclence.

Science is foundédlin‘thE‘act of objectification. Philo-
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;ophy-will beéome scientific by objectifying being.
Objecfification consists of explicitly projegting

a given of‘evefyday experience upan the horizon given aldng

with it. .Being'is”given,in everyday experience indirect}y—L

"1t is given as a hdrizon.'-Oné of'fhe main difficulties

in 6bjectifyiﬁg being is thét the horizon for thg under-

standing of ﬁeing'ié not immediately evident.

i . .
The fundamental ontology of Sein und Zeit can be

viewed as an attempt to find-the horizon for the under-
standing of being, so as to permit the bbjéctificatibn
of being. Once being‘is objecﬁified, philosophy will be
scientific. “

The later Heidegger strenuously denies that it
is possible to objectify beipg. In the thesis, however;
I am able to show through an examination of the Marburg
texts that the earlier Heidegger thought philosophy could
do precisely this. In the conclusion to the thesis I point
to difficulties with the Marburg view of the possibility
.of scientific philosophy. These difficulties may indicate
what led to Heidegger's later development. The main con-
tribution of this thesis, howevgr, is that it establishes
that the Marburg Heidegger's writings, including Sein und
.EEEE,'must_be'viewed*as'an attempt to found a sciehtific*

philosophy.
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INTRODUCTION AND REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

0.1 Aim of thesis ' __‘ -_ o .‘ 

Tbe‘aim of the fpllowing is to‘pfesent a new inte£4
pretation of.Mdrtin'Heidégger‘s writings during the périod
he was at the Univérsity[qf'Marburg (1923%28). Heidegger's
Marburg period ehéémpasseé_the tiﬁe leadihg'ﬁp to.and’iMF
mediately followingfﬁhe publicationfof.hié main work, SEEE

und Zejit. My interpretation of the writings.of this period

‘will show that the project enunciafed‘in Sein und Zeit--
- the project of working out .the qqestioh of'tHe'meéning
of being by showing that time is ‘the ‘horizon of any under-

‘standing of beingl—4can be underétood as %P_attempt-to-

lsee s, 6.' (Heiaeggeﬁ's works will be referred
to by+use of abbreviations. For alist of these abbre-
viations see the bibliography, -below.) ‘ a



make philosophy scientific. -Heidegger himself understood

the project in this Qay: in the Marburg period he him-
-+ .

self claims to be doing scientific philosophy. .

- The .goal of making philésophy scientific has often
beén”expressed in the 2500 yeaf histor& of Western fhought.
’Thé,problem of how to make philosophy scientific has come

/‘particﬁlarly £o the fore in the period since Descartes.

The precig; meaning of thefcall for scientific philosophy,

however, varies with one's view of the natures of science
nd'ph%fosophy and of thé relation between them. Heidegger's
iews -on these questions were clearly heavily influenced

by‘Husserl,l although his readings of Aristotle, Kant,

- and, to a lessef extent, Platq and Leibniz were also quite
imﬁortant( EvéE'Heidegger's study of certain minor nine-
:téenth and early £Wen;ig;h'century writers was 1lmportant.

Tg a certain eﬁtent,'ﬁéidegger‘s view of scientific phiﬁb—

- sophy sounds somewhat like the wview he attributes to some
of these thinkers,‘pafticularly in regard to his views:
on thé structure and object of scientific pﬁ?iosophy and

on the relation of philosophy to the other sciences.2

lSee George Ghanotakis, "Heidegger's Fundamental
Phenomenology," Man and World 14 (1981), 251-267. Ghano-
takis links Heidegger's SZ and GP to Husserl's Idea of
Phenomenoclogy. Ghanotakis claims (p. 256): "Both the
expression [sicl idea of phenomenology {(reminiscent of
Husserl's 1907 lectures) and the identificaticn of pheno-
menclogy with the concept of scientific philosdphy are
revealing of this Husserlian climate under which the young
Heidegger works."

“2g50e PGZ, 13-23, and particularly 22.




For Heidegger, philosophy is scientific only if

: 1t takes on the same structure as- the other sciences.

Heldegger belleves that all. 501eng$s; from physics to theo-
log?‘ do share a certain structure ‘He attempts t6lex- Ef
plaln the nature of this structure and how philosophy can
- be structured éo as to become scxentlflc. -
f‘ Philoéophy as a science wili have a field of in-
vestigation proper to it. Philduophf will continue to
be the study of heing, which, in Heidegger's view is what
it always has been: It will also develop its uwn methods,
-choien so asAto be appropriate to ité own special obiject.
’ Scientific philosophy, as the study of what is
most basic (namely, being), will prepare the Qround for
all other éciences, It Qill be the most basic science:
the science which‘is most radical and most universal be-
cause it studies wﬁut is most centrai. |
The aim of this thésis is to concretely work out
the details of Heidegger'é views of philosophy and science
and to show how Heidegger's "universal phenomenoclogical

ontology"l presents a scientific philosophy in Heidegger's

terms.

‘sz, 38. %



0.2 Methcod of thesis
In order-to‘establish my,thesia, i ehali'eﬁaming'
Heldegger s wrltlngs durlng the Marburg perlod occasionff
lly referrlng as well to later comments by Heldegger
~about hlS work at Marburg l} The the51e-w111 proceed byr
presentlng Heldegger s V1ews on screntlflc phllosophy and'
by showlng how Heldegger S own phllosophy is 501ent1f1c’*h

'

in the way ‘he understands thls term. The the51s W1ll thus
o v ’ .
be. largely ex9051tory rather than crltlcal Its alm 15‘
to- present a. new way of’ looklng at Heldegger s wrltlngs

ef thlS perlod——partlcularly Seln und Zelt——ln order to'

”faC1lltate the understandlng of both Headegger s Marburg

'perlod and the dlreotlon hlS thought later took Because

"the the51s aims. at an 1nterpretatlon of Heldegger s thought-37

‘the adequacy of, say. hlS v1ews on the nature of sc1ence——::
which are rather sketchy—-w;ll not be dealt w1th ior]:.
will I go 1nto the orlglnal}ty of Heldegger S thought

The questlon of the obvmous 1nfluence of Husserl on Hel—

& lcare must be taken in using eitherLHeidegger s

recollections or his lnterpretatlons of Sein und Zeit and .
the other Marburg writings because the recollections are ..
not always accurate  and Heldegger s "v1olent":1nterpre--'
tations are justly famous. - However, occasronally some
of his-later wrltlngs do shed light on- the earller perlod, X
and, if used with care, can be useful ;

N
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".degger s views of scrence and SC1ent1f1c phllosophy lS

'not strletly relevant to determlnlng how Heldegger hlmself

.understood hls progect in Seln und Zeit. I will rely

- 1nstead on-Heldegger_s own»account-of hlS viewe,'mainly o

"as presented 1n the Marburg wrltlngs.

-

o Untll recently, Heldegger s Marburg wr1t1ngs have

L

‘not been ea51ly avallable.ﬂ Only Sein und Zelt was pub—

‘llshed'whlle Heldegger was still at Marburg (it was pub-

‘ lished‘in_l927, one year before Heidegger went to Freiburg).

ihe:artlcle'“Phénomenologie und Theologie," written in

X

j-1927—28; was not published until 1969." Kant und das Pro-

' -blem der MetaphySLk of thch Heidegger reports the @s-

.sentlal was prepared at Marburg in 1925 26 "was published

i 1929.%.

. '-'Thefmost-impdrtant Marhurg writings .for an understanding

of the prOJect of sc1ent1f1c phllosophy are the texts of
~the lecture courses Heldegger gave at the Unlver51ty of -

Marburg. Publlcatlon o£ these courses ln the Heldegger

ar "'

. Cesamtausgabe-started 1n31975, only one year before Hei-

- LSCQ PT 7. Perhaps since Heldegger rarely pub~,
..hllshed a text 1mmedlately followmng its completicn, he
.usually gives information on.the" dates of composition in
notes at the beginning or end of his books. For the de-
"termination of the date of writing, both here and in the
‘ blbllography, I am relylng on the accuracy of these "Hin--
_ WOlSC_. :

’kpM, 7.
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degger's death..' To date, five courses have appearea;l

publication of five more is'projec.ted.2 Mény-coﬁmentators
have noted that the Marburg courses are. partlcularly clear.
In them, Heldegger uses a language whlch is drawn from

phenomenology and traditional phllosophy, and the neolo—f

gisms and special_teqhhical terms of Sein und Zeit are

3 - . R

used much less than in that work. The _lecture courses

lThe five to have appeared are: 1. Prolegomena
zur Geschichte des Zeitbegriffs (1925 course, published '
1979); 2. Logik. Die Frage nach der Wahrheit (1925-26 .
course, published 1976); 3. Die Grundprcbhleme der Phino-. .

.mencologie (1927 colurse, published 1975); 4. Phdnomeno—
" logische Interpretation von Kants Kritik der reinen-Ver-

nunft (1927-28 course, published 1977); and 5. Metaphy-
sische Anfangsgrlinde der Logik. Im.Ausgang von Leibniz

41928_cour5e, pyblished 1978).

‘ 2Pr03ected to appear are: 1. .Der Beginn.der neu-..
zeitlichen Philosophie (1923~24 course); 2. . Aristoteles:
Rhetorik (1924 course); 3. Platorn: Sophistes (1924-25 °
course); 4. Grundbegriffe der antiken Philoscphie (1926
Gourse)‘ and 5. - Geschichte der Phllosophle von. Thomas

Aquln bis Kant (1926 27 course).

3¢. Pl von Welzsdcker (”Heldegger und die - Natur-
wissenschaft," in H. G. Gadamer et al, Heidegger: Frei-.
burger Unlver51tatsvortrdge zu_seinem Gedenken, 63-86) '
TNotes that the lecture courses are ea51er to understand
than is.Sein und Zeit bécause (p. 70): " "In diesen Vor-
lesungen spricht.er [i.e., Heidegger] noch. die . Sprache
der Wissenschaft und der ﬂberlleferten PhllOSOphle "o
RobertBrisart ("Présence et ftre.. Etudeé sur }'approfon-
dissemerit de la phénoménologie dans les «Marburger Vor-
lesungen)» de Heidegger," Revue philosophigue de Louvain _
79 (1981), 28-70) notes cof the lecture courses. {p. 33}): *

. "Ils totalisent un ensemble d'environ deux milles pages,
‘construit selon un ordre pédagogique clair et.rédigé

~dans une langue souvent bien mieux accessible que.cefie
& laquelle nous avait habitués ieidegger dans ses textes
publles R ' :



‘make'particularly’clear.HeideggerfslunderStanding of his

owrl work as sc1ent1f1c phllosophy, and they show what Hei-

'

‘ degger means by thrs term.".

I3

' Although lt is clear in the lecture courses that

AﬁHeldegger belleves he 15 delng sc1ent1f1c phllosophy, none .

: of the Marburg wrltlngs 15 prlmarlly a metaphrlosophlcal

Co treatlse on the nature of sc1ence or phlloSophy, or on

fthe}ﬁ%portance of phllosophy“s becomlng SClentlflC Al-

'*théhgh a phllosophy of 501enee -may underlle Heldegger s

L. view of what he lS d01ng,:none of the works of - the 1920s

15 prlmarlly concerned w1th the phllosophy of sc1ence ory"
'.the mapplng out'of the structure of sc1ence L Heldegger‘b'
'rdoes not present 1n‘any one text the argument I am maklng
here; namely, that sc1ence has a certailn structure Wthh
‘phllosophy should adopt whlle, however, cont1nu1ng_to study

. its oWn object w1th 1ts agwn methods, thereby ehabllng phllo—-

-sophy to take its’ proper place among the sciences ds the

lHans Selgfrled in "Heldegger s Longest Day 'Being

jand Tlme and- the Sciences;" Phllosophy Today_22 (19789,

' 319-331, has'a different view.- He claims .(p. 319) "that
;Heldegger ] Belng and Time ‘has to ‘be recognlzed ‘and dis-
cussed as-d treatise .on the phllosoehy oft science in a
“strict, -though not parochlal,‘sense, ‘a phllosophy of sc1ence
which resembles in many ways the so-called 'new' phllosophy
of scieénce advanced by Feyerabend Polanyl, Hanson, Kuhn,.
and others:.." Selgfrled's view is" one extreme, the oppo-

-~ site of which is represented in William J. Richardson,
"Heidegger's Critique .of Science," The 'New Scholasticism

42 (1968), 511-536, where'Rlchardson ‘states (p. 511): '
'"On the longest day he ever lived, Heldegger could heVer

be called a philosopher of science." :




‘most unlversal and radlcal 501ence., L ) :-
This is not’ to say, however,_that Heldegger 15
.qulet elther on the need or the meanlng of sc1ent1f1c”

,phllosophy All the Marburg wr;tlngs make clear thatz s

n-:HEJdegger, who durlng thls perlod sees phllosophy as con-

g sxstlng of the appllcatlon of the phenomenologlcal method

.

' to the questlon of belng, thlnks of phllosophy as belng '

a science\l All——lncludlng Seln und ZE1t-—exp11Cltly llnk
SHeldegger s phllOSOpth efforts to sc1ence “and to the needf

to ground;and.nnlfy know;edge;? Often the dlscu5510n of

i

.

'the'nature'bf‘séience.gbeé on for several pages,% Often.

L

lReferences to the sc1ent1flc nature o{ phenomenOH-
logy, ontoloqy,.and philosophy abound: only..one will be
noted here. In GP, 3, Heidegger notcs- "... eine der
Hauptab51chten der Vorlesung [i.e., the GP]. ist zu. zeigeny -
dass. die. phanomenologlsche Porschung, in-ihreyr Grundten- -
dengz begrlffen, nichts anderes darstellen kann als das
ausdrficklichere und radikdlere Verstindnis der-I8ee der . .
w1ssenschaftllchen EhLlosophle,,w1e sie in ihrer Verw1rk—
llqhung seit der Antike "bis. zu Hegel in immer neuen und

in SlCh elnheltllch zusammenhdngenden Bemﬁhungen angestrebt
W1rd v - B . .

,QSee S, 9 ll, particularly- p 11 "Die'Seinsfrage
‘zielt ... auf eine aprlorlsche Bedingung der M8glichkeit
nicht nur der Wlssenschaften, .- sondern auf .die Bedingung
der M¥gljichkeit der vor den’ ontischen Wlssenschaften liggeh-
den und sie¢ fundierenden Dntologlen selpst. See ‘alsa >
PGZ,. 3: "Phidnomenclogie hat so die Aufgabe, dieg Sachge-—
blete vor der wissenschaftlichen Bearbeitung versténdllch
.zu machen und auf. diesenf Grunde erst diese selbst AR
. a ~ .
' '3Among the longer discussions of- science are PT,:’
whlch comes -closest of all-the Marburg writings to being
a text in phllosophy ‘of’ SCLence, K, 17-39, and PGQ,'l 6- .



:thélattack on "philosophies” which fail to live up to

: Heideéger's view of a science of being. is lengthy.l' in

' many places, Heideggér‘states he.wants to construct a

.sc1ent1f1c phllosophy InTmany othérs}rhe states‘hevis

recommendlng certaln steps in order to make phllosophy

5c1ent1f1c : The eVLdence that Heldegger saw hlmself as

'dolng SClentlflC phllosophy 15 so overwhelmlng (and, even,'
"repetltlous) thatgéo one readlng the Marburg texts could

" . have any doubts about the questlon R ]

The scattered and»fragmentary:naturé'bf Heidégger"s-

‘remarks oh sc1ent1flc phllosophy are due to the fact that

-he- is more'lnterested in- arr1V1ng at a. sc1ent1f1c phllo—"

o

sophy than‘ln talklng about it. Thus; to make Heldegger s
;v1ews on the meanlng of sc1ent1f1c phllosophy ex911CLt,
it w1ll be. necessary to flrst see what Heldcgger ‘S pro—

‘Ject is, 1,e;,,to see‘what Heldegger thlnks phllosophy

is. -Then'it-will b& necessary to examine Heidégger's idea

of sciéncé.~ Flnally, we'wiil be‘able:to'see:in wﬁat waj

-
phllosophy as Heldegger understands 1t can. takc on thc

structures of a sc1cnce

\

EN

lr‘or cxamplc, aee_L,'3l 89, for ran. attack on loglcal‘
pSychologLSm, and GP, 5-14, for an attack on Weltanschau—
ungsphllosophle L . T S S
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0.3 Review of the literature

The secondary literature on_Heiaeggér géneraiiy:
does not present him as havinq”attemptéd to céns?ruqt a . N
scientific philosophy in his.writinés’qf tﬁé Méfbufg perioﬁ&
There are-prbbablj-threé réaéoné\whi‘ﬁhe inﬁéyprefationﬁ

I am presentinq has not been ﬁresgnted beforé“

First is that Sein und Zeit was ihitially_rébeiVed

1+

as an ex1stent1allst treatise in phllosophlcal anthropo—

logy whose maln points werg, as Péggeler puts 1t,'"Sorgé*

‘1'

Praxis, Gew1ssen, Angst, Tod, Geschlchtllchkelt,_SLtuatlon."
This misinterpretatiqﬁ‘of>Héiaegger'é aihs.dominéted the
inte;pretation!qf Héiaegge¥'fbrlo§er:20 yéa%s,,until the
Qﬁblicatioh 6f'his'"Brief ﬁbeffdéﬁ.Hﬁmanismusﬁ iﬁ l947.2
Eveh after the HumaniSmuébrief{ howevéré m@hy writers 6n

Heideggert saw Sein und Zeit as beéing primarily existern-

tialist in intention. That the main aim of this Book was . |
to construct a rigorous science of being, which;gould then

lOtto Pbggeler,‘"Heldegger heute" ‘in Otto Pbggeler
(ed), Heidegger. Perspektiven zur Deutung: -seines Werks,
2. Auflage (K&1n, Berlin: Kiepenheuer & Witsch, 1970; 11-53),
19, 0On the ml51nterpretatlon of Sein und Zeit, there
are many texts available: . see, for. example, Otto P8ggeler,
Der Denkweg Martin Heldeggers (Pfullingen: -Verlag Glinther
‘Neske, 1963), p,-7 8. [ S

: 2'I’he “Brlef ﬂber den- Humanlsmus," written ih 1946
to Jean Beaufret, was first published as an appendix to.
"pPlatons Lehre von der Wahrhelt" by A “Francke, Bern, 1947
" (see WM,.“Nachwelse ). o T g : :
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serve héfthe'fouhdation of.ail.other‘sciencee; digd not

occur to those lnterested in prescrlptlons for authentlc

resolpte,ex1stence.'_ . ’ - . N
.o A second 'reason why the literature'oh‘Heioegoer
- ’ dld not understand hlS prOJect 15 the hlstory of the pub4

lication of He;degger texts.f Although Heldegger had pub~

) liShEdﬂsome earlier workswl:it wWas w1th_Se1n und Zelt'ln'

71927 thet he becéme‘ﬁelifknown "Seih-uhd‘Zeit, which.was’
only é_fragment.and wa's publxshed hurrledly, reeeived,
‘.eé we have'seen; an ex1stent1allst 1nterpretatlon " Be-

tween the publlcatlon of Seln und Zelt and the beglnnlng

>

of the Na21 perlod Heldegger publlshed llttle, and after
the arrlval of the Na21s to power, Heldegger publlshed

. £ .

,Vlrtually nothlng In the postwar perlod,'Heldegger'started '/

. publlshlng agaln, but, aé Pdggeler notes,‘hiS'pubiioatiOns
b, e ST

seem to have been chosen rather haphazardly The'poSt—‘

¢

war publlcatlons are. a’ comblnatlon of. reccntly glven lec-'

tures and earller work from the 19305 and 19405 Wthh had
? .

been held back while the NaZlS were 1in power Pogqeler

oo l’l‘he3thtee‘main early works (Die Lehre-vom Urteil
im Psychologismus, Die Kategorien-.und Bedeutungslehre.
des Duns Scotus,. and Der Zeitbegriff in der Geschichts-
wissenschaft) were reissued together as Frilhe Schriften

. 1n.1972. n - : o

. ‘ 2Se_e Heidegger's “Mein Weg in die Phdnomenologie"
in ZSD, 87-88, on how Sein und Zeit came to be published.
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,ﬁc;aims'thatrSbmé-ih?értapt‘téxts‘Qe:é helq back while_spmé'
vé;y mihor‘é:tiéles'wére‘rele&séa;l;_ : |
R _fﬁis history of the pdblication of Heidegger's

texfé affgcted ﬁhé_interﬁretagioﬁ pf'hié wérk as a"whc'ale‘..2
ﬁucﬁ-éiténfiéh was fOChséa'on.tﬁé mdfeirQCent'texts during
}ﬁhé 1950s éﬁé 15&05; partly bécauég'£hey{were.mpre'receét
'i aﬁq pafﬁly-bééause tﬁey Seemedtstranqe.- A majér effort’b
'Iwas ﬁéde,td‘relate these postwar publi¢$tions to Sein und
.ggig;’from which‘tﬁey seemed- to differfto spch_an.éxﬁent
.tﬁatfin the:sgcdndary literature thgre'was talk‘aBOQt.

Heideggef I;and_Heidégger II.3 Little attenticon was paid K

Ygee "Heidegger‘heuﬁe}“;p; 15: "... Heideggers

Werk [is] nur in ganz fragmentarischer und -zufdllig-will-
klirlicher Weise publiziert worden." In Denkweq, Pdggeler

. uses some unpublished fexts, particularly the Beitrdge
. zur Philosophie# which he felt were of particular impor-
tance. ‘

) , 2For the interpretation of Heidegger's work by
the secondary literature see two articles by P8ggeler:
"jeidegger heute! and "Neue Wege mit Heidegger?" {the latter
article is 'in Philosophische Rundschau 29 (1982), 39-71).
See alsO:Parvis‘Emad,“Uber den gegenwdrtigen Stand der
Interpretation .des Denkens Heideggers in englischer Sprache,”
veitsechrift fdr philosophische Foxrschung 27 (1973), 284-

300; and James M. Robinson, "The German Discussion of the
Later Heidegger" in James M. Robinson and John B. Cobb,

Jr. {(eds), The Later Heidegger and Theology (New York,
Evanston and London: Harper & Row, 1863}, 3-76.

: ) 3The first to attach numbers to Heidegger was
"William J. Richardson in-his 1963 book Through Phenomeno-

" logy to Thought, Phaenomenologica #13, 3rd edition (The
‘Hague: ' Martinus Nijhoff, 1974). Krell {"Work Sessions
with Martin Heidegger,"” Philosophy Today 26 (1982), 126-

. 139) reports ofh Heidegger's dismay with this interpretation,
which he referred to as the American interpretation. See
Krell, p. 133. S
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to :the period leading to Sein und Zeit, partly due to the ' !
" unavailability of texts of this period. Instead, to the i
. ]

1

extent an attempt was made to interpret Heidegger's thought

aé alwhoie, Sein und Zeit was interpreted from the point
- of view of the later Héidegger. In some reépects, this
may have led to a better interpretation since:the later . i
texts made c¢lear Heidegger was not an existentialist, puf
was instead interested in the question of being.: However,
to the extent‘that the later Heideggef was seen.as anti-
sciéntific, this led to a misinterpretatiqn of the earlier o
.work which sought precisely to make philosophy scientific.

The third reason the secoddary literature‘has not

interpreted Heidegger's aim in Sein und Zeit as that of o A
constructing a scientific philgSgphy has to do with the

way Heidegger expressed himself, both in Sein und Zeit

and in later texts.l Although Sein und Zeit 'clearly states

lPéggeler notes that some of the misunderstanding : |
of Heidegger may well have come from Heidegger himself

and the way he chose to express himself. See, for example,
Philosophie und Peclitik bei Heidegger, p. 16:, "¢Sein und.
Zeit®»--ein Werk, das nach den M8glichkeiten von Philosophie

berhaupt zu fragen sucht--wurde beil seinem Erscheinen

im Jahre 1927 allenthalben verstanden als ein Aufruf an
den Einzelnen, sich in einer Zeit des Niedergangs auf sich
‘selbst zu stellen. Dieses Verstidndnis mag ein Missver-
stdndnis gewesen sein; immerhin zitiert Heidegger program-
matische Sdtze des Grafen Yorck von Wartenbirg, in denen
z.B. dargelegt wird, es gebe eigentlich kein 8ffentliches
Gewissen, nur Einzelgewissen." - ‘ '
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that one of its aims is to .ground the sciences in order
to enable.them to clarify their basic concepts thus over-
coming the crises into which they,had‘fallen,l it also
treats sciences as derived ways of knowing.2 In postwar
texts, sciencelis even accused of being unable to think,3
and science and technology are presented as daﬁgers from‘
which we must_be saved.4 Later Heidegger texts. 01te favor-

ably certain mystics5 and can lend themselves to interpre-

. . . . . . 6
tation as anti-rational, anti-logic, and antl—sc1ence.

loce Sz, 9-10, and PGZ, 3, on the crises.in science.

_ .2See SZ, 61, on knowledge as a deficient mode of
being-in-the-world. '

3WhD, 4.

"%Sce FT and TK. See also John Loscerbo, Being *
and Technologz (The Hague: -Martinus Nijhoff, 1981). Also
Heidegger's Spiegel- Gesprdch ("Nur noch ein Gott ‘'kann uns
retten”) is relevant in this regard
o 5

The main mystics cited are Melster Eckhart and -
Angel iws Silesius, although comments favorable to Zen
Buddhism are made. For H91degger and mysticism see John
D. Caputo, The Mystical Element in Heidegger's . Thought
{Athens, Ohio: OQhio University Press, 1978). Early Hei-
degger texts also favorably.cite mystics, leading Julius
Kraft to say as early as 1932, -Von Husserl zu Heidegger.
Kritik der phdnomenologischén Philosophie {Leipzig: Hans
Buske Verlag, 1932), 91: "Bei Heidegger wird der wissen-
schaftliche Ausgangspunkt Husserls v8llig verleugnet und
der Sprung in die Mystik .hinein- vcllzogen."

6Por an example of this misinterpretation of Hei-
degger, see Laszlo Verséyni, Heideqger, Being, and Truth
{New Haven and London' Yale University Press, 1865).
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Readiﬁg Sein und Zeit as existentialist,.Or.reading
later Herdegger comments about technology-back into‘Sein:
und Zeit, could lead one to misinterpreting this.work as

being either hostile or indifferent to science and the.

' 'ideal_of-spientifio'philosophy.; Indeed, the standard - . -

‘interpretation of Heidegger until about 10 years ago held
that he was anti—eoientific. This was the case even though
some commentators, many of whom had access .to Heldegger

or to his early lecture courses, recognlzed as soon as

Sein und  Zeit was published that Heidegger's aim was to’
‘construct.a-scieotific philosophy.z ‘Yet others, such .as

P8ggeler, were able to see this later, ih:the l9605'dﬁ@'

early 1970s, despite all of the misinterpretations ihlthe o

'lSec, for example,_Rlchardson,.“Heidegger'e'criF
thue of Scmence. IR ‘

See Georg MlSCh Lebensphllosophle und Phanomeno—_z-

 10§1€, Eine Auseinandersetzung der Diltheyschen Richtung
"mit Heidegger und Husserl 3. Auflage (Stuttgart B. G.
‘Teubner, 1967). -Misch's book is a.reprint of articles -
from the Philosophische Anzeiger of 1929-30. ‘Misch ‘states
Ap. 2): "«Ich glaube den Weg entdeckt zu. haben, auf wel-

chem .die Philosophie sich zum Rang-einer ev1denten Wlsscn—'?

schaft ergeben muss»: dieses Fichte-Wort k#nnte sich Hei-
" degger aneignen."  P&ggeler notes ("Heidegger Heute") that
Misch's view was (p. 17): "Heidegger sel der rechte Werk|
- meister, der die Phildsophie zur Wissenschaft machen wollg.
See .also Franz Muth, Edmund Husserl und Martin Heidegger
in ihrer Phanomenologle und Weltanschauung (Temeswar I.:
Schwdbische Verlags-Aktiengesellschaft, 1931}, where Muth
claims -of Sein und Zeit that (p. 9): ."Das Ziel dieser
. Schrift ist dem’ Fortschrltt der Phllosophle als Wissen-
';schaft zu dienen. :
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literature L HoWeﬁer} lt was only with the publlcatlon
of early Heldegger texts 1n the 197052 that Heidegger's
V1ews of"’ the relatlon of phllosophy to 'science have come

to ‘be. recognlzed malnly ln artlcles 1n Engllsh examining

the texts leading to SEIh und Zelt

- -

The earliest Heidegger texts were clearly inter-

ested in problems %g loglc and SCLence, ‘and dlscu551on

i_of these texts following thelr refpubllcatlon‘as_Frﬂhe

'stohriften'in 1972 drewfattention to this'interest.,'Tp Kisiel

wrote that the young Dr .. Heldegger was 1nterested in. the

’ phllosophy of SCLence,3; J. Caputo stated that at the time

. the problems of the foundations of:mathematics and logic;"

of his Habllltatlonsschrlft Heldegger was 1nterested "in

4

~D. F. Krell noted that Heidegger's criticism of Jaspers .

) lSee P&ggeler, Denkweg, p : "Wie fir Husserl,
" so ist auch flir den jungen -’ Heldegger Phﬂnomenologle Ur-
sprungsw1ssenschaft, Wissenschaft mit einer »radikalen(
Tendenz See also P8ggeler's Philosophie und Politik
‘bei-Heidegger, P 73: "4Sein und Zeit» sollte dann eine
“Wissenschaft vom' 'Sein als solchem, seinen Mogllchkelten

"'und Abwandlungen» wenn nicht geben, so doch vorbereiten.

';_ 217-234:

- {suz, 230)
2See p- 4-5, above.
3Theodore Kisiel, "On the Dimensions of a Pheno-

menology -0f Science in Husserl and the Young Dr. Heidegger,"
-Journdl -of thé British Society for Phenomenology 4 (1973),

: 4J‘ohn‘D‘.’.C‘Japuto, "Phenomenoleogy, Mysticism and

'7thé‘}Gramatica Speculativa': A Study of.Heidegger's

. 'Habilitationsschrift'," Journal of the British Society
‘for Phencmenology 5 (1874), 101-117, see p. 104.
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in the early 1920s was based on what Heidegger saw as a

lack of rigorous method in Jaspers;llH. Seigfried has
claimed that "Heidegger, like Husserl, afgues in Being

and Time that philosophy has to give up random speculation
and become a rigorous écienc ;"2 and several text's have {\,,
noted the influence of Hussej}\on the early Heideyger and

have attempted to understand the early texts in terms of

this influence.3 Once the Gésamtausgabe started appearing,

3

v ) lDavid Farrell Krell, "Toward Sein und Zeit: Hei-
degger's Early Review (1919-21) of Jaspers 'Psychologie
der~Weltanschauungen'," Journal of the British Society

for Phenomenclogy 6 (1975), 147-156. See also Krell's
"The Heidegger-Jaspers Relationship,” Journal of the British
Society for Phenomenclogy 9 (1978}, 126-129.

L

2Hans Seigfried, "Phenomenology, Hermeneutics and
Poetry," Journal of the British Society for Phenomenology
10 (1979), 94~100, see p. 95. See also two other articles
by Seigfried: “Déscriptive Phenomenology and Construc-
tivism," Philosophy and Phenomenclogical Research 37 (1976),.
248-261, and "Heidegger Longest Day: Being and Time and -/
the Sciences." & :

3See H. Pietersma, "Husserl and Heidegger," Philo-
sophy and Phenomenological Research 40 (1979), 194-211;
Jacgues Taminiaux, "Remargques sur Heidegger et les Recherches
Logiques de Husserl," in Le Regard et 1'excédent (La Haye:
Martinus Nijhoff, 1977), 156-182; George Ghanotakis, "Hei-
degger's Fundamental Phenomenclogy;" Theodore J. Kisiel
"Science, Phenomenology, and the Thinking of Being" in
Joseph J. Kockelmans and Theodore J. Kisiel, Phenomenology
and the Natural Sciences (Evanston: Northwestern Univer-
sity Press, 1970), 167-18B3; Roderick Stewart, "The Pro-
blem of Logical Psychologism for Husserl and the Early

Heidegger," Journal of the British Society for Phenomeno-
log¥ 10 (1979), 184-193; Timothy J. Stapleton, "Husserlian
Themes in Heidegger: The Basic Problems of Phenomenclogy,"
Philosophy Today 27 (!983), 3-17; J. N. Mohanty, “Con-
sciousn¢ss and Existence: Remarks on the Relation between

Husserl/ and Heidegger," Man and Worldll (19781}, .324-335,

;

.
S I R
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with the lecture courses and some other jtexts from thé

%

1920s, the impression that Heidegger, fas faVorably inteff.

ested in science increased. Som ave even attempted to

link Heidegger to.more recent philbsophy of scienée,-with
not always verffconvincing reéﬁlts.l It has become no
longer particularly Surprisiqg tb state that the young
Heidegger wanted to construct a scientific philosophy;.‘
Several articles in the last few.years have noted -~
Heidegger's favorable views in the 1920s towards scien;
tific philosophy. None, however, has yet assembled the_
véfious texts and attempted to state'éoﬁbretely what Hei- .
- ‘ : .

degger thought a scientific philosophy would look like.
No oné has attempted to explain Heideéger's moves in Sein .
und Zeit and other texts in relation to hfs désire to make
ﬁhilésophy scientific. One reasoh for «this’ lack is the
scope of the task and the fact that not all relevant texts
have yet been published. %pother is the well~-founded sus-
bicion that there are problems with ﬂeidegger's view of
scientific philosophy. It ié not the aim of ‘this thesis

<;_ Lsee Seigfried's' comment {(in note 1, page 7, above)
on Heldegger and Feyerabend, Hanson, Kuhn, etc. Joseph
Rouse also attempts to link Heidegger with Kuhn. See Rouse's

"Kuhn, Heidegger, and Scientific Realism," Man and World
14 (1981), 269-290. ' ‘

rd g ’




go deeply into-tﬁese problems.  iﬁéfead,_the‘aim-is to
show concretely how Heiaggge: ﬁhoﬁght_a science of being
could'befcqnstruEted thrbugh the -use bf th? pheﬁpmené—
logical metheod.

0.4 Outline of the thesis

The first step in'determining how -Heidegger's pro-

Ject in Sein und Zeit an&ithe other Marburg works can fit
into the framework of sciéntific philosophy is to see what

that project is. ‘ -
' Chapter_l, therefore, deals with Heidegger's .con-
‘cepﬁion‘of_philésophy. For Heidegger, philosophy is onto-
logy, the study of being. This is true both historicaily
and thematically. K Ontolegy is possiblé only if the onto-
loéicdl-diffe;ence {thé‘difference between being ahd beings)
zis'reéqghized. -Ontologf, héwever, has ontic roots: ‘if
is grounded in a particuiér being, namely man {of “Dasein")f
Ontology must Study‘Dasein, because it is in Dasein's | |
undérstanding of being that ontology’'s object (nameiy,
‘being) is given. Being is given as thg‘horizon of under-
standin§ of all beings, and Dasein“érupd¢fétéﬂding o%-bging
is the condition of possibili‘ty‘df-a'l'l D‘a:sle_.i-n.'s be;ha\.?ior-."
The study of Dasein aiﬁs at discovgginéLth;-mékéé‘posf_
;ible fhe being of this‘beingg- Tﬁis sﬁudy-chcl§deé thati'

temporality 'is what makes a being Suéhfas\Désein-possiblé.



since tempofality.ﬁakes Dasein possible, and Daséin is
essentially an understanding of being, time (although not
time as ofdiﬁaril§ understood) must be the horizon for

any. understanding of being. Ontology, then, has as its -
“task the working out of the temporal structure of being

and of the various modifications and derivations of being.

The problem examined after Chapter 1 is how this
project can be handled scientifically. Chapters 2, 3, o
and 4 deal with the nature of science and the relation
éf SCienﬁific‘philosophy to other discipliﬁes.‘

Chapter 2 examines Heidegger's view of science.
The“ipteresﬁing question .to ask about science, in Hei-
deg@ef'S‘Qpinion; is‘thé guestion aé to how science ori-
éinatesa 'Sciencé,ffor Heideggér,‘is a human act;}ity,
however, sci%pée is not the kind éf activity that man ox-
dihafily ghéagés'iﬁ;f Méﬁ 1”Dqsein"5,is ordinarily com-
pleteiy:éngfbsgéd in'gis”projeéts and in the objeéts of
.the‘worla{',Sciéﬁcé,rdn‘ﬁhe other hand, consists of a dis-
engaged viewingJOf the'worid and of an attempt to con-

' StrUcf'Conéépts ghd\théofies baséd on this disengaged
Viéwing,..fo move frbﬁ'man's ordinary experience of the
'Qéfldjfd‘gcienti;ic research and knowledge requires a change
iin'han's rélati6n:t6Z£he‘WOgld. Things must be viewed

~as mgrely'preéent.(vorhanden) rather than as handy (zu-
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handen). But, more 1mportantly, the thlngs thus v1ewed
must become objects for research through a partlcular ac-
tion taken by man, namely; through "objectlflcatron.

In objectification, a béing already given in everyday ex-.

perience 1is expliéitlyﬁprojected‘updt the horizon from

N -
4

which it is already. understdod This horizon, which Hei- =
degger maintains is 1tself already present 1p ordlnary
experlencef is the belng ‘of the being. Once the nature‘
cf the object dealt with by the'SCience'is-determiued,-
that object (actually more a class of ohjeets).can‘hecoﬁe
the theme for research. Seieutists then'investigate theh
object using a method derived from the nature of the bh—
ject of that particular science. |

In Chapter 3, sc1ent1f1c phllosophy is dlstln—
guished from other d15c1p11nes. Sc1ent1f1c phrlosophy
will be like other sciences in that it will be constltuted‘
through an act of objectification. But because its ob]ect
is different, it will differ radlcally from all other'
sciences. All other sciences (which 521deggcr calls "posi-
tive sciences") posit, or presuppose, the existence of
their objects, while philosophy does not presuppose any-
thing. Heidegger also distinguishes scientifie philesephy‘
from other disciplines which might be passed off as philo-

sophy. All of these supposed philosophies--Weltanschau-



2
ungsphllosophle; psychologlsm in loglc, and even Husserllan
phenomenology-—make the ba51c mlstake of turnlng phllo—‘l
'sophy 1nto a posltlve SC1ence.- Whlle for Heldegger, phllo—i
‘sophy must become scientific, it must do so"in such a. way
nthat it retains itstphllosophro nature as the screhce,of"
being. | |
: Chapter 4.discussee the need for 5ciehtific philof
_sophy. In bart'this ie'the_heed tO'groend-and onify'all
scientific knowledge.- anh p051t1ve science dlscusses

Q
a reglon of belng ‘P051t1ve sc1ences, however, are nelther

.se]£ grOundlng nor can they explaln how the disparate know—'
hledge they reveal fits together. Hlstorlcally phllosophy
has performed the role of groundlng and unlfylng knowledgef’
“Grounding 1nd1v1dual sc1enccs through reglonal ontologles,
however, presupposes a general ontology_whlch aske the
questlon of the meanlng of being. Eveﬂ more imoortantl

than phllosophy =S role in groundlng and unlfylng know—'
tledge is its own task of. worklng out the meanlng of belng
Man lS essentlally hls understandlng of oelng,_and the
'belng questlon 1tsel£ is. thus{ as Kant 1nd1cated located
';iln man's very nature. For Heldegger, there is no act1v1ty
more Qorthﬁhile and”eore hhmah than'raisihg the'questionkj_
.of belng ‘But raising the questlon is dlfflcult. There

‘15 a constant danger of phllosophy s falllng into sophlsm
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1f the being-question is to be properly raised, it must’

be ralsed 1n a 501ent1f1c .Way.

The last two chapters dlSCUSS the object and method
ief;eeientlf;c philosophy.

| Cﬁapﬁef 5.sths'how Heidegéer hopes to make being'
'the object for ‘a-science. As Was-shOWn'in.Chaptef.Z for

_Heldegger a science conetltutes 1tse1f 1n the. act of ob-

jectlflcatlon Somethlng prev1ously glven is exp11c1t1y

,prOJected upon the hor;zon in whlch 1t is glven. _For belngs,

1

thls meahs prOJectlng them upon their belng However,

the objectlflcatlon of belng ltSElf poses specmal dlffl—

cultles, Belng 15 glven in everyday experlence,_but not
4explicitlye Instead 1t is glven lndlrectly ag the horizon
of the’experlences we have.; Because belng is glven 1nd1r—

ectly, it:ié‘particularly:hard to dlscover-the horizon

within whigh ‘it is given.: It would seem one way to attempt
t o .

to discover this horizon would be.td find a direct giving -

of being and then £Oaseekﬁﬁhe‘ﬁorizon. Heideggep‘attempts
this in'part.'-In‘anxiety before death, as Dasein'sees c

’ the’nothinQness of the world,ubeiﬁg‘is reﬁealed‘tolit.

By examiﬁihg'the Dasein which is authéentically resolute,

Heidegge;ldiscevers that temporality is'the'ho;izon in ’

o which-the-érticﬁlated‘care-eﬁructure (i.e., Dasein's being)

is- intelligible. . Time is thus the horizon £6r the under-



,-l2‘4f. '“_l )

stahding of being. With this discovery, the Way to ob-
jectify'being is clear. Being itself, its modifications

and derivafions must be explicitly projected upon'time.‘

Thé work(;ﬁound Sein und Zeit attempts, then, to perform
the fi;ét‘baéic'act.to make philosophy scientific. It.
attempts to objedtify.being. Once béing is objectifiéﬁ,_‘
phileosophic réséarch can proceed. This‘research willICOn;
sist of‘showing the temporal nature of.thé va;idusvaspecﬁs
"of being. | , _
Chapter 6 deals with the ﬁethod of ;éientif;c,philq—
-sdphy; For Heidegger, éhe methoa of a_sciéqéeerSt_béin
dgr%Ved from its;objeét; the hethod;must be ap?ropriafe‘

to its ijec%._“The abprdpfiate‘methqd fo; antolbéynis-
'phegémenology. Phenomenology cah_best-be-ﬁﬁderstobd:by
looking at the Greek roots of the term. Thesenéhbw'fhéﬁ
phenomenology is a term which indicatés a-descrgptive'ﬁéthbd‘.j

which lets phenomena show themselves from themselves:

.
'

- There is bné-objectfwhich is pérﬁiéuléply appropriate fon‘
this wﬁy of treating things. Phenomenolecgy should make.
what is hidden, yet present everywhere unthematicallyf

show ifself{ ' Only what-is fundamentally hidden really

*
.

requires the phénomenological-methdd. .Phehoménology thus -
will be the deséription of being since it is being which,
by serving as the horizon of all understanding.of beings,

is always given and yet hidden.  Being must:be‘made visible.
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. This: requires that the ontological difference be recog—

,nized ' Heidegger calls the recognition of this difference,l

‘the looking away from being and look‘towards being, the -

"phenomenoloqical reduction.“: The reduction, however,

is merely a step to the two central parts of the phenomeno~

]

. Jogical method Phenomenological construction w1ll reveal

-, the. structures of being and being s, relation to time.

Phenomenological destruction will ensure that phenomeno—

logical concepts have the proper clarity by de?structuring

the unrecognized prejudices we have built into our con-

‘ception'of being.

ln the final section of the thesis, the‘Conclusion,
the resnltslof the investigation into Heidegger's idea
of Scientific philosophy will be resumed and an.assessment
willibe‘nade of the problems with this position. The main

problem with the position is the possibility of an equi-

vocation in the use. of the term'"science." "If science
has the structure Heidegger attributes to it, and 1if philo~
~ Sophy becomes scientific by taking on this structure, then

the object of philosophy must be capable of being "ob]ec—

tified." However, it is not clear if a horizon——being——

'is capable of being explicitly viewed. 'Heidegger himself

1doubts this and later denies philosophy is SCientific.

POSitive'SCience and philosophy are radically different

’
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In the Marburg period, this means their objects are different.

Later, it means their structures are different. -




CHAPTER 1l: - PHILOSOPHY

1.1 Pphilosophy as ontology

The'firét stépliﬁAunderstandingTHeidegger's at-

tempt to create a scientific philesophy in the Marburg

.period'is-to examine his idea of philosophy at that 'time.

Philosophy for Heidegger is ontology--the study

1

-of being. Heideégger claims' that this is historically sim- '

ply a fact. All great philosophers since the time of the

A

Greeks have understood the central question of philosophyv

as the question'bf being.l However, even if this'were

lSee GP, 15: "Wir.behaupten nun: Das Sein ist
das echte und einzige Thema de=r Philosophie. Das ist keine
Erfindung von uns, sondern diese Themenstellung wird mit
dem Anfang der Philosophie in der Antike lebendig und wirkt

_sich in der grandiosten Form in der Hegelschen Logik aus."
"See also GP, 16: "Dass sich im Grunde alle grossen Philo-
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neot an histéficalvfgct,'Hé?dégger'believeS'that there is
a being-question which_is central for human knowledge.
"He ‘often quotes Aristot¥e that there is a_sciéncé which
"asks about being qua being, and which Aristotle calls first
.philosophy.l Heidegger wants to identify phiiosophy wiéﬁ
this question about the meaning of being.

Heidegger admits that this guestion may seem un-
important, vague, too general and lost in the fog. 2 He
even indicates that some may claim w1th justlflcatlon that

“'philosophy has run out of questlons if. thlS ‘is what Lt

sophien seit der Antike mehr oder minder ausdriicklich als
Ontologie verstehen und als solche 51ch selbst gesucht
‘haben, l#sst sich historisch zeigen.

lSee MAL, 12. Heidegger also likes another quote
from Aristotle which states that the question asked from
long ago and which is ever posed anew is the question of
being (see GP, 19). P&ggeler notes (Denkweg, 17) that
"Das Denken Martin Heideggers entzldndet sich an einer Frage,
die in einer einzigartigen und ausschliesslichen Weise
die Leitfrage der abendldndischen Metaphysik ist, an der
Frage 11 td bv; Was ist das Seiende, das Seiende in seinem
Sein? Das Seiende als Seiendes, es in seinem Sein zu fas-
sen, das ist die Aufgabe.der Persten Wissenschaft«, der
Metaphysik. Flr diese gilt der Satz des Aristoteles:
»Das Seiende wird in mehrfacher Weise gesagt.4" See also
F.-W. von Herrmann, Subjekt und Dasein (Frankfurt: Vit-
torio Klostermann, 1974), p. 24. '

2

See S%, 9,°PG%Z, 186, and GP, 21. .
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. . 1. o A :
-wants to talk about. ; However; such cr1t1c1sms=are re-—

jected; In Sein und Zeit they are referred to as pre—‘

judices.z ‘The three central prejudlces are that belng
is. the most general concept,.ls undeflnable, and is self;
ev1dent. Heldegger admlts the flrst two whlle denylng
the'third. however, in hls adm1551on he-p01nt5gto the

ihportancelof'the beingequestion'as-the qdestionfabout

I ]

' what 1s most general and what lies behlnd everythlng whlch

"15 (and thus is 1ncapable of deflnltlon by reference to_'.

SN

somethlng hlgher or more general) : Belng, as’ what lleS_

beyond any partlcular.ex1st1ng th;ng,;rs whatnisfmost_;n.f;,

need’ of 1nvestlgatlon

Heldegger clalms that the necessary prerequlslte

for the lnvestlgatlon of belng is the recognltlon of what”

he refers to.as the ontologlcal dlfference._§ The onto—

{kSee ‘David Farrell Krell “A .Discussian of Hei-
degger s Marburg Lectures, .Résearch. in Phenomenology 10
(1980), 208-234. See partlcularly p. 220 where 'Krell

quotes from GP, 399, that “der Philosophie die Problemeyr '

ausgegangen'sihd'”-

) 2See SZ, 2-4. . In GP, 18-19, Heldegger spoaks of -
dogma rather ‘than prejudlce.- ‘He says "dass sich ein bis
heute unbestrittenes Dogma in der Philosophie breit machen
konnte: Sein- ist der ‘einfachste und selbstverstdndlichste
Begriff; er ist einer Bestimmung weder f#hig noch beddrf-
tig.®". . S :,-"_- 1*';; _.?,-, .

3

" L]

chend klaren Vollzuges diesér Unterscheidung. von Sein und
Seienden und domnach mit der: Mogllchkelt des Vollzuges

See GB, 322: "Mlt der Mogllchkelt eines hinrei-
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ildgical diffe:encelis'thE'difﬁerence between being (Sein).

" and beings (Seiendén),'-

Beings (Seiendén) ére'anything of which we can

- say, in éne way or anothef{ "it is."l Rocks, plants and
animals, tables and chairs are all beings. Sounds are
beings. Artworks are beings. Geometric figures and num-
‘bersrare beings. idéas are beings.2 The term "being"

{(Seiendes) appears to be used to indicate what, in pheno-

menological terms, would be called the intentum of an in- .

tentional act, i.e., what intentional acts are directed
towards. Thus beings do not have to actually exist in
order to be called beings: Even haliucinations count as
beings.3

des WUbkrschritts von der ontischen Betrachtung des Sei-
enden zur ontologischen Thematisierung des Seins steht
und fdllt die M8glichkeit der Ontologie, d.h. der Philo-
" sophie als Wissenschaft."” See also MAL, 193, where Hei-

‘degger maintains that: “Dieser Unterschied ist es, der
-‘allererst so etwas wie Ontologie ermdglicht."

. lSee_PGZ, 195: ngiendes oder seiend nennen wir
" vieles und vieles in vérschiedenem_Sinne. Seiend ist in
‘gewissem ‘Sinne alles, wovon wir reden, was wir meinen,
woZUu wir uns verhalten, und wenn auch nur als zu einem
‘Unzugdnglichen, alles, wozu wir beziehungsmdssig sind und
alles das, was und wie wir selbst sind."

2

3Heidegger discusses the perception of halluci-
nations in his analyses of the phenémenological concept
-of intentionality. See PGZ, 38-40, and GP, 84-85.

7

“See GP, 18, for one of Heidegger's lists of beings.

o
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4 : 1
Being itself, however, is not a being. But al-
though being is not a thing or a concept, it is not no-
thing at all.2 Being manifests itself, i.e., man exper-
iences being and has an understanding of being. The pro-
blem with arriving.at a clear concept of being is not that . f‘
being is nothing, nor that it is something simple and elemen-
tarya3 Being manifests iﬁseif in so many ways--as groundy as -
existence ahd‘éséenbe, a%ztruth; as different regioﬁsd-—that

it is difficult to understand what gives unity to these multiple

o

lSee Sz, 6: "Das Sein des Seienden »ist« nicht

selbst ein Seiendes. Der erste philosophische Schritt

im Verstdndnis des Seinsproblems besteht darin., -nicht
*udBdv tivae Sinyeigbar, Dkeine Geschichte erzdhlend, d.h. Sei-
endes' als Seiendes nicht durch Ritckffihrung zuf ein an-
deres Seiendes in seiner Herkunft zu bestimmen, glelch
als hdtte Sein den Charakter eines m&glichen Selenden

See also GP, 109.

‘ESee GP, 18: "... Unter Sein kann ich mir zundchst
nichts denken. Andererseits steht ebenso sehr fest:- Wir-
denken das’ Sein stdndig."”

See GP, 318: "Der Begrlff des Seins ist ganz
und gar nicht einfach und ebensowenig selbstverstdndlich.
Der Sinn .von Sein ist der verwickelste, und der Grund des
Seins ist dunkel." See .also PGZ, 406, and MAL, 192.

_4At MAL, '193-194, Heidegger states: "Der allge-
"meine Titel 'Sein' umschliesst diese vier Grundprobleme:
1. die ontologische Differenz, 2. die Grundartikulation
des Seins, 3. der veritativen Charakter des Seins, 4.
‘die Reglonalltﬁt des Seins und-die Einheit der Idee des
Seins." See also GP, 321, ‘which contalns basically the
same list.




manifestations.l
Heidegger emphasizes that being (Sein) 1is alwayé

the being of a being (Sein eines Seienden). Being {Sein),

however, in its various manifestations, appears as what

‘is earlier than beings: being 1s the apriori.2 Being

is- earlier than beings in the nature of things, not be-

cause it is known earlier. It is earlier because 1t serves

\

as the ground of beings, or as what makes the appearance

w

lThe problem of the unity of being in the face
of its manifold manifestations was one of Heidegger's
ecarliest concerns. See "Mein Weg in die Phdnomenologie,"
in 78D, 81. See also P&ggeler, Denkweg, p. 46: "Am An-
fang des Denkweges von Heidegger steht die Leitfrage der
Metaphysik: Was ist das Seiende? Wie ist das Seiende
in seinem Sein zu fassen? Wenn das Seiende in seinem Sein
in mannigfacher Weise sagbar ist; wie ist dann die Ein-
heit der mannigfachen Bedeutungen von »Sein( zu denken?"
See also GP, 247, where Heidegger talks of "... das lei-
tende Problem der Frage nach der Mannigfaltigkeit der Seins-
weisen und der Einheit des Seinsbegriffes” {italics re-
moved). See alsc GP, 170. :

2

i -“See GP, 27: t"Srhon frilth in der Antike sah man,

dass das Sein und seine Bestimmtheiten dem Seienden in -

Gewisser Welse zugrundeliegen, ihm vorangehen, ein mp6Tepov,
.'ein Friiheres sind. Die terminologische Bezeichnung fdr

diesen Charakter der Vorgingigkeit des Seins vor dem Sei-
enden ist der Ausdruck apriori, Aprioritdt, das Frdher.
Das Sein ist als Apriori frilher als das Seiende."

see MAL, 185: "Das Sein ist mpétepov nicht als
Tpérepov Tpdg Apdg, nicht in dem Sinne, dass es als solches

von uns friher erkannt wird als das Seiende. ... In der
Ordnung des Erfasstwerdens ist ... das Sein nicht das
Frither, sondern das Spiiteste. Und doch ist es ein Friher

é#0ce1 ... es ist von sich her frither."
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of beihgs possible:’ Philosophic knowledge is apriori

knowledge beCéuse in bhilosophy the épriori,'the-ground

" of what is_of‘the condition of possibility of things being -

3

as they,are,-is studied.-
Philosophy, then, is the study ofrbeihg;'where
being‘(Sein) itsélf hu} }ge understood‘n0£ aé a being
(Seiendes)i but rathei as what grounds beings and makes
their appeafance-possible. Philosophy,is_the study of

being in a double sense. It.is the study of what unites

the manifold manifestations of being as wéll as the étudy'

of the modifications and derivations of this central meaning

-1

of being.2

lHeidegger notes that as in Kant, for himself

. (GP, 461): "Apriori heisst ... das, was Seiendes als
" Seiendes in dem, was und wie es ist m&glich macht."
2

See 54, 35, where Heidegger says that for him
phenomenology studies "das Sein des Seienden, seinen Sinn, -
seine Modifikationen und Derivate." See also GP, 24,

where Heidegger speaks of the "Problem der m&glichen
Modifikation des Seins und die Einheit: seiner Vielfdltig-

keit" (italics removed); SZ, 230, where he talks of "einer
Wissenschaft vom Sein als solchen, seinen M8glichkeiten
und Abwandlungen...."; GP, 170, where Heidegger Speaks

of "Die Frage nach der m#glichen Mannigfaltigkeit des
Seins und damit zugleich die nach der Einheit des Begriffs
von Sein Uberhaupt ..."; and GP, 247, which speaks of

L -

tigkeit der Seinsweisen und der Einheit des Seinsbeqgriffes

das leitende Prgblém der Frage nach der Mannigfal- =~
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1.2 ‘Priority of the Subject

—Héiaeéger noteé that throughout the history. of
philosophy;.fhe study of being has pushed one particular
:béihgﬁ—mah~;info the center of the investigation.® This
(coﬁceﬁt:ation on the_subject;was present even in the an-
'cienﬁ pé}igd, éfio} to the importance given to consciousness
éinée tHe.tiﬁe'of_Descqrtes.2 Heidégger appfoves of-this-
cﬁgcentréﬁibn;3 although? as we shall see, he believes
 tﬁa£‘aQ‘e§sential pdinf'has beeﬁ missed in philosophy's
:”dealinq.with”the sﬁbject. |
. The study of being (Seini is, according to Heidegger,

',always referred to beings (Seienden) becauée'being is always

1See GP, 103-104: ”Alle PhllOSOphle, wie immer

sie das“Sub]ekt"auffasst und ins Zentrum der philoso-
" ‘phischen .Untersuchung stellt, rekurriert bei der Aufklidrung
der ontologlschen Grundphanomene auf Seele, Geist, Bewusst—
sein, Subjekt, Ich ..." See also MAL, 19.
_ 2See Gp, 171, where Heldegger says."dass in der
4 antlken Ontologie; die zwar primir am Vorhandenen orien-
~tiert ist, doch wuxn,voDc,Aéyog,cwn,Bfo y Seele, Vernunft,
‘Leben’ im weltesten Slnne, bekannt sind. See also GP,
318-319: "Wir- sahen im Verlauf der Betrachtungen, dass
_durchganglg in der Phllosophle, auch da, wo sie scheinbar
primdr und e1n21g Ontologie der Natur ist, der Riickgang.
“auf den chc, ‘den Geist, die yuxh, die Seele, den iéyoc,
die Vernunft, die res cogitans, das Bewusstsein, das Ich,
den ‘Geist vollzogen wird,--dass sich.an diesem Seienden
T alle Aufkldrung des Seins in irgendeinem Sinne orientiert."

3He says (GP, 220) that in it lies "ein echter Im-
‘petus philosophischen Fragens." At MAL, 19, he says that
“"der Sachgehalt des Grundproblems selbst und einzig fordert
diesen” Kampfplatz, macht das menschliche Dasein selbst
A dlesem ausgezeichneten Feld."
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the being of albeing (Seiﬁ eines Seiendén). Thus if we
are to investigate thé‘ﬁeaning of béing we ﬁus£ examine
some particular being in regard to its being.. Being (Sein)
itself can be approached only through fhis examination
of.a'parﬁicular being.l Heldegger believes that there
is ‘one particular being which has a priority.ove: all
others as the most appropriate to investigate;' This beiﬁg
is man. Man negesSarily falls into the being-question |
for-three_reasons. ‘

| First, man has an ontic priority over all other
beings: This priority comes from the way man is. 'Mah
"exists." Existence means that man has ah undérstaqdiﬁg
of being and is concerned about his own/péiqg.z ‘if‘we are .
searchiﬁg for a particular being‘ﬁq_inyestigate in'order to ar-

rive at the meaning of being; wé_éhould choose that being'which

~

lRobert Brisart, "Présence et Etre," claims that
for Heidegger (p. 56): "le retour & la subjectivité du
sujet n'a d'autre exigence que celle du‘dét¢ur par le
chemin qui méne a la question de 1'étre; ce chemin ...
est .celul de la tradition ..." He then links the analysis
of man (Dasein) in Sein und Zeit to Heideégger's call for -
a. destruction {(de-construction) of the philosophical tra-
dition. However, as we shall see (in Chapter 6), this
is not correct. For Heidegger in the Marburg period, the
analysis of the subject.is required if access is to be
gained to being.

25ee sz, 12-13.

.
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"u‘understands belng and is 1nterested 1n the questlon. ".‘A
‘Second, .man has an ontologlcal prlorlty over all:
other beings.l- Man is hlmself ontologlcal He understands

.

'belng and asks about 1t.” If phllosophy con51sts of worklng.
_out the meanlng of belng, then 1t is necessary to deter—
'mlne how the questlon of Being arlses .ThlS amounts to:'
asklng "how belng s glven 51nce the being- questlon pre;u
supposes that belng is ng.ven‘2 Belng, however, 1s grven
to man. and the belng guestion. 1s a questlon asked by -man.
It is thus necesSary for ontology to examlne man 1£ we'
are to understand the nature of the belng questlon 1t—f

| Third man'has a prlorlty in the belhg ouestron,-Al

because he is the OntlL ontologlcal condltlon of the pos—

¢s1b111ty of all ontologles 3 Belng 1s glven to man alone,."

and it-is man who asks the questlon of bE1ng_~/fiigg "is®"

'See 82, 12-13, and cp, 318-319.. . .. . .

‘ QSee'PGZ; 193: "Dik -Seinsfrage fragt nach dem .
Sein. Was heisst Sein° Die Antwort 1autet formal:  Sein
besagt das und das. Die ‘Frage sucht eine Antwort, die
etwas im Fragen selbst ‘schon 1rgendw1e mit Vorgegebenes
bestimmt. Die Frage ‘ist eine- sogenannte Bestimmuhgsfrage.

Nicht gefragt ist, ob es so etwas wie Sein - ﬁberhaupt gibt,
sondern gefragt ist, ‘was damit. gemelnt 1st, was darunter
verstanden ist, ndmlich unter- 'Sein'. ' Wenn so. nach. dem
Sinn von Sein gefragt - w1rd wind Seln, das zu ' be&timmen
"ist, in gewisser Weise schon .verstanden, in gewisser Weise,
~d.h. hier im Slnne olnes ganz .unbestlmmten Vorverstdnd=
nlsses et :

1

. see sz, 13: ""Das Dasein hat ....den dfitten Vor-
. rang als cntisch- ontologlsche Bodlngung der M8glichkeit
+aller Ontoclogien." : . .

rs
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l only so -long as man.is.} :But-man,-as long_ae he:ekists;
'  undefstands notfoniylnis own'being}but¢elso the being of

7all-non—hnman -bei'nq's'..'2 Man.thue is the‘condition of pos-

551b111ty of, all ontologles——not just tho general study

: of belng but’ also the study of the various, reglons of belng

1.3 Daseln-t-
o 'Acoording to Heidegger}‘then,'philosophy'is onto-
logy and ontology must necessarlly study man._ But'in'the

: Marburg,perlod Holdegger attompts to av01d u51ng the term

"man." Instead, when referring to human belngs, he says

"Dasein® (existence)tBi L . S

. lSee, for example, S7, 183: "Sein aber ‘'ist’ :nur
mu_lm Verstehen des Seienden, zu dessen Sein so. etwas wie
SelnsverstAndnls gehort " S7Z, 212: "Allérdings nur. so-
lange Dasein ist, das hElSSt die ontische M8glichkeit von
Selnsversténdnls, 'gibt es' Sein;" S%, '230: "Sein--nicht
Seiendes--'gibt .es’' nur, sofern Wahrhéit ist.. Und sie:
ist .nur, sofern und solange Dasein ist;" GP, 23% - "Sein
"gibt es' nur in der spezifischen Ersc¢hlossenheit, die
das Verstehen von Sein’ charakterisiert;" GP, 25: "Sein
gibt es nur, wenn Wahrheit, d:h. 'wenn Dasein'existiert;"
" MAL, 194: "Sein 'ist' nicht, sondern Seln gibt es,- Sofern
. Dasein existiert." 7 o ‘ .
24 .- T ' : :
See " S57Z, 13. B ) Lo .

. 31n the lecture courses the’term "man" (Mensch),

is used much more freely than in- Sein und Zeit:

Von Herrmann notes -a certain ambiguity in theé term
"Dasein" (sece Subjekt und 'Dasein, 21-22). "Daseln,"'he .
-notes, refers both to human beings (a Seiendes) and to
the human way of being (as a "reiner Seinsausdruck").
This amblgulty should not, however, affect the'diSCﬁSSion_'
~which follows - . " ‘ '

1

- - . -
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..The term "Dasein™ (translated by Fr.'RicharHeoﬁ'
_-as "There—being, but generally left untranslated) is

- chosen to emphasize’ man’ s-relatlon to'belng.. Man is re-

~lated to being ih‘his.very_esseoce through his undefstaﬂdiﬁglﬁ

N e

’of being;.the undetstanding"of being definee‘Deselnlz
The_teletioh bet@éen Daeeih‘end beiog is hot; bo@é;ér}
'one—eldedf ‘Belog-le gi§ehIoﬁlf:tolbesein-eodﬁonly-ee:long o
as Dassin is.’ N

_Eeinélie'givee ln Daseio's'uodetstendiogfoflbeingf"
(Seiheferstéodnis).n This dndetstanding is ootrthemeticf
or- expllc1t, and for thls reason is called “pre ontolo—'
gloal. l For ‘the most part Daseln is not at all aware of
lte'uhderstandlng of oelng,,and lt.tends.to,completelﬁ '
-overlookithe'oeing—qdeetionf -

‘ Dasein'is'ocoupied_ﬁtima}ily with beingsl; éelﬁge

, o . - - o g

are alwaye availeblentoADasein)}beCauseJ as phenomeﬁology

- has shown, man ie'essentielly~charaCterized by intention-

/

' Sec Rlchardson, Through Phenomenology to. Thought,'
p. 34- 35, note 17.

-2

See MAL, 20: '"Das Verstehen von Sein ist nicht-
eine Ausstattung unter anderen, .sondern die Grundbedlngung
, der, M&gllchkelt des Daselns als solchen. :

. ,BAt MAL, 213;'Heidegger—notes thati - "Sofern Da- -
.séin existiert, sind ihm dimmer auch schon Objekte zugdng- -
lich geworden, ..." See also GP, .18: "Seiéndes vermbgen -

" wir uns jederzeit und lelcht aus 1rgende1nem Geblet vor-
.zugeben und Vorzustellen . :

5
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'aiity;l' Dasein]dcesinat-fifat exiéfzahd ﬁhen intaraCt
'wiéh_objéata. Inataad;.Dasein'is;aiways constantly direc- | -
téd tawarda.objecta, and this direcfe&ness makes Daaain‘.
what it is:_-*' | e

In Seln und Zelt,.Heideggér daes nbt'use the term .-

intentlonallty,' but 1nstead says that Dasein's belng

C s essentlally a belng in- the world 2 The'world is al—f
'ready there for Daseln, objects are always already glven,
because Dasela 1s always ou51de 1tself and occupled w1th o

objects:B. Several expreSSLQns‘are-glven to thlS struc—

‘ture Qf'Dasein}a being Qutside-itself 1ncludlng the use

of the teérm "existence" (Existenz) as Dasein's way to be:

the "ek-" in "é#iéteﬁcefuindicating‘the out51dajof—;tself

-stfucture. .
lSce GP, 90: : S verstehen das Selcnde, dem

"dle intentionalen Verhaltungen zugehdren, als basein, und
‘zwar so,.dass wir mit Hilfe des recht .verstandenen inten-
tionalen Verhaltens gerade das ‘Sein des Daseins, eine
'seiner Grundverfassungen, angemessen zu charakterisieren.
Die Verhaltungen des Daseins sind intentional, besagt,

- die’ Seinsart einer selbst, des Daseins, ist seinem Wesen
nach so, dass dieses Seiende, sofern es ist, je schon bei
‘einem Vorhandenen ‘sich aufhdlt : ' o

BN 2Actually belng in-the- ~world is a broader concept
' than 1ntentlonallty, as we shall see below.

_ 3Heldegger admlts that speaklng of Dasein' s being’
“oputside itself. is not .a particularly good way of expressing
~what he wants to say,because (MAL,‘213) "das 'schon
- draussen’ getzt voraus, es wﬂre doch irgendeinmal drinnen.
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' For Heidegéer; the-concept cf inteaticnality, crc—
-perly understood dlssclves the false problems of solip- ;
,elsm, of the- reallty of the external world and of tae
: ;subject object relatlon in general 1 Determfniag'chat
che subjecc is a dlrectedaese'means‘that‘ccjects and wdr}d
‘are alfeady giﬁen‘in.tﬁe:vefy ecruccure*cf the subject. =
Daseln dces not have to qo out51de 1tse1f to flnd-a wcrld——
as‘lntentlopalh it 1s already out51de.2

Sincé-Daseln is constantly dlrected outside itself

it is trahscehdent.7 ThlS means Daseln gocs beyond the subjec—

. tlve domaln to encounter ;things- dlfferent from it. 3 The \}m,;

lSee GP, 91;' on the mlstakes of objectlfylng and
ngSUb]OCtlEYlng lntentlcnallty See also MAL, 168.
. ] !
‘ 2J. N. Mohanty, "Consc1ousness and Existence: -
Remarks on the Relation Between Husserl, and- Heidegger,"

~-in-defending Husserl against Hcldeggeflan attacks,. states

+{p-:327): "A.truly and, radically worked out intentiondlity
the51s w1th regard to .consciousness ho more sustains and _
no less undercuts the realism- 1deal¢sm dispute. than does "
Can ex1stent1al Daselnsanalytlk In GP, Heldegger clearly-
agrees that 1f. the concept of- 1ntcntlona11ty is correctly.
- understocd, it will do as Mohanty claims, however, ‘he ac-
cuses Husserl of not hav1ng radlcally grasped the redal

meanlng of 1ntentlona11ty -

3

Sée GP, 425: "Das Daseln selbst. ist in seinem
'Seln Uberschreltend und somit gerade nicht das Immanente.
... Transzéndenz bcsagt°' sich aus einer Welt verstehen : ‘
Das basein.ist als. solches #iber sith hinaus. '
As . Robert Brisart ("Présence et Etre”) Says (p. 42):

- "L'importance: centtale accordée par Hcldegger a 1'inten- .-~
' tionalité tient:en ceci qutelle pose de maniere générale
".hla question de la transcendance, c'est- a-dire des condi- .

tions de poséablllte de 1! ouverturc au domalnc de toutc
presence ™ - -
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basiC'cdﬁdit;on fdr-DaseinVS'tfanscendence,Aana thus.what
makeg 511 of Daséinfs behé?iorl possiﬁle} is'Daséin's un-
‘derstanc.]ing'éf\being,2

Heldegger malntalns that in order for Dasein to
understand belngs as what they are, it mugt first under-

stand ‘their b_elng.3 Dasein can_encounter things as what

they are hecause it projects them upon a horizon of un-

lRather than talking of "acts of consciousness,”

Heldegger talks of the behavior or comportment (Verhalten)

of Dasein. See Timothy J. Stapleton, "Husserlian Themes
in. Heidegger. The Basic Problems of ‘Phenomenclogy."
Stapleton notes (p. 5): "That to which 'comportment' re-

fers (for example, perceiving, representing, judging,
»thinking, leving, etc.) are the same phenomena which Hus-
" serl designates as conscious acts." Although Stapleton
is referring to the 1927 text, the GP, the earlier {(1925)
. course, PGZ, makes this same point. See PGZ, 47: "Die

. Verhaltungen des Lebens nennt man auch Akte: Wahrnehmung,
Urteil, Liebe, Hass ..."

Izsee GP, 462-463: "... Alles Verhalten zu Sei-
ehdem versteht schon Sein, nicht beilfufig, sondern der-
gleich muss notwendig vorgdngig (vor-ldufig) verstanden
sein. Die M&glichkeit des Verhaltens zu Seiendem verlangt

ein vorgingiges Seinsverstdndnis ..." See also K, 23.

4 35ee GP, 100-101: "Zur Intentionalitdt der Wahr-
nehmpung gehéren nicht nur intentio und intentum, sondern
welterhin das Verstldndnis der Seinsart des im intentum
Intendierten." : :

Brisart notes. ("Présence et ftre," 45): "La
90551b111te méme de la -transcendance 1ntentlonnclle comme
mouvement d'un Wozu a un Worauf est donc des;gnee par le
sens de la direction {Richtungssinn) qui n'est rien d'autre
" que la compréhension d'une présence originairement signi-

fiée comme 1'@tre-en-présence, comme mode d'@tre de . la -
présence.” ' -
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aerstaﬁding 1 The horizon serves as the condltlon of pos-
51b111ty of thlngs appearlng ihe horlzon ls presupposed
in any human_behaVLOr:‘flt comés,liﬁ a certain way, be-
fore beings. _iAtentionaiitf,fthe‘difeétednes$”£owards
Beings,'rEquires notfﬂ#st the di}éétion‘and a being, but;
a ho;izon of understanding7which'péfﬁi£s~the bging to prg;
'seﬁt’ifselflas what it'is.2 Thé horizdn_of'understanainé-'
" of beings is their being:. being mékestpossible the éiviqg'
qf beings;B‘ ' . “ 7 ‘ ‘ f_' S T

Beings are made possible in many different ways

lDascin s understanding is characterized by what
Heidegger calls the hermeneutic as-structure, which is

essentially (8z, 159): ‘v .. das Phdnomen des ‘Yatwas als’
etwasd. Gemﬂsg dleser Struktur w1rd etwas auf etwas hln
verstanden.

2

As Stapleton notes . ("Husserlian Themes in Hei-
degger"}, this move by Heidegger means that (p. 6):

"there is a component of lntentlonallty which transcends‘
the noetic-ncematic scheme" and thus "an essential incom-
pleteness haunts the Husserlian cencept of intenticnality.

3Petra Jaeger, in Heideggers Ansatz zur Verwindung
der Metaphysik in der Epoche von 'Sein und %eit', Euro-
pidische Hochschulschriften, Reihe XX, Philosophie, Band .
20 (Frankfurt/Main: Peter Lang; Bern: Herbert Larig; 1976},
states that (p. 149): "In den Werken im Umkreis von 'Sein
und Zeit' ist das Sein der all-umfassender Horizont alles
Seienden, das transcendens schlechthin® and she notes that

{p- 1l61}): "Sein als transcendens, das 8beralle Bestlm—
mungen des Seienden Hlnausgehende, ist so in seinem Sirn-
der transcendentale Horizont. Der transcendentale Hori-

zont, oder wie wir auch sagen k&nnen, der Sinn von Sein.
zoder die Elnhelt der’ mannlgfaltlgen Bedeutung des Selns,
ist die éelt . :



" as the background out of which they present themselves T

-"das helsst auf ein ‘Ganzes von - Bedeutsamkelt s

- " farthest. from our attention; is the most latent and impli-
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dependlng upon how and what they are.lg For example, a

'tool can be encountered as a tool because we prOJect lt
upon “the horlzon of tool ness. (Zeughaftlgkelt), its belng

"In general 1nd1v1dual belngs can’ be encountered as ‘the

belngs they are only to the extent that they are prOJected

- on the horlzon of belng

Daseln s 1ntentlonal structure makes it dlfflcult
to pose the questlon of belng Daseln s actmvrty is dlrectedd
towarde bELngs,'towards what 1s‘presentéd within the.hori—“i'
'zon,fand'not towards being itself .not towards the horlzon

However, in maklng p0551ble the presentatlon of belngs,

- the horlzon itself is glven*zz It 1s glven along with belngs

as what’ they are. As a background,_it iS—not explicitly

viewed.s_ Heidegger says that the horizon is given "un-

: lSee 8Z, 151: T"Der MégllchkeltSCharakter entsprlcht
jewells der Seinsart des verstandenen. Seienden. Das inner-
weltlich Seiende  Uberhaupt ist auf Welt . hin entworfen, \\

}

See GP, 402: "Das Verstehen muss_selbst‘das,

. woraufhln es entwirft, als Ernthdlltes irgendwie sehén."
" (Heidegger .refers often to the horlzon as the "Woraufhin®
‘of prOJectlon )

L .3See Don Ihde,."Phenomenology and tho Later Hei-
degger,” Philosophy Today 18 (1974}, -19-31. .Thde seces

‘Heidegger's later works as being primarily conmcerned with

the (p. 20-21): presenCLng of what may be called horlzons—
phenomena," which Ihde himself sees as the source of "most

‘of the crucial issues for a phenomenologlcal philosophy.”

The: dlfflculty with examlnlng horizons is, -as. Ihde notes
(p. 25-26):. "The horizon is that which escapes note, is

i

cit w1th1n experience..."
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' thematically."l

While Dasein's Jdntentionality may seém to- pre#ent
.,problems for the p051ng of the questlon of belng, the ques—_
‘tlon can be posed only on the basis of 1ntent10nallty
{Although comportment to belngs requ1res an understandlng
of belng, the understandlng of belng 1tself requlres that
Daseln have a rela@xonshlp tQ be1~ngs.2

| The doubie~sided;na£ure of the rélationtof man
and being is evidence of the ontic roots of ontology.

If the meaning of being iS.to be attained, it will be
hecessary te study thése ontic roots to see what peré
-mits the being~question to be asked. Otherwise there - -
is a dangef.of eithér'missing the ground of the possi-

bility of ontolegy or of missing the ontological ground

lpor the unthematic nature of the giving of the
horizon, see SZ, 145: '"Der Entwurfscharakter des Ver-
stehens besagt ferner, dass dieses das, woraufhin es ent-—
wirft ... selbst nicht thematisch erfasst."

: In.talking of Kant (KPM, 114-115), Heidegger also
mentions that horizons cannot be- thematlcally grasped:
"Wenn nun aber das in der ontolégischen Erkenntnis er-
kannte X seinem Wesen nach Horizont ist, dann muss dies
Erkennen auch so sein,. dass es dlesem Horizont in seinem
Horlzontcharakter offénh8lt. Dann aber darf dieses Etwas
ﬁgerade nichtt als ‘direkt und einzig Gémeintes im Thema
eines Erfassens stehen. Der Horlzont muss unthematlsch
'aber glelchwohl im Blle seln M
‘ 2See GP, . 466 : '"Keln Verhalten zu Seiendem exis-
“tiert, das nicht Sein verstfinde. Kein Seinsverstdndnis
ist- mégllch das nicht 1n einem Verhalten zu Seiendem
wurzelte.



of ontic knowledcgre.:L

l.4 Dasein vs. consciousness

?lacing the subject at the center of the being-
qugstipn may make Héidegger appear to bé_folléwing ﬁhe
idealist tradition. .Howéver, he denies.this. He points
out that Dasein ié-notlﬁhat,.since Déscartes, has been
called conSciousneSé.z,'Thé_difference betwéen Heidegéef'sr
notion of Dasein and Whaﬁlhe-feels'is tﬁe-fraditiohal no-
tion #gg be seen most clearly in three poinfé whére Hei—f
degger (impiipitiy for the most part) criticize§ the tradi—{
~ tional notions o consciousness asAfundéﬁght}_as self-con-
~tained, and as absolute. - | |

Consciousness, according td Qeidégger, tréditionally
serves philosophy as a " fundamentum incon;ﬁssﬁm,? i.e.,

. the ground of all being.3 Although, as we shall see below

(section 1.5), Heidegger speaks of fundamental bntology'

1See GP, 466, where Heldegger notes there-is a
double danger in philosophy, namely that "Entweder wird
alles Ontische in das Ontologische aufgeldst lHegel) ‘ohne”
Elnbllck in den Grund der M&glichkeit .der Ontologie selbst;
_oder aber das Ontologlsche wird Uberhaupt verkannt -und
~ontisch wegerkldrt, ohne Verstdndnis der ontologischen
Voraussetzungen, die ]ede ontische Erklarung als solche
schon in sich birgt."

2See Einl' 202: "Weder tritt nur das Wort ‘'Dasein’
~an die Stelle des WOrtes 'Bewusstsein', noch tritt die
'Dasein’ -genannté Sache an die Stelle dessen, was man beim
Namen{'Bewusstse1n vorstellt. See also Q IV, 317: "Dans
-Etre'ét‘Temps, il n'est plus uestion de la conscience.
..o A la place de Bewusstseln (consc1ence), nous llsons
_Daseln : . o :

(o
30 1v, .320. .



which starts with the.analysis-of basein, as.Guzzoqi says:
"Das Fundament der Fundamentalontologie ... [is]-kein fun-
damentum i_nconcussum,"l i.e., Heidegger's analysis of Da-
sein is not to serve as an”absoluFe foundation.

,Althouge Dasein ig not to-serve as the ground of -
all being, Heidegger does say ehat being "is" only as long

as Dasein is, and that were there to be no Dasein there

would "be" no being.zg However, this does not make Dasein

the ground of being, even if-it does make Dasein the ground

of ontology. .Dasein is hgﬁ the ground of being because
eithoqgh beiﬁg, in a'way, depends upon Dasein, Dasein de-
pends upon'ﬁe;ng: -Dasein's very structure ineludes an
'undersﬁanaing'qf being; If being were not given tokDe—
fSEie,etheré Qouid be no Dasein.
| Daseln is not the ground of 1nd1v1dual belngs

eithefﬂ If there ‘were. eo Daseln, there would-be no being,
~lebut ln61V1dﬁal belngs would be unaffected They would

N\

no 1onger be.revealed,-however; they woulb still be there:

. lAlfredo Guzzonl, "Protokoll zu einem Seminar #ber
.den Vortrag »Zelt und Seln« “ in Heidegger's Z%SD, 27- 60.
See p.o 34,07

-

2 ' ' : B S

See note 1, page 37, above. .
. 3See Sz, 230: "Seln——nlcht Seiendes »glbt es
nur, sofern ‘Wahrheit ist;"™ SZ, 183: .. "Seiendes ist unab-

hanglg'von Erfdhrung, Kehntnis und Erfassen wodurch: es

erschlossen, entdeckt.und bestimmt 'wird;" sz, 212, Heldegger’

speaks. of the "Abhanglgkelt des Séins, nicht des Selenden,

vom Selnsverstandnls," MAL, 194: ”Se1endes 1st an ihm

" selbst. das Seiende,. was es 1st und wie es ist’ auch wenn
z.B. Daseln nlcht existiert. L 20 ‘

- f
! , d . -

-

-
}"/

'
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He1degger has no doubts that the earth and the sun, dino-

saurs, etc., were already there prlor to Daseln s emer-

s -
<

gence, nor does he doubt that thé unlverse WLll'cqntlnue
i .

when Dasein is gone.
| That Dasein is not the.foundation of being means
that:things éfé outside Desein. Accordlng to Heldegger,
:1n the traditional notlon of conSC1ousness, all things
become present-within consciousness, and everything which
is is within consciouénessf For ,Heidegger, on the other
hand: “Ll&tre ... doit‘sauvegerder un.'au—dehore'"——ife;,
things ;te not within Dasein; theyvare what they ate-and

where they"are.2

As we have seen, this "outside" character of Da-

sein tomes from Dasein's constitution as being-in-the-world.
‘ g

,

Dasein, becauserof its intentionality, is constantly out-

side ¢f the pureiy subjective reaﬁ@ and alongside beings;
The idea of immanence is critieized in pert be-

cause 1ﬂ turns Consciousness 1ntoiju:ground of being.

Be51des the- objectlons noted above to the idea of taking

the‘sub]ect as thegroumd of belng, Heidegger objects that

‘o individual being can serve as the ground of all others.

-See MAL,' 216: "Der Rosmos kann sein, ohne dass

‘Menschen eine Erde bewohnen, und vermutllch war der Kosmos
ldngst beveor je Menschen ex1st1erten

1

Q iv, 321 .. 8ee alsc Q v, 321' "Au contraire -

de 1° 1mmanence a-la consclence que disait 'étre’ dans Beg-.. -

wusst— seln,_letre dans Da—seln dlt 1'étre- hors do L

\

»
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Being (Seln) is the ground of 1nd1v1dual beings, but being
is not 1tself a belng it is not consclousness, not God,:
and,not:any_other bo;ng.. Interpreting being éshan indif.
- vidual beihg‘is the failure to recognize the ontologicoi
_differeuoe.. |
| Consoioushess, Heidégger'believos,‘is'used hot, : '
only as the ground of beinési it is an absolute ground.
Dasein, however, is not'aboolute. It is finite. One of
the main p01nts stressed in the analy51s of Dasein in the.
Marburg period is Dasein’ s flnltude, whlch is llhked most
olosely to the_fact that Dasein comos to an end,‘i.e.,
it dies.l | |

- Dasein's finitude.pErmoates its entiré_structuté.2
Dasein io born into a’particular.sooiety; with a parti=-
loular lénguage, culture, ahd‘tradition which it'must aSt.‘

sumé. Like Kant, Heldegger notes that Daseln [ flnltude

lSee‘Richardson, Through Phenomenology to Thought,

p. 76: "....Being-unto-death in There-being means for
_Heidegger that the limit is-not simply the term of the -
process but permeates every part of it and makes, the po-

- tentiality, which There-being is, limited through and
through--theroughly and irretrievably finite." See also
James. M. Demske, Being, Man and Death: A Key to Heidegger
(Lexington, Ky. - University Press of Kentucky, 1970), :
p. 4: "In Heldegger s initial phase, death 1s the exis-.
tential ontological basis of the finitude of man ...";.
and L. M. Vail, _Heidegger and the Ontological Difference
(University Park and London: The Pennsylvania State Uni-
‘versity Press, 1972), p. 58: "The ablllty to die remains
_the final and unmlstakeable mark of man's finitude."

ZHenrl Charles Tauxe, La notlon,de flnltude dans
la‘philosophle.de Martin Heideqgger (Lausanne: Editions
L'Age -d'Homme, 1971), remarks that it is in (p. 54):
.”lendlichkeit,’ou 1'humanité.de 1l‘'homme trouve son origine."




means ‘that Dasein‘does not create the.objeots'it knowgz
'flnltude 15 another reason for rejectlng the 1dea of Da—'
"sein as the ground of what is. l.

- Although Daseln cannot act as the absolute ground"

'.-_ of belng,,lt is Stlll in - the center of . the belng questlon; ‘

‘,Daseln is central, not because ‘it groundstLng, but be-
. cause it grounds ontology ,Belng is glven to Dasein) and
if we are to ask about belng, we must ask what makes thls

'glvenness of belnq p0551ble, 1;e;,‘we must examine DaselnL

A Fundamental ontology

In the Marburg perlod ‘Heldegger speaks of a fun—
damental ontology Wthh Studles the foundatlon _upon whlch_,
all ontology rests._‘Thls foundatlon is the g1v1ng of belng'

to Daseln. Belng is. glvon 1n Daseln S understandlng of

‘being. Fundamental ontology thus studles the condltlons

‘of pOSSlblllty of Dasein's understand;ng of-be;ng ;n_ordef'
. - : L L
to arrive at the‘conditions”ofonssibilityfof‘the‘giving

'

.of belng
The flrst step for fundamental ontology 15 ta study'

'the belng of Daseln 2 ,Heldegger states that the maln-lack

. 'see 1, 115-117.
2See MAL, 20‘ S Lo mit Rﬂck51cht auf, das leltonde
_Problem des ‘Seins muss dasjenlge Selendo, das wesonhaft

der Problemgruhd undd’boden ist, das menschliche Dasein, "
CZUvVor hlnrelchend in seinem 'spezifischén Sein. béstimmt

rwerden." -See also KPM, 13: "Fundamentalontologie heisst
,dlejenlge OntOlOngChO alytik des endlichen Menschen—
s wesens, die .das Fundam C fiir die .zur’ fNatur des Menschen

gehdrige’ Metaphysik' bereiten soll."



“in- prev1ous phllosophles was the fallure to study the being

’ of the subject l~ Instead rthe subject was assumed to ex1st,

¢
-~

1n “the. same - way as thlngs in the world : Heldegger Crltl—

.c1zes partlcularly Husserl in thls zegard because he be-

.lleves_that Husserl, with the studies of lhtentlonallty

and‘the reduct@cnsh‘ﬁas clcse-to being.able‘to ask the

questiou of’beijng.2 |
'Daseih;‘as we haueﬂseen,Tdoes not exist in,the

© same way as other belngs because it 1s characterlzed ‘by

"an understandlng of belng ' The analy51s of the being oh

Daseln alms at’ clarlfylng what makes thlS understandlng
of.being p0551ble.3 Thls clarlflcatlon'ls necessary for

the,heing?queStioh'hecause out'cnly access to being is,

.‘through‘DaseinFs understanding of beJ;ng.4

lSee,'ECr examPie, SZ,‘AG.V: . '

2500 PGZ, 158-159: "So sehen.wir ih der Tat, die’
phdnomenologxsche Forschung bewegt sich in ihrer Ausbild-
‘ungstendenz und erst recht schon in ihrem Durchbruch in
einem fundamentalen Versdumnis, und zwar im Hinblick auf

_ die phanomencloglsche Befragung und Bestimmung, dessen,.

. was ihr Thema sein soll: das, 1ntentionale Verhalten und
alles mit ihm- Gegebene. Zwei fundamentale Versfumnisse
hinsichtlich der Selnsfrage k8énnen festgestellt werden:
Einmal ist die Frage nach dem Sein dieses spezifisch Sei-
‘enden, der Akte, vers#umt: - zum-andéren haben wir die .

. Versfumnis.der Frage nach dem Slnn von Sein selbst."
3Sec GP, 106: "Nur wenn wir, die ontologlsche Grﬁnd,* o
verfassung des Daseins verstehen, k&nnen w1r uns klar machen,;iy
wie in ihm’ Vcrstﬂndnls von' Sein- m&glich lSt

A

See GP, 319:. "Wenn w1r.das Grundprobiem der Philo-—
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The overall alm of fuedamental ontology is to pre—

_‘pare a response to the ba51c questlon of ontology the |
question of the meanlng ‘of be1ng ln-general 1 Fot'Hei—
degger, the meanlng (Slnn) of somethlng is what makes the
;thlng understandable as what it 15.” Meanlng is the horlzon
upon whlch the thlng is pro;ected in- order to be under—
stood, or, as Heldegger‘says, meanlng is the “Woraufhln.*

" des Entwurfs

The questlon of the meaning of being asks for the

. horlzon 1n terms of which belng is understood The'ho;iionj

sophie orgrelfen, nach dem Slnn und Grund des Selns fragen,
"dann miissen wir. uns, wollen wir nicht phantasleren, metho-
“disch an das halten, was. uns dergle1chen wie Sein zugang—

lich macht., an das Zum Dascin geh¥rige Selnsverstdndnls

lSee the . beglnnlng Sf Sein und’ Zelt,‘where Heldegger
-says (SZ, 1): "“Die konkrete, Ausarbeitung der Frage nach
~dem Slnn von »Seind ist die. Absicht der folgenden Abhand-
lung. See also GP, 21, where. Heidegger states that the
"Fundamentalfrage aller W1ssenscha£t vom Seln vdie
Frage nach dem Sinn von Sein ﬁb&rhaupt.
: Later the question-of m ning -(Sinn) becomes the
‘ -questlon of truth, and still lapar it~ becomes the tOpo—'
logy of being. . Seo Q v, 278 279. n

2See SZJ 151 - ”Slnn 1st das,,worln SJCh Verstdnd—"
llchkelt von etwas halt “Was im.verstehenden Erschllessen;

artikulierbar, ist, nennen wir-Sinn. . Def Begriff des Sinnes .-

umfasst das’ formale Gerfist dessen was . notwerdig zu dem
gehbrt, was verstehende Auslegung Lartikuliert. Sinn ist .
das durch Vorhabe,. Vorsicht: und Vorgrlff strukturierte
Woraufhins des. Entwurfs, aus dem her etwas als etwas ver—‘-'
' 'stdndllch wird. . : : : T

‘ See also Jacger (Heldegger s Ansatz zur Verw1ndung
. der- Metaph151k in der Epoche ‘von 'Sein.und Zeit' Y, p- 285,
- -note 33: ”Gogenﬂber Husserl erhdlt der Horizontbegriff
eine erwelterte Bedeutung, inseférn.er Slnnfunktlon er-
h#lt, als-das Woraufhin des Entwurfs, aus dem her etwas
rals etwas verstandllch werden kann.




n-as\wa'hadedéeén.is what makea'pasaible'thé giving of the
'objacts‘Whichiare ﬁhdeistddd‘in terma-of»this’hdtizonn
'Tﬁe,being—aUestioa, aa a'éueation'abdut'the'horizoa:of
. understandlng of belnq, asks about wtat makas being pos-
_slble: what allows béing to be what 1t is. ! '
7 'Heldegger admlts that pOSlng the question of being
in thls way may’ make hlm appear to be foundlng being on
the subject : However, although belng is prOJected upon
a'hot;zon to be'anderstaod, thia prbjectioh is notra huﬁan”
tpa;fdrmaace.z Ratheér, it comes from the very structure
'oﬁ‘pasain.f.Baing isfaiwayslalreaay unéerstood: Dasein

is\conatituted'by its understanding of being. Daseiln doas

L _AlGhanotakis {"Heidegger's Fundamental Phenomeno-
“logy.," 'p. 260) notes the Kantian-style question: ~ "Hei-
degger's .argument is- here [in Sein und -Zeit] transcen-
dental in- the Kantian sense of the term. It is based on.
considerations of-the a priori or conditions of possi-.
bility. The Meanlng, Truth or Topos of the Being of en-.
‘tities, is the a priori condition of pOSSlblllty of every
’ontologlcal dlsclosure._ :

\

2See Q IV, -267: "Sinn se comprend ES partir de
Entwurf gui s expllqueébar Verstehen. L'inconvénient de .
" cet angle d'attaque c'gst qu'il laisse trop ouverte- la
possibilité d'entendre le prOJet (Entwurf) comme. une-per-
_férmance humaine; dés lors il n'y-a plus gu'a voir le pro-
jet comme: structure de la subject1v1te——ce qul fait Sartre
s'appuyant .sur Descartes (chez gui~l'dArfleia n'est pas pre—"
"sente en tant qu "aAABE e ) . See also SG, 146, where Hei-
degger, accuses Nicolai Hartmann of having 1nterpreted Seln
und Zeit as a subjectivist account of being, where~be1ng
_1s taken as a representation for a subject.

~

[

L]

~



: not create the horizon for the understandlng of belng but

rether this horlzon is glven along w1th the glVlng of
rbeing.
fhe question of the-meaning of heing in generalr
thusls'the“question of the;horigon“which mekee_belng int
‘ telligible.v As ench’it lsvelso the ggestion“of:what hehes_.
the understandlng of being.possible.l -Bdt‘thie iexthéih,

_questlon of what makes Daseln S exlstence p0551ble. ”Thus,
as we have ‘already’ noted ontology has an ontlc founda—

tion: it is grounded on an 1nd1V1dua1 belng,-namely,‘on

2

. 2
Daselin.

'Fundamental ontology is,fundamentel in part be-
‘cause it studles the ontic fundament for all ontology and

in part because it prov1des the fundament for further on-

.

. tological research. (Fundamental ontology is a prepara-

i

... Heidegger, sees the being—question in the following
terms (GP, 19): "Wenn Philosophie die Wissénschaft vom
Sein ist, dann ergibt sich als Anfangs-~, End-. und Grund-
‘fragé der PhllOSOphlE' was bedeutet Sein? Von wo aus

" ist dergleichen wie” Sein iberhaupt -zu. verstehen°' Wie ist

SelnsverStAndnls ﬂberhaupt -méglich?"
' 2

i

- "See GP '26:  "Die Ontologle hdt zur Fundamental-
-dlSlelln die Daseilns- Analytik. Darin liegt zugleich:
Die Ontologle l4sst sich selbst nicht rein ontologisch '
-begriénden. Ihre eigene Ermdglichung wird auf ein Seiendes,
~d.h. Ontisches zurﬂckVerw1esen.' das Dasein." . . v

L 350e SZ, 13, where Heldegger notes that it is “dle
Pundamentalontologle, aus- der alle. anderen erst entsprlngen

-\Akonnen I



tory diecipline. It Seekéitoienhfbit the hotizonlfof;any‘
understandfngfof'being ; Ontology'in'genefel, howeter,
‘requlres not ]ust the hoflzon for the understandlng of
being~_ ontology consists . of the detalled study of belng,

. its, modlflcatlons and derlvatlons. -It.thus-ls,necessary

.‘that the various structures of belng as well as the reglons
of belng be explalned in terms of the horizon: exhlblted
1nlfundamental ontology.
l_g__Tlme \

The horlzon for the understandlng of belng whlch

‘Heldegger attempts to exhibit in the Marburg perlod 1s

‘,tlme. As is noted at the beglnnlng of Seln und Zelt, the

.aim of that work is: "dle Interpretatlon der Zelt als des -
mogllchen Horlzontes elnes jeden Selnsverstandnlsses ﬁber—'
haupt . --_2 ) |

En The works of the Marburg perlod begln w1th the - -
;convfctlon that all understandlng of belng 15 in temporal

_-terms There is some ev1dence glven for this view. Hei-

i . -

1See GP,. 3193 "er kennzelchnen égh;>‘d1e vor-—

bereltende ontologlsche Analytlk des Daseins als Fundamen- -
talontologle. ‘Vorbereitend ist sie deshalb, ‘weil sie zur -
-Aufhellung des Sinnes von Sein und des Horizontes des
Seinsverstindnisses erst hinleitet. -Sie kann nur. vorbe-
reitend sein, well sie erst das Fundament fiir .eine radikale
Ontologle gewinnen muss. Sie muss ‘daher nach der Heraus- |

. stellung des Sinnes des Seins und des Horizontes ‘der Onto—

. logie auf elner hoheren Stufe wmederholt werden."

S%., l. - . : '
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'gegger points_out the terms used to‘talk'about-being héve
‘alwayé.been based oﬁ‘time{ :being‘as the apriori (what
.ig_earliérjg Being-as preséﬁce (Anwesenhelt Vorhanden—'
ieit, and sometimes Prasenz); being as duration (Bestand)

being as temporal’(Zeitllches, Ube;zeltllches, AUSSBIZElt“--‘,-

~liches); belng as the eternal . {&ei %v) . l‘
Thls hlstarlcal ev1dence is no% hOWever; Heldegger s‘
. main arggment for the need to 1nterpret belnq ternporally.’1
: It-is.secpndary to .his "basic insight” that beiné reveals

itself in a tempotai horizon;2 _Such Marburg writings as -

lsee MAL '182-187, on being as "was &el v, was
immer ist" (183}; as "stdndiges Dauern”. (183); as "Gegen-
- wart" (184); as obofa, where "Olufa ist oft nur eine Ver- . .
ktirzung f8r fapovefa, Anwesenheit" (184); as "Bestdndigkeit
und Anwesenheit" (184}; as the ﬂp&mpov or-Apricri {184) )
as what is remembered because it is already known--Plato's
view -0f "&vépvnoic. Sein ist das, woran wir uns wieder er=
‘inneren ..." (186-187). See also L, 191-199, wiere Hel-
"degger states that {(193): - "Sein verstehen als Anwesen-
heit aus der Gegénwart heisst Sein verstehen aus der Zeit"
and (199): "Sein bedeutet Anwesenheit. Wahrheit bedeutet
Gegéliwart. Anwesenheit und Gegenwart ‘als Charaktere der

'uPrHsenz sind Modi der Zelt.

?See MAL, 177-178. Heidegger says it 1s not ‘be-

‘cause Bergson and Spengler, .Hussetrl, Kierkegaard. or Dilthey
dealt with. time that he deals with it. He states {(178):
"Die Analytik des Daseins als Zeitlichkeit im Hinblick

auf die Enthllllung der inneren Mdglichkeit des Seinsver- -

- stdndnisses ist vielmehr von nichts anderem als dem Sach-

verhalt dieses Grundproblems der Metaphysik bestimmt, .ge-

~nauer: von der Grundeinsicht, dass das Seinsverstindnis
in einem. urspriinglichen, aber zundchst v&lllg dunklen und

ratselhaften Zusammenhang mlt der Zelt steht.

be
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Sein'uhd zelﬁ and.the Prolegomena'zur Geschichte'des Zeit-
'.begriffs.start_with the mete;statement of-thisrlusight.
JuStification of'it is'left'to aooeptauce.of'the ualue

. of the analyses derlved from it. .
o The aim of the analy5ls of Daseln is to show how
:ahdlwhy time serVes,as the horizon for the understandlng
of heihgz_ The existential analysis of Dasein shows that
Dasein?s:beiug'is "care." Care is.a complex structure

with many segments. Heidegéer attempts to‘show that'the.
'organlzatlon of the care structure lS made p0551ble by
Dagsein' ? temporallty (Zeltllchkelt) ‘Temporallty, as what
makes possible the ex1stence of Dasein, is thus-the meauingu
of the being of Dasein.r Being is glven in temporal,terms:
_ belng is understood from the horlzon of tlme | |
Although Heldegger uses the term “tlme (Zeltl"'“

~ to refer to the horlzon for the understandlng of belng,

he makes clear that time must be understood dlfferently
from the vulgar everyday way the term is ordlnarlly used..'
Phllosophy as ontology will thus have to clarlfy what tlme: 
- is, how time makes possible the glVlng‘of.belng in the
varlous ways being-is given, and what'thehrelationshio'

is between being and time.1

lSee MAL, 182: "Sein wird verstanden aus elnem'

,Zeltbezug, aber das Problem dieses Bezuges ven . Seln und-‘
7eit ist das 'und*." '
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1.7 - Unlversal phenomenologlcal ontology
Heldegger s formal deflnltlon of phllosophy in

Seln und Ze;t is that

tation) of Daseih'beeause'being'isagiveh to Dasein and

;Phllosophle 1st unlversale phdnomenologlsche On--
_ tolog;e, ausgehend von der Hermeneutik des Daseins,
~die als Analytik der Existenz das Ende des Leit-
"fadens ‘alles philosophischen Fragens. dort fest-.
‘'gemacht ‘hat, woraus es, entsgrlngt und WOhln es -
Zzurﬁckschlagt 1

fPhllOSOphy is unlversal ontology because it. seeks

the meanlng of belng 1n general The meanlng of" belng

is tlme‘ As unlversal ontology, phllosophy exhlblts how

time functlons as the horlzon for any understandlng of
belnga It thus deals w1th what enables belng to show 1t—
sélf'in varlous ways and as varlous reglons-of belng.2

Phllosophy is phenomenolOglcal because the object'

of_philosophy (1 e. belng 1tsel£) can be treated appro—_‘.

3

-'priately only through the phenomenologlcal method. At

is'the-nature of the object 1tself whlch requlres that

-philoSophy'be phenomenology,land not merely the dlSCOVErleS"

: that phenomenologlsts have made

Philosophy starts wlth;the‘hefmeneutic {interpre- -

-

our only wayuof:accees to being itself is through Dasein.

sz, 38, r'equo-t"ed'in'sein und Zeit on SZ, 436.

QSee MAL} 193 194, gquoted above in note 4, page 31.
3See Chapter 6 (beldW).on Heidegger's viewﬁof the

.phenomenologlcal method.
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“ By starting with an analysis of human existence, philo-

.Sophy deals with the origin of all philosophical ques-
‘tioning as well aé with the subject-matter of philosophi-
callquestibning:. In other words, philosophy, the study
:ofithe meaning of_being,‘starts with human experience and
‘returns to this experience by‘providing an analysis of
what makes it'possiblé..

- 1.8 Conclusion

Heidegger‘s ?iéw of philosophy as universal pheno-
ménoiqgicél ontology is a starting point for the Marburg
fwritingé. It is presented not so much as the result o
Héideggerﬁs ihvestigétiohs as it 1is presuppdsed as the
point from which to begih: To the extent it can be said
thaf;Heidegger argues for this positidn; tﬁe argument con-
, éistsrmainly of the exhibition of what universal pheno—
mEnoiogical‘dbes.

Thé main aim of Heidegéep in the Marburg period
.1s to establich his ontoiog;éélVQuéstién as the center
of_philosophical questioning. fo‘do.so; he attempts to
link'his question to the philosophfc'tradition and he at-
tempts to pose his question in the best way possible.

in the Marburg period, Heideggef believes that
the besﬁ way of proceeding is the scieﬁtific‘way. Sci;n—

tific philoéophy.is:better and more believable than non-



. of this Struqture.

[
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‘Scientific philosophy. At this time,  "scientific philo-
o . o S/ : ) .
sophy" for Heidegger merely -indicated that philosophy was

.to take on the same structure asfother sclences. I want

now to examine views Heidegger'héld‘ét‘Marbuig on the nature

—

f
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CHAPTER 2: SCIENCE

2.1 Definition 6f scienee

For philosophy.to become scientific, it must take

eon the general structure of a $cience. For Heidegger,

the determlnatlon of the characterlstlcs of science must

first look at the questlon of the nature -of human hnow~

ledge in general Phllosophy of 3¢1ence is not e epecial
<:§15c1p11ne w1th1n phllosophy whlch examines partlcular

sciences whlch already‘ex1st. Instead the questlons Hei-.

_degger‘wants.to ask are: what is knowledge° and what arer

the condltlons which make knowledge p0551ble°l

In Sein und Zelt, Heldegger states as hlS own view

loee SZ, ‘357: “Nach der ontologischen Gene51sw” e

der theoretischen Verhaltung suchend, fragen wir: welches
sind- die -in der Seinsverfassung des Daseins llegenden, ;
“existenzial notwendigen Bedingungen der M8glichkeit daflir, -
- dass das Dasein in der Weise wissenschaftlicher Foxrschung
existieren kann? Diese Fragestellung zielt auf einen. ex1s—
ten21alen Begriff der Wlssenschaft. '

Pl
]
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a fairly Husserlian notion of science: | . ‘
Wissenschaft fiberhaupt kann als das Ganze eines

Begriindungszusammenhanges wahrer Sitze bestimmt
werden.

However, in the 1920s (as later), Heidegger is suspicious
of the validity of "propositional t%uth" (Satzwahrﬁeit’).2
Instead he is-interesﬁed in how thesevﬁrue_propositions
arise, i.e., in:how things (states-of-affairs, etc.) come
to be revealed (enthtillt) or uncovered (entdeckt) for man .
Another formal definition of science given in the 1920s,
but wh%gh i1s expressed in more Heideggefian language, is
the following:

Wissénschaft ist die begrﬂndendeEnthﬁllung eines

je in sich geschlossenen Gebietes des Seienden,

bzw. des Seins, um der Enthfilltheit selbst willen.

Science, thus, is not just any revealing or uncovering

of beings, but is a particular way in which beings. are

-

-

1sz, 11. This is very close to Heidegger's, view

of Husserl's notion of theory in the Logische, Untersuchungen
as being (L, 44): "... die Einheit eines in sich geschlos-
senen Begrtindungszusammenhanges wahrer S#tze." As Kisiel ..
notes ("Science, Phenomenology, and thé Thinking of Being")
p. 168: "The Husserlian approach to science is strikingly :
evident in the early pages of 'Being and Time." Heidegger's
treatment of science in Sein und Zeit is (p. 168}: ‘“char-
acteristic of the Logical Investigations" of Husserl.-
Kisiel translates.the above quote from,KSein und Zeit as
stating that science is (p. 168): "the coherent totality .
of proofs which ground true propositions.'": S

2See L. and MAL. - See also the somewhat later @ssay.
" ."Vom Wesen der Wahrheit." C :

3pr, 14.
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revealed. Science is-a‘kdnd;ef'knowiedge.‘iIt_is.know—
ledge for lts own sake.; - | |
In order to understand what science is, it is

necessary to dlStlngUlSh it from other forms of knowledge.
This involves an 1nvestlgat10n of man, 51nce know1ng is
a-human’acEivityJ2” Scientific knbwledge,ihowever, is a
mediate form of knowiedge. It is not 1mmed1ately given

to man but is arrived at through a process. Thus to under—
stand sc1ence, it is necessary not only to see the condi-
A'thﬂS of - p0551b111ty of human knowledge in general, but

also to see what perm;ts man to create sciences.

2.2 Dasein and knowledge

As we have noted abovd/(Chapter 1), Heldegger uses

the term "Dasein” to refer  to man. Dasein is a particular
being: the being which has an understanding of being.
Dasein is intentional. It is constantly related to the
lSee GP, 455: "Wissenschaft ist eine Art von Er-
‘kennen umwillen der Enthillltheit als solcher See K,
18, for a similar definition.
2See K, 18. "Erkenntnls aber nehmen wir nlcht

im Slnnc des Erkannten, sondern als erkennendes Verhalten.
Dieses ist keln sogenannter psychlscher Vorgang im Innern
einer sogenannten Seele, sondern es ist als Verhalten des
Menschen eine bestimmte ihm mdgllche Weise zu sein. See

" also S%Z, 1l: "Wissenschaften haben als Verhaltungen des

Menschen die Seinsart dieses Seienden (Mensch}." PGZ,
6, makes the same point: "... die Wissenschaften selbst
[are] nichts anderes als konkrete M8glichkeiten des men-
schlichen Daseins selbst, sich tiber seine Welt, in der
‘es ist, und Uber -sich selbst auszusprechen.”

.
R
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'be;ngs‘in ‘the world around if:;'pf ail;beings, thQ'Da—j
seiﬁ is cﬁéractefized by being;in;tﬁe;worldi thér beihgé{
such as:stonesh-aré Sihpi?ttheré;'.They_arelinnngOfldiy,l._~‘
but are not theﬁselves rélétédjto;tﬁe wofid;l Dasein, .
howeve;? is.rg;atgd tb_ﬁhelﬁérld~;nd has an awareness of -
. innerworldly béings, | |

 Daséin.is also éﬁaracte%izeé by freedom.  basein
.exists in such a way_thétfifjis,concérnedbaboﬁt-its'own
existence. Dasein éhooses.hby it will be from émong the
possibilities open to it. The.mést fundaﬁén;alréhoice,
according to'Heidegger,‘is'to,éhobsé to be. itself or to
choose to understand itself in terms of the beirngs with
which it has to do wifhin the world.

Because Dasein'ié é relation'to other beings and
to being, and because it is free to choose among several
possible projects, Dasein can uncover beings or leave them-
"hidden. Dasein is basically open {erschleossen) and is
capable of knowing things as they are if it chooses to

do so.

B

lsee K, 20. See also GP, 90: "Ein unterscheidender

Charakter zwischen Existierendem und Vorhandenem liegt
gerade in der Intentionalitlt. Dasein existiert, heisst
unter anderem, es ist so, dass es selend zu Vorhandenem
sich verhdlt, zu Vorhandenem nicht als einem Subjektiven.
Ein Fenster, ein Stuhl, tiberhaupt irgendein Vorhandenes
im welitesten Sinne, existiert nie, weil es sich nichit zu
‘Vorhandenem in der Weise des intentionalen Sichrichtens
darauf verstehen kann."
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2.3 PréFSCIentifié:kﬁéwledQe

?AAlltof DaSéin“s actiyities;evidéhcgjaikipd;bfikno%—
lédgéﬁdf béiﬁgé.iﬁ the”ﬁétld,'théVér_ﬁéééiﬂasfknéwiedge:
fisxnot primarily"5ciehtific.‘-Sciéﬁde is héithet-man's‘
prihary.%ctivity nor is itfthefﬁaiﬁ wéy“heiknOWS'the-world.i
E SClentlflC act1v1ty requlres a. struggle on the part of
man; man is capable of SC1ence, but for the most part
~dqés.not engage'in it.2 qut-men_nevet even do any sc1encet_

at all. [

- Heidégger réfersAto.DaseinFslpfimary:Way of ’
existing in the world as evé;ydéYneSé. -Everydafneéé is -

hot just statistically primary, i. e lt is not just the
way Dasein exists most ofteﬁ, Instead it 15‘the_ba51c

way man exists, so that other ways of exiéting are. .

lSee K, 21: "“Der alltdgliche Umgang mit dem in-
nerweltlichen Seienden ist die primdre Art--und flr viele
oft die einzige Art--des. Entdeckens de;fWelt.". See also
Sz, 11: "Wlssenschaftllche Forschung ist nicht die ein-
zige und nicht dle ndchste mdgliche Selnsart dieses Sei-
enden [pasein]. - . :
2See'K, 21: "Jedoch ist das Verhalten zum inner-
- weltlich Seienden zuerst und zundchst nicht das erken-
nende, gar im Sinne der wissenschaftlichen Erforschung
des Seienden." Science requires struggle--e.g., L, 15:
"Die Sachlichkeit wissenschaftlichen Fragens und.die Pri- -
zision begrifflichen Bestimmens wdchst aus der zunehmenden
Vertrautheit mit dem Sachgebiet der jewelllgen Wissenschaft.
Und solche_Vertrauthe1t wiederum ist nur da positiv mndg-
Lich, wo der Einzelne im Kern seines Daseins--aus  innerer
Wahl und durchgreifendem Kampf oder unbegreiflicher innerer
Berufung ein Grundverh#ltnis zu diesen Sachen gewonnen
hat:" See'also S%, 222, on the struggle involved for Da-
sein in arriving at the truth: "Die Wahrheit (Entdeckt-
heit) muss dem Seienden immer erst abgerungen werden.
Das Seiende wird der Verborgenheit entrissen. Die jewei-
lige faktische Entdecktheit ist -gleichsam immer ein Raub.
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modlflcatléns of everydayness.“Even when Dagein'takes’
on act1v1t1es not characterlstlc of everydayness;—such
as scientific acthltles-41t has a tendency‘to fall back
1nto an everyday mode of’ ex1§tence. 9 |

| Everydayness ¥s characterlzed by a ocrtaln klné
of knowledge which 1s‘nqt SCLQHt;f}c, but which is Qnthe—. 
matic-aﬁd athéofégiéal;l _Iﬁ'éverydayness, beings-becdme
present to Dasein not as objécts‘fo? séience; buﬁlréthér
as things Dasein can take.cqre'qf*aﬁd‘ﬁsé qu/its-own:¢on—
cerns and projecfs. 'Dasein'ﬁ”relétion'to.fhese,béiﬁgs
‘is not that of sciencé; iﬁsﬁeaﬁ‘it-is a relétioﬁ of coﬁ—
- eern (Besorgen) or "taking.caye of."

The beings with whiéh Dasein concerns itself are

presented to Désein as tools (Zeuge). Tools exist in the

mode of the handy (Zuhandenheit),2

l”Atheoretical" in the sense of not using theories.

Heidegger claims, however, that there is a kind of "sight,"
which he calls "Umsicht" (circumspection) proper to every-
day existence. See S$Z, 69: "Das »praktische« Verhalten
ist nicht »atheoretisch¢ im Sinne der Sichtloesigkeit, und
sein Unterschied gegen das theoretische Verhalten liegt
nicht nur darin, dass hier betrachtet und dort gehandelt
wird, und dass das Handeln um nicht blind zu bleiben,
theoretisches Erkennen anwendet, sondern das Betrachten
ist so urspriinglich ein Besorgen, wie das Handeln seine
Sicht hat."

2See 8%, 69: "Die Seinsart von Zeug, in der es
sich von ihm selbst her offenbart, nennen wir die Zuhand-
enheit." _ _ . _ .

In what follows I shall translate "Zuhandenheit"
as "handy" and "Vorhandenheit" as "merely present."
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‘.The prlmary way Daseln knows belngs is. as‘tools;_
:_Knowledqe of tools comeSJJ1the1r use. Use,_thus, becomes
the main kind of knowledge Dasein has,;-.Different tools
.oan, of course, be used in, many different ways, "and Hei-
'.degger notes several dlfferent usages.z'.\ |

The reason Daseln can encounter heingsﬁas-tbols.
1s.that it has a prior undersﬁandlng of what a.tool isﬁ3
As'we saw 1n Chapter 1, all.of Daseln s'behay?or;;i:e.,

‘Daseln s directedness towards belngs in the worldQ-is‘ﬁade

‘possible through Daseln s‘understandlng'of being.4, Dasein

lgee K, 21: ™... das Gebrauchen als solches ist
die-Art des primdren Kennenlernens, eine prlmare und eigene
. Weise der Entdeckung des 1nnerweltllch Selenden.

2See K, 21 -where Heldegger uSes such terms as
"Verwenden," "Gebrauchen,' "Bewerkstelllgen " "Herstellen"
to talk of Dasein's everyday relation to innerworldly.
beings. See also SZ,; 56-57, where Heideggér talks of "zu-
tunhaben mit etwas, herstellen von etwas,. aufgeben und
in.Verlust geraten ‘lassen von etwas, unternehmen, durch-
setzen, erkunden, befragen, betrachten, besprechen, be-
stimmen ..."
: ?See K, 22: . "Dieses Verstehenh, was &eug heisst, '
SBffnet uns_zuvor schon den Horizont, damit-wir uns zu elnem-
bestimmteiHEEpg, es -gebrauchend,. verhalten k8&nnen.' :

‘4See K, 23, where Heidegger says that "... alles
“Verhalten zu Seiendem ein Verstehen der Seinsart und Seins-
verfassung des betreffenden Seienden in sich bargt. See’
alse GP, 390: "In allem Verhalten Z1 Selendem, sel es
spezifisch Erkennen, was man meist als theoretisch be-
zejichnet, sei es praktisch-technisch, liegt schon ein Ver-—’
stidndnis von Sein. Denn nur im Lichte .des Selnsverstand—
nisses kann uns Seiendes als Seiendes begegnen.
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‘can enccnnter\tcois;;nature;-endrother‘Desein_ only by
'.-understandlng them w1th1n the horlzon of théir - belng

:The understandlng of belng operant in, everydayness is,
‘.of course¢‘not exp11c1t.l Everydayness con51sts of use,

;not cf reflectlon upon what 1s.p

ScrenceJthowever;_dpes.consiSt ef:explicit,and

‘jthemetic conceptualization.,tff'human compqrtmentgtowards

things depends Upcn-s‘éeneral.undetstanding of the beihg

-of those thlngs, we.can expect that in. sc1ence<thls undern f

.standlng must be-more expllc1t than dn everydayness.‘ Fur;.
:‘-thermore, we can expect the understandlng of bclng present
~*infééieﬁdé te be dlfferent..:ln everydayness, Daseln,under—

fstands thlngs as belng handy——ready for use. Sciencé will

i . B r

'vjrequlre thlngs to be present in a dlfferent way iThings

7ﬁ'w111 ‘be. present not for use but for research

2.4 Mere-presence"p.

Heldegger refers to the way thlngs must be for

ﬂtscience as ' mere-presence (Vorhandenhelt)

Mere presence is a~def101ent.mode.of being. For

‘the most‘pert thinqs'erehhandy;; Tools inithe WOrkshdp

l!See'K, 22'23 '"Dleses Verstehen der Zeughaftlg—:

keit und Midchtigkeit ist.uns verborgen, ist unthematisch,

ungegenstdndlich, vorbegrifflich." ‘See alsc K, 23: "Das7

'vVarsteleh .des- Seins ist-noch nicht der r6yos des Gv,- kein |
~ontologisches Begrelfen, aber doch eben ein Verstehen des
':Selns des Selenden. > : '



'are reVealed as. belng useful for certaln act1v1ties For

'.somethlng to~be_a-tool 1t ‘must be revealed as related

" to something else. It is- reiated to all other tools and

]

to a human pr03ect. - Mere presence consists of the breaklng .

. P Lt

_of these relatlons.' In mere presence, belngs are’ Vlewed

wrthout reference to thelr usefulness for a project. T

]

Wlthln the workshop lt is p0551ble for thlngs to'

become merely present Heldegger notes that dlsturbances

-can occur in the relatlon of a partlcular tool to the to~

- tallty of the workshop , There ‘are several ways: such dlS““

turbances can occur . Tools can break be ;n the‘way, be

‘ i

such,disturbances occur;'what-was prev1ously handy becomes- -

.

; merely present 2 Mere presence is a def1c1ent mode of

;be;ng;'lt requires that SOmethlng ordlnarlly theré be

Imiesihgj:i,e., that relationships be broken. ‘Sc1ence is
) P " * LN - )

possible only if beings take on this deficient moae'of’

beihg.? o '_ RN

1

-lSee SZ, 74; on a- "8tdrung der-Verweisung'"' B
2See SZ, 74: '“Dle ‘Mod i der Auff&illgkelt Auf--
drlngllchkelt und Au£55551gke1t haben die Funktlon, am
Zuhandenen den Charakter der Vorhandenhelt zum Vorscheln
zZu brlngen ‘

) 3S_ee_SZ, 61: PDamit‘Erkennen als betrachendes
Bestimmen des Vorhandenen m#glich sei, beédarf es vorgdngig .
einer Defizienz des besorgenden Zu-tun- habens mit dekx Welt.
Im Sichenthalten von. allem Herstellen, - ‘Hantiéren u. dgl. .
legt -sich das Besorgen in den jeétzt noch einzig verblei-

" ‘benden Modus des In-Seins, in das Nur—noch verweilen bei

. -

'm1551ng; be 1nappropr1ate for the task at hand, etc. When

- b
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For the most part, after belngs become merely pre— -

‘-:sent in the workshop, they.qulckly ‘fall’ back 1nto the mode

of the handy and are used in other pr03ects. ‘Even a bro~ L
-iken‘hammer can be used in some way‘ However, althoﬂgh."
a partlcular thlné may remaln merely“present thlS is no’
i:guarantee -of - sc1ent1f1c act1v1ty L 1" . .;'; -
',‘_Mere presence ls a. necessary condltlon for science, .
'hutfnot‘a‘sufflc;ent,condltlon. To the extent that we
‘cease our ordinarf.rntercourselwrth thlngs ln-order to
‘look them over S0 as to determlne what to do next our'
'act1v1ty is stlll that of everyday 1ntercourse w1th thlngs.
‘ However, we do not arrlve at” sc1ence by completely wrth—l
drawing. from ordlnary 1ntercourse w1th thlngs and merely
contemplatrngwthemrl--ln fact, scmentlflc act1v1ty often
htakes placeAin.workshobs flaboratorles) where screntlﬁts
‘use several tools in order to carry out research‘ Scientific;
: act1v1ty 15 not characterlzed by mere contemplatlon -in;

'jlstead, sc1ence is very actlve and occurs only when Dasein

‘lSee K, 25 “Auch dann ist unser Verhalten noch
Kein w1ssenschaftllches, wenn wir -von’ jeglichem praktlschen,
besser: -technischen Verhalten zu dem Selenden Abstand

. néhmen und lediglich- betrachtend, beschaullch kontemplatlv L

. beim worhandenen geienden verweilen. Mit dem Ausbleiben.

‘der technischen Hantierung, d.h. durch das Fehlen von: et- "
-was, 1st nicht auch schon . EOSlth eine neue Verhaltung
und, gar dle w1ssenscha£t11che da.
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‘.hae:oecided'to'pursue'scientific knowledge.l
The basic difference between scientific and pre-

fsoientific behavior is that in Soience knowledge‘is ob-
tarned for.lts own sake and not for-the uSelir may have
'_1n some human progect. Both sc1ent1f1c and pre- sc1en—
T tific knowledge proceed by reveallng what was prev1ously‘
hldden 2 Pre—sc1ent1frc,~ everyday knowledge; however,—
reveals only in order to use the knowledge thus galned
’to fulflll some human aim.

ljDase1n~ls f capable of g01ng beyond‘everyday know;ﬂ
ledge hyhfreely;cho051ng to.lnvestlgate berngs w1thout.'
any view to the use to whlch the 1nvestlgatlon may lead.
A:Slnce no v1ew'1s taken of human aims in Such revelatlon,.'
‘ 3helscientlst is effeotlvely deciding to let-the berng“ :
*gshom lteelf ae'in is. ‘ln fact, letting the heing‘shom

.‘istelf as it is Means;not.loo?ingjat the beiné for its

15ee-sz,7358.
: 2See K, 26: -“Beldes, ‘das w1ssenschaftllche wie
,das vorwrssenschaftllche Verhalten, ist 'ein Erkennen im
Sinne des Enthfillens des. vordem Verggél;en, des Entdeckens
‘des zuvor Verdeckten, des Erschlless des bislang Ver--
schlossenen. . . .

3He1degger talks of ‘a "frel gewahlte Aufgabe" (K,

.26), of revealing beings for the sake of the revelation
and of :an "Aufgabe der Existenz" (K, 26) of so doing.
See alsc GP, 455: _"Wlssenschaft ... ist eine M8glichkeit

'-.des Existierens im Slnne einer frei ergreifbaren 'und frei

ausblldbaren Aufgabe



usefulness.l

2. 5 Objectlflcatlon .

The basic act through whlch scmences are constltuted fﬁ"

is. called “objectlflcatlon w2 In thls act, belngs whlch

~

are already- glven to Daseln are expllc1tly progected upon

i

their"belng. . This exp11c1t prOJectlon upon the horlzon

lHeldegger clalms-(K 26) that by lettlng the belng
lead the investigation: "Damit. fallen alle Abzweckungen
des Verhaltens fort, die auf. Verwendung des Enthﬂllten
und Erkannten 21elen ..t“
2See K, 26: "Welcheé 1st der Grundakt, durch den
sich die Umstellung des vorw;ssenschaftllchen Verhaltens
zum wissenschaftlichen v01121ehen°

"Wir. nennen das ‘Verhalten, dadurch sich WLSsenschaft—“'

11ches Verhalten als solches konst1tu1ert, dle Vergegen-
sténdllchqng .
, " In Sein und Zeit, thls Same_aet is calleq "thema—
tization." See SZ, 363: "Das-Ganze dieses Entwerfens,.
zu dem-die Artikulation des Seinsverstidndnisses, die von
ihm-geleitete Umgrenzung des. Sachgebletes und ‘die Vorzeich-
_nung der dem Seienden angemessenen Begrlffllchkelt gehdren,
nennen wir die Thematisierung. ... Die Thematisierung ~
-objekt1V1ert. Sie' ¥setztd nicht erst das Seiende, sondern

gibt- es so -frei, dass es »ob]ektlv« befragbar und bestimmbar
wird.

3The dlscu551on whlch follows is expressed in terms
approprlate to posltlve sciences but not always to philo-

. sophy. Chapter 5 will discuss the objectification performed
. to establish the science of philosophy. Since Heidegger's
idea of science ‘is derived from the actually ex15t1ng posi-
tive sciences, 1t is perhaps not unijustified to examlne

. the notion of objectlflcatlon in the terms one.would use
for these sc1ences. '
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;6% £héir,intelligibility is possible because, as we have
';seeh (Chapter 1}, the horizon is itseif given in every;
dayness along:with the bgiégs for which it serves as hori-
‘_zon,

In eyerydé?neSS,-the horizon,_élﬁhdugh gifen, %s

réivéh unthéﬁétically; ‘ﬁvefydanyasein, ﬁgﬁ_éxgmple,'can

-use’ﬁools only because iﬁ ﬁnderétands-tool;ﬁess. ££‘is

not., howevef, at élliawa:g;that'it hés'this uhderstandiﬁg

of thé being ofla togl? |
Sincéiécientifif khoﬁledge is dxscursive,l a m;;;\‘\ﬂ

ekplicit understénding of the being of the objects of science

is_reéuired than what is'requiréd for everyday knowledge

of innerworldly beings. Objedtifiéafion thﬁs consists

in part of an elaboration Q§‘the being of £hé'object of

a science.2 Through the elaboration of thé nature of'the

horlzon, it becomes p0551ble to exp11c1tly prOJect the

particular being upon thekﬁorlzon of its intelligibility

and to uﬁders£énd the being in termé of thé-étruc£ure of

L]

its horizon.

lHeidegger.states that when a being becomes anp
object for science (K, 27): "es [soll] fiir das erkennende
Befragen Rede stehen.®
] ‘ 2See K, 28: "Das Wesen der Vergegenstdndlichung
liegt im ausdriicklichen Vollzug des Seinsverstdndnisses,
in dem die Grundverfassung des Seienden vers%ﬁndllch wird,
das Gegenstand werden soll. : S - s

’

4

e e
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 Objectification ¥s not a creation of beings, but
of oh{;;:z.lBeings are always already-.-given to Dasein

since "i%'s basic structure is intdntiqnal; i;e?;.Daw
éein exists as_beihg—in—the—wprld3 In{oﬁjectification{
the being oflsome_df.ﬁhésé'already given beings, or éf

a region of these beings, is exﬁlicitly determined.

o Althoughlobﬂécfifiéation consists_in turning_fhe
pre-reflective givens of everyday experience into objects, .
it;really,just lets the givens be Qhat they already are.
Working out;_even though only roughly, éhe~structure (or.
£he being) of these pre—reflective givens does not consist
of imposing an externa} frémework of understanding upon
them. Iﬁsteaa, in.objeEtification, the horizon whiéh is
already giﬁen in everydayness 1is merely made more explicit.
Thu;'objectificatidn does not changetﬁhat thesé givens ~ .
a;e: it merely makes our understanding oﬁ them clearer.

- :Sincq>5einjs are *in many different ways, i.e.,
since_tiiﬁgfé;e mapy'regions of being, there can be many

. 2 - . - . S
sciences. Each particuldr science, however, w1ll{start

with the objectification of "the being which it investi-

. @

lSee K, 27: "Vergegenstdndlichung heisst: _etwas
zum Gegenstand machen." > '

2As we shall see below in Chapterkéﬂ See K, 27:
"Viele und ganz verschiedene Bezirke des Seienden k&nnen =~ ¢
Gegenstand der wissenfghaftlichen Untersuchung werden."

.‘nr‘w-
K Pt
Y

o
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-gates,'i;e., each indiViduélrscience‘will stért_with,the o
-éxp;ipitation_of‘thé'béing Qf.what-it'inveétigates. Sihce.
-‘che-paiticglé;jscieﬁées-eéch'deal with:ohly-pqrts‘or.as—

-, pects of what is given in our pre-reflective -experience;

each ié'Limitedﬂl

-~ The limitations which,dccurjjxobjectification allow

us to have several sciences which- investigate the various

givens of experience. Wﬁeh{a‘partiCular given is projected

upon its hériZon, it is revealed as belonging to a partﬁr_.

-cular region. As hés'beén‘loﬁg nOtéd_in_philosophy,'defer—

~ mination 1is negation: deVeloping‘Concépts which express

what a'particular thing-is make clear its differenqes;fiom .

others.® In the act of Objectification{ the explicit pro- -

jection of a being upon its being. occurs through ﬁhe.develoﬁf

ment of ‘the basic concepts.used to understand tlie péfticular '

being.3

. lSee S7,.362, where Heidegger talks_of an "Ent- -
schrinkung der Umwelt" in science which is at the same
time an "Umgrenzung der »Regiond des Vorhandenen."’
25ee K, 27: "In dieser Enthi#illung.des Seienden
wird es durch die Bestimmtheiten umgrenzt, umgriffen, be-
griffen.” : o . c

3See K, 28: "In der Ausbildung dieses Seinsver-—
std4ndnisses erwachsen die Begriffe, die das eingrenzeh,
was z.B. geschichtliche ,Wirklichkeit als solche, was Sei-
endes als Lébendes im Grunde charakterisiert, d.h. die
Grundbegriffe der betreffenden Wissenschaft."
v
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2.6 Research.

Heidegger is more intetested.inbthe foundation

of science thgh in whatrsciences actually do.- This is

perhaps to be expected from someone who ‘sees hlmself as .

'.foundlng a‘new SC1ence——a.sc1ence Qf phllosophy. Foundlng'

sc1ence means for Heldegger-- ,
}erstens der Grundlegung 1hrer Gene51s aus .der
vortheoretischen Erfahrung, zweltens der Heraus- .
stellung -der Art ihres Zuganges zur vorgegebenen-‘
Wirklichkeit und drittens der Bestimmung der in
solcher Forschung erwachsenden Begrlffsblldung

r

Objectlflcatlon is the ba51c act man must accom—
pllsh in Order to do sc1ence It ‘is the explanatlon of

hcw scientific activity can arise froﬁ~ﬁan*s everyday ex-

perience of the world. 2 Objectlflcatlon is: 51mply the'

prOJectlon of preV1ously glven belngs upon. a prev1ously
given, but unthematlc, understandlnq of thelr bclng
Once an ob]ect is created through objectlflcatlon,

it can then become a thema for resea‘rch.3 .Most of what

1paz, 2.

.2Heidegger speaks of objectification in terms of
the beginning of science. 'See K, 28: "Die Genesis einer
Wissenschaft vollzieht sich in der Vergegenstandllchung
eines Gebletes des Se'ienden, und das sagt:. in der-Aus-
bildung des Verstdndnisses der Sginsverfassung des betref-
-fenden Seienden." .As we shall see below (Chapter +4), work
on the basic concepts of a sc1ence is also important for
progreSs in that science. :
3See K, 28- 29 "Was so durch die Vergegenstdnd-
lichung als Gebiet sich ausgrenzt, kann nun als Gegenstand_
Thema werden, der gegenstdndliche: Zusammenhang kann in
wverschiedenen Hinsichten befragt und als Untersuchungs—
gegenstand festgesetzt werden." : :

r
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- science’ does consists of research.

Ciree

1

Reasearch always has as yts a1m the exhlbltlon

~

of the object\ai‘lt 1tself 1s However, the nature of
\3'- .

.the object determlnes how research w1ll proceed , The method

used, 1.e.,rthetapproach to the object the 1nvest1§“t;on'

e
of the object, the. constructlon of concepts and the king .’

Of proof all may dlffer w1th dlfferent objects.y The hls—'

torlan, for example, w1ll not look at the same objects

nor-use the same metheods and technlques'as the phy51c1st,

. nor will he give the same klnd of evidence,. and the kind,

df‘truth We‘ascrlbe to hxs_statements,W1ll not necessarily

be the same. ) "-- ) ,"

Heidegger has a very "objective' view of research.

- Once-the being of the region under investigation is de-

termined, all research ' should lead tc the same results.

@ o . A .
The act of ob]ectlflcatlon,‘in determining the basic struc-
ture of the object, determlnes'what the appropfiate method’

of the~§c1ence w1ll be, and thus how the science should ap—- )

proach.its object and how it will formulate c¢oncepts. -

lSee’K, 27: "Je nach dem, was das Seiende‘seiner‘

" sachhaltigkeit nach ist, sind die Zugdnge zu ihm, seine

Durchforschung und entsprechend die Begriffsbildung und.
Bewelsart verschieden." .See also PT, 1l4: "Jedes Gegen-
standsgebiet hat gemdss dem Sachcharakter und der Seins-
art seiner Gegenstdnde einé eigene Art der m#glichen Ent-
h#illung, Ausweisung, Begrfindung, und begriffliche Prigung-

"der so sich bildenden, Erkenntnis." At L, 16, Heidegger

notes there are different "...Weisen der begrifflichen
Ausformung (exakte Begriffe der Physik haben eine andere
Struktur als morphologlsche Begrlffe der Botanik 'oder his-

torische Begrlffe der Phllologle)
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Individual scientists working in the same éiscipline should

get the same results if they have the same facts before

‘them, since they are simply applying the same methods to

£hose givehs.

| | If.the understanding'of-the being of the region
investigéted changes, research will also change. Methods T
and techniques flow from thé nature of the object. If
this natufe chénqes, so may all activities‘pursued within.
the science.

" Although Heidegger'claims.tq_have a higﬁ ocpiniasr

of researéh——e.g., he praises phenomenology as introducing
the possibiLipy.bf research into phiiosophyu—and he calls:
science itself "Forschung naéh,"l in_truﬁh he denigrates
thé importance of research actiVities; Because the basic
aéﬁ of.objectification determines all future results{ tﬁe
resglts themselves lose importance, and tﬁe oﬁly'lnter— '
esting dspect of ,a science is how its basic concepts are

v

formed.

2.7 Foundation of modern physics v _ ~
- - : L

"Heideggef does not give many examples of how sciences

-

‘are founded through the.pro{fction of givens upon an under-

standing of their being.. However, he does seem to believe

‘that one .of the cleardgg examples of this procedure occurred

]

logu, 104.
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. in the foundatlon cf modern physics;l

| Phy51cs 15 the study of materlal nature.2 Nature
is always already glven to Dasein in one way or another>
and thus fUlflllS the flrst condltlon necessary for sc1ence,
viz., that the being to be\objectlfled be somehow already
given.

For Heidegget,ymodern-physics is radically dif-
ferent fromjthe-pﬂysice cf'the ancient or medieval period.
He attempts to show that other attempts to account for 7
thls difference are lnsuff;c1ent: The explanatlon that

modern physics is an inductive sclence starting with facts

will not explain any difference, since both medieval and

lsee SZ, 362: "Das klassische Beispiel ffir die

geschlchtllche Entwickelung einer Wissenschaft, zugleich
aber auch fiir die ontologische Genesis, ist die Entstehung
der mathematischen Physik." See also GP, 457.

' Harold Alderman ("Heidegger's Critique of Science
and Technology'™ in Michael Murray, ed, Heidegger and Modern
Philosoéhy, New York and London: Yale University Press,
1978; 35-50) notes that Heidegger's view is very traditional
and unoriginal. Alderman says (p. 36): "In fact he [i.e.,
Heldegger] assumes, as do many others,. that mathematlcal
phy51cs\1s the paradigm case for the sciences." See also
Kockelmans, "Heidegger on the Essential Difference-and
Necessary Relationship Between: Phllosophy and Science,”

p- 157. -

‘2A5'Heidegger notes, K, 29, the object of physics
is "da& Ganze der physisch-materiellen Natur.”

3

Frl

See K, 29: "Natur ist fiir existierendes Dasein
immer schon in gewisser Meise enthitllt und begegnet zZu-

ndchst als Naturgewalt und Naturerzeugnis." .

6
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anC1ent phy51cs used facts.1 The claim that ﬁodern physics
‘is characterlzed by experaments will not serve to explain
any‘difference since, once again, both medieval and'ancient
'phy51cs used experlments 2 The’ clalm that modern phy51cs
calculates and measures and in thlS ‘is dlfferent alSO w1ll
not hold, since earller.phy51cs had also calculated and
measuted‘3--None of these three explanatlons can show what-
dlstlngulshes modern phy51cs from 1ts predeceasors.4:-
.Instead, Heldegger sees the move to. modern physmcs-

.

as codsist}ng in Galileo's asking what nature-must_be_like

so that natural facts could become-available.5 The answer
. b
1SeeK 30. Heidegger does not feel that ‘an accumu-

lation of facts is very important, probably: because for

him what is- important is the determination of. the ba51c
concepts .of the science. Once these are determined, every-
thing else, including the facts to be discovered, is.alsq
determined> Science may uncover facts, but facts do not
make science; concepts do. Thus he says K, 30:  ",.. eine
reichere oder gar untibersehbare Anh3ufung von Tatsachen '
macht eine weniger umfangreiche Kenntnis von Tatsachen ..
nicht schon zur Wissenschaft."

25ee K, 30. . - f(“h _
3see kK, 30. o
4See K, 30: "Die aufgefﬂhrte Momente——Tatsachen~

beobachtung, Experiment, Rechnung--treffen, selbst. wenn
man sie zusammennimmt, nicht das Entscheldende in der
Genesis der neuzeitlichen Naturwmssenschaft.

5Heldegger clalms that Husserl shows (L,‘97):
"dass Galilei nur dadurch Begriinder der modernen Natur=-
‘'wissenschaft wurde, dass er als Physiker Philosoph war."
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Heidegger sees in Galileo is that the beings which phy;ics’
iﬁvesﬁiga£es must be projected onto the mathematical con-
stiﬁution of nature.l In other words, the structure of
nature, as mathemaﬁical, must first be determined in order T
for resegrch.in physics to occur.‘ HeideggerIStates:
Die Grundleistung von Galilei und Kepler war der
ausdrtickliche Vollzug des mathematischen Entwurfes
der Natur.? T
This,AbfAcourse, ié_nothing other than the determination
6f the cdﬁstitution of the being of nature. - In this de-
termination;‘the science of nature is constituted.3
Heidegger's_point in insisting on the importance
of the determination of the general structure of the beings
investiga£ed by a science is that there are Jo pufe facts.4

All facts are ipterpretations of what is. Interpretation

works by understanding out of a context (or from a horizon).

lsee SZ, 362: "Das Entscheidende f#r [physics's]

Ausbildung liegt weder in deér h8heren Schdtzung der »An-
wendung4 von Mathematik in der Bestimmung der Naturvor-
gidnge--sondern im mathematischen Entwurf der Natur selbst."

See also K, 31l: "Die Natur muss auf ihre mathematische
Verfassung hin zuvor entworfen werden.™

2See-K, 31.-

3See K, 32: "Im mathematischen Entwurf der Natur

" vollzieht sich die primidre Vergegenstdndlichung dieses
Seienden, und in dieser Vergegenstdndlichung der Natur
‘konstituiert sich die Erkenntnis der Natur als wissen-
schaftliche Erkenntnis." )

4See Sz, 362: "Die »Begriindung{ der »Tatsachen- . ‘
wissenschaft{ wurde nur dadurch m8glich, dass die Forscher .
verstanden: es gibt ‘grundsdtzlich keine »blossen Tat-
sachend." ‘ .

[
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In science, the basic step is to construct the context
{or hOrizon).“In.this'construCtioﬂ,'the science takes

. : : ' (- . T . IR R
on form, and only once thié has occurred can research within

the science proceed._'l

2.8 Concluéion-

Heidegger's view of-sciénce does nét éomé througﬁ
an examinaﬁién of what particular séiencgé do. ‘The vague-
néss of his'statemeﬁts on sciénce} thelfather'hackneyed
natu;elof hié_only Feal exdmblg of the creation pf a‘science2
(Ehéhexample'of mathematical physics) and the lack of con-
grete aﬁ§1ysés'mayfmake it‘appear that his views are of.'
1ittié value. )

Héidegge;‘g view}.howevef, is that the important

" question to ask about science is the question of how science

originates. Science, as a.human activity, originates out
of man's.pré—feflective everyday experience. Central to
- Heidegger's view of science is his view of man. Man is

“‘taken to be primarily unreflective. Thus science becomes,
in a way, a secondary activity whose emergence from man's

ordinary unreflective activities must be explained.

-

lSee K, 32: "Durch die Vergegenstdndlichung, d.h.

den Entwurf der Seinsverfassung, gewinnt die Wissenschaft
allererst Grund und Boden und umgrenzt zugleich ihr For-
schungsgebiet.” : '

2He gives another example in PT where he talks
of the science of Christian theology.
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- In examining how science arises out of everyday .
- L . " . . \ . . . . . . .' X
experience, Heidegger seeks a general -structure.which he .

r

© can abply to all sbiehgesﬁ - Hé realizes thét’there'will,

- in the various sciences.

be sevéral elements to this structure. Somehow he will ~

\

have to account for different methods, -and even techniques,

‘in the_different-écienceSu' He will haﬁa to account for

the-diffgring truth value to, applylto sciences of experience

aqg_mathematical—apriori,sciences. He will have to be 7
L] i - .

able to déélﬂwith.different ways-of~gonstfucting'concepts

A

. . . S T .
Heidegger's .structure for scienfe i&; however,
eidegg |

fairly simple. By far the most importaht element is the

~act of objectification. ‘This‘explains the emergencé'of

»
M
|

science from everyday experience. Science ‘is constituted :

simply by taking one of the givens of that experience and.

'

projecting it upon the horizon given along with it.in every-

dayness.
All oﬁher eléﬁents in-the struéture of science,

ive from objectification. .Each science has a ﬁethpd.
ethpas differ from science to science. Héwéver, mé%hods‘
are chosen so as to be appropriate to’ the object4—;he ob—:
ject-as:“oﬁjegtifiedf'(projected upoﬁ its being). EaCh'
science consists mosﬁly of reségréh. ﬁesearch is important:

Howe&@f, 1t consists merely of applying the method to the

./"



obﬁect.

- " Although Heidegger's' view -of tﬁe structure of science .
doéé n;t séeﬁ to arise from a detailed examinétioﬁ of ac-
’tua%ly exiéfigélsc@ences, it does seém to arise from a
p;rtiéuiar'paraéigm.'_It‘a;isés from ﬁeidegger's view Qﬁ
hbw.modegn phfsié; @as constituted.

-ThéJstrugﬁgre derived from this paradigmﬁés supposed

to apéiy to‘all:séiences.' It is also supposed to apply
Jto phi;osophf.' Scientific philosophy is simply ontology
wﬂich takes on the strucﬁure of science. In arguing that
éhilosophy can become scientific, Heidegger is stating
Iéhat'philasophy, as a kind of knowledge, is like other
kinds o? knowledge (namely, sciences). He wants, however,

also to say that.there is a radical difference between

philosophy and other sciendes. - ' .

P
ey,
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CHAPTER 3: ?HILOSOPHY VERSUS OTHER DISCIPLINES

3.1 Two kinds of science

All sciences, accOrding~to‘Heidegééf,'have the

structure outlined in Chapter 2. All science proceeds

by first.taking ene of the givens-of‘evéryday expefieﬁce

and projectiﬁg it explicitly upon the horizon in terms

of which it is given. All science then continues by con- -

ducting resea:éh on the objettified given, using a methed

appropriate t¢ the object.

o

Heidegger, howevér, claims that although all sciences

‘have the same structure, there

kinds of science. As with the

made between a priori sciences

empirical sciencés, or between

are two radically diffe;ent
distinctions others have
(such as mathematics) and.

natural and social sciences
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(GeisteéwissehscﬁafeenY; the dlstlnctlon Heidegger draws

'between his two klnds ef science 1is based upon the nature

of the object-each fespectlvehsc1ence handles.
“jhese'twe‘kinds‘of science ere positive (ontie)

: Seience.ahd pﬂiibeopﬁy'(bhiieeephical'er'ontelogicai.science).l

‘P051t1ve sc1ences study belngs or regions of belng Philo-

”‘sophy,:on the other hand studles belng 1tse1f Slnee,

as ‘we know from the dlSEuselon of the ontologlcal dlffer—'

enee, belng is not ltself a belng, the. dlfference between

phllosophy and posxtlve science . is absoluteh? |
There are many dlfferen£ pOSLtlve-se;ences because

beihg'ehows‘itself in many differeﬁt.weyse i.e.} there

are many possible regions of being;' There‘is,‘hewever,~

only one philosophy: philbsophy is simply the study of

lSee GP,¢466 "Mlt der Ex1stenz des Daselns 1st
faktisch die M8glichkeit zweier Grundarten von Wissenschaft
angesetzt: Vergegenstindlichung von Seiendem-als . positive’
Wissenschaft, Vergegenstdndlichung von Sein als temporale
bzw. transzendentale Wissenschaft,:Ontologie, Philosophie." .
See also PT, -14: "Aus der Idee der Wissenschaft fiberhaupt '
ldsst sich zeigen, sofern sie als eine Mdglichkeit des
Daséins verstanden wird: es gibt notwendig zwei Grund-
mdglichkeiten von Wissenschaft: Wissenschaft vom Seienden,
ontische Wissenschaften--und die Wissenschaft vom Sein,
die ontologische Wissenschaft, die Philosophie.”

’See PT, 14: "Jede positive Wissenschaft ... ist
von der Philosophie nicht relativ, sondern absolut ver-
schieden." See also GP, 28: "Die Unterschiedsgrdsse

zwischen positiven Wissenschaften, zu denen Mathematik
und Philologie geh®ren, und Philosophie ldsst sich Utber-
haupt nicht quantitativ abschdtzen."

at

e
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being.
" In this chapter, we 'shall first look at ‘what con-

Stitutes:the positivitj of a positivefécience; . We shall

_ then examlne He1degger s criticism of three "phllosophles

_(Weltanschauungsphllosophle, logical psychologlsm, and g

Husserlian phenomenology) which he believes'are untrue

to the object of philosophy because they would turn philo-

sophy into a. positive science.

LA
3.2 - Positive sciences.

The principal difference between the ‘ontological
science and the barious ontic sciences is that the ontic

soiences, since they deal with belngs (Seienden)r presup-

pose the existence of thelr ob]ects whlle phllosophy makes

1
no such presupp051t;on.
Positive sciences are said toiméke-preSdppositions

because they'depehd upon certéinibaéic'oonoeptS'which they

v

lSee Joseph J. Kockelmans, "Heldegger on the Es-

_Sentlal Difference and Necessary Reglationship Between

Philosophy and .Science," in Joseph J. Kockelmans'and Theo—

dore J. Kisiel (eds),.Phenomenology and  the Natural Sc1ences

.Essays and Translations (Evanston: Northwestern Univer-

sity Press, 1970), 147-166. Kockelmans, referring to the
later text Was heisst Denken?, notes that for Heidegger

(p. 149): "When the scientist begins his. scientific in-’ *

vestigations he always presupposes a certain realm of
meaning which is 'already there,' whereas philosophy's
major concern consists precisely in the radical questione_
immediately connec¢ted with the Total-Meaningfulness to
which Heldegger usually refers with the term Belng itself.

x\_’
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are ‘incapable of exemihiné,l It is due to their basie
nature as sciénces of beings (Seienden) that positive
‘sciénces are not free of presupp051tlons. | |
'P051t1ve sc1encesareSCLences whlch take as their
ob]ects individual belngs or reglons of belng 2 Heidegger
states that what makes a sc1ence p051t1ve is that the,
sc1enge_:equ1re: first, that a~be1ng be_glyen 1n.everyf_
day experiencef second thdt mah have'a pfe;theofetical
comportment towards thlS belng,'and thlrg that this com-
portment be led by a vague'udde;standlng of the being of

this_being or regiod.g' The positive science then proceeds_

lSee Jaeger, Heldeggers Ansatz ZUur Verwendung der
.Metaphy51k in der Epoche von. 'Sein-und Zeit', p. 27:
"Wissenschaft ohne Ausnahme befragt nicht 1hre Voraus-
setzungen, und kann sie wahrscheinlich nicht befragen,
‘denn das wllxde elne metaphysische Besinnung verlangen,

eine Denkungsart die derjenlgen in den Wissenschaften
diametral entgedensteht." It is to note that although
Jaeger is wrltlng ‘of the Sein und Zeit period, she does

not recognize that Heidegger at this time thought of phllo—
sophy as a sc1ence.

2See GP,,17:..ﬁPositive'WiSSehechaften handelh
vom . Selenden, d.h. je von.bestimmten Gebietén,iz.B. der-
'Natur." ' ‘. ; . - " N . '

. 3See PT, 16: I"Zur P051t1v1t3t“e1ner Wlssenschaft
.gehdrt. 1. dass tiberhaupt ein irgendwie schon enthﬂlltes
.Seierdes in.einem gewissen Umfange vorfindlich ist als
m&gllches Thema theoretlscher Vergegenstandllchung und
Befragung 2. dass dieses. vorliegende Positum vorfind-
lich ist in.einer bestimmten- vorwissenschaftlichen Zu-
“und Umgangsart mit dem- Seienden, - in .welcher, Umgangsart. |
51ch schon dle spe21flsche Sachhaltlgkelt dleses Gebletes

'

¥

o
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Wy . - } . . . s e
. S

~

vidual being upon its being. - ) s
By proceeding in this'way, the pOSitiye sciéﬁde
is making a presupposition:h This.is the presuppcéiﬁ;onv
of the e#istence hf its object; the samelpresuppbsifion
. _ .

as is made in the “natural,attitude}“ A p051t1ve SC1ence,

in objéctifying‘its.object, 1s merely follow1ng through

wihh‘the pre-scientific attltude towards the ob]ect, making‘

the foundations of this attitude'mofé explicit,_buﬁ not

'questlonlng them. 2 . I _Fj>

Heldegger glves a few examples of what is presup—

und die Seinsart des betreffenden Seienden zeigt, also
vor aller theoretischen Erfassung, ‘wenn auch unausdricklich
und undewusst enthfillt ist. - 3. - gehdrt zur Positivitit, =

~dass auch dieses vorwissenschaftllche Verhalten zu den

vorliegenden Seienden (Natur, Geschichtey Wirtschaft, Raum,

Zahl) schon-erleuchtet und gefihrt ist . von einem, wenn=

gleich noch- unbegrlffllchen Selnsverstandnls. Die P051—~',
tivitdt nun kann, entsprechend der Sachhaltlgkelt des Sei--
enden, entsprechend seiner Seinsart und .entsprechend der
Weise der vorwissenschaftlichen Enthfilltheit- des betref-

- fenden Seienden und der Art der Zugeh&rlgkelt dleser Ent—

htilltheit zum Vorllegenden, varllcren.“l
lsee @GP, 92, on the “natfirliche Auffassung der

Dingei" . . ' ) . - ) . -

2See PT, 14: "Die-ontischen Wissenschaften machen’

zum Thema je ein vorliegendes Seiendes, das immer schon

in einer gewissen Welse vor der wissenschaftlichen Ent—

hﬂllung enthtillt ist. wlsSenschaften voh einem vorlie-

genden 591enden,_e1nem Positum, nennen wir. 9051t;ve Wissen-

schaften. Ihr:Charakteristikum liegt darln,_dass sie die’

"Richtung-der Vergegenstandllchung dessen, was Sie zum. Thema

machen, geradezu auf das Seiende zugeht als'eine Fort-

- fhrung der” schon existierenden vorw1ssenschaftllchen Ein-

stellung zu dlesem Se1enden.

e ety —— = &

g e ——— =y



"ﬁién theology, falth ("Chrlstllchkelt,' RT; 18,‘whlch Hei-

.-taklng as glven of the ba51c structure _of the 1nd;v1dual

»7 - . B Lo . - - R .8

posed(ig_pOSLtlve sc1ence: phy51CS presupposes the, mathe—'

.

matlcal structure of nature ("mathematische Entwurf der’

Natur, Y K,\3l); blology preSupposes llfe ("Leben,'I K ’84)

12l

~ historical séiencef hlstory (?Geschlchte, ¢'34): Chris—

'.. s a

-,,

-

degger links to "Glaube,"see RE, 214

The p051t1v1ty o£ﬁ9051t1Ve science - bon31sts of'

.- )

the presupp051tlon of these -basic concepts,,l e., 1n the
. 7 ) R :

[ .
-

sobjects which are then 1nvest1gatéd. All p051t%v¢“501¢nces,"-

0("

whether empi}ical or apriori—ﬁat ematical, make s¥ch - pre-"

;uppositions.l What is presyppdsed is the being of the~ -~

23\ R Lo ) : R

object. Every positive science depends upon~an under-

¥

~standing of, the being of "its ijébth‘evén_when'we are not

T Al 5 . . .. N '
. . [
lSee GP, T4: "Wenn sogar aprlorlsche Wissen-
schaften wie die’ Geometrle, die nle und nimmer von emplr—
ischen Tatsachen hardeln, noch etwas voraussetzen, was
ihnen unzugéngllch ist, die Seinsverfassung: ihres thema~

tischen Gebletes, dann ‘gilt das ‘erst techt fir alle Tat-

-sachenw1s€enschaften-..." See also K, "32:  "In jeder ver- ' .

meintlich reinen Tatsachenforschung liegen immer schon

"Vdrmeinungen tiber die Bestimmtheit des Gebiétes,. innér-

halb dessen sie aufgefunden-wérden, und die Tatsachen fHr
sich vermbqen die Selnsverfassung als solche nlcht auf—
zuhellen - . ) .

: 2See I 28 "In.der Ausblldung dleses Selgﬁmer—
st&ndnlsses erwachsen dle Begriffe, die das: elngfénzen,
was z.B. deschichtliche: Wirklichkeit als solche,,was Sei-
endes ‘als. Lebendes im Grunde charakterisiert, d.h., dle
Grundbegriffe der b@tkeffepden WlSSGﬂSCtht=": ‘

1

Wt
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aware of such an:undefstanding.l ;Since”the'presupposition

>

of the ba51c structure of ‘the objects to bevinvestiéated

for the most part, done unthematlcally, these strue—

tures are left 1n need of clarlflcatlon,2

"

_The scope of the p051t1ve sc1ences is 11m1ted byr
"these presupp051tlons 1n two ways. |

The flrst way 15 that each p031t1ve sc1ehce is.
- limited: to the 1nvest1gat10n of the type of object 1t pre—‘

R ¥
supposes.3 The valldlty of the statements emanatlng from

each 1nd1V1dual p051tlve 501ence lS llmlted to a partl—
‘cular regaqn;of belngs; uAlthough 1nterd15c1pllnary studles
*afe cleariy possible}.it;ls-not p0551ble for pnactltloners'

‘of any one- p051t1ve science’ to make useful statements about

-‘-all types of objects, or all reglons of belng Only phllo-

.\A

See GP, : "Alle posmttve Setzung von- Selendem ﬂ.\,'h

R SChlLesst eine aprlorlsche Erkenntnis und ein apriorisches’
‘;Versténdnls des  Seins dieses Selenden in sich,: wenngleich |
die posytlve Er fahrung ‘von Seiendem wvon diesem Verstdndnis -
_.nichts -weiss und: dés darln Verstandene nlcht auf den Be—,f
,_grlff Zu br;ngen vermag " :

,.i

. o 3See SZ,_Q& "Wlssenschaftllche Forschung vollﬂ ' ‘f‘}v
.21eht d1e Hebung und erste Fixierung dex Sachgebiete naiv
“und ‘roh.!" -See also K, 29: "Die Ausbildung der Vergegen- - -

"fstandllchung des Gebletes, d.h, dle Ausblldung des Seins-
verstdndnisses und..die Gew1nnung der Grundbegrlffe, voll-=
‘zieht sich zun&chst und ‘zumeist naiv und-ochpe zigentliches
Wissen um das, was hierbei vor sich:geht i7 See also K,
© 34, .on the unclarltles of the'ba51c concepts of | sc1enges,
and L,.97 R Co SR .

) 3See K, 28.» "Mlt der Ausblldung der Grundbegrlffe

umgrenzt sich der jewelllge Grund und Boden der bestlmmten

',wlssenschaft und lhr Geblct

i
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sophy,.thch invéstigateé being'itée%f, cén'lay claim to
being universal. ' S ' |

Positive sciences are‘limited in é seéond_way in'
that, within the science, no'&ﬁestions may'ﬁé raised about
the basic presupposed framework dn_wﬁich fbe scienéé“dgv o

pends.l

Methods used Ey'the science cannct be uggd‘to.
investigate the framework because the ffamework‘is ﬁot
itself the kind of obﬁect which it defines.z_»Thié is-tfuei
in thé_£rivial sense  that the particular'techhiéues uéed

&

by a science cannot be applied to the basic concepts of

lSee Gp, 72: "Dle .Seinsverfassung 1hres [psycho—
logy's] Gebietes, die die Psychologle wie jede andere ' .
positive Wissenschaft, Physik, Chemie, Biologie im engeren
Sinne, aber auch Philologie, Kunstgéschichte unausgesprochen
voraussetzt, ist selbst ihrem Sinne nach der positiven.
Wissenschaft unzugdnglich ... Die Seinsverfassung von.
Seiendem ist nur einer total anderen Wissenschaft, der
Philosophie als Wissenschaft vom Séx; zugdnglich. " See
also K, 32: -"Diese Begrlndung des vbn der Wissenschaft
selbst vollzogenen Entwurfes der Seinsverfassung ihres.
Gebietes kann ihrem Wesen nach von den. Wissenschaften
selbst nicht gelelstet werden." See also L, 96- 97,'where~
Heidegger notes that no matter how much knowledge 'a science
like psychology piles up, it can never answer the question

.

about its basic’ concepts~—v1z.; “sie wird nie zur Beant-
wortung der Frage, was denn das Psychische sei .." O As
Jaeger notes (Heideggers Ansatz zur Verwendung der Meta- .
physik. in der Epoche von 'Sein und Zeit'), p. 28: "Die

- Frage, was eine Wissénschaft sei, ist schon keine wissen-
schaftliche Frage mehr, sondern eine philosophische.”

2-See K, 34. See Kisiel, "Science, Phenomenology,

-and’ the. Thinking of Being."  Kisiel notes that (p. 170):

"... physics itself is not a possible object ‘of a .physical’
‘experiment, -and biology as a science cannot be examined .
under the microscopée as if it were a blologlcal object.

"It is possiblé to speak biologically about fish and frogs,
bees and "beets, but one cannot apprcach biclogy in a bio-
logical way." ‘ N

-~



J3that $cienee. -Fer‘example} if historical research. gener-

3 notxons,about the nature of- tlme

f3f3e Philoébphyuvs 9051t1ve.sc1ence.
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ally uses the teehniqueswef-loeking in ola books and exa- .

‘mining archeologicaLievidence: then-itfﬁouid,be»imﬁoeeible.

“‘for‘historians'usihg'such'techniques‘to'discover wh%t his-

tory itself is. It is also true more generally For ex—
ample, 1f physxcs is the examlhablon of matter in motlon,

all statenlents .in phy51cs depend upon v1ews about the

- »

_nature of tlme (since tlme 1s-presupposed 1n the deflnition

of motlon and in the measurement of matter in motlon) e

However, no matter what technlque the phy51c1st used he

:could not 1nvest1gate tlme 1tself w1th1n the. sc1ence 51nce

all his technlques and all hlS concepts already contaln

\

Phllosophy dlffers from p051t1ve sc1ence 1n that

1t does . not make presupposltlons whlch it cannot inves--

. tlgate. The reason for thLS drfference between phllosophy

tand p631trve sc1ende$.has to do wrth the nature of'the ﬂ_

respectlve Objects of these two klnds of 5c1ences

Phllosophy does not p031t the ex1stence of any

particular being (Selendes) .P051t1Ve sciences do _ThlS

'
v

limits their scope while, since. there are many. dl[ferent

: .
.

‘lSee‘R} 33+ 34-‘ "Der Physiker fragtlnicﬁt'nach

. dem Wesen der Zeit, sondern er gebraucht .sie- als das, mit
'RﬂckSLCht worauf er dle Bewegung mlsst._. . N

.
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‘ mahifestat#ons,of being, increasing theirendmbef..;Alsﬁough'
t‘édsitive'sciences een make,%alid statements abogt beings
“lyinglwitﬁihetﬁeir.ﬁespeetive regions £he§;aepend-on philo-

sophie'feseerEh'toAclarify and define the regions of being

, o
Phllosophy does not p051t the existence of any

particular b81ng because ‘it is the’ study of belng itself
(Seln) and not of belngs (Seienden) . Phllosophy 1s not
limited 1m—1ts study It studies~what lles,at ‘+the ground“
of,all being. . ThlS makes phllosophy the mOSt unlversal
and radlcal dlSClpllne. ‘radical, 51nce 1t-stud1es what;

lles behlnd any.partlcular belng or reglon of belng, dnif

‘versal, 51nce it studles what grounds all knowledge Phild—';.

L

V\,sophy also studles its own - roots.. y startlng w1th fun—

i damental Qntology, phllosophy studles what allows the belng-

quest;on to arlse. There 1S~no— fundamental questlon whlch

~ w

phllosophy leaves to another dlSClpllne for an answer.-' o

"\ f lSee'K, 36: "In jeder Wlssenschaft von elnem Ge—‘
blet des. Seiendeén llegt schon latent,elne ihxr zugehbrlge,
vor ihr selbst aber nie, und zwar grundsatzllch nie aus-

blldbare reglonale Ontologle o -
- Ca

2See Walter Helnemann, pie Relevanz der Phllosophle

Martln Heideggers flr das Rechtsdenken, Inaugural-Disser-
.tation.zur Erlangung des Grades einesg Doktors dex: Rechte
einer Hohen ReChtSWlSSGHSChaftllChen Fakultdt der. Alpert-
“Ludwigs- Unlver51tat .Zu Freiburg im, Breisgau, 1970.. Héine-
mann notes that .(p.309): "Die. wesentllche ‘Grenze zw1schen
Einzelwissenschaft und- Phllosophle besteht fiir Heidegger
" darin, dass sich jede Wlssenschaft in 'einem Geblet -des
‘Seienden bewegt, das ihr vorgegeben ist und tber das. sie

" selbst keine Aussagen machen kann, wahrend as gerade der

:_ Ph;;osophle‘obllegt, jene Berelche in den Bllck Zu fassen
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~ Heildegger’ strongly cr1t1c1zes any attempt to glve
up the presuppOSLtlonless character of philosophy, 51nce'
such attempts essentially would turn philosophy into a

~positive sciénce. In. what fecllows we shall look at Hei-

‘degger's criticism of three such -attempts:: Welténschauungsf'

philosophie: psychologism in logic, and‘HueSerlien;pheno4
menology. |

3.4 Weltanschauungsphi1osophie ’

Heldegger attacks unmerc1fﬁlly Weltanschauungs—

b
phllosophle as beLng one ‘of the most serlous adversarles

of sc1ent1f1c phllosophy 1 The seVerlty of hls attack

may be due to the closeness of th own v1ews to those of -

Jaspers and others of thlS school. .As was noted.above
(in the Introductlon), the lmmedlate receptlon of ‘Sein
‘_Hund zeit took Heldegger to be: an ex;stentlallst" He was

certalnly seen as closer to thcse wantlng to bulld a phllo—

-

h SOpth Weltanschauung than ta those 1nterested 1n the
sc1ent1f1c nature cf phllosophy
: WGltanschauungsphllosophle 15 the p051tlon that ©L

L,the alm of phllosophy is to construct a phllOSOpth Welt—

-

lFor example, Heldegger says that (MAL, 230)
'"Weltanschauungsphllosophlc }st ﬂberhaupt ‘ein. w1der51nnlger
’ Tltel : _ , .

’
t

PR
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anschauung.1 ‘Heidegger believes this is false. The’aim

of philosophy is to work out the meaning of being,'nof

to deveiep a general view of life. While people who engage

in phllosophy may have a dlfferent Weltanschauung than

other 1nd1V1duals,'such side- effects of phllOSOpth re-

search are 1rrelevant;..

| Heidegger takes his uﬁaerstending of the term

"Weltanschauﬁng“ from'Jespers,'altheugh'he discusses the

use of theJtefm from‘the 18th centufy onwards. Jaspers'

is quofed as saying |
wenn. wir wvon Weltanschauungen sprechen so meinen
wir Ideen, das Letzte und das Totale des Menschen,
sowohl sub]ektlv als Erlebnls und Kraft und Ge-.

51nnu%g, wie objektlv als gegensténdllch gestaltete
Welt. . .

Heidegger claims that Weltanschauungen differ from
scientific knowledge.. Science requires man to. take a neu-

tral view of objects, letting ‘beings be what they are,

. lHeldegger states that for Weltanschauungsphllo—
sophie (GP, 8): "Diese Weltanschauung ist nicht ein Neben-
produkt der Philosophie, sondern ihre Ausbildung das eigent-
liche Ziel und Wesen der Phllosophle selbst."  See also
GP, 4-5, where Heldegger says that in the conception of
" philosophy current in WeltanschauungsphllosophLe, phllo—
sophy should: ‘'nicht nur und nicht in erster Linie eine
theoretische Wissenschaft sein, sondern praktisch die Auf-
fassung der Dlnge und- ihres Zusammenhanges und die- Stel-
" lungnahme zu ihnen lenken und die Deutung des Daseins und
seines’ Slnnes regeln und leiten. Philosophie ist Welt~
und Lebensweisheit oder), wie man mit einem heute geldufigen
Ausdruck sagt, Philosophie soll eine Weltanschauung geben.
' 80 lasstk51ch die w1ssenscha£tllche Philoscphie gegen die .
“Weltanschauungsphllosophle unterschelden ne
) 26 P, quoted from Karl Jaspers, PSYChOlOglE der
Weltanschauungen {Berlin: .1923), Ig'
J
/s
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rather than look%ﬁg at them in terms of ‘their usefulness.

/

The construction of Weltanschauungen, however,‘aims at ¢
usefulness. Weltanschauungen help man situate himself
in the world and in hls llfe; They are not the type of

knowledge engaged in for its own sake..‘The construction

‘of a Weltanschauung 1nvolves arriving at a conv1ctlon which.

"one<can firmly believe, rather than arrivihg at knowledge;l

. Weltanschauungen are unscientific in another way.

They need not be sCientifically constructed, and for the

dmoét part are net. A Weltanschauung can just .as well be
eonstructed‘on the basis of superstition and prejudice

“as on. the basis of science.’

»Heidegger'admité that the practitioners of Welt-

:'ansehauuﬁgsphilosophie-believe that a.philosophic Welt-

lSee GP T '"Dle Weltanschauung ist’ nicht Sache

Jelnes theoretischen Wissens, weder h1n51chtllqh ihres Ur-
sprungs 'noch beztiglich ihres Gebrauchs.: 'Sie wird nicht
‘einfach-wie ein Wlssensgut im Geddchtnis behalten, son-
.dern sie ist Sache einer zusammenhaltenden Wberzeugung,

die mehr oder mlnder ausdriicklich und dlrekt Handel und
Wandel bestlmmt

2See GP, 7: "Ob die Weltanschauung durch Aber-
glauhen und Vorurteile bestimmt oder.ob sie sich. rein auf
wissenschaftliche "Erkenntnis und Erfahrung st@tzt oder
gar, was .die Regel ‘ist, ob sie aus‘Aberglauben und Wissen,
aus Vorurteil und Besinnung sich mlscht, das gllt glelch—

7v1el dndert an 1hrem Wesen nlchts

. B
kS il

SN WL SUREE TP -

e e T



-9 7-

R
anschauuhg weu;d be.ecrentific.i' h philosephic‘Weltan—_
-schaheng'ditﬁeréhfrom etheref—sey,.artistic er'religiousz--
in thét it is baeed on philéSophy- It would thus. be pro-
.duced on ‘the ba51s of phllOSOphy s questlonlng of what
rs most general and-unlversal _and-on the responses to
the ultlmate problems of ex1stence, world ‘and life. : To
the extent that phllosophy is scxentlflc, a phllOSOpth.
Weltanschauung should ltself be sc1ent1flc ' This means
that a phllOSOpth Weltanschauung would be based on the
most recent dlscoverles in the varlous sc1ences as well
as on the current state of development of sc1ent1f1c phllo—
sophy .* T S h,'J..'i -“r‘,-ﬂ ‘..:_

| Althqeghhphiloeeéhy'can_give rise toha_welten—
'echaumng,3 this does5hbt meen thet the aim of phiiﬁsﬁphy

. % : i
is to develop a Weltanschauung.q

-lSee-eP, 9, ~

2See’GP,-‘B-
: ‘ 3He1degger equlvocates a bit on whether there is
a phllosophlc Weltanschauung At MAL, 22, he says: ‘"Es:
"gibt in-der Tat eine ‘philosophische Weltanschauung ..."
But. later he says (MAL, 230): !"Philosophie selbst glbt

nie eine Weltanschauung und hat auch nicht die Aufgabe

.eine solche zu geben, im Gegentell Sie ist eine m8gliche
 Existenzform, die gerade in sich, der Idee nach, noch keiner,
. Weltanschauung bedarf, weil sre Slch in den Mégllchkelten
_derselben bewegt .

B 4See MAL, 22: "er phllosophleren nlcht um Philo-
sophen Zu werden, aber ebensowenlg, um uns und -anderen
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Produc1ng Weltanschadﬁngen cennot be the aim of
phllosophy because of the way they arlse.} Weltanschauuhgen'
always_come from the factual situation in which men find

;themselveelz-,ihrs ishthe-reason they differ with differenrh

peoples and with different historical periods. As the @

~'situation man finds himself in changes; his general. view

‘oflhhe world-and of iife changes. 5A philosophic Weltan-
Tschauung, based on tho current p051tf%n of phllosophy and
‘of sc1ence,:eould thqs change as new discoveries were made
‘A phllosophlc Weltanschauung, 11ke any other, is relatlve
' “to e ¢concrete factual srtuatron of partrcular men; 

SincerWeltehschauuhgsphilosophie arises from such

- eine.rettende‘Weltanschauung-zu beschaffen, die man sich
zulegen k8nnte wie Mantel und Hut." See also.GP,: 13, where
Heidegger notes that philosophy "kann nie eine bestimmte °
Weltanschauung als diese und jene 'ausbilden und setzen.
Philosophie. ist ihrem Wesen nach nicht’ Weltanschauungs—

- bildung, hat aber vielleicht gerade deshalb ‘einen elemen-
taren und’ prlnzlplellen Bezug zu aller, auch der nicht .
theoretischen, sondern faktlsch geschlchtllchen Weltan— '
"‘schauungsblldung "

lSee GP, 12-13:. "Weil zum Wesen der Weltanschauung
und damit der Weltanschauungsblldung Uberhaupt diese Posi-
tivitiit gehdrt, d.h. die Bezogenheit® auf Seiendes, seiende
Welt, seiendes Dasein, deshalb kann Weltanschauungsb11~
:dung gerade nicht Aufgabe der Philosophie sein, was nicht

-

aus—, sondern ‘einschliesst, dass .Philosophie selbst elne
ausgezelchnete Urform der Weltanschauung ist."
2See GE, 12 V"Dle Weltanschauung erwéchst

" je aus. einem faktlschen Dasein gemiss seinen faktlschen g
M8glichkeiten und 1st, ‘wag gieist, ‘je flr dicéses bestimmte
Dasein ... Alle Welt-und Lebensanschauung ist setzend,
d.h. auf Selendes seiend bezogen :Sie setzt Selendes,"
-sle ‘ist positiv. ' o
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concrete situations, it is positive: it posits (i.e.,
it depends on, or it presupposes) the existence of parti-

.cular beings--particular men in particular situations.

-

Weltanschauungsphiiosophie;'to the extent it could claim
- . t

to be scientific,l gives rise to a positive science. Philo-
sophy, however, is radically different from positive science.
Philosophy is the study of being itself and not of indi-

vidual beings. Weltanschauungsphilosophie, since it is

positive}.can not lay claim to being philosophical.

L

3.5 ‘Logical psychologism
Logical psychologism is, in a way,‘a-mOre thorough-
goingsétteméf to‘af;ive at a'scientific philosophy  than
is WelténschauungsphiiOSOphie, gince logical psychologism
" can more easily‘léy cléimrto béing scientific.
.,Heidegéer goes through Husserl's criégéism of
IOgicalApsychologiém iﬁ Lhe first volume oﬁ the Logische
Untersuchungen,?ﬁand-adds his own criticismjas well.

‘ : A
As Husserl had -noted, logical psychologism is the

a

view thatrlbéic is a subdiscipline of psychology. Logic
is the study of correct thinking. Thinking, however, 1is
a psychological process--it takes place within the psyche.

Psychologyfis the study of the psyche, therefore logic -

. '~1Which'Heideggér aoubts, since Weltanschauungs-
philosophie aims at the. useful rather than at knowledge
for its own sake.

QSeé ﬁ; 31-89.



falls under psychdlogy. Logic ie merely.a,subQiSCipline.

of psycholoéy beceuse it etudieéiéﬁéy_eome'bf thelpro--
deeses of the mind. ‘ ‘ o

' Since psychelogy is an1eﬁpi;icalrseience based
on the observation of psyehic events, logic also‘is‘such
aﬁ‘empiricel_science. .Logicai,lawe, such as the principle

of contradiction, then, are géneralizations'based on' ob-

':servatlon of how human mlnds work. 1 The prlnc1ple of ‘con-

_tradlctlon, for example, really says that our mlnds are

7
such’ that we cannot both afflrm and deny the same propo—

sition at the same tlme.
Heidegger thoroughly approves of Husserl's two.

criticisms of this position in the first volume of the

Logische Untersuchungen: namely, that logical psycho-

-loéiSm is a form of sceptiéal relativism'and ‘thus self-

contradictory, and that 1t is based on_ the fallure to re-

.)
cognlze the dlfference between 1deal and real belng 2

"Husserl's second criticism is the more important

for}Heidegger. Essentially this criticism is that logi-

cal psychologism's error is ontological: a failure to

B

1 o ‘ ‘ ' q;‘

See L, 37-~38, and 39.

2Roderick M. Stewart ("The Proble? of Loglcal
Psychologism for Husserl and the Early He degger" notes
that Heidegger had made a similar analysis in his Habili-

tationsschrift of 1916. See Stewart, particularly p.4188.
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"trecegnlzerthat thlngs.ex1st in dlffereht ways;l“.Heidegger
notes that for Husserl, log1ca1 psychologlsm ends up natur--
alLZLng.consctousnees and tu;nlng-loglc (and.thus\phllo—‘
.‘ﬁsophy) inte“a”pbsitiﬁe science ' Logic, hbwevet, ie.hot‘
h an emplrlcal SClence of observed facts (TetsachenwiSSei—
schaft). Instead it 1s_an 1deal sc1enee,dealin§ Qith
“_1deal, eternal truths ~ Logical psychologiem fails to.re-
 canize'this distinctiqn.ih beihg,freedghiied_eince-Piato.
‘It fails to see the Leibnizian aietinction'bf vérités de
raison (as ih,logiC) ahé Qérités de fait’(as in phy51cs)
 Heidegger‘agreee with Husserl that loglcal psycho—
'Io@iém{ in attemttihg to.make.loglc an emplrlcal sc1ence,
has falSLfled the nature‘of phllosophy Phllosophy is

'not an emplrlcal p051t1ve 501ence, and lt 15 rldlculous

“to attempt to ground phllosophy on a p051t1ve science.

1See L, ﬂ6~47:_'9Der Grundfehler des Psychologis-
mus liegt demnach darin:  dass er den Satz vom Widerspruch
auslegt als eine Aussage #ber 'rea%e psychische Vorkomm-
nisse und blind ist gegenﬂber dem eigentlichen Sinn dieses
'Satzes, dass er etwas augsagt Uber ideales Sein, das Zu-
sammen- und Nlchtzusammengeltenkbnnen von Wahrhelten "

2See L, 50 - "Die Grundverfehlung des’ Psychologls—
‘'mus liegt letzlich in der Verkennung des Unterschieds einer
Grundverschledenhelt im Sein des Selenden." See also
L, 45
. 3

‘ ‘See GP, 76: "Anthropologie im Sinne der Psycho-

logie als einer positiven Wissenschaft zur Grundlage der
Philosophie, z.B. der Logik zu machen, ist grundsitzlich
noch widersinniger, als wenn jemand versuchen wollte, mit -

“Hilfe von Chemie und Phy51k der k&rperllchen Dlnge die

" Geometrie zu begriinden.
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;.Howofe;, philosophy-is notvon‘idéal; poSitive'soiehoe'either;
- As . we sﬁali éee below,‘Heideggér carries over,thé'Huo—.“f
.éoriién'criticigm‘ofoiogical psychologism to Husserlian
:phenomenoioéy itself. As with his criticism of Weiton—--
lsohéoonééphiiosophie ano iogioal.poyohologismj'Heidéggéf{s
cr1t1c1sm of Husserl lS that phmlosophy cannot be a posi-
tlve sc1ence.

3.6- Husserlian phenomenology

Although HELdegger is clearly heav1ly lnfluenoed

_ by Husserl and’although he calls hlmself a phenomenologlst,f
he lS very crltlcal of Husserl and other phenomenologlsts

1n the Marburg 1ecture courses 1 This cr1t1c1sm is that-

’Husserl“and others'have not correotly determined the es-
ﬂéence'of'phenomenology:- they have not looked at pheno—

menology ‘itself in a phenomenoloqlcal way.? .Instead thoy
— N S R '
1

See PGZ, 124, where Heidegger 'says.Husserl's and
Scheler's research should be examined and "Sodann machen
wir aus dieser Forschung selbst heraus -dqeutlich, dass in -
ihr ein fundamentales Problem ungestellt bIElbt und ‘un- -
gestellt bleiben muss, und warum es das ‘muss, -welche Be-
dingungen zu erfftllen sind, um es zlu. stellen; und wie sich
daraus die Aufgabe der phdnomenologischen Forschung. ra- '

dikaler bestimmt. Dieses Problem ist als phdnomenologische
Gruridfrage nach dem Sinn von Sein.... .Durch die immanente

"Kritik des Zuges der phdnomenologlschen Forschung selbst
entsprlngt die Frage nach dem Sein ...",

2See PGZ, 178: "Die krltlSChe Uberlegung orglbt
Auch die" phanomenologlsche Forschung steht unter dem Bann.
einer alten Tradition und zwar gerade da, wo s um die
ursprlinglichste Bestimmung ihres eigensten Themas--die
~ Intentionalitdt--geht. Die Phanomonologlc bestimmt gegen
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.haJe taken ovet tfaditional niews of the neture‘of ohilo—‘
sophy and have attempted to do phenomenologlcal research
w1th1n ‘the llmlts imposed by those v1ews.l

\V\The talk of phenomenology as a p0551b111ty and
the‘refusal.to attempt to'arrlve at the essence of pnenOf
.. menology out of an.examination of what nhenomenoiogists |
ectna}ly do ié‘etidence of this‘critioal attitude.2 ;nei—

degger even claims that for arriving at a definition of

‘ihr elgenstes Prinzip Lhre elgenste thematlsche Sache," '
nicht aus den Sachen selbst, sondern aus einer traditionel-
lenr.obzwar sehr sélbstverst¥ndlich gewordenen ‘Vormeinung -
dartiber, in deren Sinn es liegt,.den ursprfinglichen Sprung
' zﬁﬁ‘1ntend1erten thematischen Seienden gerade zu verléug-
' nen. 'Phdnomenologie ist daher in. derrGrundaufgabe der
 Bestimmung ihres elgensten Feldes unphanomenologlsch'-—‘
das helsst vormelntllch phanomenologlsch'“

'lSeo PGZ, 147 "Dle Herausarbeltung des reinen
Bewusstselnsals'thematlsches Feld der Phdnomenclogie ist
nicht phénomenologlsch im. Rﬁckgang auf die Sachen selbst .
gewonnen, ~sondern. im Rickgang auf eine traditionelle Idee-
der Phllosophle Deshalb sind alle bestimmten Charaktere,
die als’ Selnsbestlmmungen der Erlebnlsse auftreten, keine .
ursprﬂngllchen. ‘ . :

_ 2g6e GP, l: ""... Wir wollen nicht historisch ken-
nenlernen, was ‘es mit der modernen Richtung in der Philo-
sophie, genannt Ph&ngmenologie, flir eine Bewandtnis hat.
Wir.- handeln nicht von der Phdnomenologie, sondern von dem
" wovon. sie selbst handelt." See also L, 32: . "Uber die
Phiinomenologie sélbst will ich hier nicht, wie viele An-

" hdnger der Phinomenologie sie .auffassen, eine besondere
Richtung der Philosophie, das Wesentliche ist auch nicht,
dass eine sog. Schule existiert, sondern das Entscheidende
ist das Prinzip- der Arbeit, das als das phanomenologlsche

"bezeichnet wird. The principle is expressed in the maxim:
Zu den Sachen Selbst.




#'? i

. statement of pr;nCLples B S ‘ S .

~104-

__phenomenology it is of v1rtually no value to examlne what

‘phenomenologlsts do.l Even 1f phenomenologlsts were able

to agree on a'etatement:of prineiples for'phenomenolouyrg
this would not- necessarlly tell us- anythlng about the es—u
sence of thlS dlsc1p11ne.‘To understand the nature of pheno—'
menolegy we would have to first show:
dassfdle phdnomenologische Forechung‘gas Zentrum
der philosophischen Problematik gewonnen und. aus

deren M&gllchkelten ihr elgenes Wesen bestimmt
hat

. For Heldegger thlS has not occurred Husserl falled to_ﬁf

grasp the . central phllosophlcal problem——the problem of

belng ‘The aim of the Marburg wrltlngs 15 to relate pheno—

menology to thlS central problem4 and-to show tHht phenq—w

'menologlcal,research,gcorrectly understoodf presents. a

lAlthough Heldegger admlts 2) that thlS is.

Hwhat one . ordlnarlly would do, and 1t is what Heldegger
himself . does in. several of the lecture courses, partlcu-
'larly 'PGZ. and L. o

2Dssentlally thls is- what Splegelberg attempts
in the Phenomenological Movement: he .takes the masthead -
from Philosophie und phdnomenologische Forschung as a

%

4Heldegger attempts to. show that (PGZ, 184) "Das . -

'phanomenologlsche Fragen flihrt’ seinem innersten Zuge nach

selbst -zur ‘Frage nach dem Sein des Ifitentionale und vor

rallem vor die Frage nach dem Sinn des Seins uberhauptr”
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more radical and explicit idea of scientific’philosophy
“than ‘has been actualized‘in.the history of westerh'tl'.lought.‘l
Husserl's error is eimilar to those of ldélcal'

psychologlsm and Weltanschauungsphllosophle. It is an

' ’ -

- ontological error:- 1t 15 the ‘failure to recognlze the
ontologicel difference. Only through- recognlzlng the on—g"
tologlcal dlfference can phllosophy be constructed as a
non—p051t1ve science. * As long as phllosophy p051ts the
existence of a beihc, even if this being ls.ldeal, philo-

sophy is as p051t1ve as any other scmence.

Husserl s maln mlstake was the fallure to ask the
being—questlon, and partlcularly the fallure to ask about"
the being of the subject. Heidegger attrlbutes this failure

' to Husserl's use of the :eductibn.?' Thé reduction'bracketse

o _ lSee GP, 3: ... eine der Hauptab51chten der Vor—_
lesung [the GP] ist zu zeigen, dass die phdnomenologische
Forschung in ihre Grundtendenz begriffen, nichts anderes
darstellen kann als das ausdriicklichere und radikalere’
Verstidndnis der wissenschaftlichen Philosophie, wie sie

in ihrer Verwirklichung seit der Antike bis zu Hegel in.
"immer neuen und in sich elnheltllche zusammenhangenden
Bemlthungen angestrebt wurde . :

o2

" tionalitdt als des thematischen Feldes der Phdnomenologie
- bleibt die Frage nach dem Sein des Intentionalen unerfr-

See PGZ, 157: "In der Herausarbeitung der Intenl f@f';‘

.tert. Sie wird im gewonnenen Feld, dem reinen Bewusstsein,'_-'

nicht gestellt, ja geradezu als widersinnig abgelehnt.

"Sie wird durch den Weg der Gewinnung dieses Feldes, durch
die Reduktlon, ausdriicklich’ zurlickgestellt, und sie w1rd
da, wo ven Seinsbestimmungeén Gebrauch gemacht wird, “wie

‘in der Ausgangsstellung der Reduktion, ebenfalls.nicht
ursprﬂngllch gestellt, sondern das Sein der Akte w1rd im
vorhinein theoretisch-dogmatisch bestimmt als Sein im ‘Sinne
der Realitdt von Natur. _Dle Seinsfrage selbst bleibt un-
erértert. . : : C
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out being’end makes it impossible‘to‘raiSe the QuestrOn“

lof being. Although as we wrll see (in. Chapter 6),‘He1~ :

Coa

degger has hlS own versron of- the reductlon, Husserl*wasg,:

borrect in bellev1ng that the Husserllan reductlon was"

“a

'absent in Heldegger. _L ';iM f S ";.J “-.V%

~

ThlS mlstake can be Sseen 1in Husserl's treatment

of loglcal psychologlsm. Husserl cr1t1c12ed thls poSltlon'

for trxing to turn phllosophy 1nto a. p051t1ve emplrlcal
sclence._ H ,vhoweyer, falled to reallze that 1dea1 sciences

. can also be positive: even. mathematlcs, as Plato recon- .

nized, posit the existence of‘a certaln kind of being.
The dlfference between phllosophy and other sciences
is ontologlcal as Husserl sald However, the dlfference

between these two klnds of 501ence is’ founded on.the onto- .

0

lloglcal dlfference of belng and belngs The object-of

'phllosophy cannot, for Heldegger, ‘be a partlcular belng

Consc1ousness,.thus, cannot serve as the object for phllo—

_sophlcal research. Heldegger clalms that lf Husserl had

!

posed the questlon of ‘the being of conscrousness, rather

':than 51mply taklng over Brentano s characterlzatlon of

lSee GF, 73, where Heidegger, speaklng favorably

: of Plato, notes that even ideal sciences like geometry .

presuppose beings and thus are unlike ‘philosophy. ‘Hei-
degger’ states that like Kant: "Gleichwohl sagt Plata:
Obzwar die Geometrle aprlorlsche Erkenntnis ist, unter-
sche&det sie sich noch. grundsdtzlich von der Philosophie,

die ﬁﬁth*aprlorlsche Erkenntnis und das  Apriori zum Thema

hat. Die Geometrie hat ein bestimmtes S&iendes von bestimm-
ten Wasgehalt, den reinen Raum, zum Gegenstand, der zwar
nicht vorhanden ist, wie ein physisches materielles Ding,
der auch nicht ist wie ein. Lebendlges, das Leben, sondern

der ist in der Weise des Bestehens
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it, then he would have. been led to the questlon of belng

in‘general. Husserl however, by falllng to do so, con-

"’tlnues the same error as the 1oglcal psychologlsts.‘ he .

makes phllosophy a p051t1ve sc1ence.

f 3.7 JConc1u51oh; S f IR hl' ‘ -_:. - . -,
'ihiﬂeidegger{sfview, ecéentific-philosophy.is.on—.‘
tology}_iﬂe{f;the;etudy:of.berngff 6n£ology debendé upon
ﬁhefdistinotionoof being-end'beihgs}-ebnﬁoiogy}aske rhe_'
~guestioh ofjbeihg”ih gehérei—~i£:éeke‘abOu£ what makes:
possible the manlfold ways in whlch thlngs are._ Fundamen—f
“tal ontology seeks to respond to the belng questlon by
seeklng'the,horlzon for_the understandlnggof being whlch-'
we.find‘ihrDasein. | | |

. . Many’'other scientific endeavors are possible, aincGe

' ' : L . S
'beings exist in many ways. In positive science, a region

of being is investigated. Certain basic.structures or
basic concepts are-presuppoSed and research in engaged

in.” Positive sciences, though limited in SCope, are cap- ,

able of bringihg usrhnowleége of the various regions_of.
being. . . )

Heidegger eees:a'danger in confusihg ohilosoohy
with poeiﬁive'science.‘ In Weltahsohauungephiiosophie;

an attempt is made to produce a useful philosophy which |

'ﬁill help us get through everyday life, throqgh anian—
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alysis of our curréntfsituation. In loglcal psychologlsm3
_an attempt 1s made to ground phllosophy in an emplrlcal

. p051t1ve sc1ence'= psychology S Ine Husserllan phenomeno—

'\logy, an attempt 1s made to construct a sc1ent1f1c phllosophy
T on the ba51s of a partlcular belng "consc1ousness In
all three-cases,-phllosophy rs rnterpreted as'uitlmately‘

, being a positive SCience: the ontologlcal dlfference of -

belng and belngs 15 not recognlzed )
.

Heldegger S own attempt to construct a sc1ent1f1c
phllosophy thus must take care not to commlt thls same
mrstake.A Soﬂehow belng must becOme the object for a SC1ence,
w1thout 1tself b91ng treated'as a partlcular belng (Selendes)
CIf- Heldegger were’ unable to malntaln the status ofabelﬂb
as somethlng other than an ex1st1ng thlng, then he’ would
'have to glve up the attempt to make phllosophy 501ent1f1c

7 Heldegger ] v1ew durlng the Marburg perlod is thatj:;
'-he can construct a sc1ent1f1c phllosophy 'Heldegger s
unlversal phenomenologlcal ontology w1ll be phllosophlc
'-because it w1ll recognlze ‘the ontologlcal dlfference.
-;It w1llibe scrent;flc because 1t-w1ll_take-on‘the struc;-
ture of‘a sciencel | | | |
| B Prior to iooking at'how philosophy‘is'to'take'on'i
o _theAscientific'structure, ‘I want to IOOk at why one would’

'~want phllosophy ‘to be sc1ent1f1c The:questaon to ask

-
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at this point is: What types of probléms_ is scientific’
philosophy supposed to ‘solve? .What is the neéd for scien-’
Ctific' philosophy? '
T ~ . N ’ . ‘,, _ e ‘._ R T
. "



_ CHAPTER 4: NEED FOR SCIENTIFIC PHILOSOPHY

.

4.1 Two-fold néed

The need. for sc1ent1f1c phliosophy can be seen
ffrom two p01nts of v1g¥ On . the one hand the individual ;
7p0$1tlve sclences ne;; zﬂilosophy for the solutlon 6f cer-
tain problems which . cannot be solved w1th1n these sc1eﬁces.‘
Heidegger belleves that 1£ phllosophy I's to properly ful—
£ill this functlon of servmng the SC1ences, it must itself
be.scientific. On the other hand, philosophy‘itéélf, qparﬁl
from ény seryice:it might fender to the'sciepcgs, needs
to be gciénﬁificAif it is fo accom?lish_itslowh_task;
to arrive at théjmeaning bf’beiné. |

4.2 Grounding positive sciences

_Aithoﬁgh positiVe science and philosophy’ are radically
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dlfferent, both as to object and method, they are both
SCleﬂtlflC they both possess the structure of scrence
dlscussed above. (Chapter 2).

As we have seen, the relatlon of posrtlve scrences
to phllosophy is one of dependence. P051t1ve sc1ences
depend upon phllOSOphy for the clarlflcatlon and groundlng'
of thelr ba51c concepts ‘This dependence can be seen both '
hlstoricallyuand thematically-

Heidegger summarizes his view of the history of
the development of the'variousbranches of knowledge as.
follOWS1

In der Frithzeit der Antlke bedeutet Priogopia

soviel wie Wissenschaft #iberhaupt. Spdter 1l8sen .

sich einzelne Philosophien, d.h. einzelne Wissen- ..

schaften, so etwa Medezin und Mathematik, _aus der

Philosophie los. , Die Bezeichnung ¢iioogodfa ver- .

bleibt jetzt einer Wissenschaft, die allen anderen

‘besonderen Wissenschaften zugrundeliegt und sie

umgreift. Die Philosophie wird die Wissenschaft

schlechthin. - Sie findet. sich mehr . und - mehr als” L

erste und h8chste Wissenschaft oder, wie man- zur

Zeit des deutschen Ideallsmus sagte, als absolute

Wissenschaft. '

This view of the,developmentfof the scienceé out of a pre— '
~viously undlfferentlated body of human knowledge and the

.subsequent questlonlng of the place of phllosophy in more .

‘rccent tlmes 15 one whlch remains with Heldegger throughout

: L)

lGP, 4.



" his life.?

Heidegget helteyesnthettthis histerieal deveippmeht'
‘peihts‘td.the depehdehce efhpeeitive ecience'dﬁ;phdlesoéhy;._
hPosltlve sc1ences, for Heldegger, are special-studieé Within
| phllosophy : Phllosophy is - the study of belng in general
\p051tlve sciences. study partlcular reglons of befhg‘ sf
‘these studles hecame more develOped they were detached iiyif'
'from phllosophy Hoﬁever, even when they thus galned a”
“relative 1ndependence from phllosophy, they remalned re~'f.
‘ferred back to phllosophy, both for the general 1dea of

_ being Wthh underlles all knowledge, and for the clarx—.‘a*

,flcatlon of the belng of the varlous reglons of belngs

.\_.

‘.ISee Heldegger s last artlcle, wrltten in-1964,
"Das Ende der Philosophie und die Aufgabe des Denkens," - -
' where Heldegger maintains that (EP, 63): "Wir vergessen;.
“dass schon im Zeitalter der griechischen PhllOSOphle ein .
" entscheidender:Zug dér Philosophie zum Vorschein kommt:

" es ist die Ausbildung von Wissenschaften innerhalb des.

Gesichtskreises, den die Philosophie erdffnete. Die Aus-—

bildung der Wlssenschaften ist zugleich ihre Loslésung

von der. Philosophie und die Einrichtung ihrer - Elgensténdlg—

kemt., Dleser vorgang. gehért zur Vollendung der Philo-

. sophie. - Seine Entfaltung ist heéute auf allen Gebiete des -
- Selenden in vollen Gang. " Sie sieht aus wie die blosse

- Aufl8sung der Philosophie und ist. in Wahrheit g rade 1hre
Vollendung : -

_ See K, 37-38, where Heldegger states 1t is a Eact
"dass sich gerade: die Wissenschaften aus.der Philosophie

- entwickelt haben, .und dass man in-der Antike die einzelnen

Wlssenschaften einzelne Philosophien nannte. Hier offen-
bart sich ein wenn auch noch-dunkles Wissen darum, dass
die Besinnung-tiber. Selendes, alle- Wlssenschaft, schon Sein
- versteht und hinsichtlich ihrer M8glichkeit von der Stufe -
" der Ausbildung dieses Seinsverstdndnisses abhidngt."



: _Slnce all sc1enoes started 1n.phllosophy and-remaln re—'
ferred back to’ phllosophy,'all scrence can be sald to be
' latently and basrcally phllosophy l
7 Heldegger does not rely, however, on thlS his-
- torlcal argument for. the determlnat1on of the dependencf
of posrtlve sc1ence ‘on ph;losophy Instead he looks at
ghow 501entif1c knowledge can be grounded '
When phllosophy was the only sc1ence, “the problem
' 'of groundlng knowledge was the problem of grounding phllo— -
sophy.. Thls 1s a. properly phrlosophlc problem Philo- |
sophy studles 1ts .own. grOUnd the ground for phrlosopﬁlc
L knowledge rs one,of the central phllosophlcal problems

; QVAe_we have seen above (Chapter 3), phllosophy,'as the study

"fufoffbelng,'ls capable -of- studylng ‘its’ own ground because s

‘xgitils both unrversal and radlcal PhllOSOphy studies. what
ief most central ;t_stud;es what¢glve5‘the foundatlons
_ offknowledge 2

~-”'Ind1v1dual posrtlve scrences, Oﬁ?th? other hand,

1

R See K, 38: ""Alle WlSSEHSChaft 1st latent und
f{imfGrunde Phllosophle ' :
2See MAL, 194: "Das Problem des Seins ist ...

als zentrales, unlversales und radikales deutllch gemacht.
:See “also’ MAL,” 22, 'where philosophy is called- "radikalste

"-: unlversalste strengste begrlffllche Erkenntnls "
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do nét study the foundations of knowiedge;( They>study
neither the general foundat#ons of kndwlédge, nor that
of the knowiedge which they themselves produce, i.ef, they
do net study.their own‘bésic concep'-)t's.l |

Positive sc1ences study 1nd1v1dual beings or re-

gions of being. They proceed by prOJectlng thelr objects

‘explicitly upen the horizon in which.that object is given.

The horizon of understandlng for a partlcular being.is

the being of that being. Positive science, thus, requires

‘. an understanding'of the being of the‘regioQ of beings which

it investigates. For the mést part, however, the under-=

‘standing of the being of the region present in positivé

science will be vague and non-thematic.
Positive sciences can continue to Qpératé for long
- t N ‘ - ) . s - .
periods using the vague everyday understanding of the being

o

of the region under investigatibﬁ. However, eventuélly

they arrive at a poiht where this vague determination of

the being of the region causes difficulty and clarification
., ﬁ. N B o
1 ¢ ' '

See, for example, PGZ, 149 "o, der Mathema—
tiker kann das mathematische Feld, den gesamten Bcr81ch
dessen, was Gegenstand mathematlscher Betrachtung® ung Frage
ist, umgrenzen; er kann einhe gewisse Def;nltlon des Gegen-
standes der Mathematik geben, ohne dass er dabei notwendig
die Frdge nach der Seinsart der mathematlschen Gegensténde
je stellt." :

3 J:.ﬁlia:'
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ieﬁrequired.l Heidegger refers to secﬁ a situeﬁion as
a crisis in the feundations (Grﬁndlagenk;isis) of a science-
He states that in the 1920s many sciences ﬁad COme into
such crlses and that researchers ln these dlsc1pllnes
_seemeg ihcapable of finding solutions to them.2

- The reason for the incapacities of scientists to
solve the crises lay in the iimitations caused by the posi-

- :

tivity of the individual_sci‘ences.3 These sciences are
not constructed in such a way as to investigate théirebasici
conceptsf Instead the concepts are merely presupposed |
Statements withih the science can be justlfled by refer-
ring eventually back to the ba51c concepts, but these con-’

cepts themselves eannot'be,grounded in the same way.q'

lHeidegger.states that this happens rarely and
for only short periods of time. See GP, 75: "Die Ge- ;
schichte aller positiven Wissenschaften zéigt, dass’ sie
nur momentweise aus den Trdumen erwachen und dle Augen’
‘aufschlagen nach dem Seln des Seignden, das sie erfor-.
schen ..." - -
2See 5%, 9-10, where Heidegger discusses Grund-
lagenkrisis of mathematics, physics, biology, historical .
Geisteswissenschaften, and theology. See also PGZ, 3-6,
for essentially the same discussion. At’GP, 75, Heidegger
indicates that there are currently (1927). several sciences
in crisis.’ ‘

3see Chapter 3, above. ' A -7
Isee 52, 10. See also Theodore Kisiel, "Science,
Phenomenology, and the Thinking:0f Being," p. 169:. "The

field in which a science moves is never grounded by that
science, but is only taken up and confirmed by it. Every

/
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- The inéapability Qf-pOSitive,sciénces to.lnﬁééti;
gate fhéir basic concebts means.that‘they'are incapabié
of-progresging. Héidegger ﬁafntains that progress in
science c0mestn1y in a;reQiéion of these basic concepts.-l
Sciences do noﬁ progreés_By collecting facts, 5ut'rather_
by revisiﬁé‘éonbept;.z' waever; such revision can occur
qnly’outside the scieﬁce. 'ﬁaturally, the béople Qho-make
 the'revisions may theméelVeS be leading scientiéts; hpwéver,
these'revisions-fhemselves-consist of redéfining.regions

of beings, i.e., the revisions are a part of ontological

‘science rests on positions with regard to its domain of .
beings which are in fact metaphysical positions, which
- cannot be proven or even suitably thought by scientific:
concept and scientific method. What a living thing-is
cannot. be decided by blology as blology " See also K,
32-39. , o '

1See SZ, 9: "Die eigentliche »Bewegungd der Wis-
senschaften spielt sich ab in der mehr oder minder radi- -
kalen und ihr selbst durchsichtigen Revisidn der Grund-
begriffe." . See also L, 97, where Heldegger says that a
science only gets moving: "wenn eine.solche Wissenschaft
- lmmer wieder es versteht, die philosophische Bewegung zu
machen, d.h. nach ihrem Feld erneut zu fragen und d1e L
Grundbegriffe zu revidieren." : : ' .

, 25ee K, 34, where Heidegger maintains: "dass die
eigentliche Entwicklung und Geschichte einer Wissenschaft:
sich nicht in der Entdeckung neuer Tatsachen vollzieht,
sondern in der Umbildung ihrér Grundbegriffe, d.h.-in der
Wandlung des Verstdndnisses der Seinsverfassung des be-
treffenden Gebietes." See also L, 16~17: "Eine Wissen-'-
schaft entwickelt sich nicht dadurch, dass irgendein Ge-
lehrter in einem .bestimmten Fall etwas Neues findet, son-
“dern der Ruck, in dem eihe Wissenschaft vorwirts kommt
liegt jeweils in der Revision-.der Grundbegriffe, d.h.’
“der veon da einsetzenden Umlegung- der bisher vorhandenen
Sdtze und Begriffsbestdnde auf neue Fundamente."
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or phllosophlcal research 1

P051t1ve SClenCes thus f1nd themselves referred

" to phllosophy for- the clarification. and groundlng of ‘their

2 .
ba51c‘concepts. Slnce p051t1ve sciences study reglons

- of being, they requlre that_reglonal‘ontologles-be conf-

structed.
Heidegger occasionally refers to the use of philo-

sophy to clarify the basic concepts of positive sciences

fas

s>"productive logic."? Productive. logic is distinguished

by‘the fact that it precedes scientific investigation

" rather than just comirng after science, clarifying concepts-

. lSee PT, 33. See also L, 97-98, where Heidegger
states "dass Galilei nur dadurch Begrinder der modernen

. Naturwissenschaft wurde,'dass er als Physiker Philosoph

war ..."

N : :
2
In Heldegger s v1ew, positive sciences are always

’operatlng within a philosophical framework, even when they
-are not aware, of it. A positive science makes discoveries
‘about the being it investigates. As Heidegger states

{PT, 28Y¥: "... jedes Seiende enthtillt sich nur auf dem

~"Grunde eines vorgdngigen, wenngleich nicht gewussten vor-
.begrifflichen Verstldndnisses dessen, was dieses betreffende-

Seiende ist und wie es ist. Alle ontische Auslegung be-
‘wegt sich auf elnem zundchst und zumeist verborgenen Grunde’
einer Ontologie. - ‘

35ee 87, 10-11. Heidegger talks of philosophy

as belng (sz, 10): "... produktive Logik in dem Sinne,

dass sie ‘in ein bestimmtes Seinsgebiet gleichsam vorspringt,
es in selner Seinsverfassung allererst erschliesst und
die gewonnenen Strukturern den positiven Wissenschaften
als durchsichtige Anwesungen des Fragens. verfttghar macht."
On -preductive loglic see also PGZ, 2-3. :
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' elrehdyvbeing deed

The dependence of pOSlthe sc;ence on phllosophy
;doos not. mean that lnd1v1dua1 scxentlsts will hold up
‘thelr researches untll phn%osophers settle certaln ques—‘
-tlons; "Nor 15 the correct}ve brought to science by pro— ;
ductlve loglc the main task of phllosophy Heldegger‘
‘recognlzes that 501ence can and doe; contlnueveven when‘h

.,there is great unclarlty about the meanlng of ba51c con-

cepts. He also belleves that phllosophy, asg the study

',,'o_f_b_eing'r .can. be what it 'is w1thout performlng any services

~to the ontic, p051t1ve sc1ences.

lsee &, 38-39.

2See PT, 32, where Heldegger notes in- relatlon.
to a particular science (theology): "Die PhllOSOphle ist
das m8gliche, formal anzeigdgende ontologische Korrektiv des
ontischen, und zwar vorchristlichen Gehaltes der theolo- -
‘gischen Grundbegriffe. Philosophie kann aber sein, was
sie ist, ohne dass sie als dleses Korrektlv faktlsch fun-
giert." {Italics removed.)

Hans Seigfried claims ("Heidegger's Longest Day,"
p. 327) that: "... there can be no doubt (1) that the :
prime purpose of the elaboration of the being guestion in
Being and Time is the radical dand ultimate foundation
" of the sciences (Grundlegung der Wissenschaften) through
the foundation of those regicnal ontologies which provide
their foundat;ons (BT, 11), and (2} that the ex15tent1al
analytic of Dasein is nothing but a means to that end.
My argument is that Heidegger's belief is that philosophy
can serve to.ground science, 'but the real aim of Sein und
Zeit is what Heldegger says it is: to work out the meaning
of b being (see SZ, 1). Groundlngrthe sciences 1is one reason
to work out the meaning of being, but the-main reason is
that the being-question. is in itself the most impertant
question to examine, regardless ¢of the effects this ex-
amination may have. : : '




Co-119- .

The dependence of p051t1ve 501ence on phllosophy
:f‘essentlally just means that the ultlmate justlflcatlon

and clarlflcatlon of the ba51cconceptsof posxtlve scxence~ .
'and of all knowledge at all come . 1n phllosophy If’.hQW" ; |
ever, thls is the case then there 1s a need for philosophy

ltself to be put on a firm footlng-—for phllosophy to. be- K -

come SClentlflC

_4.3 Unlty of knowledge

-'gf -Auseoond,problem.where the individual sciencee'need'
‘Qheip\from‘phiLOSQphf‘ie.the'probiem_pf-the unity.of-knowe'
ﬁ;redge. . | | “ |
| -,If there'were oniy'one soience, then there wou1d
be no. problem of the unlty of human knowledge. However,'

the number of 5c1ences whlch Heldegger sees as hav1ng de-

i v
~

veloped thelr 1ndependence from phllosophy LS falrly large._.k
Heldegger, wrltlng in German in the 19205, sees. perhaps
more sc;ences than an Engllsh speaker would see in the |
pl980$,1 He:uSes the term'“sc;enoe ;to refer to‘almost”any
‘organiied body of knowledge; or}lindeed anyhdieoipline
Jstrong enough to acqulre departmentaL status at unlver—'

-“slty..1 Thus whlle mathematlcs and natural SC1ences such

PO

1See Heldegger s Rektoratsrede (Die Selbstbehauptung
der deutschen Universitdt). Heidegger was concerned about ‘
~overspecialization and lack of communication among faculties.
‘He belleved lt was 1mportant that the unlty of human khow- - °
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as phyeieé{ chemlstry, and biology are certainly sciences,

5C are both applled dlsc1pllnes such .as medlcal sc1ence,

.

' and socxal sc1ences (Ge15tesw1ssenschaften) such as psychoh-

logy ‘and anthropology He;degger'refers to even such studies

‘as 11terary.hlstory, art"histofy;iand theology ae'sciences.1

Phllosophy, of course, is ofteh calléd,a scieﬁce.

When ‘positive sciences came to be erected 1nde~

‘pen&ehtly of‘ph;losophy, the.problemrés to the unlty of
“human knowleoge arose. - For the'Greeks of the eerlieét‘
-'periba, when énunﬁﬁn and drioocopia were not'separabie,-there

':Wéé:no‘probiem of -the hnity of knowledge It is onlty when

there are many sc1ences, each purportlng to refer to the

same reallty, that one. can ask what unlfles the statements

‘ made-by these-dlffereht sciences.

hleage be secured in a way other than theitechhicak organi-
‘zation of the university. :See also WiM?, 2: "Die Gebiete

der Wissenschaften liegen weit auseinander.  Die Behand-
lungsart ihrer Gegenstinde ist grundverschieden. ' Diese
zerfallene Vielfdltigkeit von Disziplinen wird heute nur
noch durch die technische Organisation von Universitdten

‘und Fakultiten zusammen- und durch die praktische Zweck-

setzung der Fdcher .in einer Bedeutung gehalten-”
. lFor llsts,of sciences see GP, 72 "... Psycho-
logie,..., Physik, Chemie, Biologie, ... Philologie,
Kunstgeschichte "..."; GP, 74: "Geometrie ...,- Psychologle,

: -Anthropologie'..,";'GP,‘ZBE "... Mathematik. .., '
Phileclogie ..."; GP, 4: . Medezin_... Mathematlk -t
SZ, 9-10, and PGZ 4-6; have cssentlally the same list: .
"Mathematik ... Physik K BlOlOgle ... historischen Geistes-
wissenschaften ... theraturgeschlchte ... Theologie ..."

’
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fornHeidegger;:the”histdry of the development of
the sciences eut of.phi%oéophy.shews us the wey to handle
Athe-queetion of.the unity'of knowledge.’/ﬁggf;he earliestr
peruod——prlor even to the d1v151on of phllosophy into . .

1

loglc, ethlcs, and phy51cs ——phllosophy prOV1ded the unlty
" to knouledge..’Phllosophy is the study of what is most
universal Since it is the study‘of belng»ltself.2 As we.
have seen, ‘each p051t1ve sc1ehce{ as a study of a reglon-
of belngs, depends on an understandlng of belng, and thus-
.on phllosophy.' However; to a certalnﬂextent, a p051t1ve d
science- requ1res a knowledge only of the belng of the re;'
glon w1th whlch 1t deals; Knowledge of thlS reglon will

be prov1ded by phllosophy through a reglonal ontology

loee L,,2 3

i B
2He1degger s dlSCUSSlOn 6f what Arlstotle felt .
phllosophy was not about shows his view.of what individual
sciences do. See MAL, 12: "Diese Charakteristik der '
"Philosophie erscheint reichlich abstrakt und leer: die.

- Erforschung des Seienden als Seienden. Gemeint ist:. die
Untersuchung nicht dieses oder jenes Seienden, dieses Dinges,
dieses Steines; dieses Baumes und dieses Tieres, dieses
Menschen; auch nicht die Untersuchung aller materiellen

. K&rper, aller Pflanzen, Tiere, Menschen--das wire je eine
Erforschung je eines bestimmten Bezirkes dessen, .was 1ist,
des Seienden. Aristoteles sagt aber auch nicht, die Philo-
sophie sei die. Erforschung alles Seienden  zusammen, all
dieser Gebiete in einer Zusammenfassung Sondern: er-
forscht werden soll T3 "By I bv--das Seiende, sofern es Sei-
endes ist,. d.h. einzig im Hinblick auf das was das Seiende
zum Seienden, das es ist, macht: das Sein. Wissenschaft
iri erster Linie,. d.h. Wissenschaft vom Ersten, ist Wissen-
schaft vom Sein.™ : B : B
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!meanlng of belng in general, regional ontoldgies are blind.
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We saw above (section 4.2) the dependence of positive
science upon regional ontologiee;

Reglonal ontologles, however, themselves require

a more general ontology Without a clarification of the

1

'Philosoohy can properly ground the basic concepts

of,ﬁhe sciences only by'fulfilling its'own.task,'namely,
by working out the meaning of being in general. .This,
-however,.will simultaneously provide an ekplenation of

'the unlty of human knowledge, since belng—*as what is uni-

'-versal and radlcal——grounds and makes p0551ble all know-

ledge

4.4 Importance of phllosophy

o That phllosophy be required in order to grodnd.
and unlfy human knowledge as presented in the p051t1ve .‘-’
sciences makes it 1mportant that phllosophy be correctly.

constructed. ‘However, Heidegger gives a greater impor-

';See_SZ, 11: "Die Seinsfrage zielt .. auf eine
apriorische Bedingung der M#glichkeit nicht nur der Wissen-

schaften, die Seiendes als so .und so Seiendes durchforschen

'und sich dabei je schon in einem Seinsverstdndnis bewegen,

sondern auf- die Bedingung der M&gllchkelt der vor den on-

‘tischen.Wissenschaften liegenden und sie fundlerenden Oon- .
‘tologien selbst. Alle Ontologie, mag sie #iber ein noch

reiches und festverklammertes Kategoriensystem verfiigen,
bleibt im Grunde blind und eine Verkehrung ihrer eigensten
Absicht, wenn sie nicht zuvor den Sinn von Sein. zureichend
gekldrt und diese Kl8rung als ihre Pundamentalaufgabe be-~
grlffen hat."-
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tance to philosophy than this mere support role would in-
dicate. 1In fact, he te;ds to indicate .the support role
is of secondary 1mportance to phllosophy 1

Philosophy is important because 1t is_the most
essentially human activity.2 ﬁhildsophy comes from man's
very nature: human_existence is essentially a philoso- )
éhizing. |

Human existence is this because man i# essentially
:tﬁe being which‘underétandé being and is.capable of raising

the being—questi’on.4 Of course, not all men, and. not even

lSee note 2, p. 118, above. At KPM, 21, Heidegger .
makes clear his view "dass die Ontologie primir t#berhaupt
nicht auf die Grundlegunq der p051t1ven Wissenschaften
bezogen ist."

2At K, 1, Heidegger claims that: ""Philosophie

'gehdrt zu den ursprlnglichsten menschlichen Bemfthungen,
but, as we shall see, he believes philosophy is not just
one of several primordial human activities, but is the
most essentially human activity. . o

. 35ee MAL, 274: "... die Metaphysik geh&#rt zur
Natur des Menschen. Und deshalb 'hat das menschliche Da-
sein seinem Wesen nach eine Vor-liebe zur Metaphysik.
Wir kd#nnen auch sagen: alles Existieren-ist schon ein
Philosophieren. ... die PhllOSOphle wesentllch Zur Selbst-

heit des Daselns gehért

4See, for example, SZ, 12: "Die ontische Aus-
zelchnung des Daseins liegt darin, dass es ontologisch
ist." See also MAL; 20 (quoted above, Chapter 1): "Das
Verstehen von- Sein ist nicht eine Ausstattung unter anderen,
sondern die Grundbedingung der M&gllchkelt des Daselns
als solchen."
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'very many- men, do ralee the questlon of being Hoeevet}
51nce man s essence is hlS understandlng of being, ellj
men have latent in them the p0551b111ty of phllosophizdng.

'The questlon of being arlses from the nature of -
man,;and, as we have seen above'(Sectlon 1.2), qulckly |
becomes the question about man. Phllosophy, the explicit'
ralslng of the questlon of belng,.ls thus rcoted in‘the
human essence: ‘it derives from man -and turns on man.2
‘It consists metely of the fedicalizetion-cf man's prfqn‘.
tclogical underetanding of'beinc. |

The attempt to construct phllOSOphy has a certaln
nece551ty to it because of this rootedness in man's very

be1ng.4‘ Philosophy is essentially'a science, according

lSee MAL, 23:- "... die Philosophie [llegt] latent N

in. jeder menschlichen Existenz."
2See MAL, 20: "Weil zur Wesensverfassung des Men-

schen geh8rt, Sein zu verstehen, ist die Frage nach dem
Sein in der genannten'Weise eine, ja dle Frage nach dem
Menschen selbst. Das menschliche Dasein trdgt in sich:
selbst, in seiner eigensten Geschichte das Schicksal der
Philosophie bei sich; es allein gibt dieses Schicksal
weiter und ﬂberantwortet es w1ederum menschlichen Mégllch—
keiten." :

3See Sz, 15 "Die Selnsfragc ist ... nichts an-
deres als die Radikalisierung einer zum Dasein selbst ge-
h#érigen wesenhaften Seinstendenz,. des vorontologlschen
Selnsverstandnls."

4See MAL, 18: "... well die Frage nach dem Sein
"keine beliebige ist und nicht von aussen dem Menschen zu-
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to Heidégger. 'Thué.the attembt'to construct a'scienfi—'
;'fic philosophy is neceSsariiy goiﬁg_to'oécur. Those who
make this attempt do so as a frée choice; the attempt"
itself,§howéver, has a necessity because.if is rooted in
the human essence.}

Although'scientific philosophy‘is grounded in the
essence of man, Heldegger -notes that as long as phllosophy
has existed there has been pseudo phllosophy, or sophlsm.2
' There has been a constant struggle‘between true and false

philosophy going on throughoﬁt the history of Western’

theought.

‘getragen wird, sondern in ihm mehr oder -minder wach ist,
sofern er tiberhaupt &ls Mensch existiert, weil das men-
schliche Dasein diese Frage mit seiner Existenz gleich-
sam #ibernommen hat, deshalb hat diese Frage als erwach-
endes Problem ihre eigenen Notwendigkeiten."

lSee GP, 455: '"Wir versuchen ... zu'zeigen, dass
die Philosophie als Wissenschaft keine beliebige Laune
des Daseins ist, sondern dass ihre freie M#glichkeit, d.h.
. 1hre existenzielle Notwendigkeit im Wesen des Daseins be-

grtindet ist." ‘

2See MAL, 15: "Alles Wesentliche aber, was ohne .
- hervorzutreten entscheidende Bedeutung besitzt, hat immer
solches im Gefolge, was nur so- aussieht wie das Eigent-
liche und Echte, den Schein. Daher muss zu jeder Zeit

die Phllosophle in ihrer Gefolgschaft haben, was so aus-

sieht wie Philosophie und es ihr im Gehabe nachtut, ja
sogar sie Ubertrifft--und im G.unde doch eine Verlegen-
‘heit darstellt. Der Schein des ¢1Adoodoc ist der copiothic:
er bemliit sich - 'nicht. um ein eigentliches Verstehen, er
hat keinen langen Willen, sondern er nascht an Allem, und
immer nur am Neuwesten und meist sogar an dem,'was in der
Tat wertvoll ist, aber er nascht nur und verfilhrt zur
blossen Neugier und Prahlerei.
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. The struégle éontinues‘in our own time.l Héideggef
sees the.struggle as being between those who make tﬁe‘ef~ 
fort to construct a scientific philosophy and those who
give up on the possibility of ﬁaking philosophy séieﬁ—

) 4 .

The danger of pseudo-philosophy is partlcularly_,f
-great because the question of philosophy--the questlon
of being——is one which concerns man and which ultimately_.
turné.on man. Because thé question of being is soldifr ‘:
ficult and requires such strenuous‘effort if one is te'
understand it, there is a particularly great dangefléhat ‘

men will settle for mere opinions about the meaning of

lSee Chapter 3, above, for Heidegger's attacks . -
on what he considers .pseudo~philoseophies. Although his
attacks on Husserl are fairly severe, he would-probably -
‘use the term "sophism” only for (GP, 467): "... was heute:
die PhllOSOphle aus allen Bezirken des geistigen Lebens
her mehr denn Jje bedroht: Weltanschauungs Bildung, Magie.
und die ihrer eigenen Grenzen vergessenden positiven Wis~ .-
senschaften." = Heidegger's concern with sophism and-non- -
scientific philosophy was also evident in his earlier work. ..
David Couzens Hoy ("History, Historicity, and Historio~
graphy in Being and Time," in Michael Murray {(ed), Heide
and Modern Philosophy, 329-353) notes that (p. 332): "The
rejection ©0f relativism and historicism in Being and :.Time -
depends upon the success of Heidegger's fundamental on-
tology. Earlier writings also show, however, that Hei-
degger is concerned with refutlng these 9051t10ns.

2

At MAL, 5, Heidegger condemns "dle innere Auf—-'
tehnung gegen die Wissenschaft, der Sklavenaufstand gegen
die Rationalitdt und der Kampf gegen den Intellektualismus”
which he sees as characteristic of the time he was living
in. At PGZ,.3, Heldegger indicates that part of the crisis
in science is that to a certain extent "der heutige Mensch--
und vor allem die Jugend--ein urspriingliches Verhdltnis

zu den Wissenschaften verloren zu haben.glaubt."
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fllfe, as. 1f thlS were what phllosophy had to offer L

‘ i The dlfference between SClentlflC phllosophy and
sophistry is seen by Heldegger ;n the ser;oueness and o~

‘conceptual rlgor of phllosophyxé For Heidegger:

Die Phllosophle lSt 1n,ihfem innerseeh Grund ra- -
~dikalste, universalste und strengste begriffliche
- Erkenntnis ... - '

-It is - becauselphllesophy is the most radlcal universal,
'J”and rlgorously conceptual knowledge that it can prov1de
“thezgnlty end juetlf;cetlon for all other scientific know-
-1edge. If-phildsophy,’however, were to be less than this,

if it were to be sephietry, then it could not fulfill
 \ either its own purpose of responding to the questlon of
\imAng nor the purpose of providing grounding and unlty

for the p051t1ve sciences.

The menace posed by non-scientific "philosophies™®

lSee MAL, 21, where Heidegger says that the basic
problem of philosophy, the question of being, is "...stidn-
dig durch die SOphlStlk bedroht. Was ist leichter, als
- den Menschen in einer bequemen und interessanten Weise
fir den Menschen zu interessieren, ihm seine Komplexe;
Vermdgen, Standpunkte, Einseitigkeiten und Halbheiten
vorzurechnen, und zu sagen, das sei der Philosophie."

, See MAL '15: "Von der dogratixh unterscheidet sich
',dle ¢1Amumfa Toll Bfov TH" ﬂpmnpéce1..., durch das Im vorhin-
ein- ergrlffenhaben der Existenz, durch den ‘'Ernst'. Der

,'Phllosoph hat ‘den Ernst des Begrlffs, der grundsdtzlichen
-Fragen auf 51ch genommen. "

.,3MAL; 22.
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s, like philesephy itself, rooted in the human essence.

Although man is essentially'aé\ynderstanding of being,
he ie ﬁrimarily eencerned with beings. The recognition
of the ontological difference--the look away from belngs
toward belng——ls dlfflcult, and once performed, 15 dlf—r‘
T cult to maintain. Because of man's concern and 1nvol—
vement with belngs and the- world there is a natural.ten—'
dency_to avoid or,overlook the question of being.
Ifistﬁ%s_natural.attitude'which oveplooks the -
ontolegieal diﬁferenee$ as weil as:the extreme;difficulty
of philosophieal-reseérch due to the nature'df the,object_'
of philoseéhy, that menace the-bossibility'of scientific
'_philoeophyul.-Scientific bhilosobhy, Heidegger staﬁee,
is constantly in danger Qf.error. AThe most se;idus errof
. for scieﬁtifie'philosephy is to give up philosbph&'s_na_
tg;e.ae tbe'sCienee of being and to turn philosophy into

‘a positive science.

lSee GF, 459 "Die Geschlchte der 'Philosophie

~belegt es, wie alle ontologische Interpretation mit Rttck-
sicht auf den flir sie notwendigen Horizont und dessen Sich-
erung eher einem Herumtappen gleicht als einem eindeutig

-.methodischen Fragen. Schon der Grundakt der Konstitution
‘der Ontologie, d.h. der Philosophie, die Vergegenstdndlichung
des Seins, d.h. der Entwurf des Seins auf den Horizont
seiner Verstehbarkeit, und gerade dieser Grundakt, ist
~der Unsicherheit {iberantwortet und steht stidndig in der
Gefahr einer Verkehrung, weil diese Vergegenstdndlichung
des Seins sich notwendig in einer: Entwurfsrichtung bewegen
-muss, dle dem alltagllchen Verhalten zu Seiendem zuw1der—
lduft. s




]f129?

4.5 Conclusion.

Heldegger s v1ew of the heed fer 501ent1flc phllwa
sophy depends very much on hls V1ew of scmence Heldegger
accepts the v1ew~that’mathemat;cal phyelce_and other ex;
ieﬁing sciences are‘extfemelf effeCtive ways-ef hnder;

standing the world. = He- wants phllosophy to- have the qua-.
lities of physics that cause this science. to be accepted
50 generally. |

| The dependenee ofrppsitive science on philosophy

derives difectly from Heidegger's view thet positiﬁe.scienees
" study regione of being and philosophy studies being itself.
Positive sciences thus need‘justificetion end an account
must be made of what can unify knowledge. Only philo-

sophy can fulfill these funEtione. | | |

;The importance of philosophy in its own right de-
rives directly from Heidegger's view of man. Man as Da-
lseln is essentlally an understanding of belng. Therefore
the most central study--the study which comes from man's
essence--is the study of being. The study of being is,
as Heidegger netes, essentially the study of man.

.It is one thing to attempt to show that positive
.science needs philosophy and that philosophy is the most
‘hhman aiscipline. It is some%hing else to show that philo-

sophy must take on a certain form to fulfill its mandate.
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'Heldegger assumes or presuppéﬁes‘thet philosophy,,
should be sc1ent1f1c. Butrhe never,shows.it in é ooh—
V1nc1ng-way{ He belleﬁes that philosdpt&doan_be made into -
;euec1ence, but-lf 1t cannot, it is not clear what haopensv
”to phllosophy s tasks. There is no.intrinsic'teason why
.'sc1ences”must;ééggrounded and ﬁnified'by something'which-
K iéiiteelf'aﬁeoienee. And it'could be'that-man's reflec-
‘tioné:oﬁ-beiﬁgfdndzon himSeif need_hot be'donelscientij
ficailyJ oPﬁiloeooﬁy needs to be scientific oniy if we
accept the view that all non- sc1ent1f1c "knowledge" isl
pseudo knowledge, 1 e., only lf we thlnk science is the
locus of truth ; B "

' Desplte the fact that Heldegger does not show that
'phllosophy must become 501ent1f1c, he_olearly,belleves
llt.must. For phllosophy‘to_becomexeoiehtifio; it must:"q
take'oo the structure of d;sodeoce.‘ As we etall‘see,zthis

poses certain difficulties.
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VCHAPTER 5: OBJECT OF SCIENTIFIC PHILOSOPHY

5.1 Objectificatioh

The‘ﬁi;st sﬁep.in.cqﬁstituting.a sciehcé is to
peffbrm the act oflobjectification. If philosophy is to -
 take on.thé“formlof a science, it must first succeed'in
objeéﬁifying béing. - |

'éinbe phiiosophy ié fundamentally different érbm
positive sciéﬁcé; although both have the form.of scienée(
it might be expeéted thatrtﬂére'would be sohe difference.
in the process Qf.objectification. ﬁecausé philosophy}s
ijec§ is po# given in the'Same wéy as-the objecfs”of the
positive sciences, and becadSe.the horizon upon which

philosophy's object is to be projected is_not:the same



-132-

as the horizon for the objects* of positive sclences, there
. J p

are special problems in objectifying being. -

5.2 Givenﬁgss'of being

Positive sciences étudy beings whiéﬁ are giveg
to Dasein in its everyday inte;course with the worldy
For Heidegger, everything which man knows ié given, in
one way or another, in everyday e#perienée.‘ Thg givens
of everydéyﬁess are given in a vague, unthematic and a-
theoretical way. They-are‘not objeéts for sciencé until
they are'objectified by being explicitly projected upon
their horizons. However, the first ;equirémeht'for objec-
tification.to take place is simpLy that somethihg -
be given. | |

Philosqphy's object——being——is itself giﬁen in
everyday‘experience as the horigpn of'understanding of
beings. It‘is giveh té everydaQ-Dasefh iﬁ Dééein's under-
standing of being. Howeﬁer;'tﬂe inenness df being differs
from the givenness of beings.l |

Heidegger claims that beings are given Dasein in

an exemplary way, & way which has a certain primacy.2

lSee GP, 398:% "Dbe Art der Vorgabe von Sein ist

grundverschieden von del ARt der Vorgabe von Seiendem,
wohl aber k&nnen beide Gegenstand werden."

i 2See GP,.456: "Das ﬁorgegebene Seiende ist im
faktischen Dasein direkt in der Zugrichtung seines exis-

P
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"Beihgs.are given directly to Dasein: beingé aré wﬁaﬁ~:‘;
. everyday Dasein is conétantly océup;ed'wiﬁh."Eyerydayl
.Daséiﬁ is primériiy;éwafe of the bgings whiéh it finds
‘béfore it;‘to‘such an extent that it.“forgets" being.

' Positive science has merely to take these everyday givens

with which Daéein,is, due to its nature, occupied and pre-
occupied, and to project. them upon the horizon f;om’which
they are ordinarily understood. In this way, positive - -

1

science consists of the objéctificaﬁion of the direct

. ' . 1
givens of everyday experience,

‘Being, on the contrary, 1s given indirectly to
everyday Dasein.2 SIt:is given as the horizon for the un-—
derstanding of the beings which Dasein encounters. Being

in general, by serving as the horizon of understanding

of beings, is what makes the éiving of-beinQS‘possiBie.

Everyday Dasein, however, is—iiiisjof beings,

tenziellen Verhaltens vorfindlich. Seiendes ist vorge-.
geben in dem ausgezeichneten Sinne, dass et gerade primir .~
fiir das Dasein und seine Existenz im Blick liegt. Es ist -,
das Vorliegende schlechthin, das Positum ..." .
: lSee'GP-, 456: "In der Vergegenstdndlichung des
Seienden, -die sich in der Zugrichtung des alltdglichen:
direkten Auffassens hdlt, konstituieren sich die posi-
tiven Wissenschaften." ‘ '

_ Zsee GP, 456: "Das Sein ist zwar im Seinsver-
stdndnis auch schon enthtillt, gleichwohl verhdlt sich das:
Dasein als existierendes nicht zum Sein als solchem direkt.”
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but not of being itself. Being is given and is known,

.-but Dasein is noét aware of ie.t Heidegger states that

Dasein'for the most part is disoriented in relétioh to

being.2 To the extent that Daseln trles to interpret belng,

l.e., to the ‘extent Daseln trles to explaln what makes

ekperlence possible, it tends to interpret being itself
as an individual being.3 This is mah's natural attitude:
to fail te caffy through the ontological difference; and
lnstead to interpret being 1tself as merel} an Lnleldual
ex15t1ng thing.

As long as being is somehow given ‘in ordinary ex-

lSee'GP, 457: "Das Sein 1st zwar auch bekannt
und sonach irgendwie vorgegeben, aber nicht vorfindlich
in der Zugrichtung des alltdgllch faktischen Existierens

“rals des Verhaltens zu Seienden.

See also Jaeger, Heideqgers Ansatz zur Verwendung

‘der Metaphysik in der Epoche von 'Sein und Zeit', p.. 148:

"Horizont ist immer Horizont ffir etwas, das in 1hm 51cht~
bar wird, so -allerdings, dass der Horlzont selbst 'sich
zurﬂck21eht, er nlcht erkannt wird. B -

2see GP, 458; "In,der'faktischen Existenz des’
Daseins,_sei es in der wissenschaftlichen oder vorwissen-—
schaftlichen, ist Sein.bekannt, aber das faktische Daseln
1st bezﬂgllch des Seins desorlentlert

-

~ See GP, 453: "... zundchst wird sOgar das Sein
selbst wie ein Seiendes genommen und mit Hilfe von Bestim-
mungen des Seienden erklfrt, so zu Beginn der antiken Philo-—
sophie. Wenn Thales auf die Frage, was das Seiende sei,
antwortet: Wasser, so erkllrt er hier das Seiende aus
einem Seienden, obzwar er im Grunde sucht, was das Sei-
ende als’ Seiendes sei. 1In der Frage versteht er so etwas
wie Sein,—in der Antwort 1nterpretlert er aber Seln als
Selendes. . -

S e .
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perience, it should, in Heidegger‘s view, be possible tq‘
objectify this given and creafe a science of being;l How-
ever, theifastlthat being is-givenlin alway.différently.
from beings4fthe'£act tﬁat bEing is giJen ihdirectly as

a horizon rather than directly as an object Qf concern——-
-cfeates—special préblems in tﬁe'objectification of>being.

5.3 Difficulty of objectifying being

The-main difficulty in objectifying beling .comes
in the identification'of_the horizon within which being
'ié understood. |

For philosophy to become scienb@fic, its object--
:_being——ﬁust be eiplicitly,referred to what always élfeadf
(in.Dasein's eﬁegydafness) serves as the‘horizon from which

that object if understood.2 Being,'of'dpurse, is always

’ . &«

lsee cp, 458: "Grundsdtzlich ist die Vergegen-
stdndlichung des Seins immer m8glich, sofern Sein irgen-
wie enthdllt ist." : ’

2See GP, 399: "Der Grundakt der Vergegenstdnd-
lichung, sei es Vergegenstdndlichung von Seiendem oder
‘von Sein, hat--unbeschadet der grundsdtzlichen Verschieden-
heit in beiden Fdllen--die Funktion, das Vorgegebene aus-
drticklich auf das 'zu entwerfen, woraufhin es im vorwissen-
schaftlichen Erfahren bzw. Verstehen schon entworfen ist.
. Wenn das Sein vergegenstdndlicht werden soll,--wenn Ver-.
stehen von Sein als Wissenschaft im Sinne der Ontologie
m&glich sein séll,--wenn es #lberhaupt Philosophie geben
soll dann muss dasjenige im ausdrificklichen Entwurf ent-
'htillt werden, woraufhin das Seinsverstdndnis als Verstehen,
das Sein vorbegrifflich schon entworfen hat."

.
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alfeady understood by everyday Dasein: Dasein is essen- -

tially an understanding of being. If ‘being is understood,

it must have beén projééted onto a horizon of.under’standing.l

However, the horizon of understanding of beihq.cannot be

- -

the same as the horizon of_understanaing of beings.. Beiﬁg
must be‘projecﬁea hpon %hat renders it infell;giblefz but
'.this éomething is not itself. The objectification of being

thus differs ﬁfqm_the‘objectiﬁication of individual béings

&

since the'hor?zon‘ig different. R , .
When speaking of determining the -horizon for the
understanding- of individual beings, Heidegger talks. of

3

‘"categorial intuition."”  Individual beings are given dir- °

ectly and can be viewed directly in intuition.4‘-lnthi-f'

lHeidegger states that in being-in-the-world (GP, -

396): ‘“"iiegt ein Verstehen, das als. Entwurf nicht nur
das Seiende aus dem- Sein her versteht, Sondern, sofern
Sein selbst verstanden wird, auch das Sein als solcRes
irgendwie entworfen hat." See also GP, 396: "Wir ver-
stehen Seiendes nur, sofern wir'es auf Sein entwerfen;
das Sein selbst muss dabel in gewisser Weise verstanden
werden, d.h. Sein seinerseits muss auf etwas hin entwor-
fen sein." ' : ‘

2Heidegger'iaentifies‘(G?} 459): “der Grundakt

der Konstitution der Ontologie, d.h. der Philosophie" with '

"die Vergegenstdndlichung des Seins, d.h. der EBntwurf 'des
Seins auf den Horizont seiner Verstehbarkeit” (italics
removed) . .

" _ ‘ . _ ‘ .
See PGZ, 64-98. ) S

48@@ PGZ, 64: “Anschauung beSagt:. schiichtes
Exrfassen des. leibhaftig Vorgefundenen selbst, so wie es
‘sich zeigt."” - o
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tion, however, is het‘devoid“of'cbncepts and cétegories:
'in Heidegger's'terms, belngs are. experlenced 1n terms of
(or within. the horlzon of) thelr belng 3t Even'our most -

directrperceptions of thingSfare interpretatiens;_i.e.,

‘;-‘eontain én-elementVef'expressioﬁ.2 The-éenerél'cetegeries
. VA : . N ’ . . (. N ' : '.
which allow a partiéular being to present itself as what

R

it 1s are thus’ present 1n the presentatlon of those belngs.
. \

But thlS ‘merely means the belng of partlcular belngS\\\

given in’the glVlng of those partlcular belngs Slnce

the categorles are glven, even; Lf only unthematlcally and

1mp11c1tly, they can. be made exp11C1t 3‘ The.act’ln which

‘ lSee PGZ, 65: . “er werden sehen, dass durchgénglg
. unsere. Verhaltungen, ‘Erlebnisse im- weltesten Sinne ge- -
sprochen, ausgedrlickte Erlebnlsse sind, wenn auch nicht’
in Worten- ausgesprochen, so doch-in bestimmter Artikulation
durch ein Verstdndnis, das ich von ihnen habe, indem ich
in 1hnen SChllCht lebe, ohne dass ich sie thematisch be-
trachte '

2See PGZ, 75: "Faktisch ist es auch so, - dass un-

.sere schlichtesten Wahrnehmunqen und Verfassungen schon'
ausgedrﬂckte, mehr noch, in bestimmter Weise 1ntergre— '
‘tierte 51nd o L o :

3See PGZ, 90-91: "Die Akte der allgemelnen An~-
-schauung gaben das, was man zun#chst und schlicht an den
Sachen sieht. Wenn ich schlicht wahrnehme, mich in meiner
Umwelt bewege, so sehe ich, wenn ich Hiduser sehe, nicht-
Hduser zundchst und primdr und ausdrticklich in ihrer Ver- -
‘einzelung, Unterschiedenheit, sondern ich sehe zundlchst
allgemein: das ist ein Haus. Dieses Als-was, der all-
gemeine Charakter von Haus, ist selbst nicht ausdrficklich
in -dem, was er ist, erfasst, aber schon in der schlichten
Anschauung miterfasst als das, was hier gewissermassen
das Vorgegebene aufkldrt. Die Ideation ist diejenige Art
-der gebenden Anschaudung, die die Spezles, d.h. das AIl-"
gemeine von Vereinzelungen gibt.'
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1

these categories‘are made'éxplicit is called by Heidegger

. N " -9 . ' ’ :
the act ef ideetien._-ln this act, a new ebject ie_given.l
_).This object is the cetegory.Z' The term “eategoryﬁ_herel
.refersfto what‘Heidegge¥‘in his own terms calls-the'beingl
of aAbeing;l In cafegerial inﬁuiﬁion; the being of a being;'
‘fis‘directly viewed.

| _Categofial in#uitions are feundedAacts: founded
on the,basis'ef theﬁirectﬁercep?ion (i;e., the direct
'giving) ef an individuai beiﬁg.3 " Categorial intuitions
;afe possible only because the categories (the horizon of
~understanding) are given along witﬁ tﬁe direct giving of
beinie. The importance of categorial intuitions is that
they present the poss%bility of arriving at a direct
Lviewing'of-tee being-'ef beings. This enables us to dir-

ectly‘deseribe this being, thus making‘clear that being -

) lSee PGZ, 95: "Die bkte. der Ideation beruhen zwar.
auf individueller Anschauung, meinen aber gerade nicht :
das darin Angeschaute als solches. Die Ideation konsti-
tuiert eine neue Gegenstdndlichkeit: Generalitdt."

2

See IIDGZ.r a0: "Diese Akte der Ideation, der An-
- schauung des Allgemeinen, sind als kategoriale Akte Gegen-

stand gebende Akte. Was sie geben, bezeichnet man als
Idee, 18éa, specles."
3See PGZ, 94: “Kategoriale'Akte sind fundierte

Akte, d.h. alles Kategorialeberuht letztlich auf sinnliche
Anschauung. ™’ C : -
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. - . . o 1
15 not a human construct, but is a given of experience.

. Categorial intuition depends upon the direct giv-

: ing of the thing for which the catégories are to be de-

termined. Being, however, is not given in everyday ex-

perience in the same way beings are given. It is given

.%Pdiféctly. While the horizon of understanding of beings

can be found through categorial intuition, it is not im-’

: médiately clear what'thé horizon of understanding of being

itself'is.2

"If being is to be objectified, this horizon must

'be found. The problem is‘that,>because being is given

‘indirectly, thé horizon of its intelligibility is at first

hidden.

lHei’degger states that (PGZ, 97): "Das Entschei-

- dende der Entdeckung der kategorialen -Anschauung ist:

Es gibt Akte, in denen ideale Bestinde sich an ihnen selbst
zeigen, die nicht Gem¥chte dieser Akte; Funktionen des
Denkens, des Subjektes sind. Ferner: Die Mbgllchkelt
dieser aufgewiesenen Anschauungsart und des in dieser An-
schauung sich Prdsentierenden gibt den Boden fiir die He-
bung der Strukturen dieser idealen Gegenstande, d.h. fr
die Ausarbeitung der Kategorlen " A

2See_GP, 396: ""... Das Sein ist nur verstanden,
insofern es seinerseits auf etwas hin entworfen ist. Wor-
aufhin, das bleibt vorerst noch dunkel." See also GP,

458, where Heidegger notes: "... fraglich, unbestimmt

und unsicher ist die Richtung des m#glichen Entwurfs des
Seins als solchen, um es aus diesem Entwurf her elgens
als Gegenstand ln den Griff zu bekommen o
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5.4 OQuestion of the horizon of being

The question of the hOrizon for -the understanaihg
of _being is a—question which asks beyond being itself-l
Since being serves as the horizon for the understandlng
of beings and as this horizon is what makes the. glVlng
of 'beings possible, this question seng'what make5<any
understanding and any giving'of being at ail pqésibie;_
-It seeks the condition of bbésibili?y of all’knéWiedéelg
‘Heidegger/believes, that.élthough‘it is difficult, it is
possible to deal with this qugstion;' Beiﬁg Is?understood,
although unclearly; unthematically. If iE-ié uhderSfébd
it must be understood in relation to somethlng Wthh serves 
as ltS horlzon,‘and this herizon 1tsc1f must somehow be‘ 
visible.® | |

There would seem to be two ways for- thlS horlzon'
té be made VlSlble

. The first way would depend on a direcé,éiﬁingtbf ’

being, The horizon of understanding of.indLGiddal.beings

lHeidegger notes it goes (GP, 399): "... &ber_
das Sein hinaus nach dem zu fragen woraufhin es selbst’
als Sein entworfen ist"” (italics removed}.

2Heidegger relates his question to Plato's sun
analogy in the Republic. He claims that like Plato,{GP;' '
404): "Was wir suchen, ist das twéxeiva tig olofag. . Fiir Plato
ist diese Eﬁémlva die Bedingung der MBgllchkelt fﬂr alle’
Erkenntnis. .

3gce GP, 402: "Das Verstehen muss selbst das,
woraufhin es entwirft, als Enthiilltes irgenwie sehen."
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‘:panfhehdiecoﬁered because these:heinﬁs_are'directly given.
if'beihgaitself were directiy given-in a particular ex-
‘perience, then it should be possihle,te discover the hor-
izehjﬁhich allows this direct giving. _Heidegger claims — :
that it ie ppsetble for beihg (or,'as.he says, the "a .
.lpriori“)AtQ be given directly toimanlin an origiaal ih;
tuition.t "1f we could find this;intuition, discoveting
the horiéqn for the understanding of :being should present
.no more, problems than dlscoverlng the horlzons for the
-understandlng of. the various 1nd1v1dual beings. |
| " The second way is to look at what a horlzon ‘does.
A‘.The_hqriéqh is‘thereondition of p0551blllty of the thlng
;beiﬁg giaeh as it is- Belng serves as therhorlzon for
'hthe understandlng of belngs, and, as this hbrizon, being.

'ﬁls what makes p0551ble the g1V1ng of belngs The hdrizon

'for belng would, then, be - what makes the giving of belng

fposstble. But, as we have noted belng 15 glven to Dasein

lSee PGz, 102, where Heldegger says that the a

prlorl is "an ihm selbst aufweisbar. Es wird nicht in-
dirékt ‘erschlossen ..., hypothetisch berechnet ... Das
Aprlorl ist an ihm selbst viélmehr dlrekt erfassbar

It 'is graspable in a (PGZ, 102~ ~103) “"schlichtes Erfassen™”

- which Heidegger calls "origindre Anschauung *  When Hei-
degger refers to the a priori he is, of course, referring
to being (see Chapter 1, above). As he notes (PGZ, 101),

the term :"a priori" does not refer to. knowledge, but rather
it is the case "dass Apriori im phinomenolegischen Ver-
stande keln Titel des Verhaltens, sondern ein Titel des
_“Selns 1st -
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alone, and Dasein is eséentiaily an understanding‘of‘bging[
Therefore if we discover what makes a.héing such as Da-
sein pdssible; we will discover what makes the giving of
being pQSSible,rand thus what serves as the horizdn of
undérétahdihg of‘heing.l o8

 Heidegger pursues both of-these ways smmultane—

ously He discovers a direct giving of being in attemptlng

to flnd what makes Daseln 90551b1e, and it is only throuqh
dlscoVerlng this direct giving of belng that he can comeh

to the conclusion that temporality is the meaning of the

iheidegger repeats this argument in several places.

See, for example, SZ, 231: "Die Freilegung.des Horizontes’

aber, in dem so etwas wie Sein ttberhaupt verstdndlich wird,

kommt gleich der Aufklarung der M&glichkeit des Seinsver-
stdndnisses fiberhaupt." See also GP, 397: "Wenn Dasein .
in sich selbst. Seinsverstdndnis blrgt, dle Zeitlichkeit
aber das Dasein in seiner Seinsverfassung m&glich macht,
also muss auch die Zeitlichkeit die Bedingung der M&glich-
keit des Seinsverstindnisses und damit des Entwurfs des
‘Seins .auf die Zeit sein;" GP, 2l: "Dergleichen wie .Sein

. gibt sich fans im Seinsverstindnis, im Verstehen von Sein,
‘das jedemIVerhalten zu Selendem zugrunde liegt. Verhal-
tungen zu/ Seiendem eignen ihrerseits einem bestimmten Sei-

--'.enden, das wir selbst sind, dem menschlichen Dasein. 2Zu

‘diesem: geh&rt das jede Verhaltung zu Seiendem allererst
-ermdgllchende Verstehen von Sein. Das Verstehen von Sein
_hat selbst die Seinsart des\menschlléhen Daseins:. ~Je ur-
'j‘sprﬂngllcher unpd angemessener wWir dieses Seiende hinsicht-

'1ich seiner Seinsstruktur ontologisch bestimmen, um soO

»_JSLCherer werden wir  instand gesetzt werden das zum Dasein

geh&rende Seinsverstdndnis in seiner Struktur zu begreifen,
. um so eindeutiger ldsst sich dann die Frage stellen: Was
ist es, was dieses Verstehen von Sein f#iberhaupt m8glich
macht? Von wo aus, das heisst: aus welchem vorgegebenen
‘jHorlzont her vergtehen wir dergleichen wie Sein?" .

‘\,w—
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being of Dasein, and time is the‘mééning of being in gen-
. : i 4
eral,

e

5.5 A primordial'analysis of Dasein

Everythlng glven to Dasein is glven in Dasein'g
everydayness, but Dasein can ex1st in other than an evety—
day mode. Daselnrhas_the‘freedom to choose 1tself or to -
‘exist in its nattral'éveryday attitude. For the most part

:Dase%n does exist inaothontioaily: it is preoccopied W%Ehf
its ‘projects and with -the thingo'in its world, and it in-
terprets its own;self in terms of these projects and things.
Inauthenticity is Daéoin's natural stote, the state Dasein
tends'to fall into.r It 1$ not, however, the only way Da-

sein can exist.. Daseln can exxst authentlcally

.,f Fundamental ontology con51sts of the study of ‘Da-

sein's being in an. attempt to-arrive at -the horizon for

all understanding of being. Fundamental ontology starts

-

with the analySis Ef pvorYday 1nauthent1c Dasein becagse
everything which is given is'givén fifot in everydayness.
Being is given in Daéein's everyday pre—ootologicél-under—-
stahding of being,-an&”ﬁaseinks oeing (which Heidegger
calls "care) can be determined tEioEgh an interpretation

-

of how Dasein exists in everydayness. .

i )
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Although a. study of everypayness is necessary to

s
.begln the analy51s of ex1stence, "this study is 1ncomplete
'and ;nsuff1c1ently radlcal- Heldegger says that it lacks’

'primerdiality.l? The study of everydayness, ‘which comprlses

FDivision-l ef'Seln und Zeit and_can be found‘scattered_
around the lecture edursesyz does,net manage tenerrive
at what is'sodght in Eundameﬁtal:ontology. It does not
manage to‘show‘that:time is the hdfizon.for ahYnuﬁder—

standing of being whatsoevef.3

lAfter completlng the study of everydayness in
Division 1 of Sein und Zeit, Heidegger says (SZ, '233):
"Eines .ist unverkennbar geworden: die bisherige exist-
en21ale Analyse des Daselns kann der. Anspruch auf UrSprﬂng—'
lichkeit 'nicht erheben.

2

)

- : /

. Particularly PGZ, which repeats, u51ng somewhat
-dlfferent language, much of thé published sectlons of Sein
und Zeit.

L4

3See S%2, 231, where Heidegger notes ﬁﬁe results

of the study of everydaynié in Division 1 of Sein und
Zeit: “Gefunden haben wirvdie Grundverfassung. des the-
matlschen Seienden, das In-dér-Welt-sein, dessen wesen-—
hafte Strukturen in der Erschlossenheit zentrieren. Die
{Ganzheit dieses Strukturganzen enthtillte sich als Sorge.

In ihr 1liegt das Sein des Daseins beschlessen. Die Ana-
lyse dieses -Seins nahm zum Leitfaden, was .vorgreifend als
das Wesen des Daseins bestimmt wurde, die Existenz. Der
Titel besagt in formaler Anzeige: das Dasein ist als ver-
stehendes Selnkbnnen, dem es in seinem Sein um dieses selbst
geht. Das Seiende, dergestalt seiend, bin ich je selbst. -
Die Herausarbeitung des Phinomens der Sorge verschaffte
einen Einblick in die konkrete Verfassung der Existenz,

das heisst in ihren gleichursprifinglichen Zusammenhang mit
der Faktizit#t und dem Verfallen des Daseins." Although
this was found: "Gésucht wird die Antwort auf die Frage
nach dem Sinn von Sein {lberhaupt und vordem die M&glich-
keit einer radikalen Ausarbeitung dleser Grundfrage aller
Ontologie." .
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A primordial analysis of Dasein is necessary if
the task of fundamental o;tology is to be accomplished.
-Infa primordial.analysis, Dasein will be stuﬁied as it
isﬁjlits totality.ano auﬁhenticity, and not jus£ as it
is in its everyday 1nauthentlclty |

The prlmordlal analysis of Daseln aims at ‘'showing
~ that time is the horizon for all ondérstanding of belng.
To accomplish‘thiS-task, the anaiysis-seeks a direot giving
of being. Belng is 'gfven indirectly in Dasein's everyday
pre ontologlcal understanding of being. However, 1f Da—
sein can exist authentically as well as 1nauthent1cally,
then it‘may be possible for being to be given directly
to authentic Dasein. Althoqgh' everything which is.given
is given to everyday Dasein, it is clear'ehat these same
givens could be given in a different way‘to-aothentic Da-
'eein. “ | | |

The primordial ehalYSis also seeks tO'show that
,_the meanlng of the belng of Dasein is temporallty | It.

thus requlres that the belng of Dasein be V1ewed in’ 1ts

1

des Daseins als Fundament der Ausarbeitung der ontolo-
gischen Grundfrage ursprﬂngllch werden, dann muss sie das

Sein des Daseins zuvor in seiner m8glichen Elgentllchkelt_ .

~und. Ganzheit existenzial ans Licht gebracht haben."

2gee s2, 231. S

See S7Z, 233: "Soll die Interpretation des seins.



-146-
3. '

totaliﬁy and adtheﬁtibity as-wél}fas_its';nauthenéicity.
‘Heidegger attempts, then, to showlthat‘the structures. thus
fevéaled are temporal——thaf théy are groﬁnaéd in tempor-
élity. ‘Heidegger's argument is that if Dasein‘s‘beinq
is tempoéal, and‘Dasein is essentially an undefstandingl
of being, then.béing itself must be understocod in terms
of time.
5.6 béath

.To arrive at a priﬁordial-intérpretation of Da-
‘sein in ifs toﬁéiity.and au£hentic;£y,.ﬁeidegger starts
‘with an analysis of_dgathp- Death's -importance for Hei-
JAegger lies in 1ts place in the existential'analysis of -
Daséih.ll I£ Daéeih is £o be grasped in'its totality,

from birth to death, the problem of death must be dealt

lAs Lehmann notes {Karl Lehmann, Der Tod bei Hei-

degger und Jaspers. [in Beditrag zur Frage: Existenzial-
philosophie, Existenzphilosophie und Protestantische Theo-
logie, Heidelberg: Evangelischer Verlag J. Comtesse, 1938),
p. 62: "Heidegger geht es um die ontologische Frage, um
den Sinn von Sein. Auf dem Weg zu diesem 3%iel werden die
.ontologischen Strukturen des Daseins freigelegt. Dabei
wird auch der Tod in den Blick gefasst, aber nicht, um

ihm gegenliber irgendeine Halturng zu begritnden, sondern

nur um die ontologische Struktur des Daseins aufzuzeigen.".
Or, as Tauxe remarks (La notion de la finitude dans la -
philosophie de Martin Heidegger), p. 54: "En interpre-
tant la mort comme Sein zum Tode, Heldegger entend ap-
profondir la structure ontologique du Dasein et accomplir,-
"de ce fait, une étape dans le cheminement de la pensée

de 1l'étre qui reste son objectif primordial."
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with.l. This problem is that the structure of care (the
being of Dasein} may make it impoesible to ever-gresp Da-
sein in its tbtality. Dasein's existence is characterized

by a being- ahead-of- 1tself by a pfojection on posSihil—

‘ities. Death however, is- prec1sely the posslblllty whlch‘

nullifies all the rest and thus destroys the very essence
ofrDasein (i.e., destroys Dasein’'s existence).

- Heidegéer deals with the prohleﬁ of eeath by
treatihq death as being—tewarde—death, i.e;, as a way;for
Dasein to be.2 Death 15 thus one of Dasein’ E po§51b11_
1t1es, but asthe possibility of the end it is a speclel'
p0551b111ty ) Heldegger calls it the "eigenste, hnbezﬁg—

'liche, Unﬁberholbare-M&élichkeit.?3 .Death is the'dwhmost

lJames Demske (Being, Man, and Death: a Key to-

Heidegger) says (p. 71): . "The discussion of death serves
the specific purpose of guaranteelng the completeness of
the existential analysis of Dasein." See also Albert’
Chapelle (L'ontologie phénoménologique de Heldegger. Un
commentaire de &Sein und Zeit», Paris: Editions univer-
sitaires, L962), p. 105: "Cette analyse existentiale

{of death] n'a d'autre sens gue cette mise en évidence
ontclogique du pouvoir-é&tre-en totalité du Dasein ... ."
(Unlike Chapelle, I feel there are other reasons for the
death analysis.)

2See 8%, 245: "Der Tcd ist eine Weise zu sein,
die das Dasein Ubernimmt sobald es ist." See alsoc Demske
(Being, Man and Death: a Key to Heidegger), p. 7: "Death

is not an event which. puts an end to life, but an exis-
‘tential-ontological determlnatlon of ex15tence, as such,
‘it is a part of life itself. o
L] - ! v

3SZ, 250 (italics removed) . : -
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possibility becéuse it is the possibilit& which' can end

basein's essence,(exi#tehée); death is thelnon—relatiQ;al-

pdssibility bécause it is the possibility which can end

Dasein's felatiqns_ﬁo otﬁers} to the world, and to.béing

‘itself; death ié the unsﬁrpassable possibility because ’ - ‘

it . is Eﬂg»aQtEEmOSt poésibility beyond which can be no

possibilities.at all. - ‘ o o ' ' °
In‘éVérydayness, Daseiﬁ is aware of death but

cbvers up what‘deagh‘actually is. Everyday Dasein sees

death as an event, rather than an ever~bresen€]pogsibility:

an evenﬁ which wiii accuf eventually, but which does not | : . :

Currentlf affect Dasein.l A§ an ever-present indéter—

minate'péssibilit?{ihOWeveg, death is of cénstéht inter-

est to everyday Dasein, even though it flees from death's

ieal meaningr.2 The'ahalySis of everyday ihauthe;éic flighf

from death leads to thelfull existential-ontological con-
‘ R . o
N

lSee 5%, 253,.wé§re Heidegger says everyday Da-
sein's view of death is that “man stirbt am Ende auch ein-
mal, aber zundchst bleibt man selbst unbetroffen." Sece
also SZ, 255: "... man stirbt auch einmal, aber vorlidu-
- fig noch nicht." '

2See SZ, 254-255: '"Dem Dasein geht es auch in

~der durchschnittlichen Alltdglichkeit stdndig um dieses
eigenste, unbezligliche und untiberholbare Seink&nnen, wenn
auch nur im Modus des Besorgens einer unbehelligten Gleich-
gliltigkeit gegen die Husserste M®glichkeit seiner Exis-
tenz" (italics removed). s '

Py
3, .
Kooy : ~
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cépt of déath'asftﬁe owhmost, nonrelational, cerféin‘and
ﬁnsurpassable possibility of Dasein.l
Death, -as Dasein's ownmost.iéigenste) ﬁossibil—:

ity, reveals the p0551b111ty of- authentlc (eigentliche)
ex1stence.2 For the ana1y51s of Daseln it is essential
tha£ the authentic being to death be exhlblted.s

- An authentic being ﬁo_deégh must secure death}s
charactér as a possibility.- Déath must be séeﬁ‘pptvas

something to be actualized; but rather as something whose

lSee SZ, 258-259: "Der -Tod als Ende des Daseins . -
ist die eigenste, unbezlgliche, gewisse und als solche

unbestimmte, untiberheolbare Mbqlichkeit des Daseins. - Der

.Tod ist als Endc des Daselns im Sein dieses Selenden Zu

seinem Ende.

273uxe remarks‘kLé notion de la finitude dans la
philosophie de Martin Heidegger, p. 54) that: "En consi-

- deérant la moxrt. comme le sceau de l'existence authenthue,

Heidegger rejoint sans aucun doute l'une des attitudes
les plus margquantes de la sensibilité moderne, dont . té—
moignent, en dehors de la phllosophle, les ceuvres de -
Malraux, Hemingway ou Faulkner.

See also Michael Gelven, A Commentary on Heidegger' s
Being and Time: A Section-by-Section Interpretation (New
York, Evanston, London: Harper & Row, 1970). Gelven notes
(p. 141) "BeJausc death focuses upon our own existence
rather than upon the inauthentic they-self (for thé they-
self does not die), it becomes the ground for authentic
existence. Death, thcn, becomes the important phenomenon
which can expose the authentic and ontological. basis of
human existence." :

'3

See 8%, 260: '"Solange dieses eigentliche Sein

zum Tode nicht herausgestellt und ontologisch bestimmt

ist, haftet an 'der existenzialen Interpretatlon des Selns
zum Ende ein wesentlicher Mangel."
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very natﬁfe_is to be a constant_posstbiiity. Holaing'en
to a poesibility ih its character ae'a bossibility is called
ant1c1patlon" by Heldegger ‘In aﬁticipation;.the pos—‘
sibility of death becomes what it is--namely, a p0551—
"bility. 1 By making our .ownmost outermost p0551b111ty what

a

it is, ant1c1patlon offers us the possibility of authentlc
- ) . _

. éxlstence. Cw
‘Authentic understanding of death comes in anti-

~cipation. Every understanding -is accompanied by“e dis- .

[

position (Befindlichkeit). ' The disposition yhich accom-

,panieslthe authentic understéndihg'of death i
(Ang;t).? Heldegger s claim is that authentlc belng
" death con51sts in relatlng to death 'in such a way that
death s character of belng the, ever present p0551b111ty'
is secured.‘ Thls occurs in the disposition of anx1ety,

for here Dasein is brought before death as its own pos-

sibility which it must constently be. " This frees Dasein ..

lSee 5%, 262: "Das Sein zum Tode als Vorlaufen
in die M&glichkeit erm8glicht allererst dlese M8glich-
keit und macht sie als solche frei.
2S‘ee Sz, 263: "Das Vorlaufen‘erweist sich als
M8glichkeit des Verstehens des eigensten dussersten Sein-
k8nnens, das heisst als Mégllchkelt elgentllcher Ex1s-
tenz." _

3see sz, 265-266: "Die Befindlichkeit aber, wel-
" che die stdndige und schlechthinnige, aus dem eigensten
vereinzelten Sein des Daseins aufsteigende Bedrohung seiner
selbst offen zu halten vermag ist die Angst. In ihr be--
findet sich das Dasein vor dem Nichts der mbgllchen Un-
'm&gllchkelt seilner . Ex1stenz.“
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from its lost'staté‘in "das Man" éndsbrings it back to be
itself.l | o
.InIanxious.anticipation'of deéth Dasein isibrdught
back to itself. This self is'essentially'an ﬁndérstanding-:
of béing. ‘Death-bpings Dasein back to itself in part be-
cause in the anxious‘anticipétion of deafh, being_itseif
T is reveéled; |

‘ Death reveéls‘being to Dasein by revealing‘péseip's
own‘poteﬁfialinon—being to it.l Death removes Dasein's.
conterns with the Beings in Fhe wo;ld and brings it face
to facé with the ppobleh of Being at all.2 In anxiety,
the nothingness of existence is revealed,3 thﬁs revealing

‘being itself.4“ Anxious anticipation of death, by revealing

lsee S7, 266: "Das Vorlaufen enthtillt dem Dasein

die Verlorenheit in das Man-selbst und bringt es vor die

M&glichkeit, auf die besorgende Fiirsorge primdr ungestitzt,
. es selbst zu sein, selbst aber. in der leidenschaft
von den Illusionen des Man gel&sten, faktischen, ihrer
selbst gewissen und sich dngstenden Freiheit zum Tode"
{italics removed). '

2

. See Gelven (A Commentary on Heidegger's Being
and Time, p. 157): ™Since the existential to-be-going-
to-die means the awareness of the ability of man not-to-
be, this ‘existential deals directly with the awareness

of being." o

3See, for ekample,'PGZ; 401: “... das Wovor der
Angst ist das Nichts ..." {(italics removed).

. Y5ee Demske .(Being, Man, and Death: a Key to
Heidegger, p. 73): . "Thus the analysis of death directs
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the nbthing and thus beiné itself, also reveals.the on-
tological difference: the difference between being and
beings.l In authentlc belng to death, belngs are stlll
present} but their meaning (being) is nullified, thus
showing the ontologiéal_difference.' |

Authentic being to death, then, leads us directly
to being;2 in the_diqusifion.gf,anxiety, being is given

direcfly to Daséih.3 The - direct giving of being is what

our view toward nonbeing, which in turn opens  up the pPros-
pect of being itself. The death analysis thereby takes
the first step toward the question of being, precisely

by making a detour through the land of nonbeing."”

;See'Alberto Rosales, Transzendenz und Differenz.

Ein Beitrag zum Problem der ontologischen Differenz beim
frdhen Heidegger, Phaenomenologica 33, Den Haag: Martinus

Nijhoff, 1970. Rosales states that (p. 177): "... im
Vorlaufen und in der zu ihm geh&rigen Befindlichkeit der

“eigentliche. Vollzug der ontologischen Differenz. [lies]."

See also Tauxe (La notion de la finitude, dans la philo-

"sophie de Martin Heidegder, p. 62}): "... la-mort est ce
gqui ... instaure la rupture du Dasein avec 1l'étant et
1'ouvre au 'non-étant', a 1l'@tre. .,. Au niveau de Sein

und Zeit, 1'épreuve du néant dans 1'&tre-pour-la- mort est
" la condition de 1l'ouverture.a l'etre."

2See PGZ, 431: "Die Herausarbeitung des Todes
als eines Daseinsphlnomens, die Bestimmung seiner in
strenger Anmessung an die .Seinsstrukturen des Seienden,
das wir zum Thema haben, fllhrt eo ipso vor das Sein des
Seienden selbst ..." - '

3See PGZ, 403: "... Descartes’ sagt, wir hdtten

eigentlich kéine Affektion vom Sein als solchem. Es gibt
diese Affektion vom Sein als solchen ... Die Angst ist

nichts anderes als die schlechthlnnlge Erfahrung des Seins
im Sinne des In-der-Welt-seins. - Diese Erfahrung kann,
sie muss nicht--wie Jja alle Seinsméglichkeiten unter einem
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makes an authentic being of Dasein possible. In the dir-
ect giving of being, Dasein is Called'out of its every-

‘dayneés and becomes itself.

N

f5-7' Authenticity and teﬁboiality.g

- In death;comgs a direct giviné'of‘being and thé
reﬁeiatioq of the-possibility éf an authentic éxistenc§ -
fof,Daéein.' Autﬁentic Dasein, as the beihg to which being
‘ié.éivenidirectly, is;thé‘being to examine if the'meaning
-of being‘(thé hbrizpn-of understanding of beingJ is to
 Q%;discov§red. The gueStion té ask of aﬁthentic Dasein
lié what makés possible the being of this‘ﬁeing:.i.e.,
what makes possible'the COmglex Struéture of care, or,
upon’what must the care structure be préjéétéd.it it is

to be'intélligible.l

kann' stehen--sich in einem ausgezeichneten Sinne im
Tode. einstellen, genauer: im Sterben.. ... Es besteht

so die M&glichkeit, gerade in dem Moment. des Aus-der-—
Welt-gehens, wo die Welt einem nichtsmehr zu sagen hat
und auch jeder Andere nichts mehr zu sagen hat, dass sich
darin das In-ihr-sein und die Welt schlechthin zeigen."

lSee S7, 324: "Das Woraufhin dieses Entworfenen
[the Entworfene here is the Sein des Daseinl}, des er-
schlossenen, so konstituierten Seins, ist das, was diese
Konstitution des Seins als Sorge selbst ermdglicht. Mit
der Frage nach dem Sinn der Sorge ist gefragt: was er-
méglicht die Ganzheit des gegliederten .Strukturganzen
der Sorge in der Einheit ihrer ausgefalteten Gliederung?"

N
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In #65 of Sein und Zeit, Heldegger takes the triple

structure of authentic care and examlnes what makes each
of these structures possible.l This-examination revgals
that Dasein's being towards its ownmost capacity far-beihg.
is possible only because Dasein can come to_iﬁsélf, aad‘ |
Heidégger iaterprets this "Zukommen" a§ r“Zukku'nft" (futuredl_:
a temporal term. Dasein's taklng over 1ts belng gullty
similarly can only be understood on the ba51s of Da591n s .
W'

having been--i.e., it can . only be undarstpod in the horizon :

of Gewesenheit; another'temporal term. Finally Daseinﬁs

. dlsclosure of its current situation is only pOSSlble on

the basis of a Gegenwartlgen, i.e., it too is only underj
étandablé in temporal terms. Heidegger'consludes.oh”
the basis of this tyb; of argumentatioa_that the.caré
structure is temporai, i.e., that it is based on Daseidfs:

temporaiity.'lTempofality is thus the meaning-of £he_being.

lIn #68 of Sein und gzeit, the analy51s is repeated

in more detailed fashlon, adding the structures. of inau-
thenticity. i . i ¥




| fflss—
‘of:éasein.l

f'As-the‘meeningtof the being of basein, temporelity
}is'thegcondit;oh of possibility of Dase‘in,2 and thus--since
Desein,is essentially an ﬁnderstandiné of being--the con-
'dltlon of p0551blllty of there belng a glVlng of being.

‘As what makes a giving of belng possible, time is the hor-

::zlzon of any understandlng of being. Wlth the discovery

. of temporallty as the meanlng of the- belng of Dasein,

'fundamental ontology has dlscovered ‘the horlzon for any
underetand;ng of be;ng. This dlscovery permlts,.then,
‘ the objectification of being: the explicit reference of

) beiﬁgvto‘its horizoh.- The objectification of being is

Hr‘the necessary flrst step of scientific phllosophy Philo- -

‘”_sophy becomes sc1ent1f1c with the exp11c1t projection of

belng 1tself on- the horlzon of time.

C ) 1See §7, 326: "Nur sofern das Dasein als Zeit-
lichkeit bestimmt ist; ermdglicht es ihm selbst das, ge-
‘kennzeichnete eigentliche Ganzseinkdnnen der vorlaufenden
Entschlossenheit. Zeltllchkelt enthtillt sich als der Sinn
fder eigentlichen Sorge." - ¢

‘ ?See SZ, 350: - "Die ekstatische Einheit der Zeit-
lichkeit, das heisst die Einheit des 'Ausser-sich' in den
- Entrlickungen von Zukunft, Gewesenheit und Gegenwart, ist
~die Bedingung’ der Mogllchkelt daflir, dass ein Seiendes
sein kann, das als sein 'Da' existiert:;" GP, 452: "Die
Zeitlichkeit .ist als ekstatisch-horizontale Einheit der

" Zeitlichkeit die Bedingung der M8glichkeit der Transzendenz

und somit auch die Bedingung der M#glichkeit der in der
Transzendeﬁz fundierten Intentionalitdt;" GP, 428: "Der
ekstatische Charakter der Zeit erméglicht den spezifischen
Uberschrittscharakter des Daséins, die Transzendenz und.
damit auch.die Welt" (italics removed).

1
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5.8 PhllOSQphlc research

PrOJectlng belng upon tlme 15 merely the first '

© step in screntlfrc phrlosophy;_ As 1n p051t1ve scrence,-

the SC1ence of phllOSOphy musﬂ conduct research 1nto ltS.

object. In thls research belnq w1ll always be progected

'-upOn tlme SClentlflC phllosophy wrll consrst of the study

of the temporallty of belng (Temporalltat des Selns)

Research 1nto the temporallty of belng will at-

e tempt to show how the various manlfestatlons-ofrberng——

.the ontologlcal dlfference, the basrc artlculatlon of belng,'

the truth character of ‘being, and the reglonallty of belng'

;w1th1n the unrty of the idea of belng*~are made possrble
fand 1ntelllglble by tlme Each of these manlfestatlons
-of belng w1ll be explrcrtly v1ewed in-terms of. tlme -and

ltS temporal structure w1ll be determlned

Phllosophlc research will not be llmlted“to the

object of phllosophy ‘Positive sciences, as we‘have seen}

-conduct’ therr research by prOJectlng thelr objects upon

their horizons of 1ntelllglb111ty -They'are, however,
lncapable of 1nvestlgat1ng tho horlzons themselves Philo-
sophy 1s dlfferent 7 Phllosophy can and must 1nvestlgate

its horrzon. Although the horlzon exhlblted i fundamental-

ontology is tlme, Lt 1s not time as ordlnarlly understood

-Phllosophy must thus not only dlscover the horlzon for

-’



the understanding of its object, it must study that hori-

zon. -
Heideggé% rejects the view of tiﬁé as a series
of “now—poinﬁéf and concentrates instead on what he calls
the edStaticrnature of teﬁpqrality as seen in temparality's
horizonal schemata.-

For Heidegger, temporality is ecstatic, i.e.,
it is a movement outside itself.1 The three "ecstas%eé"
of temerélity are foughly the three temporal dimensions
of past, presenf, and future. The "ecstatic" character
of ﬁhése three dimensidns grounds-their'eséential unity:
no cone of the ecstasies canrever.pccuf alone--there are
no points in time but.oniy durations——éné;in any stretch
-of time all thfeé ecstasies ére presen’t._2 | |
Temporélity functions_aé what Heideéger'célls,a 
."horizonal schematism." "gchematism“-is a éerm Heidegger,

takes from Kant's attempt in the first Critique to explain

_lSee 87, 329, where Heidegger says temporality
"ist nicht vordem ein Seiendes, das erst aus sich heraus-
tritt, sondern ihr Wesen ist Zeitigung in der Einheit der
Ekstasen. ... Zeitlichkeit ist das urspriinglich 'Ausser-
sich' an und f#ir sich selbst." For Heldegger, temporality
is "das éxkotatixév schlechthin." ' ' '

- 2See GP, 376: "Die urspriingliche Einheit der
charakterisierten Zukunft, Gewesenheit und Gegenwart ist
das Phinomen der urspringlichen Zeit, 'das wir die Zeit-
lichkeit nennen. Die Zeitlichkeit zeitigt sich in der
jeweiligen Einheit 'von Zukunft, Gewesenheit und Gegen-
wart." .

-
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how the pure intuition of time was made sehsib}e;lf Iﬁ
Heideggeris view of Kant, the schematism served tﬁe pur-
posé of giving a finite being a view of the condition of
possibility of enqquntering objects.2 Similarly, the
Heideggerian hori?énal schemata;are ways in which the ec-
stasies gigg themselves a hérizon to let thihgs be pre-

sent.3

EBach of the various ecstasies of time has its own

horizonad schema.4 The ecstasies and the schema belong

together and cannot exist separately, but are not exactly

lSee KPM, 88: "Die reine Versinnlichung geschieht
als ein 'Schematismus'. Die reine Einbildungskraft gibt
Schema-bildend in vorhinein den Anblick ({('Bild') des Hori-
zonts der Transzendenz,! where, for Kant; "Versinnlichung
heisst allgemein die Weise, in der ein endliches Wesen .
sich etwas anschaulich machen, d.h. von etwas sich einen
Anblick (Bild) verschaffen kann." ‘

2See L, 363: "Bei der Ver51nn11chung von Begriffen
funglert das Darzustellende, ndmlich der Begriff, als Regel
einer allgemeinen 'Vorzeichnung', die nicht eingeschrinkt
sein soll auf das, was die Zelchnung nun gerade darstellt,
was sie an Sichtbarem gibt. ... Und diese Regel der an-
schaulichen Darstellung eines Begriffs, die vom Begriffs-
gehalt selbst vorgeschrieben wird, diese Regel des Ver-
fahrens der VerSLnnllchung eine$ Begriffs nennt Kant Schema.

, 30n schema as the building of a horizon see N I,
573: "Die Schemata #ibernehmen die Ausbildung des Horizontes,"
~nd KPM, 180: "Was den Horizont der Transzendenz bildet,

" sipd die reinen Schemata als transzendentale Zeitbestim-.
mungen." See also KPM, 117.

‘ 4See,SZ, 365: "Der ekstatische Horizont ist in
jeder der drei Ekstasen verschieden."
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-the_seme.l They'can; however,‘be-examined‘seperafely.
Temporality, as ecstatic, provides the 'eutside
of itself' which is the ground for the'possibilitylof Da-
sein's exiefence ahd beihg in‘thelworld, and, as.horizon
or horizonel.echema, it érbvides the peseibility of a .hori-
zon, upon which Dasein projects what it encounters. Thus
ltemporallty is what allows there to be a Daseln, and, in-
i asmUCh as Dasein’ 1s essentlally an understandlng of belng,i
1t allows there to be a giving of belng to Dasein.
For Heldegge; the working out of the eestatic—
horizohel temporelity brings to an end the'questioh of

the horizon {or "Woraufhin") of understanding.3 With the

lSee GP, 429: "Jede Ekstase als Entriickung zu...
hat in sich zugleich und ihr zugehdrig eine Vorzeichnung
der formalen Struktur des Wozu der Entrifickung. Wir be-
zeichnén dieses Wohin der Ekstase als den Horizont oder

"genauer das horizontale Schema der Ekstase." - See also
S%, 365: . "Die Ekstasen sind nicht einfach Entrtickungen
zU... . Vielmehr geh8rt zur Ekstase ein 'Wohin' der Ent-

rfickung- Dieses Wohin der Ekstase nennen wir das horizontale
Schema." : ; o

2See GP, 436: "pDie Schemata der Ekstasen sind
von diesen struktural nicht abzuldsen, wohl aber kann die
yerstehende Orlentlerung dem Schema als solchem primir
zugewendet sein.'

3

See GP, 437-438: "Weil die ekstatisch-horizontale
Einheit der Zeitlichkeit in sich der Selbstentwurf schlecht-
hin ist, als ekstatische das Entwerfen auf... Uberhaupt

erm8glicht und mit dem zur Ekstase geh8rigen Horizont die
Bedingung der. M8glichkeit eines Woraufhin, Wozu-hinaus
berhaupt darstellt, kann gar nicht mehr gefragt werden,
woraufhin die Schemata ihrerseits entworfen seien und so

in infinitum. Die frilher erwl#hnte Folge der einander gleich-
sam vorgeschalteten Entwlirfe: Verstehen von Seiendem,
“Entwurf auf Sein, Verstehen von Sein, Entwurf auf die Zeit,
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Eorizén fof the understgnding of being.finally determined,
philOSOPHic research can bégin. Temporality, ité'ecsta—
sies and horizonai schematal are then the ;ubject—matter
for,philosbphiéal investfgafion, and philosoph? will con-
sist of research into the tempofal nature of being.

5.9 Conclusion

Thé project in Sein und Zeit of arriving at the
meaning éf beihg through an analysis of Dasein can clearly
be understood as an attempt to make philoéophy sgientific.

for philosophy to become scientifié in Heidegger's’
- sensé, being must be projected ubon\its horizon. But this

is difficult because being is given indirectly as a horizon

and its own horizon is not clear. The analysis of Dasein

in Sein und Zeit is the attempt to exhibit the horizon
of being. A direct experience of being is sought in an-
xiety. And he horizon of being is sought in the attempt

to discover what makes the giving of being (i.e., what

makes Dasein's Seinsveérstldndnis) possible.

hat ihr Ende am Horizont der ekstatischen Einheit der Zeit-
lichkeit. Urspriinglicher k&nnen wir dies hier nicht be-
grtinden; wir milssen dabei auf das Problem der Endlichkeit
der Zeit eingehen. An diesem Horizont hat Jjede Ekstase
der 7eit, d.h. die %eitlichkeit selbst i1hr Ende. Aber
dieses Ende ist nichts anderes als der Anfang und Ausgang
fiir die M8glichkeit alles Entwerfess."

lAt one point (GP, 378}, Heidegger refers to these
as "die offene Weite." .
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The diééovery-of time as the‘ho:izoniofhany ugder_
standing“of beiﬁg_énébles UE to objectify beingithus es-
tablishing philoéophy 95 é sCiéntifiq_foo£ingl‘ ﬂoweﬁer.
this discovery also raises certain'queétions,

~One set of ques£ibn5'involvés how we -can view hori-
zons. The move frbm‘Dasein's<cérefstructure fo the tem- |

_porél_horizon which makes this sﬁructure‘intel};gible is
- not clear. Thislmightbmake us wondér_how'ﬁoriz;ns are
discovered iﬁ other Sciénces. quposedlyrin‘positive
sciénce, we have merely to‘lpok tc see what the horizoﬁ'
of a particular.given is. ;épt'the iook towa;as.the‘hori—
zon is nSt‘self;eviaent, ahd-woﬁld-seeﬁ'to réquire sSome
method. The‘examplémHeidegger giﬁes‘of findiny a horizon
"in science is that of Galileo's pfdjecting oflhéﬁuﬁal'
objects upon a mathematical horizon'of-understanéiﬁg;
Exactiy how Galilec came tc do this, however, is ﬁot re-
vealéd by Heidegger:

‘Ancther set of questions involves the direct‘viewipg
of being. Heidegger‘finds a difect givihg of being in
the mpod of ahﬂmerr He moves from this airéct viewing
6f_being to the discovery of temporality as the meaning
of Daséin's being and ﬁhen to time as tﬁe borizon of being

itself. It seems: from Heideggér's*argument; that a dir-
“ect viewing of being is important if being is to be ob-

3
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jectified. However, it is not too clear what geté re-
.veaiea'in this "Affektion vom Sein als soléﬂém,"‘énd.thé
move from it to temporality isg somewﬁat indirect. As we
shall see below there’ are yet other probléms with a direct
viewing of Being..

Despite these difficulﬁ;eéf however, it can be

said that the fundamental ontology of Sein und Zeit at-

tempts ﬁo objettify being‘by diséovering the horizon upon
which it ;s to-bé projecﬁedﬁ' The objecﬁification of being
through its projeétion upon tiﬁéris the first étep in es-
tablishing philosoﬁhy‘as s;iéhﬁe. Philosophic research,
however, yill reguire g-method.‘ As we éhall see, method

iﬁ ph;losophy, although deri&ati?e of the-object'of this
Scieﬁce; piaysva more imporfant role than does method in

positive sciences.

L1
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CHAPTER 6: -METHOD OF SCIENTIFIC PHILOSOPHY

6.1 Method in phildsdphy

Scieﬁtificﬁréséﬁfch haé two prinéipal aspects.
‘One is the construction‘of the field to be invesfigéted,
. This is accomplished throuéh fhe act of objegtificatién.
The ofher'éépecflis-thé éonsiruqtion-of_the way ﬁo treat
objects. This is‘the guestion Of methgd:l-

Positive éciéﬁces start witﬁfghe ébjéctification-
of ~a given of everyday exﬁerience.thrqugh the expiicit

prdjecg}on of that given on the horizon in terms of which

lSee PGZ, 103: "... Das Prinzip der Forschung

ist das Prinzip der Sachfeldgewinnung, das Prinzip der .
Schépfung der Hinsicht, aus der die Sache erforscht wird,
und das Prinzip der Ausbildung der Behandlungsart, der
Methode." ~ ‘ - )
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- it is given. As we have‘seen, the act of‘obsectification
in- positive science 1iéé outside.of the science itself.
It constitutes the ééienée but  is nét éerfofmed‘by the
s¢isnce. A poéitive science is constituﬁéd by merely‘
taking over  {or presupposing) the-horizpn_bf understanding
of its objeét——a horizén;‘whiéh is-aiready itself giveA'
injeverydayness.‘ |
Research in positive science.begins only onpé the

act of dbjectification has taken place. Resea:ch requifés
a method, i.e., a‘way of treating its object, a. ‘way of
access to its object, a determination of thé type of evif,
‘dencé sought and the kind of truth at which the science
aims. 1In Heidegger‘s view,.the,ﬁethod of a étienge 534
rives from its object. Maﬁhemétiéal objects, for example,
feqﬁire a certain'Way Qf access (e.g., we do not look fér
ﬁumberé in the empirical world), and receive a ceftain
kind of evidénce which is appropriate to the kind of truth
(apodictiéify) éf whithmatheméticél fesearch arrives.

—Heideggerks view of tﬁe pfiofity of‘ghe'dbjéct
-in'fhe detefmination of tﬁe method of a s¢ience comes Erom -
~his view that the object is detérmined firét. Thé act .
of objectification precedés the research done inlﬁhe

. . . —_— .
science. Since the object i1s determined first, and since
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it is determined outside the séience not using the method
of tﬁat science, the methodlis derived from the. nature
of the object:

Heidegger givesAphilosophy's iject the same
pfi9rity in the determination of the method for gcienti—
fié,phfloséphy.. He does this although method plays a mubh_
’lmdre central role in phildsophy thén in positiye science.
Method is more important for philosophy becausé
Ascientific philesophy performs a‘task.ﬁot_performed.by
the positive scienges:' it seeks its own grQund.‘ Tﬁe'
first task}bf scientific philgsophy'is to diécdver.the
horizon of uﬁders£anding of its object. Philosophy it-
‘self perfofms‘the'éct of objecfifying its chject.

Since(this is ﬁhe_firét-taék of ph;losoPhy, philo-
,Sophy requiresla method prior even tq the objectification \\. 
of being. Déspite this prior need, however, Heidegger
maintains that thé method of pHilosophj'deiives from its
objgct.;_Heideggér recbmmends the.use of a particular
method, the phenémenolpéical method, arghing that it is
the method which is singularly appropriaﬁe for treating

philosophy's object fbeing):l

lSee SZ, 38: "Ontologie.und Phinomenologie sind

nicht zwei verschiedene Disziplinen neben anderen zur Philo-
sophie geh#rigen. Die beiden Titel charakterisieren die
Philosophie selbst nach Gegenstand und Behandlungsart."
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s _ 4
"Phenomenology,“ithe method of scientific philo-

‘sopﬁy,‘is, Oflcourée,'the term.uéed by Husseri and his
followers (iﬁcluding Heidégéer) to refer to their own work.
Heidegger's understandihg of thi$ term comes from his in-
volvement in the phenoménologicai movement and his con-
taét with Husserl, Scheler, and_dfhers. Although in £he
lecture courses thefelié, at times, an attempt to deter-
mine the nature of phenomenology.by an examination of fhe
themes treated by.phenomenologists,l Heidegger is quite
critical of what phenomenologists have actuélly done {see
“Chapter 3, above). Therefore, rather,thaﬁ detefmine the
meaﬁing of "phenomenology" from what phenomenoioéigts do,
.He#aeggéf, in the one major published work of.the Marburg
period,z‘ looks at the Greek roots of the term in order

to, specify what phenomenology means for him.

s

lSée, for example, PGZ, 34~110, and the treatment

of the three "fundamental discoveries of phenomenoclogy"
(intentionality, categorial dintuition, and the apriori).
For a lengthy discussion of the treatment of phenomenoclogy
in the Marburg texts see Walter Biemel, "Heideggers Stel-
lung zur Phdnomenologie in der Marburger Zeit" in -Ernst
Wolfgang Orth (ed), Husserl, Scheler, Heidegger in der
Sicht neuer Quellen (Freiburg/MlUnchen: Verlag Karl Alber,
1978), 141-223. :

2-See SZ, section 7.

[}
N
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6.2 Greek roots of "phenomeﬁoiogy“
| Heidegger notes that the term "phenomenology" is

built 6ut of twb Greek words, “¢&tv&mvovﬁ and "Aéyog," even

though this construction- is modern and was never-made by

the Greeks. |

| The Greek term "¢aivéuevov" is equated by‘Heideggef

with what showsitseif, appears, or emergeé (dasVSich;

zeigende).l Heidegger claims that fof-the Greeks, pheno-

'mena‘simply compriéed-everything which is,-i.e.; a1l béiﬂgs.2

However, for Heidegger, instead of comprising all beings[

the term.“phenomenoh” indicates a parﬁicular.ﬁay'ig which

Qe can enbountér things. It doeé not indicate. what these

things are--it does not say even whether the phenﬁmena

are beings or something else--instead, what is essential

is that a ”phenomenon".is what shows itself.3
lSee S7, 28: "... ¢aivéuevov besagt ... : das,
was sich zeigt, das Sichzeigende, das Offenbare." See
also PGZ, 111: "... ¢awvéuevov ist also das, was sich zeigt."

AN
2See S%, 28: "Die ¢arvdpeypa, »Phinomened, sind :

dann -die Gesamthelt dessen, %ae*é% Tage liegt oder ans
Licht gebracht werden kann, was die Griechen zuweéilen ein-
fach mit & Svra (das Seiende) identifizieren." See also
PGZ, 111, where Heidegger makes essentially the same state-
ment . '
3See,SZ, 31: "Phlnomen--das Sich-an-ihm-selbst-

zeigen-—bedeutet eine ausgezeichnete Begegnisart von et-
‘'was." See also PGZ, 112: "Phdnomen meint ... eine Be-
- gegnisart des Seienden an ihm selbst, sich selbst zu zei-

gen."
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The second roof-of "éhencmensiogy“ isltﬂe.Greekﬁ
term Abyoc. Heidegger translates Aﬁyoc as dlscourse (Rede)
‘.Discourse (A6yo¢)} in the. sense it is used in the term phe—
némenoldéy“‘(sc1encs of the phenomengn)‘has the function
of dnépavorigr  to let'whas'is under discussion be.seen from';'
itself.l Naturally not all. discourse hasAthis functioh:
ﬁﬁémnm1q refers only to theoretical discosrse'which at;

.-

~tempts to cdmmunicate something, and does not refer to
exclamations, requests, prayers, etc.?

-

Combining the two Greek roots gives_Héideggerra‘

lSee PGZ, 116, on Xéyoc as Aoyoc&ﬂomnH1K0q "1n all
den Verblndungen wie Theologie, Biologie, usw“ even.in
"der Verbindung 'Phdnomenologie’ ..." :
Heldegger claims that what this theoretlcal dis-
course does 1s, S$%, 32: "Der Aéyoc lisst etwas sehen _
(¢afvecdor },. ndmlich das, worillher die Rede ist und zwar ffir
den Redenden (Medium), bzw. flir die miteinander. Redenden.
Die. Rede »ldsst sehen &r3 ... von dem selbst her, wovon
di¢ Rede ist. In der Rede {(dnépavorg) soll, wdfern sie- echt
ist, das was geredet ist, aus dem, worﬂber geredet ‘wird,
" gesch8pft sein, so dass die’ redende Mitteilung in ihrem
Gesagten das, worllber 51e redety offenbar und so dem an-
deren zugdnglich macht. See also PGZ, 115 116

2See PGZ, 116: . "Das Groda (veoBat, das,SehenslaSSen
dés Gesprochenen an ihm selbst; 'ist eine bestimmte- Be- _
- deutung der Rede. Nicht jeder Satz ist ein theoretischer
Satz, eine Aussage Uber etwas, sondern irgendein Ausruf,
eine Bitte, ein Wunsch, ein Gebet ist kein Aéyoc &mogaviikée,
in dem etwas mitgeteilt wird, wohl aber onpavtikéé, er be-
deutet etwas, wobei das Bedsuten aber nicht den.Sinn des’
‘theoretischen Erfassens.VOn etwas hat." See also 87,
32. o ' :
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'.formal deflnltlon of phenomenology, namely:
Phanomenologle sagt- dann.‘ avo¢aﬁwoaaxru pa1véuEva:
.Das was sich zéligt, so Wie -es sich veon ihm selbst ¢
her zelgt, von 1hm selbst her sehen lassen.l

Thls, he malntalns, 15 31mply what is expressed in the

maxim of phenomenology '."Zu den /pchen selbst'“ S

' ’ ThlS formal deflnltlon of phenomenology,’however,'

seems rather vague; empty, and self- eVLdent. To a cer—"

taln extent it mlght seem that phenomenology is merely

Ca. warnlng agalnst free floatlng constructlons, random dis-

coverles, concepts which are merely seemlngly proven, and

:false problemsf3 But thlS is patently self -evident- and

would seem to hold for any sc1ence and not ]ust for the .

ok

lSZ, 34. At PGZ, 117, Heidegger expresses. the

meaning of phenomenology as follows- " "Phdnomenologie
ist Afyev 1d foivépeva = &modalveoBur T& darvéueva--das an ihm
selbst Offenbare von ihm selbst- her sehen lassen.”

2See SZ,,gw,‘and PGZ, 117.

3See SZ, 27-28: "Der Tltel FPhdnomenoleogie« driickt
eine Max1me aus, die also fo muliert werden kann: dzu
‘den Sachen selbst!«--entgegemn-allen freischwebenden Xon-
struktlonen, zufﬁlllgen FPunden,; entgegen der Hbernahme
' von nur scheinbar ausgewiesenen Begriffen, entgegen den
Schelnfragen, die 51ch oft Generationen hindurch als »Prob-
lemed breitmachen. See also PGZ, 104: "Die phinomeno-
logische Maxime ‘lautet: »zu dén Sachen selbstd, gespro-
chen gegenfiber Konstruktionen und frei- schwebendem Fragen
in. tradltlonellen, d.h. immer bodenlos gewordenen Be~
lgrlffen " . . :

.\g
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'scienqg of philosophy.
’ N j

. All sciences, not Jjust philosophy,‘

'should try to get to the‘things‘themselﬁés;“and'évpid‘ -
‘\\cééding falsehoods into the data. - o

Heidegger believes that there is more to pheno-
menology than this warning. Phénpménblogy maﬁ seem vagué-;f_
because while it recommends we get to thé»“things them- -

selves," it does not Say’whaf\thdse”things are. But phe-

, nomenology, for Heidegger, is a concept'of'method,‘not' '
-of object. The term "phenomenology" does no -84y anything

immediately about the object of this scienqe.2
The pheﬁbmenologica} method, for_Héidegger: is

oné of description. _Phenomenolbgy'prd¢ee@s-by'directly

lHeidegger‘states_(SZ,/28)§”‘“Diese‘Maxime ist
. reichlich selbstverstdndlich und berdies ein Ausdruck
des Prinzips jeder wissenschaftlichen Erkenntnis." Hans

Seigfried believes that Heidegger's idea of the method

for scientific philosophy is his idea of scientific method
in general. See "Descriptive Phenomenology and Construc-
tivism;% particularly p. 256-259. Seigfried claims that

, (p-.258)r "all kinds of philosophic and scientific re-
.. : search/are and have to be phenomenclogical if they are

not "laegenerate into free—floating speculation and ar-

bitrary constructivism." But, as we shall see below, al-
though this may be the case for the merely formal idea

‘of phenomenology, the fully worked out method! of scientific
philosophy is radically different from that of positive
science because the object of scientific philosophy is
being itself and not an individual being.

2See Sz, 27: "Der Ausdruck »Phdnomenclogied be-
deutet primire einen Methodenbegriff. Er charakterisiert
nicht das sachhaltige Was der Gegenstdnde der philosoph-
sichen Forschung, sondern das Eig dieser." See also P&%Z,
117.
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showing or directly exhibiting objécts..l Things are taken
as they show thémselveé*andAare.descfibed Qifhin'the limits
in thcP they show themselves. By so proceeding, phenn;\
menology avoids any determlnatlons that do not come through\
dlrect exhlbltlon 2 However, it is not yet clear from

thls formal definition of phenomenology what the char-

. e

acter of the descriptions arrived at.through this method

is. 1If there were some particular object which Kad an
outstanding‘claim to be the most appropriaté object of
phencomenology, then we would have a clearer idea- of the

descriptive method, since the déscriptions in phenomen-

ology take their lead- from the nature of the object des-

'cribed.3

‘Heidegger's examination of the Greek roots of
o lSee SZ, 35: "Wissenschaft »von« den Phanomenén
"besagt: eine solche Erfassung ihrer Gegensténde, dass

alles, was #lber sie zur Erdrterung steht, in direkter
Aufwelsung und direkter Auswelsung abgehandelt werden
muss,

25ee SZ, 35: "... Der Titel [of phenomenology]
hat wieder einen prohibitiven Sinn: - Fernhaltung alles
nicht-ausweilsenden Bestlmmens. ‘
3See S7Z, 35: "Der Charakter der Deskrlptlon
selbst, der spezifische Sinn des .Aévog, kann allererst aus
der »Sachheitd dessen fixiert werden, was »beschrieben(,
d.h. in der Begegnisart von Phdnomen zu wissenschaftlicher
Bestimmtheit gebracht werden soll.”

Cr
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"bhenomenology“ tﬁus at firstreﬁealsphenomenology ﬁerely—
as ayééneral methqd of describing what showé itéelf. As
such a methoﬁ, it‘ié not clear whether there is any‘part;—‘
cul#r obiect which is p:opériy phenomenologicai or whether
_phénomenology could simply be applied to‘just any object..

Ndr is it clear why phenomépology should be singled out

_és the method of scientific philosophy.

6.3 Object of description .

Even éhouqh‘the formal definition of phenpmenblogy
lmay not providé any information'aé to the_%ostnappropfiaté
ébjéct of phenomenclogical research, £he:é is, Heidegger
believes, a‘particular queét which‘requires‘a pheﬁomeno~
logical treatﬁent; |

What most requires phehomenolégical description
is what is‘given in everyday experienée in such a way that
leaves it at first hidden. ‘That_wﬁiéhrbelongs to what does

show itself in everyday experience as its ground and meaning,

but which does not itself show itself for the most part

is what needs explicit descripfion more than anything else.14
lSee Sz, 35: "Was ist seinem Wesén, nach notwendig

Thema einer ausdrﬂckllchen Aufwelsung? Of fenbar solches,
was sich zundchst und zumeist gerade nicht zeigt, was ge-
genliber dem, was sich zundchst und zumeist zeigt, verbor-
gen ist, aber zugleich etwas ist, was wesenhaft zu dem,
was sich zundichst und zumeist zeigt, geh&rt, so zwar, dass
es seinen Sinn und Grund ausmacht.” ‘
‘Seigfried notes that ("Descriptive Phenomenology
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'Acc@rding.to Heidegger, this object is being itself.;

Being is given ‘indirectly to everyday Dasein in Dasein's

-

understanding of being. It thus functions as.the horizon

of unders anding of all giving of beings. As this ‘horizon,

R | N

"being is given, but it is not viewed directly. ;Being,

thus, is in particular need of-description: it must be

made -directly visible and exhibited.

"Beings, since they are given directly to- everyday

Dasein, are not in-any particular need of description.

-

Dasein has merely to directly observe beings: they are

lying open before Dasein. Phenomenology, the description
of what shows itself as it shows itself, is thus not really
necessary for positive science.

The phenomenon of phenomenology is thus not any

and Constructivism," p. 252): "if there is something else
besides what shows itself in itself which does not show
itself, but which necessarlly has to be ‘descrlbed' the-
matically whenever we explicitly exhibit something which
shows itself in itself, i.e., whénever we try to elaborate

an understanding of what shows itself in itself which is
crltlcal and transparent to 1tse1f and .which is not merely
& naive, 'immediate,' and thoughtless 'beholding,' then
there would be a need for a special and distinctive 'science
of phenomena.'"

lSee 5%, 35: "Was aber in einem ausnehmenden Sinne
verborgen bleibt oder wieder in die Verdeckung zurtickf4llt
oder nur »verstelltd sich zeigt, ist nicht dieses oder
jenes Seiende, sondern, wie die voranstehenden Betrachtungen
gezeigt haben, das Sein des Selenden :
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individual being,_bup is.being itself, itslmeaning}Tits'
modifications and dérivatiqns.l- Phenomenology will con-
sist of the déscription of being. HoweQer, being is at
_firstAhidden. ,Iﬁ is not immediately clear how we can des; J).
cribe something which is hidden. In-phenomenology, s¢mei

hbw being must be brought to show itself.2 Being is b;;;ght_
to show itself through the kind of description practiged

by ﬁhenoﬁenology. Heidegger calls this kind of deécrip-

3

‘tion "interpretation" or "hermeneutics." )

4

lSee 5%, 35: "Der phinomenclogische Begriff von

Phdnomen meint als das Sichzeigende das Sein des Seienden,
seinen Sinn, seine Modifikationen und Derivate.”

' Heidegger says something seemingly different in
PGZ. There he claims (PGZ, 117-118): ."Phdnomenologie

--- handelt von der Intentionalitdt in ihrem Apriori.
Die Strukturen der Intentionalitdit in ihrem Apriori sind
die Phdnomene, d.h. die Strukturen der Intentionalitit
in ihrem Apriori umgrenzen die Gegenstidnde, die in dieser
Forschung an ihnen selbst prﬁsent gemacht und in dieser
Prdsenz expliziert werden wollen. This i$ only seemingly
different from the statement from Sein und Zeit because
the aprlorl, the earliest, is being itself (see Chapter
1, above)

: 25ce Sz, 36: "Die Begegnisart des Seins und der
Seinsstrukturen im Modus des Ph#dnomens muss den Gegen- ~
"~ stdnden der Phinomenologie allererst abgewonnen werden."

3See SZ, 37: "... der methodische Sinn der phino-
menologlschen Deskription ist Auslegung ... Phdnomeno-
‘logie des Daseins ist\Hermeneutik in der urspriinglichen
Bedeutung des Wortes, wonach es das Gesch#ft der Ausleg-
ung bezeichnet." _.See also Don Ihde, "Phenomenology and
the Later Heidegger." Thde states there is a unity in

V. ST
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Phenomenolégy, then, is the hethgd of onﬁology.

The object of ontology can only be treated through the

- descriptive (hermeneufic) method provided by phenomeno-

logy. Ontology is thus possible only as phenomenology,
ané the phenomenéloéical method is most appropriately ap-
plied to the object of ontology.l .

6.4 Reduction-Construction-Destruction

Heideéger claims that the‘phenomendlbgical method
contains three essential moments: reduction, construction,
and destruﬁtion.

\ _ The phenomenological reduction is, according to
~Heidegger, the first step in the ﬁethod, and is the step
which distinguishes the method pf philosophy from those

of all other sciences. In Heidéggef's‘view the reduction

is the look away from beings and toward their being (Sein) .-

Heidegger's thought-paths and that (p. 20) "this unity remains

within the spirit if not the letter of phenomenclogy.

At the center of this development is the adaptation of

an essentially descriptive--as contrasted with an argu-

mentative, explanatory, or metaphysically speculative--
i;vﬁﬂmethod.' I regard the clarificatiop and development of

a radically descriptive~interpretative (hermeneutic) method

to be a core factor in any phenomenology ..." See alsc

Seigfried, “"Descriptive Phenomenology and Constructivism,"”

P 253. -

- : lSee 5%, 35: "Ontologie ist nu¥ als Phinomenologie
- m8glich" (italics removed). See also GP, 3: "Die BAuf-
kldrung der Idee der Phdnomenologie ist gleichbedeutend
mit der Exposition*des Begriffs der wissenschaftlichen

Philosophie." o
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It is the recognltlon of the ontologlcal dlfference.l

Only phllosophy carries through a reductlon because only

philosophy deals with belng-#all other sciences deal w1thl

beings.2 : | ‘ |
Heideggefﬂis well aware of the fabﬁ.that thislﬁiew——

that the reduction is the recognition of the ontolagical

difference-—is not at all Husserl's view.-° However,éi&ere

lSee GP, 28-29: "Das Erfassen des Selns, d.h.
die ontologmsche Untersuchung geht zwar zunidchst und not-
wendig je auf Seiendes zu, wird. aber dann von dem Seienden
in bestimmter Weise weg- und zurlckffihrt auf dessen Sein.
Das Grundstlick der phd&nomenologischen Methode im Sinne
der Rfickflthrung des untersuchenden Blicks vom naiv erfass-
ten Selenden zum Seln bezeichnen w1r als phanomenologlsche
Reduktion.

2See GP, 26: "Die Methode der Ontologie, d.h.
.der Philospohie #iberhaupt ist insofern ausgezeichnet, als
sie mit keiner Methode irgendeiner anderen Wissenschaft,
die alle als positive Wissenschaften vom Seienden handeln,
‘etwas gemein hat." See also PT, 32-33: "Phdnomenologie
ist immer nur die Bezeichnung fdr das Verfahren der Onto-
logie, das sich wesenhaft von dem aller anderen positiven
Wissenschaften unterscheidet." The reason for this dif-
ference is the difference in objects: philosophy needs
a method which will enable %bfﬁa look away from beings
and towards being. )

. 3See GP, 29: "Fldr Husserl ist die phanomenolo—!
gische Reduktion, die er zum erstenmal ausdrficklich in
den »Ideen zu einer reinen Phdnomenologie und phinomeno-
logischen Philosophied (1913) herausgearbeitet hat, die
Methode der Rfickfllhrung des phdnomenologischen Blickes
von der natlrlichen Einstellung des in die Welt der BPinge
und Personen hineinlebenden Menschen auf das transzen-
dentale Bewusstseinsleben und dessen noetisch-noematische
Erlebnisse, 1in denen sich die Objekte als Bewusstseins-.
korrelate konstituieren. TI#r uns bedeutet die phidnomenc-

logzﬁEhe\\ﬁfﬁuktion die Rickfithrung des phdnomenclogischen

f
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are certain elements in.common in these two views. For
.Heideggér, as for Husserl, the reduction serves to lead
.géay.from the natural attitude and towards the obiject of
philoséphiéal investigation.l Where Heidegger disagrees
‘with Husserl is on the determination of what this object
is. But the hétermination of the object affects what the
reductioﬁ.is.2 Heidegger believes that Husserl's pheno—
ménologicél reduction prevents the raising of phiiosoPhy's
central question (the being-guestion) whereas Husserl

criticized Heidegger for not understanding the reduction;3

Blickes von der wie immer bestimmten Erfassung des Sei-
enden auf das Verstehen dés Seins (Entwerfen auf die Weise
seiner Unverborgenheit) dieses Seienden." ‘-

lSee PGZ, 150: “"Vergegenwdrtigen wir uns den Sinn
und die methodische Aufgabe der phdnromenologischen Reduk-
tion [for Husserl]: Aus dem in der nattirlichen Einstel-
lung gegebenen faktischen, realen Bewusstsein ist das reine
Bewusstsein zu gewinnen." 1In-Heidegger's view, Husserl
felt the pure consciousness was the object of philosophy,
whereas Heidegger sees being (Sein) as this object.

2Seeburger (Francis F. Seeburger, "Heidegger and
the Phenomenological Reduction," Philosophy and Phencomeno-
logical Research 36 (1975-76),.212~-221) notes that, in '
the correspondance between Heidegger and Husserl over
Husserl's Encyclopedia Britannica article (p. 213-214):
"The disagreement between Heidegger and Husserl does not,
at this point, concern the possibility or even the 'ne-
cessity' of the phenomenological reduction, but concerns
the meaning of the reduction." '

31t is notable that although Heidegger -talks of
Husserl's phenomenological reduction at several points,
and mentions Husserl's transcendental and eidetic reduc-
tions (see PGZ, 137), he refers only to the "phenomeno-
logical™ reduction in talking of his own view: for Hei*
degger there seem to be no other reductions.

Tar



For Heidegger, the reduction, fhough'a part of
thé'phenomeﬁblogical‘methOd, ié.of_secondéfy importanbe.l
It ig péceés;ry in:order fof éntology to‘étart,-howeﬁer'
the main task of ontology is to work out'tﬂe meaning of
being‘and then the structures of being.

This main task is accomplished in what Heidegger

calls phenomenological construction. Phénomenolégical

codnstruction is necessary because being is at first hidden

i

_and action is required to bring it fprward.2 Construction
brgceeds through phenomenologiéal description, which ié
the interpretation or.hérmeneutic_ofithe apriori strucf
tufes which lie at the ground of our experience and which

{ _
provide the condition of possibility ofthisexperience.3

lSee‘GP, 29: "Die phdnomenologische Reduktion
als die-Rlickfllhrung des Blickes vom Seienden zum Sein ist
aber nicht das €inzige, ja nicht einmal das zentrale Grund-
stlick der phdnomenologischen Methode."
2See GP, 29-30: "Das Sein wird nicht so zuging-
lich wie Seiendes, wir finden es nicht einfach vor, son-
dern es muss, wie zu zeigen sein wird, jeweils in einem
freien Entwurf in den Blick gebracht werden. Dieses Ent-
werfen des vorgegebenen Selienden auf sein Sein und dessen
Strukturen bezeichnen wir als phinomenclogische Konstruk-
tion." .

3On constructivism in Sein und Zeit see Seigfried,
- "Descriptive Phenomenology and Constructivism," particu-
larly p. 254-256. Seigfried notes (p. 254) that in Being
and Time: "The analysis starts out with a descriptive

I
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-_As we have séénr ontology starﬁs Qith fundamentél
ontoloéy, iue?} with the hermeneutic of Daséin.' Dasein.
is described in its everydayness and thén in its éuthén—
ticity in an attempt to.cbnstrqct,the being of Dasein and

eventually to discover what makes this being possible.

With the discovery of temporality as the meaning of the

being of_Daséiﬁ and time as'the_meaning df being in gen-

eral, philosophy arrives at the task of detailing, or con-

.structing, the strucﬁgif? of being itself‘in terms of the

temporal horizon which makes them p0551ble._

S
S

The descrlptlve method 03 ph?éomenology thus over-

comes the immediate hiddenness of being by"ekamining'the
given with-a view towards constructing the apriori‘struc—'

tures which enable the given to be as it is.l'

hY

account of the“phenomenal findings about questioning and
understanding, research and explanation, then 'points‘out'

the constltutlonal structures found, and finally supplieS'

T, CO
he 'ground'

ucts, the 'ground!' for the structures found,
‘being temporality." Seigfried continues by

-stating that (p. 254-255)2 "Being and Time argues that
" the elaboration of the problem must and can avoid free-

floating speculations by critically securing the point
of departure of the whole phenomenological and hermeneu-
tical analysis and by insisting on direct demonstration
of the necessity of the various steps taken in fhe con-
struction of the 'ground' upon which all forms of under-
standing become intrinsically comprehensible and trans-—
parent." ' '

lHeldegger 1n51sts on the necessity of method,
as opposed to a mere naive viewing. See S%Z, 36-37: “*"Die

. Begegnisart des Seins und der Selnsstrukturen im Modus

-~
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The‘hiadehnésé of being, however, is due to more -
than the facts thaf‘being is‘given indirectly as a horizon
and thatiDaSein has'a natural tendency to éoncentrate oﬁ
beings'alone.' Tﬁis'hiddenness comes also from the fact
that our Very lanéuage¥—which is itself a historical cre-
atiqn—~has in the past covered @p the meaﬁ%ng of being.

If being is to become the phenomenon of phencmenclogy,

it must first be brought‘forward by‘tearing down the sedi-
mented meanings present in our language which cover it
.ug.l This means that philosophy must deal with the his-
tory of thought: philosophy cannot be a construction of
cbncépts based on a mere-description of what is present
today, because what presehté itself teday is full of
meanings which have peen construc%;d over time._, For Hei—
degger, philosophic.ﬁuestions have a dual aspect—-hisiori—

cal and systematic--and throughout his career, there is

Ve s

" an emphasis on the historical nature of philosophic prob-

des Phinomens muss den Gegenstinden der Phdnomenologie
allererst abgewonnen werden. Daher fordert der Ausgang
der Analyse ebenso wie der Zugang zum Phdnomen und der o
Durchgang durch die herrschenden Verdeckungen eine irgend-
eine methodisphe Sicherung. In der Idee der »origindrend-
und »intuiti#Vend Erfassung und Explikation der PhAnomene
leigt das Gegenteil der Naivitidt eines zufdlligen, »un- |
mittelbaren« und unbedachten »Schauens¢. " ' "

;lSeq PGZ, 118: "Was Phdnomen der M8glichkeit nach
ist, ist geréag\hicht als Phdnomen gegeben, sondern erst
zu geben. Die Phdnomenclogie ist gerade als Forschung
die Arbeit des freilegenden Sehenlassens im Sinne des
methodisch geleiteten Abbauens der Verdeckungen."

s
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lems and the impossibility of treating probiems.of philo-
sophy without dealing with the history of these problems.,l
In the Marburg period, Heidegger used the terms
eenstruction (Konstruktion) and destruction.(Destruktion)
to refer to the dual aspect of philosophic questioning.

At times he seems to thlnk these aspects are two separate

tasks, however, he always acknowledges that the two are

-lIn "Heidegger heute," P8ggeler, who doubts the
usefulness of Heidegger's interpretation of the tradition
and who claims that if we are to learn something from
Heidegger we must forget the Seinsgeschichte (see Philo-
sophie und Politik bei Heidegger, p. 62, and elsewhere)},
notes that Heidegger's attempt to respond to the contem-
porary need always refers him to history ("Heidegger heute,"”
p. 26}: "In welcher Weise auch immen Heidegger nach Sein
Wahrheit und Welt fragt, es kann kein Zweifel sein, dass
als massgeblicher Leitfaden seines Fragens die Geschichte
und die Geschichtlichkeit fungiert, so dass deshalb auch
. von Geschichtlichkeit des Seinsverstehens, von Seinsge-
schlchte, von Wahrhelt und Welt als Ereignis die Rede sein
kann.

. 2Although the term "destruction" received much
attention, it dies out after the 1920s. See, for example,
Friedrich -Wilhelm von Herrmann, "Sein und Cogitationes.
Zu Heideggers Descartes-Kritik" in Vittorao Klostermann
(ed), Durchblicke. Martin Heidegger zum 80. Geburtstag —
(Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio Klostermann, 1970), 235-254.
Von Herrmann notes "(p. '235-236) the change "in vocabulary
from "destruction"” in the 1920s to talk of "overcoming"
or ‘"getting over" metaphysics in later works.

In the 1920s Heidegger also uses the terms "sys-
tematic" and "htstorical" to refer to the two-sided nature
of philosophy. See P&ggeler, .Denkweg, p. 75; "Heidegger
heute," p. 41; or Eckhard Heftrich, "Nietzsche im Denken
Heideggers" in V. Klostermann, Durchblicke, 331-349, parti-
cularly p. 337. ' ‘
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eéually aecessary.

‘Heidegger claims thatfthe construction ofires-u
ponses to philoeophical problems is possible ohly if there
is a Simﬁltaneous destruction kcr de4structutation, i;e;,
analysis)'of.thelhistery of the treatment of thoee ‘pro-
blemsﬁ? The aim of the destructlonlls to break up the
‘layers of sedlmented meanlngs coverlng up the orlglnal

experlences which weré expressed in the ertlngs-of the

:;In Sein und Zeit there is talk about two tasks’ g
{SZz, 9): "Die Ausarbeitung der Seinsfrage gabelt sich

so in zwei Aufgaben; ihnen entspricht die Gliederung der
Abhandlung in zwei Teile: - Erster Teil: die Interpreta-
tion des Daseins auf die Zeitlichkeit und -die’ Explikation
der Zeit als des transzendentalen ‘Horizontes der Frage

nach dem Sein. Zweiter Teil: Grundzlge einer phdnomeno-
.logischen Destruktion der Geschichte der Ontologle -am Leit-
faden der Problematlk der Temporalltat n :

P&ggeler, who thinks that in Seln und Zelt, con-
struction and destruction were separate, notes - ("Heldegger'
heute, " p. 41) that after Sein wund Zeit: "System und Ge~ .
schichte, phinomenclogische Konstruktion' und Destruktlon'
sind Uberhaupt nicht mehr zu trennen.™ :

"Already in the GP (1927), Heldegger had noted that"
the construction requires the destruction. . 'See-GP, 31:
"Konstruktion der Philosophie ist notwendlg‘DeStruktlon
Weil zur Konstruktion die Destruktion geh8rt, ist phile—7~
sophische Erkenntnis ihrem Wesen nach zuglelch in einem
bestimmten Sinne historische Erkenntnis. And in Sz, 26,
Heidegger says: ™Erst in der Durchfdhrung der Destruktion
der ontologischen Uberlleferung gewinnt die Selnsfrage '
ihre wahrhafte Konkretion.

See also P#ggeler, Politik, p. B6, and von Herrmann,
"Sein und Cogitationes," p. 236, on the relation of the
1nterpretat10n of the past to the working out of the questlon
of being.

gt
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”pést.l Heidegger emphasizes the_positive nature of this
task: the destruction does’ﬁgf attempt to do ,away with
the'thbughts of paét thinkers, rather it aims to appro-

priate_them'tb today's situation.,

6.5 ConClusion
Heldegger S dlscu551on of methodologlcal qguestions
"iln the Marburg perlod are brlef and 1nfrequent . Compared

to Husserl s wrltlngs on method, Heldegger s seem to be

: lH61degger says (Sz, 22): ""Soll fliir die. Selns—
frage selbst die Durch51cht1gke1t ihrer eigenen Geschichte
gewonnen werden, dann bedarf es der Auflockerung der ver-.
"hdrteten:Tradition 'und der Abl8sung der. durch sie gezei-
-tlgten Verdeckungeh.: Diese Aufgabe verstehen wir als die
am Leitfaden der Seinsfrage sieh vollziehende Destruktion
des tiberlieferten Bestandes der antiken Ontologle auf die

-ursprﬁngllcheh Erfahrungen, in denen die ersten und fortan

leitenden Bestlmmungen des Seins gewonnen werden."
. Kisiel, in his introduction to Werner Marx, Hei-
degger and the Tradition, translated by Theodore Kisiel

and Murray Greene (Evanston: Northwestern Unlver51ty Press,

19717, says {p. xx-xxi): "This is the positive aim of

what Heldegger calls ‘'‘destruction,' which de-structures
the hardened sedimentation of tradition in order to ex-
“plicitly 'retrieve' the origingal experiences concealed
"in it.. Because of the situated character of human-exis-

“ " ténce, the retrieve.(wiederholung) is rever a simple re- -

iteration of something past but 'is also a revision and’
adaptation which explicates the possibilities that are
relevant to the new situation.

~ See also Péggeler, Denkweq, p. 166, and Odeg£e
Laffoucriére, Le destin de la pensée et la "mort de Dieu"
selon Heidegger, Phaenomenologlca 24, La Haye: . Martinus
Nijhoff, 1968; p. 1l. '

L
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practically non~existén£:l However, as‘ﬁe ﬁavé seen,
Heidegger does ﬁave views about the proper mefhod'bf scien-
tific philoséphy-—views which he applies in'hiS'owﬁ work.

Fundamental ontology, as the-analysis of;Dqsein,
consists of a description of Dasein, with an a;tembt to
arrive.at, or construct, Dasein's“being..'Becausezfundé—
mental ontology seeks the apriori, i£ perﬁofms Heidegger:s
phenomenologlcal reductlon It looks away from thé'indi—
vidual being under examination (in this case Daseln) towards
the aprlorl structures whlch make thls\belng p0551ble.
- This reduction implie% thgt the description takipg place
in fundamehtal ontolégy is~an-interpre£ation. ‘Iﬁ_is an
interpretation, -or hermeneutic, of what must,.apfiori,
lie at the gound of_Déseih’if ﬁheré‘is,to be a Dasein,
Heidegger argues fhat,the construction bf_Dasein'é being

; . ! . .

throhgh the hermeﬁéutié.of‘its existénce'shbuld at the
same time be a destruction Qf“tréaitionallnotions of ﬁaéein's
being: ‘he mentions bfﬁen that:phé &iéﬁ of Daséin as a-
rational animal must‘bé_déstroyed {i.ev, iéinterpreted),

It is through the destructive construction of Dasein's .

1Robert J. Dostal, "The 'Problem of Indifferenz
in Sein und Zeit," Philosophy and Phenomenclogical Re-
search 43 (1982), 43-58, says that Heidegger '(p. 54} "is.
silent about methed," which is not guite accurate but does
correctly reflect the spar51ty of texts on method in the
Marburg pericd.
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“being, that the horizon for the understanding of.this being

~is to be exhibited, thus leading to the exhibition of the

-

horizon for any understanding of being at all.

- In Heldegger's view, this method of interpretative
descfiption which seeks the apriori structufes of.What

is under investigation while attempting to avoid-ﬁresup—
posiﬁions (thfough a aestruction'bf them)‘is phenoﬁenon
logy. Phenémenology thuslunderst;od is the method of
scientific philosophy:>

Heidegger's use of phenomenology, understood in

this way, is very evident in Sein und %eit and the other

[y

Marburg writings! It can be argued (as we noted that .
D. Ihde does) that even the later Heidegger is' a phenomend~_

logist. The published part of Sein und Zeit, like the

later work, is really Jjust an interpretative description.
It is not an argument, an explanation, or a metaphysical
speculation.

The reason Heidegger gives for using a descriptive

method is that the object of philosophy requires it. Methods.

derive fr9m-objects. Heidegger believes this is.generally
true for science, although fhe reason it might be trué' |
for other séieﬁces (i.e., because the object is detérmined
first) does not hold for philosophy. Being, as the horizon

of all understanding, can only be described: it cannot
@ -
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be treated adequately in any other way.

Scientific philosophy in the Marburg,period'hén—ﬁ
. ¢ e .
sists, then, of the descripf&on of being itself. This

déscription is not a mere naive pointing out what is there,-
S : L . _ ¢
but is a phenomenological description which perfoemsf the

reduction, construction, and destruction. “The application

of the phenomenological method to being will renable us gt
to objectify being, i.g.; to Iind its horizon and projébt ‘

it upon this horizon, and tﬁen to do research on tpg,tem- -

poral naturé of being itself as well as of its moﬁifica— _ @
tions and der;yations. Philosophy, having'tbuslgi%covered
its proper obje?t énd method, will take on its pfoper-fqﬁﬁ,

“and will become as scientifik as physics.

R? S
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CONCLUSION

7.1¢ Heidegger at Marburg

Heidegger ent to Marburg in 1923 at the age of
S .

<r

.34 and left in 1928;?39Iyears old. The period around Sein

und Zeit is often referred to as his early period, yet
) i
he was already falrly well established and his ideas were

- t

fairly well determlned by the tlme he got to Marburg v

In the lecture courses,-thg;g are some vocabulary changes

= !

m . . .
and some inconsistencies,'but generally he seems to have

S

firm ideas on what he is doing.
The aim of this -thesis has been to establish Hei-
degger's views during the Marburg period on the relation ~,

of philosophy to science. These views have been misinter-
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preted or overlooked by the secondary literature to date.
Yet, when taken into account, they provide a new way to

3 .
read Sein und Zeit and the other Marburg writings. They

help both to explain what Heidegger thought he was trying

to do at Marburg, and they can be used to understand what

led to Heidegger's later development. They alsc can éhed

some light on the general question of the nature of philosopﬂ;
"and the relati¥on of philosophy to science.

The most importént thing Heidegger attempts to
accomplish in the Marburg writings is to establish the .
éuestion of being at ,the center of the philosophic prob-
lematic. Despite his statements that the being-question

" is what philosophy is about and what it has always been
ab@ut, it is clear this is simply false. Héideggef‘s at-
tacké on Husserl for missing the beingfqﬁégtion>are a, more
accurate indication that this question was not -in theéﬁen;'
ter of philescphy as it was practiced, and thét this‘ques;
tion really had been "forgotten" by coﬁtemporéry philo-

"sophérs. ' : |

Heidégger equivoéates on the reason:the‘being—
question should -be exp%icitly raised. In patf‘he ﬁakes
a fomantic appeal to the exaltéa'nature-of‘fhe éué3£ioh.

‘%JitSelf as something deriving ffom the essencé 6f man.

In part he says the question should be raised because it ﬁ

° 1
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is the 'task of every western people to raise ' it. Although

he does not want to indicate in any way that philosophy

might be useful, he does allow that a response to the being-:

‘question might be essential for science: that all science

already presupposes a response to this question but that
these presuppositions may be inadequate becausekthéy are
vague, non-thematic; and unexamined.

Linking the being-question to questions of science

and knowledge make it seem ‘that Heidegger is interested

in epistemology. And 1t 1s clearly true that he- has major L

epistemological interests.. Although he cr1t1c1zes the
“erkenntnistheoretleohé" }nterpretatlon oﬁ Kant,.andlolaims'
Kant is doing metaphysics not epistemology (end certaihly
not ethics}), the.differenee.hetwaén epiétemological‘andli
ontological iuterests is not'that'greab.‘ Ahy theorQ‘of
reallty presupposes we have some kncwledge of it, and

any theory of. knowledge presuppoees what we know is real'

in some sense.

Because of this relation of metaphysics to epis-

temology) and’ probably because .of the modern bekief, thath

science represents a hugely successful human‘enterprlse,

Y

1Hcrdegger used the term, "reallty" erkllchkelt)
in the 1910s prior to sw1tch1ng to talk about “being"
(Sein).

S ay
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Heidegger wants philosophy to_beépme scientific. - This .
is not a particularly original thing to want to do. Husserl
spoke’ at length of philosophy becoming scientific, and

Kant--who was much disqgsged at Marburg, 'the center of .
the neo-Kantian scheool-~tao talkéd of;puﬁting‘pﬁilOSOEﬁy
“(metaphysics) on the secure road of a science.

Philosophy's becoming scientific is #eally a secon-
dary theme in Heidegger. He is primarily interested in
haking the question of being the center of philosophic‘
discussion.’ ﬁowevér, at Marburg, as latef, Heidegger was
concerned about the_status-6f-philosophy. aAnd, throughout
hig céréér, he understcdod the question of the.status of"
philosophy aé involéing tﬁe rélation Of;philDSOphy to.sciehce.

In his very last article in 19641

he talks about philq—.
sophy's.ending. The end of philosophy is:the point whére
phiiosophy has nothing left to.do. It is‘the point Qhere
-everything philoéoéhy talks about is discuésed by some
positive science--and the positive science doéé a better
job. Héidpgger then'attémpts to find Qhether.there is
.a.fask for though£ th;t is not handled by science.

o At Marburg, Heideggef-étill firmly held to the

Husserlian view of philosophylas the basic science--the

. . .
science which grounds all others. Although his main aim

1

"Das Ende der Philosophie und die Aufgabe des
Denkens." ‘ ' ‘
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was to raise thé‘question of being, he believed the correct
way of doing so was in accord with the ideal of scientific

philosophy. And, as I have tried to ghow} thé way Hei-

‘degger goes about treating the being-question is fully'

consistent with his view of the structure of scientific

philosophy.

7.2 Problems with Heidegger's scientific philosophy

This thesis has concentrated on presenting a care-

ful exposition of Heidegger's views on scientific philosophy.

in the Marburg‘beriod.; It has not been my aim to determine
whether these views are adeguate. 1 have concentrated
instead on correcting'£he record and establishing what
Heidegggr's views‘wefg on this question. However it is
clear there are severe diffipdltiqs with Heidegger‘s views--

difficulties of which he may have been aware,l‘and which

‘affected the future. development of his thought.

Heidegger's view of scierntific philosophy is very

structﬁral. Philosophy becomes scientific when it takes

on the structuro of a science (while, of course, remaining

phllosophlc by contlnulng to study phllosophy s object).

lKrell notes that in a 1975 conversatioﬁ with Hei-
degger, the aged philosopher said that he started having
doubts about the £ea51blllty of the project of Sein und

Zeit around 1924-25. However Krell admits he is noct sure
he heard Heidegger correctly See Krell's "Work Sessions
with Martin Heidegger, 133. By the 192B lecture course

MAL, as we shall see bclow, Heidegger deflnltely had doubts
about the project of, Sein und Zeit.

1S
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The structure of science is, however, rather vaguely

" sketched out in the lecture courses. Like many of Heidegéer's

~“more fundamental notions, this structure seems to be merely

It

presupposed., It does not seem to come from an actual ex-

amination of what sciences do, and it seems to depend too

- much upon a rather superficial (and borrowed)_analysis

oﬁ”the.breakthrouéh of modern physics;

There are a number of problems‘ﬁith the sciehtific
structure Heldegger maps out. One of the'most self-evi-
dent. is that it does not seem to permlt ‘us to dlstlngulsh
what we mlght want to call true sc1ence from pseudofsc1ehce.
Heidegger'e attempt, for example, to distinguish'philo—
sophy from.pseudo—philoeophy (sophism)'through the "Ernst"
of phllOSOphy s conceptuallzatlons 1s hard to take serlously
In part, this is because the most serious people on the
earth may be those who believe in astrology, Vellkovsky,
and "501ent1f1c creatlonlsm. Similarly, any attempt to
separate true from false selence an the basis of struc-
ture alone is liable to have difficulties. Astrologists
constantly project the givens of experiehce'on,the horizon
of understanding which.somehow manages'to'be given to
them. | |

If, though, we were to accept Heidegger's views

on the structure of science, two major problems still re-

PN .
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main. Bath have to do with questions invol&iné hq:izqﬁsﬂ
One is that Heidegger's scientific‘struéture dé;_ » . Y
pends on a horizon of under;tdnding being given along with
;osjects. The problem is that since being is tempéfai,
these horizons change over timg. Although‘fo; Gal;leo,'
physical objects were understood in mathematical'terﬁs,
-this was‘not always the case. At one time in human his-
tory all physical obéects may have beén understood within
a mythological-religiocus horizon, aﬁd it is not clear with-
in what horizon they will be understood tomorrow.
!
. The problem of how horizons are given is one of
the hardest for Heidegger aﬁd one'thgh he never satis-
factorily résolvés. ‘Heideggerfs many studiés in the-his—
tory qf philosophy can be viewed as an %Qgpmpﬁ to ‘'discover
how horizons have been given in the past., »

o The second problem dealing.with'horizons is more
serious for‘tbe idéa} of scientific phildébphy.‘ It poihts
to an egﬁivoéatioﬁ in the use of."science“ when this term
is applied to both posit;ve science ;nd philosophy. The
radical. difference betweéh theée;two kinds Qf scien@e may 
be sb radicéi that they cannot both be refer:ed to with
tHe same term. . Ihafact, Heidegger stops_t;lk.of scien-
tific philosophy atrjust about the timée he leaves Marburg

in 1928.

ff‘
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This problem is whefher philésqphy'é‘object can
-be treated'ﬁn the same kind of,wéy'tﬁat‘sciénces t:eaﬁ.
their objects. Sciences_objectify bf projecting their.
quects‘upon the hdriZOn'df uﬁdersténding'which'is already
given; ‘But the objects of positive-scienceé.aré éiven
directiy. Philosophy's object is given indirectly: it
'is a horizon. If bging-ﬁére:to.be given directly--if we
reaily have{a direct'experiénce of beiné,’whicﬁ Heidegger
sayé we have and;which he seeks-in such moods as-anxiétf
and boredom-=then it:wouldunot‘be.a horizdn any more.
But if .it is not a horizon, and if we éxéérience-it dir=-
ectly, it must tﬁen.bé a being (Seiendes)——the correlate
of an inténﬁioﬁal act. | | M.n
"In the very last course at Marbur§, Héiaegger.séems

to be grappling with the problem df,how beigg is to be

L viewed di;ectly.lF Ihstead of something ‘difficult to ac-

, Ysee MAL, 234-235: "Dié Schau, .auf die hier alles
" zurlickgeht, hat zum Korrelat einen bestimmten, gahz ein-
seitigen Seinsbegriff, und der in léfa, dewpfa, intuitus

und Wesensschau angezeigte Rekurs auf ein schauendes Be-

. wasstsein ist so wenig geeignet, das Transzendenzproblem
zu l#sen, dass er nicht einmal erméglicht, das Transzen-
denzphfnomen zu sehen." See also MAL, 236-237: "Das
eigentliche Transzendenzph#nomen ldsst sich nicht in einer
bestimmten Verhaltung unterbringen, -sei sie theoretisch,
praktisch, dsthetisch. Sie alle sind als Verhaltungen

‘zu Seiendem nur auf dem Grunde der Transzendenz selbst
méglich." ‘ ' s .



-195- . - - ~

complish, the difect viewing of being becomes impossible.’
. ] 0 >
If being cannot be brought directly into:view,
-then objectification ofnbeing cannot occur.r_Ontology then

would no longer have the structure of a science. Philo-
. 1 . . . . .

sophy could still ground sciences, but it woﬁld not be-

the fuﬁdame tal sciénce because it. would not be,a‘science

-at.all. Phl osophy could still be the study of being and

use the pheno enologlcal method of descrlptlon Howeyer,
. @
as a study of horlzons, 1t would be radlcally dlfferent

X
. from the sc;ences, all of whlch would be studies of part1~'

cular beings.l"

lSee MAL, 269:° "Horlzont——darunter verstehen wir
den Umkreis des Blickfeldes. Aber Horizont, von &pfzeiv,

"ist gar nicht primdr auf Bllcken und Anschauen bezogen,

sondern besagt: elnfach an sich das Elngrenzende, Umschlies~

sende, den Umschluss.

—
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