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QRN U &% Being and Time SIS T 553 N |
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©IF 92 AT WFC3 IEET- “Do we in our time have an answer to
the question of what we really mean by the word ‘being’ 2”1 @i<fig
fSf ATNT ACETCRA AWM ‘Being” FIEF A Tg I ¥ T
FAS 2@ | 93 AW T ‘Being’ U7 AL 7F | fof7 wRe JreRA (72
&ATSI e 77 (ATF ‘being’ T=IF @ ACENBA! AT FS ICARE G
‘being’ @ WY [RTTP ST 75jefmel qfere @R 1 ‘being’ @ &L
@ (FEAFE FETENR CTRITT T | FY3CCNF IETC=, “On the basis
of the Greeks’ initial contributions towards an Interpretation of
Being, a dogma has been developed which not only declares the
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1 John Macquarrie & Edward Robinson, Being and Time, trans. (New York: Hasper & Row
Publishers, 1962), 19.
2 1bid., 21.
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fore sFRPprs I FAHR 1281, @ PR Ol ‘being’ @ I wLBT
LR FACS A | B for eF 4FI$Me 2 i) First, it has been
maintained that ‘Being’ is the ‘most universal’ concept;- S48 being

(F GIFAIE concept M QI e (AT 0T |

ii) It has been maintained secondly that the concept of ‘Being’ is

‘Indefinable’.- SR being @F LA FLLWITAY 7, HLLWSTS |

iii) Thirdly, it is held that being is of all concepts the one that is
self-evident.- SR being 2&1 S TR G 4T &FIF ! ACH AN
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GfRereR qrRelt AR, % come worte afsfs w@@ ond oima e (TS
being 3 e RS qIFell 7107 1 FZCENET 2K being & GFLFE
giAell Fheold Ml 2R | WLfiR being @ FHHE (T I M TRCE,
wiceTifbe 2z e sSereifgs Wl | 2I20eAE IT0=A being & ‘most

universal concept’ G2 © (I F52 (I © &1l AR 1| FC being A

TS TR THCH TR WO AR2L (R | ol Tt TR ofF 277!
1 AFE being € &F© FHA FHCH TR &I G741 o A |
oI fof qeeTt=d, “So if it said that ‘Being’ is the most universal
concept, this cannot mean that it is the one which is clearest or

that it needs no further discussion. It is rather the darkest to all”’

faeRTs, WG I 20! ‘Being’ is ‘Indefinable’ 914R being
HRGISTS, (FI AT @ (e I 1 FIRA I A (Pl g
g M ©U GG (I AN T@sfe Fea Jieesl MR 1 @@e- 749
ISl W A2eel B ©3F St ITRees Weefs 3¢q el W2 1 @y
(8 @1 TRCR being 24 ‘most universal concept’ SI2 ©IF &IF HLal
ST IR 1 A being (F entity I NI S RIS [ FT I

I, S[SAR being LTSS | {8 FRCLH IR being LR I ©FF

3 Macquarrie & Robinson, Being and Time, 23.
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TS 2N TR FF A 1, G Wi T4 T 911 o 0=, “The
indefinability of Being does not eliminate the question of its

meaning; it demands that we look that question in the face.”

GOR®, A F4I 209, ‘Being is self-evident’- 914 being
TP | BTN W3 TOBFe TR FCACRA | ol IR being
@RG GBI concept I being FIR self-evident 20 7T 1 being
W self-evident 2ol ORCE ©F QL6 QWA FC2 ARHFR 20o | @ARY
being @9 oY AN IR AT 77, ©1F OIS self-evident I=T A
1 OB B FIACTH G AN 7R being @7 L A 2w T2/

PO (T |

IR W TS A being T 24 (o G138 qF w7 (AT
(O ZCACR, O FBCTAF (@ 2 Tg I &N (OFF A 0=
e TS being 7™IGF & o< &0y W31 Solomon SIF From

Rationalism to Existentialism I8 @ being IS fod /e ATIF T

4 Macquarrie & Robinson, Being and Time, 23.
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JCTCR- 1. The analytic question: “What is the meaning (in English/

German) of the expression, ‘Being’(Sein)?”

2. The metaphysical question: “What is being?” or “What is the

ground of being?”

3. The theological question: “Why is there Being (rather than

nothing at all)?"”

Solomon JCACRA € for T 2Tqa W&y AN A5 Ao
e analytic a1 eIy 24l Y92 MY YR «¥ Ted (e I72
WRE | G2 fofy aime T G2 4AE oy SArSTey et K
TPE AR | GTHE T S (A (@ TG ey wite we
G2 fafe ™ & T s 83 ol Fosf s M@
37 g3 Erefeg MR I G @ 9 (72 g grwe @ e

> wey T4 7 @ & e 6 S g

7ol AR G 2, metaphysical question: “What is
being?” | W8 being FICF IEC? Sl being U« fofe &7 qIZrwa=

RS being G (P~ IACal MSAN A N1 AP SANAE AL

5> Robert C. Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism (New York: Haspers & Row Publishers,
1972), 191.
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[ FANE A T | O AW TGel I XA 919 IS (A | 12
Solomon (R, “In his later writings, the thesis that our everyday
language cannot capture essential truths about Being becomes
generalized to the thesis that language cannot capture these

16

truths.

goly 2FICad o= 2@~ theological question: “Why is
there Being? Wi’ being 9% T 67 Being @3 fofe 57 «ferg being
a7 fofers 7 I =@ o8 3reele Sargaamt 1 @3 90 Barrett
e, “Heidegger has experienced the death of God, and this death
casts a shadow over all his writings;...”” SIF I8 N QI S
e §iee, g3z 2 WSl (A8 TYEe G & 27 | fWH%e 2eqq
el (F fo fewell 9 SR e ©f TE 98 @S HARE T a3
FIC 2EAR being T (@I (oG rae Mg 79 | Q30T

being ™I eI Ata e |

6 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 191-192.
" William Barrett, Irrational Man (London: Heinemann, 1961), 186.
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Permenides, Aristotle, Hegel &Yl being I(F IAB =G
AR | FBCTAE ICCRA (12 e (AL SCEHAR being 7 &L
FHFS SCETbAIR (R QA T FEEE Temic efovrel
Permenides ‘Being’ 1 &l I™AGE FLALN SICADA F PCARC |
Permenides (T2 being ¥ @FN@ I @1 & &C* Coplestone
feTCates- “His doctrine in brief is to the effect that Being, the one,
is and that becoming, change is illusion.”®1 @it &, qB% =&
TREGII I TG Z(F 891, 2T 2 FIfW | §F FAR- “For Permenides

. 9
one is real, and, manyness and changes are unreal.”” | SEIN

Permenides 93 FIE TGl T F 2 ITF 8 AfqOTAETS! 26 Oa! |
oA being 1 &l FI(F Permenides @ I %< &1 i) Gl T IF
Q3R IZY 2 GG | i) TGl Be [HRFHIE AT | iii) HG (& ~AfFqee
@2 o foagd@ll iv) el IECeOE ARBEAR | v) Tal Ao,
QOIS A2 g Afoq (self-identical) | @®9d Permenides @

being (F GFLFE concept A LANCAZ (ACACRH |

8 Frederick Copleston, A History of Philosophy (New York: Bantam Dell Publishing Group, Inc.,
1993), 65.

Y. Masih, A CriticaL History of Western Philosophy (Delhi: Motilal Banarsidass Publishers
Private Limited, 2016), 12.
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el @2 IFE el 1 f e A &FS e 2 Ty el | G T,
QNF- @, 7T, T 39w 2% TN | TR Plato IR Aristotle TOA2

being d 38! (F concept A YIAAHCAR (ACATRA |

Aristotle @3 7! Sl AfAe 2071 8 being It el ey
S FCRCRA | (R Ree e A7 il e | fsf being
STHCH ACICEA- being T B AR N TFANA ST 2O | TSR
(RCE being (F 2SR WAL (AR | oI FBGAES 7S being B
concept I YRAIHCAZ (M REACR | (FER being (F ‘to be’ WY (AL |

aefie, “What is called “being”? Freely paraphrased, it might be
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rendered as: what do we mean by “to be”?”"° Q2T FIC= ‘Being’

@32 ‘to be’ OF3 A |

GJF W BCS A (FF YRR being @9 9L & Aga

o HIRtE? O Eae! wHfem STerergd W i e ey e

4 G i QKG9 IC G 2FIE Ferog 02 | ©IF T&d el AT,
iR #d SREres S FCS #107 I61 20ACR- L G360 I8 ARGl
T O (73 AREGAE I8 TS Qi & Ifer? @7 Teed awat e (@,
G12 B B T BT T AR, AfBeE dorF T AW @R «foes
T efFfex Wy @IRle A (@S L& ASA AR 1 IR I SR
‘Reality’ q1 R S 6T O Q& G (I Fga FA el A 708
I¥A (things) W IS 1 @B ‘Reality’ 1 62 =% = central
concept A (FER Rl ol ©fF S W@l ©rgH WEMHAZ 1 93
‘Reality’ J1 7@ YIF (I8 21 ‘Substantiality’ | ©12 Magda King
SI¥ Heidegger’s Philosophy &t% fe1t4t@d- “The reality of res (thing)

in a very wide sense may be called the central conception if being

10 Magda King, Heidegger’s Philosophy (New York: The Macmillan Company,1964), 5.
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in traditional ontology. The basic character of reality is

substantiality.”"!

NG CIATCT T T9E JI AFIET DY 02 | G 90O [ (@R[0T?

QL (@I [MER T @0 @A IWWE G IE1? 93 AFE AT

[ TS 9 T Totem 7% T4 TR PGS T | FAS T [T
T AR T WIS FA, FANE TOWR T, FANS ARG T, FATES
TR RN, FAFe 4Rl 9 WP RETE, FHS A [N 8 SHAWIHR
TN WA | qR st g @i w1oa [Geidre e ame fofe fTg
@3- ‘Substantial Reality’ | AR ©FF & @OICI Aerog Il QAR
G @ (P FPGIFL ‘substantiality’ @ ¢F@ (ATF 2 20l | 58
Q2T JIATE AR (@2 WIS @ FANqm I | Q2R
TR foff (@I being A1 TSICE TS B ©F (FIFIFA I ©fF
47 Tereg fite #I@f | gk ofF iF @ Tereg I TR G2
TES(ge Al FIFL FF TSIF LR Aol (ARG A 71 &Y ©IL
T WK S AR (F A HFe] FSF WG (AT A OIS (AR

FCI 1 7R Aogd I Feo ABgAN 27 O ©F being Il TeIG OF

1 King, Heidegger’s Philosophy, 15.
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FR T8 Al dfoere = @I I O I f0ere | (7 JZ0S ©IF being
3t 7@l ST FIR T8 TW O (T I ‘] am’ A 9N @iz at =y 23
it RN | Being and Time 2TFA TN & LT ABTCHE BT (MR
(B8 FAET WA T WO o107 I ¢ &L Gy T AT
REGA @l (ATF AW “Sein und Zeit” will show that the whole
meaning and structure of being we express by the am is totally

different from the real existence of a thing”’ J®dR W¥I G

afetgd I GG e G ol Tga I «F fOF A Tareg

AT, G2 P13 ORI fsf being «@F @Cefq S FCRACA |

2.2 ‘Being’ FITF QBT M3

/T being TR ©fF 7F7e! nriFmE Tk “teteT,
AR @R ©IF o fof Rtes @ ©fF 2t ‘being’ @ FAL [
@ AHFeE Mee Altania 1 RZCCAR SF AEBAR being (LT

entity I concept FCAZ (ATF (TR, Ol (I3 being & ‘to be’ =

12 King, Heidegger’s Philosophy, 16.
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A2 IR | FBCCAFE 2N being (F ‘to be’ W &2 FCARA | 42O

S/ being U7 G TR FF GF T ©ICF, GF T FIBOHCS |

Y (P Y 70 1 (&l 6y Spreie 1 9 wece
513, O (13 R TS G0 T g AN ACF | (1R T
I (AT W I GA¥3 (GRS eporairey 75 27
@AY ‘being’ G SR FI (ST & 71 (FI 2 A2 IAL
T G WM being 99 O3 2 IR @A (proper class) o
IS TR TR S ‘being’ @F AL T @I SRf2® 271 €2 @3
AR @ 25 woICe SRR ey IWef i entity @fT 1 ToAR being &
TIACS (IC entity @feTs LGN SIC® I 1 €8 ‘Question of Being’ B
G (AT MO (N0 I (9 2N ORI A[MS (AT IS (510
@Bl SR (1 %2 7, nothing | U1 79 fFga e FIwd @ 7
fF%4 being (F3 {&ifz, WK WP (ACF Q61 @1 Fg @ 7, nothing
JEd 42 79 fFgeE W W@ being 07 67 = M1 YRR FICR
being (P universal being 3 being @ AN L7 71 S WA
universal being I being @< N L1 =1 FQ 27 71 being W2
(P 1 (T entity 9 being | TSF0 entity 9 being B SeTwl &l |

aFfB entity 91 T89S MM MG being (F19 G0 M8y T3
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being (PN @€ T | being & ©F (AF G being ¢ T3 ©f =1
being (FIF @ A1 Aeife 77, @I KT 37 NS 77 R (@ [y
ST T ¢ I, AT GTF YR ReFels i pire w4 @re
1A | WOGY being (F TS (A entity I I¥L NLNE JANTS A |
being (& W M entity I I8 T @R AR 1 1 PR being 2 entity
J I8 QIS I8 AR G0 8T SPRY @9 WICR IR U8 @ G
ROl I APCS I, 8 being ¢ 2Tl B0 AFCS A 11 P
being (F RT IBLRE R (P WEY AE 71 AGTPE being 99
‘peculiar characteristics’ 31 23 | QI YBTTAER FICZ entity I ILE
Im W@ being 9 (I TS <=1 7Y N1 being WAL (@ 7 (&I
019 entity A1 IBF being | U2 & RITCEANER FICR being 8 ©eg
Existence @2 oY 27 ICF | AN G FgF I Faco A, A
being 1 >8I =R {F8 Existence I SBY (72 | ©I2 ©@g Al Existence

< e 2o e <0 I T I 96 o T SRR OrRtE 3

gfegae e afele o IR T4 2@, I & St *Wiod

RIAIE G(eTd A¥F Weg (AR | ©18 RIZCTHEF IR being 6l 8 TG

3l Existence 9F2 I |
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QA being @ wedd Wy fes Fiey s> @f6 Tg

AGNS &2 FCACRA | U3 “Mafod AT O Being and Time &TF I8

“AfFeIfFe 23 | Tele Tfotssld BRI 4 [REWITgel A 998 FBIRAN

TS SRS G0 FUEA IFF FAE, IO JeGAe AWME

PG AP FACO 210 R TP B G0 T 302 | 3

e A #1 fof 2iteta efoe ewitas safss (phenomenological

method) fFgT ARRST A« FCF ©IF AW AN Fca 202 |
23T W32 A FeiCa2 FPE FACOA ‘phenomena’ =& ©12 Al fced
Fice fe 21 e | 92 ‘phenomena’ AR WRGR A TS T, GG
SR IR A1 e g (731 FREIR G2 DI TOrRE W IEA @,
T Al [T G (@ 99 OIF GTOIRR TS RS | (FI TS Iy
GG AP 11 o @2 s JRanas e qeers gfEshr e
T A AW DI O NG WH wpe Iz dfeeramt Akfs
‘Epoche’ A THAeas W 2ovel woiks yiEefie I@pe

IRETGT TE AN TRYENE BI® S (R @32 AFLNS

QPTHIC Fo! TRACA | 97 9L 27, iy W afsem [eitad @ wiag

@3 | T8 Q3T N e IRBGE GO w_eEe T4l Ay 1 o

JERA GOIF ATOCg AR (A AFPTER [ (A& @ 71 FIRe

Y ORE0ed (@I oG 27 911 O3 fofy «3 +Afafes rmmmeefes
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N MRS ‘hermeneutic phenomenology’ | ©18 Dreyfus (=102,
“Heidegger developed his hermeneutic phenomenology in

opposition to Husserl’s transcendental phenomenology.”” @idie &
T GO NFIGIACTR A | ‘Hermeneutic’ B ML o 2

a8 Q3 oafimr $AT o swe [T ol

VLS P(A HPe WS SSrgd A e | fofF N F@= A9
QTG I A G SRE G/, @ IBI o1 A ‘phenomena’
e S0 @ Wg© ToNF, AE SRR @fs =Sl (@R I
1 ©18 ©iF 7t ‘Phenomenology’ *f6F @il ABI ToAICE @RI €2
13 *whefs afegHe 721¢ A1 ALF Fe[ (authentic being) It AL T
Teld o7 @Y 20 ©f =W ‘hermeneutic phenomenology’, @<fie

g N TRTLART ORT [T@aF a1 FRCAT dFHF | A

FYT (O ARG TR “afors 2ZCCH 2T PR G-
TG A e JRIES FaSela qR Teifes 8 ¢ I T4

oRigE ToF |

2IRCTHR TR A I (& 9F0! G [ odE

(12 @IAT 6 ETBICP (AR 29 being (F (@, ‘understanding of being

13 Hubert L. Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1972), 2.
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within the understanding.” ®(3 QIR IR ‘understanding’
@RI @ ‘cognitive understanding’ Ji SR @t @R T | ©IF IR
‘understanding’ I @I 2& WRBCe WM, ‘understanding is a mode
of existence’ | SN I (FI A0 entity I IEF TS BIRR ©I7
QR ©IF being @ &I, WK I O being @ &Y TCS H3fR O3

o

WK entity 1 89 AR R | @eid2 f$F being @3 =edd weawed

CF@ hermeneutic 2@l AT FHCR |

T8 being (F @OIAZ I I @F a1 (@, G
QAP @R Paicg ToH® 0o QR @, (FIF OAR being (F AT
AR G G 791 ffq TR being T IARAOIE 2 TLIof
FACS I, I @ el A2 [ism N 9 e age 29 (713
YIS FHCHE A FNFST TS 78 | AN Jofe] TSI
! SIBhC AP being 07T WSZ® FCAREN, (18 F(F lert JAi
Gy [ Afeere GG PR (vocabulary) ATITE | P Y (T &
FACE LSy W% WS S (73 Sl 7, OFF GFAATS Wl
NTE @R [eAR OWMMA  @FH  IARY  deRTS AR
(conceptual scheme) AP W1 W aFeoH eiFHife Sifgs
AP =Nf7e edm Tg | v sgelm T @ Iife @ T, ©s
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LI VAT IO WO | O AT AT & 4T T BFae
8 W Afed Face orferE | foff wwe W FwfeeE, wNme

el (18 SN @il [dife 27 1 SR SR A4 1 @I g

SRR e g FAE & O (Pl [Fgee (e S Feld SoF

o9 Fce 2031 fofd I, ‘Language is the house of Being’. @Tejizs

S0 JIZS AT 92 BRIF W I A w2 ACES ©f 9L
43 WA TEIF LR FACS AR 7 1 G 2f=se nffes orare
g FICE Fjferd T AR | YR B (@ 75 O FTETF (S |
U (A I G AT RS 4 I8 | O3 FI(CAE T FECA
being 93 T~ IANY 7l AT & TG *AFA FAF© G0 S
ARG | @R o being @F =R TN [ ST G Tgel *HCF

it St | @63 oft v ooie ooy ¢ aifenas |

Qe W weife oo gt aee e () R
TESgd O G2 (¥) (TS OF JICOLRIN ©igd 82 | fof qceces,

FGOA (AF I 248 27 A8 WFF2 T FA007 AT SRITo0ed

PRt APl SERPIORTEE “IFOI TCe AF, ©REL WM W

TN (T | YA IEEE A5 FIAVS AYF (O I3, AN IS T

TN ATeNET QR CFE | dOIT FL2 e ATejes afEgcd
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T T A Al 1 ARCTAR IR O 27! wifecse @ik TR

Y FAE GFAFIF *Iafe T 27 T | fof S s oo
@ (@ R G [ eSSt e [N e o 9die
AN IR T4 AT 1 FIES GO T2 WK ABegD [ (7 SA

QY T 1 ©I2 BTN W7 ABred A1 (ST & hermeneutic 2afe

VAR PLCRA |

s e (e dfoe el 2t “mihTicas (entities)

Wel e | 23ceAF (@ fefews@ Terergd (Foundational ontology)
T IR O AT AT G A GRATOONT (R GO
RO, €2 O I FFpTel | O foff IeTres @Fag A+ a2 o
being 7™AE oS | Dreyfus JCCRA, “...wants to distinguish several
different ways to being and then show how they are all related to
human being...”** o<1R "8G (A AR TN being 7 A NI
3@l A human being @ *I14F IR 1 U3 TINO© qFAG NI FA(FZA

AeqE QTS AE, K TgF @FF B8 I, oW gECs A |

FIRCTAF IR GFD G W W A, 90 GRE =7 I 9g, a6

(*F 27 I IOz T8 @FNE M ez A o afEgae 0o o |

14 Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World, 1.
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VTG T Q¥ GF TGl I ABrgd AR 02 U2 Tl Fal € qfFg
TG o T P 2Nt | Fofy o INe 92 e WTTe! (@I7iTe
OB T 4A0Ta TN *1% 9929 FE0e, G629, ‘Dasein’ | TR

TR (ARG WA FSZ GG i FelF e A, “AfRqeacs

AT 7N ©I2 AN I FITER ‘understanding’ @ A15FS FISCAE
JRACS I ©ICA2 AR ‘being’ @9 I S JACS AR 1 fap
(AT QT T AT AfOAT T~ e ABCHa ‘understanding’
OF NS FOCACE Tl | ©fF FI® €% ‘understanding’ 3 S
@ WA AR (cognitive structure) =3, SIS W@@TEN? Gl
existential 1 ©fF %< ‘understanding’ (¥ GFLPR W 1S AT @
Zeel, (@ faal femaee @ | fog afgamiar @i e troeie A
FRA 1 ©1% ‘understanding’ QLGN F(R TRIARI 72 AGLLTS |
S8 FBCENR IR ‘understanding of the meaning of being’ 9 ©¥
2 being U7 SR 1 BT W (A0 1 ©iF SR W7 wferes 12
TR T N AT AR (F FSE FAl, @RI @R GIefT 8]

FARCAS AARY ANCFA Q2 91

SR being F™EF AT Tl TG - being (T

concept I LRl Il O 7T, (FIF @A 417t ¥ class concept 7, 4
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T, MR 6l 7, TfeF (FF I8 € 7, (FI VAE AIZIS 7, T 73
ORI R € 72 | being T IFAFE AR, T SIS SNl
QICENRFS | being T8 AN T W (06 T | WS IFH ™18 I

IS (91031 being 2&T SINICAR WML AP GHLAPE GlifeT Aol A S

o T FACO AR A, @R T2 g 1 6y 20 AR oA

being WA ©IF FWIRAH SWfOCHI YHICS TN WS FC | oA being

qF FF AR IEF ATS)2d GIRCTR AL | being NI ARG FCE
o AN FERAE e @ Qe | 23w 93 welte Aibasw el
(CCRA, TE T Aoy 2 Na | 93 6P el 29- (i) Human
being (ii) Things (iii) Equipment (iv)Paratory bodies (v)
Mathematical number | fof§ IR @3 ~Avasy e g @Fg
WFIMGIZ ©F being FHIF HEOA | B TSR ©IF being T
AN QEICO AN, IS GFN@ NAF NG S ST SR & (I

NG W (73 | AFNG T3 O F8 A8 efTE FFIad N

i fog 20 TITS BR1 AT U2 2FIF Glfers 2ol Sy AT
@l (AT ©IF AP Id© I | YRCCAF 0= (AR VTS 2o
FIE AT SR OIF NG TRRAIETS T AT @92 92 FIFE being

JIETEI® 77, being '€ BIe AT |
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RO qgim

‘Dasein’: TIS-T7& < &fEG



faSiy s
‘Dasein’; TIO-T>G T ARG

B ©FF Being and Time 9 TN €A GE 1 PG

W@ e SR 8 @2 Wt @RS, W,

[l e

‘consciousness’ 3G (FTAFT *1%12 fof qI2g Feaa | fof ofg Fwa

I3 T TIAEE @RCe 30 R = 929 F@ee, @b 29-
‘Dasein’ | @fb eT® I @fiq * 1 ‘Dasein’ *Mfbced ©ietsl Yt ==
G - ‘Da’ 8 ‘Sein’ | U7 T ‘Sein’ ¥4 &L 24 ‘to be’ A ‘being’
1 97el, €32 ‘Da’ *Wod 9 T (@19 GF0 JI A U3 FATOT WY T |
4R ‘Dasein’ *0 O 26 QPR &l A Q3 QNS NG AR |
@ =t ‘Dasein’ U Y (SAN =W ‘Being-in-the-world’ wLfie &ve-
& el | U2 A M. King ©IF Heidegger’s Philosophy €T3 ‘Dasein’
a3 odd [ERdB 47 JwRe@ I6q SR | fof s, “Purely
linguistically considered, Da-sein is a compound of two words,
whose second component, sein, means simply fo be or being. This
to be, since it expresses the being of man, must be understood as
the infinitive of the am, and not of the is of a thing. The first

component, the Da, indicates a place, a here and there, and this is

31



why in some translations Dasein is rendered by “being-here” and in
others by “being-there.” In fact, Da is neither here nor there, but

somewhere between the two...”"

3T ‘Dasein’ Fce AT JRIGERS MH<E aiey
4l ‘human existence’ (3 | fofF IR T [ ©IGF, A BCF, A Al
PCE- W ©I2 | G MY GN 93 TGl [ AR FRCR A “CTAI TR
(being there) | @I ¢ 2 21T (e Fof N =fow effo= 2
‘Dasein’ (F I FAEW? IR TFF *<6 GBG FNAW (noun) IR
AT S AN, @AM, FFA, g, BfRe Topimg Troig 1 @2
oW oo (@ 9T @A A genfon W FFe TwE A e,
i couf S AEemibe WY @@ Afve I@ 1 58 TR WA
TR NS (T T 77 A, T ARV AW A G (e
AR | T ARBEE O S oS T 1 ©1F FF “Dasein’ * (6 <=
A0 | @ MA@ M. King JCTRS, “A man can never be merely a
case or a sample of the species man, because what makes it possible

for him to exist as man is not his species, but his understanding of

! Magda King, Heidegger’s Philosophy (New York: The Macmillan Company,1964), 66-67.
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itself in his being.”” RIZTCAF U2 ‘Dasein’ *(b FIYF I TG AR

tmoeliE (dualism) Wea Ff@ Meaced | fof @aires tasams SR
R | @3 & ol Tt Sy «rshe; wftd sve Miced
Wt SRl WFIPTSl @IS ‘consciousness’ A ‘pure ego’ A T @
iz @R @3 7 2z Rww EA A ‘pure consciousness’ A ‘pure
ego’ | IMMCE Tofe e fiwm W A ‘pure object’ | Y ¥ AW @3e
8 Wy @ T wdie @B T GF AR @ONeR (@ THE ©f 7 WA
W ql ‘cognitive relation’ | SRR (AFCST WG T TS ST
T I, SANCO Tl T | APCE JARCTAT A ARG (@IRICS (@
‘Dasein’ TAF *f6 G2 FCACRA GBT GLR 2 AT T TS
&’ (Being-in-the-world) | ff ‘Dasein’ *=fs W<2F 1 GBI [RACS
(OLACRA ( Wed '@ ToICod WY (T ABH (1R, 9 T B0 WA &
ATTF B TS TAm JF | ZCCA 0T, SN @l G (Sl el
T A AN BINCE foets 0 9! HINeld [ w_iEs (i 9N
T foo qqy; W el 9t Fa A1 ifafare 2few @i @ oFe
e Q3 TelF WAt §51e | @ A Barrett ICECRA- “My being is not

something that takes place inside my skin (or inside an immaterial

2 King, Heidegger’s Philosophy, 66.
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substance inside that skin); my Being, rather, is spread over a field

. . . . 7’3
or region which is the world of its care and concern.

William Barrett JCT0R YB(CANEE U2 OGF ‘(Fqog 4l
Qe #AIeA | fof JceTt=s, “Heidegger’s theory of man (and of Being)
might be called the Field Theory of Man (or the Field Theory of
Being) in analogy with Einstein’s Field Theory of Matter, provided

we take this purely as an analogy...”* @€fie Barrett Rl Einstein

O3 B FE CFQeO0gd AN BT NqTel FoifFe CFaergd
Qe AR | o AR S Einstein TAE J3CS 1 fRFoced
G *&q (FaF A IR 0F (ST Q2@ IRE ATTTER
(Being) @pfb ¢F@ 1 “Ifee TR | 416 IFP @ {FF *few 93(o
CH@T WY ORI @S A, (N qFee AFAE ATPTSE  GHfo
ARG NG O @O A1 G2 2ot i 2fqes 906 ez |

JHE A T @3 Afqes @W I3 ¢ Tms o 5 F”e fsfq

TR W FMIR g 1 5 200 bR 1 &y = WegE {20 5132 e

3 William Barrett, Irrational Man (London: Heinemann, 1961), 194.
4 1bid., 194.
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<l ™, Mg A 97, 7 ©2 (S B AR ‘Man becomes’ | RIC[&E]

FWiE Py 2o eI G U2 e sl AR |

QIR WO ‘Dasein’ I TNS-7>& FeR’ Aral Hize
R O WAfErea W2 | i TR ‘Dasein’ e (@ FGLF (AT
R O HPTR AT G 7 | AT 3 el TR Y FTERAR
o1 9T AT TRl TR ACSA IR TAFS TOIA-FIT- G
(present-at-hand) 3t GG T YBCCAEE O, “Dasein’ is
always my own ‘Dasein’. It cannot be ontologically grasped as the
case or the example of a genus of beings, as can be done with things
that are “vorhanden”... ‘Dasein’ is in its Being concerned about its
Being behaves towards its own its Being as towards its own
possibility.” ° @i ‘Dasein’ 26 TG FBRAR AT T (T QA
ey Frare e #iita | 20w wAe IR i) I8 | S M
‘Dasein’ @9 GFfo GIfeTE LT TR | WG T IL AN e Ff
e RN (I ST AR 3991 B4 58 ‘Dasein’ I TFIHGIET I3
ST ARG [ 1 AW 1 GN4(F ‘Dasein’ (F17 dF wve w71 Gfb

(T ST TG G AN GFe (@RI | i3 FBCeHF e,

5 Werner Brock, Existence and Being, trans. (London: Vision Press, 1968), 29.
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of all the things that are “vorhanden” it can be started that they
are of a special “genus”, e.g. a house or a tree, and that they have
special “qualities”. In other words: their “essence” is always
ascertainable. In contrast to them, the characteristics of “Dasein”
are not “qualities”, but possible ways of “Being”. Therefore, the
term “Da-sein” is to express not its “essence’, but its “Being”, it
means “Being-there”,”® Wi’ ‘Dasein’ FLAL AL @R I, &AF
I OF ARYRAGRE @ (@ TR TR e AE | ok

‘Dasein’ &1 ‘TS MG TG HAYI! |

3CCHNR O W MY Q32 ‘ol *MYBed (@
NIHCA GIYA FEA, PG O FOOGT  Aedm ©fF A
RIS (ACF @S | Barrett O [rrational Man I2 Q@ G0 Srrgde
T, T TR TR 93 qRelifbes 8 o @R A 1 «3fe
(R et TN 40 Tl W@R Ae! sz | g oI 7 @1 27 A fercee

T4 2 6% TN FIF @RIT WL €2 NG FI9, O G ©F W L

JRIFe @R ok Fgve +7F @3 Frfbres oiF AeE FA I9E

e @RE @@ 98 @31 o et o" qn Fce siw mz-E

5 Brock, Existence and Being, 29.
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g4l e @ce! 7, 58 93 9 @ 9 [Rew cvae At seR
(T @RI © (7 S¢S | Barrett I3« #*efbd €3 i 93
gdie ey efeflam (W 1@ @ e e AL e | FRe @I

g 9 ©ig @z I WY 77- Newg 9 @ e oFq @ e 5o

e cv@ | @ 600 APOATE ISR AR TYe G K=
GG ARNLTE (@R, O S22 ARNEER (TGS (Pl gl
1 ey (121 2 ~ifaweri T T 2 wE-witg | e @9 @
SR I4 A QR @CT T ©1 IR (AF T AR ANEGS [fo-
s, fem-a-mew, T, amd Toift SR B fEs wiftiees
05 CNYYS R T | Barrett TR GOIAE JBCCAF HNAS A
gfeteely 7R (AF AWK ARGE G/ FCAC=T | Barrett A9e
IR (@ FRNER i vl oreie For wfege o]
wfosesld I FACRA, G T AMETS FH{F ©itnd Fewz (rl e |
8 2WBCENET W TEd Ay @32 e for T8 aAma 63

O (I JEg 77 A ANg 97, T G Ife 2 IS (QAF

ffozs | o1 YRCLANE IR NFTG! A “Dasein’ (FI G916 (AF (o=

MGl T, GO S el |
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QMR ‘Dasein’ GF TG FOC Rarwel T4 & 12
AP AR N AL FCACRA- i) Ontical existence 8 ii) Ontological
existence | ‘Ontical’ 25 ©I2 I MM SEHE @RN 1 FAHMCE
‘Ontological’- ‘Dasein’ 97 @18 T BT A= 6 @I ‘Dasein’
SIF 3@l Al being AR 2l BL#Id FACS A | FBCCAR IR G
‘Dasein’ €2 ‘Ontological existence’ @RI FIHA AP TFI FSIZ

e el T &Y Qe Atd | SimE T @32 WY =Tl &9te

wie 3 g oime W@y 29 ‘Ontical existence’ | ©I2 AZCTHE 102,
“Dasein is ontically distinctive in that it is ontological.” @ R
Solomon SI¥ From Rationalism to Existentialism 32 € JCTCRA, “Only
Dasein is ontological, although everything that exist is ontic.
“Dasein’s  ontological structure” refers to the particular

characteristic of Dasein such that it asks question about Being.”” |

‘Ontical existence’ 3™I&F M. King S Heidegger’s
Philosophy &% (0=, “The adjective “ontic” is the counterpart to

“ontological™: it characterizes beings, not their being. Anything that

7 Robert C. Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism (New York: Haspers & Row Publishers,
1972), 199.
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in any way “exists” is ontic. The synonym for ontic is “existent,”
the word to be understood in the traditional sense of real existence,
and not in Heidegger’s special sense. Approximations to ontic are:
real, concrete, empirical, given in experience... Heidegger uses the

word ontic constantly, applying it to man as well as to things.”

wifie ‘ontic’ 29 ‘Ontological’ @ TR | €32 G2 @olts A fFg wfegAe

I AHCA (Fa ‘ontic’ RCARAM eftarey | TBCeIs #[t< ‘ontic’ 9
AL * RO AT T4 20! ‘existent’ (P | 7@ fof ‘existent’” &
‘ontic’ 9 AT RO AT FCe @R 791 fof ‘ontic’ 97 FNLT
*[% f20TCa ‘Existentiell’ (F A FARA AN W@ VFPTS| “ontical’
GEGF AvS FA- “Existentiell is only approximately parallel to
ontic and has a much more restricted meaning, applying only to
man.” | e YBTEA ‘Ontical existence’ (F VT I TACS eI

e dfe A S0, A @9 T (@I ST ARG |

G 93 2JIF WY FACE RIZCTACIR el B 78, A 2ol

Q2 QIS W @ < @l IR O &g 241 ‘Ontical existence’ | I

8 King, Heidegger’s Philosophy, 64.
° lbid., 64.
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PO OF TS WH @R el R O ARCEAL (PTG 0]

IFIHTS (B BICR | SA[ME (T FSIEL ‘Ontical existence’
Col TIt28 WIHIF ‘Ontological existence’ 8 W2 | GFN@ TSR e
TREY T 2 Qoo AT | GG AFPTeie. 2 SUIa ey g
20O B | @R G2 TSR GG fTers MY Twolred S, e
TF AR ORITS 20© #{1td | B2 WHIPTSIF ‘Ontical’ @32 ‘Ontological’
V2 FIF W¥QE W21 ©I2 M. King JC=TC=A, “Heidegger frequently

applies the simple terms ontology and ontic to man.”"

e OF G S (AE  ‘Ontical existence’ R
‘Ontological existence’ W2 M2 oI WRBCS {IFe A TSI
TPRFYE GRS Yo (FANF W AL I | G2 G2 AP [ 24-
‘Existentielle’ @8 ‘Existential’ | &% & «FoNG @i ‘Existentielle’
af6 ‘Ontical’ @ AN T& R «f6 ‘Dasein’ ¥ 7 graens Ao
F@ | ‘Existentielle’ &S0 ‘Dasein’ @q T-AAK (non-essential)
RAFBPTIRE i @1 SPRWE ‘Existential’ ARG ‘Ontological’

YA MY IS | €2 ‘Existential’ XN ‘Dasein’ G MY &S A ©f

0 King, Heidegger’s Philosophy, 65.
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TR STeifgs e ST e F@ 1 @3 Adreifes e (&%)

27 ©fF FHAMS €| ‘Dasein’ GF ARGTAT FIICHZ ©IF FHATS <

SRR ‘Dasein’ Il WAITECS RFA F& A N1 IL 9IS
TRFEFR TG TN I T W oI © {9 992 e v
ey FC@ W1 AICAET F02 O61 787 71 @ 9%l Fewwmas

qFod BfF @ worers wre ofd | aFesits el e e «R

fteees Toaeee wifF W3 « uft @i wfer, S @i o SN
TS G2 Y3 T AR 6 I AfeeiNF &S (Phenomenon
World) It Twotz | IS ©F, “The compound expression
“Being-in-the-world” indicates in the very way we have coined it,
that it stands for a unitary phenomenon.” | SedJ AZTTAIR FIR
‘Dasein’ €3 T T& TG @12 V¥ @ SRFAFOIE TCe SBI*re
3R P GoICoA AN NLSTRAIL FTI(F (J06 AFCS FA | ‘Dasein’ A

T, fxe 77, ufowel-BHs 73, wfvcrsiEes 73|
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2T FS ‘Care’ 9T GG

Being and Time &3 Q2CCNE ‘Dasein’ (F [A#Eg® TS
it o wrifes ¥ dfe g @ WaR A ‘Care’ A Afolze
FCACRA | T TR ‘Dasein’ @ ST (F@IT LA, (- ForS-I7=

el I, TPl 3™ “‘Care’ (AEF AGNR | ‘Care’ REE ‘Dasein’” @

#Ffe AER (Goad REYRTS! (intentionality) STGA AN Qe |

A ST NCO! YBICNAS N FAC9 ‘Dasein’ AWIZ TS (FI I

@ EEE T 21 58 TorE oo W 21w @itz 1 Solomon
JCECRA YECGANCAR ‘Care’ WAE @ JR2RS G S-TIF&- “Care is
intentionality, but with a new emphasis on the more ‘practical’ and
‘non cognitive’ acts which were neglected by Husserl.”'! @2
BCCANET IR ‘Care’ 2 ‘Dasein’ € TN A 519 FIOGI | O3
Solomon (R, “In Being and Time, Dasein is further defined as

care (Sorge); all other structures of Dasein are introduced as
structures of care”1 @ @ T3 7 Being and Time 9

JC=CRA, “Care, as a primordial structural totality, lies ‘before’ [“vor”]

every factical ‘attitude’ and ‘situation’ of Dasein, and it does so

11 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 207.
12 |bid., 207.
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existentially a priorf this means that it always lies iz them.”” | @i<ie
‘Care’ ¥ ‘Dasein’ UF I 7[F@sia SWFE, A ‘Dasein’ € I &<Z]

8 qHANE ™ T

Q3CCAN O Being and Time 4@ ‘Care’ &7 T G AL
HIRIC I FCACR | @6 241- “..the Being of Dasein means ahead-
of-itself-Being-already-in-(the world) as Being-alongside (entities

encountered within-the-world).” | @6 wo5® &b @I g, aR g3

AR TR fof TR ABTed FIOTHCE Wi FCAC=A | “ahead-of-itself’
*[fb ‘Dasein’ @3 ‘Ontological existence’ ¥ MG Mol st 1 Wbt
™ e @, TPTS! e (P I8 TF, MFTel W8 TR Al |
@2 WE2 G Wel (@ [Fg 7S B, ‘to be’ | AR ‘ahead-of-itself
*(s LA FCA [ WbT ([@RITS GRTRA @ qFAG AFTe2 g 20o
B, ‘to be’, O FBRMAE FFHT WG | @ ‘ahead-of-itself &
‘Dasein’ U9 SRR FleT OR[N (TS 21T | HA[MCF ‘Being-already-in’ 42
*<fs ©3 WP YIS IR @ MFF Qolce WK I I, e soiced
T @36 RO ARG fio 2 79 @Whe Jfea xEw T o

T QT “already’ *1f5 &S A ‘thrownness’ (& (@RI 1 QR

13 John Macquarrie & Edward Robinson, Being and Time, trans. (New York: Hasper & Row
Publishers, 1962), 19.
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‘Being-already-in’ (¥ ‘Dasein’ ¥ Srel® e ©OF @TS A1 T
‘entities encountered within-the-world’ @2 =Gt AN IFHAR NG
T AR FIEY QT (] MBI (entity) U T AR SIS TS
ql ‘Dasein’ (ACF fOF | FIFA QM ST ‘Ontic existence’ TR | A
‘Being-alongside’ *I9f5 ‘Dasein’ U3 2o« (I | L ‘Dasein’ TICS
QI AeF & o AR &, [ el T4 Ao A i

O OF 1S 96 |

QBT TR WS ‘Care’ I Ag Ta WA LG
TSR A 8K dfe A T, WG Fied s e (ol |
qFAQ NS e TG T 2 (Ol FUol W2 | T4 T 2y
oIt @ (7 ©XF 2 2rad Ted ee P dters WqF fares ey
U 2R TRETTT FOTACT AREF FACS 7% 2 1 92 fo7 a7
WW@— i) ‘Existenz’ q S AGKFINY ABG, ii) ‘Facticity’
]l IR A WSl @32 iii) ‘Fallenness’ Al e ofe 1 fofq el
fEred UFAPR TSR IO IR | fof e el TR
‘categories’ J&T AT 71 FK9 categories A ([ifasd APl Kot

e Tl 58 W2 TS ‘Dasein’ TS I FeF (F(@ &G 2T |

T 62 for oF SRFGAAF IS “Categories’ A (G AF I
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T 1 @efe] 29 Dasein’ @ SFC5BE I 1 @3 Foq AT FIIENE
QIZCCHR FACT FAC “Existentialia’ IR SAKIE FAET ‘Existentials’
TR | @RI Solomon JCCRA, “These three structures are called
existentialia or sometimes existentials as well as “existential
structures.” They are a priori characteristics of Dasein; they are not
to be confused with categories which are also a priori characteristics

but which apply to objects or entities within the world other than

Dasein.”’" | «3 7 297 AREGT FONE “Dasein’ qF (IIBF I

fofere <l A 1 I Qelers afsres [foy @i I @ -,
T NG ‘Dasein’ ABEAGS 27 N O ABGE 407 A0 1 3R
JCECZA ‘Dasein’ U9 93 fo7 T oIS FOCACS REaCea Mgess
TR OfE0gd 2FS FHE T AR | GIF @2 foq o afRges

T FoACE AT SO Tl 20 |

i) ‘Existenz’ I IS T[N TGS

Solomon <CCRY, “The concept of Existenz refers to that

a priori or existential structure of Dasein that is a “projection of

14 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 209.
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possibilities”.”" | @i ‘Existenz’ I#1CS F2CEA ‘Dasein’ UF FoHef
HFesim AP @A A ‘Dasein’ U9 FoIef 7 Fosha TR
SferFed IR oAk 8 WEREIGH @I OId SferFAUE eFie
PRI R SN ‘Dasein’ @F SBIRH APS FHA WNET FAC©
¥ 291 o3 foF 0=, “The essence of Dasein consists of its
Existenz’*® QiR ‘Dasein’ ¥d AGTel Wize @itz O 998 AR
qBCeT T | BISEIN QBCCAT ‘Existenz’ IeCS @W ‘Dasein’ €<
T AP GTE FWRACE R (1R FERAGFNF (AR (VST WA

T FIRI |

fof WHS IECRT ‘Dasein’ TIOE WF e 1, fFedt

TGS (1 TS @ I T @O werecs ARed IR AR $E
AT O] JEIA© FACO AHE W | & AW 9T i) TS AR ‘Dasein’
qF AL AR 1 FSF TR ‘Dasein’ @F WY @ WS AWK QR
o1 el fomer TR ffen wqr agfos for for 21 o <@
QQCR, “Dasein is (“in each case,” that is, for each person) “its own

possibility.” This means that we should not expect to find a general

15 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 210.
16 1hid., 210.
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set of potentialities or capacities for all human beings.”"” 213tEaK
IR TR M o8 TR AFES OV 6T Jio Glifers @
Tee T @CO 2MF- I A ALF ARBCGT TR G S AL

BCY ASIK! |

Solomon W From Rationalism to Existentialism 324
JCETCRA, YBCEANCER (12 e Bf&- “The essence of Dasein consists
of its Existenz”- «fb (Ac3 (e wix e Bf&fB- “Existence precedes
essence” «fb fRIE | @ik Hitdq fures - “Existence precedes
essence” «fb FICNET (QATF (ST | @ ISP I©AT O
Latter on Humanism (3 &9 @3 Sf&H q6q SR, G fofF
JCACEA ANE ©fF Sf&T® ‘Existence’ *Hibe aire o 327 AR,
IF T ‘Existence’ *B (@ (P I8 A KAQF (F0a 2@ 2© A |
58 2BWANTET IR ‘Existence’ *fbd @36 =8 @ oo o @z |
QIZCTACA FIR ‘Existence’ =0 (TG NG (AR TS | ©1F
fSfq A=A, “The Existenz of man is his essence.” | G<ie WIS
AT 2o OF @ YR 1 ‘Existenz’ | ©18 JFCAER 70 T

AGIF JACS (AT WIS WK AP HQ FAWIKANF AT (S |

17 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 210.
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G (A 20O AT W2 (@ IFAT 98 AGINF LA 67 20,
a3 TRl T oFIET ) @ REw 23R IR W AR fon

AR AQIKAIT FN AR -

3. ‘Posiible Possibility’ T A8 AV, 2. ‘Impossible Possibility’ <t
TSI FWIRAI IR O, ‘Necessary Possibility’ I SR T8R! 1 93

o AT ARG F=9CE ALTHCS WD T 24 |

d. ‘Posiible Possibility’ It F®IY AWK VI ABRAI & AT

QIR R AGET AR i IF AL I A 20 TIC 5T | A3
TR ST TP TS A | 92 FS[HISTEA FEB HES | (- (P
IQ 20O B, (FT W (S B, (&S T (S B 391 @3 JFa

TG VT (G 20 €I 7 |

R. ‘Impossible Possibility’ I SIEIF ASIA (T L= BRI

TR (FE F4F2 20T €91 T8I W ©f 2& TSI AVEA! | (- Nq
NG S FACS 5IF, 2 TACS B, QT FINS WA (FCG Q&

G 7 | O3 Qafe] FT TASRY AR |
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©. ‘Necessary Possibility’ J1 SRS @Al 6T INF 4T KR4

TR A TV 8 T AR TSI € W, b1 25 GRT TR 1 @3
Y IR (I IS BIG 1 = BleT To freq S M1 @R g
TYIRAIE FFIE IR (TSAR W GICTE 5N FO | W FKCTa AR
QRS ARG 261 T 1 T 2T AT ARAGF TG | g AR
GIRE @RS, (FC O F T FFe J 0wF | TPE T 6

(1e3 TN SRBTT TC o7+ 01 BT N I | RIBCCAE JCECRA
T e 8 Ty @ afPoe | JgE w2 frorel ¢ Sfrere
(AEAIBC 2AITP | TR TCo! TRl MFET QIRCT &I g (21 T ¥
O SRE TG T LI HFe FGIRY TG [l 96 | 758 [gye
G (A TS A Ty SN ey G AR | Ty WS A

(CF el ¢ M, GFT 6 MF |

A A AT MYIRAI (possibility) @R QI
(understanding) @2 vt R AN &P SN iR “Existenz’ (&

J[IY T AW 1 GFAG ‘@Y (understanding) G FRIEE FAGRA! wferd

GfSEFEae A8 | IO V0ol YIEARE O Wi ‘Q@ifers oo o

B TR | Y2CTAE, FID @32 TAER 7 (QATF TR TR x4l

TouflE a3 IECRT @R OIS ‘AT A&QRA (Practical concern)
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70 I& IR |1 93 @IS AT TBRAISRE AT R
G OfEe gF G0 =P tofd e 1 wdfie ofEed (@ 'S SiwEl (i
B © W GfeTs ARSI GG FBIRY o | W T4 FAR (I
o R IS FAIF & A S FIR (A0S 67 e &y 1 fces
TGRSR AT FAAT T FOI@™ SAFINSF (tools) FICS AN,
T2 TS TR Jfed (@Y (understanding) ¢t G | T O
TS AE €% QoICe NF ¢y Wfows| A T MoZ FCA I, VAN
ARTFH Q2 FACO T ©OICF | TR G TSR AN NS GF A=A
TE AR O @3 ‘@Y (understanding) (B (FIH AR AR
(concept) *Hix ell Y 11 BRI FHFe @G 2w RS
RfE | 92 qIE @fE7 712 NS GIRTa@t et oIt 8o,
T SO Afed =T Fva ¢ Frare ez W | iR Being and
Time @ TS JC=1C=A, “Dasein always understands in terms of its
Existenz- in terms of a possibility of itself to be itself or not itself.
Dasein has either chosen these possibilities itself or got itself into
them or grown up them already. Only the particular Dasein decides

it Existenz, wheather it does so.”
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‘Existenz’ JeTCO BCEAR (ARITS (HACRA NI N AP
TG PRI TG, (@ FASRAIEFTR 2T Na SRS IR 7 T |
G AP TR TS 6 G2 E1efer FARCTR & fofd s
M AP AR @R al4TE [ Feaced | fsfH e 3

TR SSTHFACR AT T oIS FoACE Aood 2 GR SoI0ed

MY TS TF A o[RS 21 O AR IR G2 S

AYIRAIZ NS AL A5 I |

ii) Facticity J7 I8

QNSS! 21t ‘Dasein’ €9 Sres 2« () 2
‘Facticity’ d ‘B!’ | ‘Dasein’ €FB RO woltes @3 WS st
T PN I | ARG @2 & T FIIHF WG “Dasein’
e @elted M {0& 21 | ‘Dasein’ QHICS I FCA- (1 KO &9IC,
@9 FIE, (@19 ANE- ©fF @I BioF itz | QABCAF IEN"T G0
0 wolte wfeeee et ftes e 71 M sl wisime fHesms

IegcE FPre Wee A Toited Ty fee agee e T I

B I SEY @R’ GF Wi F 20 ©f 7S LR 2
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Macquarrie ©f¥ Existentialism 92 @ ‘Facticity’ 3™I&
D FACS 91 ACETCRA- “ Facticity does not mean the same as
Factuality”™ | @i’ ‘Factuality’ J#10 T @RI (12 953 9 ‘Facticity’
(& f70a* 6 1 Macquarrie JCTCR L AN (S [FZCP ‘Factual’
Jfe] O IR (JRITS BIE (T8 B IS AfAE 92 Eoires WK
oo 1 AR | SHMCS ‘Facticity’ 709 (@RI ‘Factuality’ 99 TE(+2®

QLT | Facticity’ (T dorFeers 731 73, @it 261 GFeII SEgTETe

oS! FF AR (I S O fHTers eI F=9/(F 7w+ 7 | ‘Facticity’
T IFIR ARG Aol IR A A SF ARG TP Ao

e

3T IENRA ‘Dasein’ e A @e® «f [ee=
(particular), A eFATCE@  (irreducible), @32 HA-IHNFITCA

(unbracketable) TS T {13 | ©I2 BTN T TIS(F IHAOG

s fazfbe Oig ©iea fai e | fofy JeeTtes ‘Facticity’ 31 8T
e vy Qb T @, e rens aate aopF F0 1 QBN Facticity’

el FEce [ReR oty R @, e @3fe g weifes

AR Tees efor® I 1 B Fe, [Reel wrefai oiedrd (1 S,

18 John Macquarrie, Existentialism (New York: Penguin Press, 1972), 191.
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G0 [ I forel Sroe =i f2eR s+ ea el 7184, o
@3 [T oo [T @ 93 @I [ea ANfE =A@t of 30
20 TR | QefeT (@3 ‘Dasein’ 99 ‘Existenz’ @ W 7, @efe 93
‘Dasein’ €9 ‘Facticity’ ¥ @I | ©18 Macquarrie (10, “Facticity may
be considered as the opposite to possibility.”"” | ‘Dasein’ «¥ a6

o

eI woite [iee dors I Qg fofd teTtes ‘affder

‘thrownness’ | @ &3C% Macquarrie JC1C®9, “Martin Heidegger has
used the expression thrownness (Geworfenheit) as a some what
vivid metaphor for man’s factical condition.”” | @i fteE @« &
Q GOICS BL (e TMTRCR | RIZCEA JCECRA S oS Tore(e2 ‘AfFFe’
! T, TR GG AR 10w, Promng vy, @36 Ko e s,
«<f5 Ream I St T 26T Qe @G @iNe oew Srel
W1 QR (@FEGE SWE AT 7 =AW 1 92 o fofe
JeeCes ‘%8 26T (thrownness) | RCTAR 0T AWE TN Tor®
2e SN AT A ‘Facticity’ | ON=1F S {09 (425616 QNI qeqel’
ql ‘Facticity’! Solomon ¢ R TR, “My entire past is my
facticity, for it is a set of facts about which I have no choice. My

bodily presence in the world is part of my facticity; I can leave this

19 Macquarrie, Existentialism, 191.
2 1bid., 191.
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place, this country, even this planet, but I am stuck with my
body.”*" | @iefie fres W3 ‘@lffFe SR wifkgd e S e e
IR, (1 @A SjfAAe opel FAce A, 8 WNE ¢Rd Ty 9N
I 1 SN S S T @we [ Tees =il e | e
‘Existenz’ WIS (ARG 7 oieE ewe Raef it Koo gigef

e e Y 945 Face *[f @

fofq IceT02 AN (25! WK IE AWS (S AN JNF

(TRBICS =& TS ~Alfd, g Fa0S #A1fs @2 & (@I S G OIS
tefy wace ~ifq @iy Tufve i@ s «ifs, fog @iy swm 12
B! (AF A8 TS G (=TS A1 G2 (3 S_I (AF @S
AN L@ G2 99T (AF TS [THAET G o FAce A1 g
S{f{C™ A1 AV A ‘Facticity’ TR == 66 2742 awre, (12 Ra@
qE @ e @21 T8 93 ofFe 26 a9l (A AN SkER
I e 2@ O PAE I 69 FaR afesia @32 wwel
(PTG SINFE W= | ‘Facticity’ SINE FIC2 rors A S &b o
T, 8 ‘Existenz’ I TS TR 2 AN SRH 1 A8 SR q

‘Existenz’ I FORAIE @R @SARF JAE =N 7o ©ftg Fd

21 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 214.
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@G FAFE 73, AN SRR A TRAE R A TRFIF I
TR (PTG WINEE | @] Sniged ey REEfbee @RI @re #AlR-
GFe Ged @I [Wg e, [We remrer ditg, b wikg
AR SaRd TR0 O A [T 97 9 @b ow el A
‘Facticity’ | 97 o 3o Afeq o [We sfaae, WWe
forenie Itz @35 4 AT Tz T ©F FIq 60 77 e
afbe ©F Fr ABIO’ A ‘Facticity’ | JoqR @ IEa 41 AR
TraR T R (I Jhew vk AR e 9 @Ene Oird
FIR 0w 77, A(FRR ©rd FN LR ave | (58 ok Terg wi
TOAM Y (AF TS THOOT QRN FACo AT 9L ARS8
TSIt QR e #iitd, erefd derg sma Tl fFHives
T fToq 0 1 ©I% 9B ‘Facticity’ 9 @rel® KA i@ Fafge =7 q9
O @we ©iF IR | P ‘Existenz’ I ORAR TR Wy Fige | ©iF
Solomon JCICRA, “My Existenz is always a range of possibilities

regarding facticity.” *

22 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 214.
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iii) Fallenness 3t (AfSS 2low3

‘Dasein’ T& FAVRNICE A ‘Existenz’ (& ©oetd Face I

2 I T FAE @A AT ‘Fallenness’ ' AfSF 2o | @ Fea

CFCGS WY OFF TS FABAICE SR I (5813 FCI!, (A7 QIS

TG FIGFH G2 A @ (2 I A | 923 Fos FASRAN ABGCF

GRCRE FAE T O (AfOF 2fed (Ml (T da2 G2 (e et a a3l
(AFE T I NI B T (T 1 RRCTH R GO0 N
WA O efae Qi@ i F6ce P seieed e A Tl Soiwae
ANANCE IR FCF GR (T2 O SIF GRS #I0F A 2 ACR |
TET (1 I AP ARBIGT FhA AACE el T i Tefend frgs
| FE O O A GToR (public) ©1¥ RRETRE (BT GR W I
G7 @ e AYFEfed qFe | G2 SEICT ARSI das Man s 361
I, @ e g I TRe T G Ao wedf e AgEs w7
« @ Solomon JCTCRA, “It is this average everydayness which
forms the basis for Heidegger’s “preliminary analysis of Dasein.”
And man is first to be disclosed to us insofar as he is simply “das
Man,” this undifferentiated man who is not yet a real (authentic)

human being, but neither is he an inauthentic being.”” | T &Te-

23 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 215.
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TfER 2L Gt S ST [Py SARACTR T AT 5T | T
GO 43 TAFAR O e FIS IR2E IFACO (KT, T8 I
QTR oo T T{(F OB BCH 7l 1 T (7 TN NG G5 S
G7 fEE T AE @3 (A (T (RS AS0d | ZARCEAF IR,
AFICE ANGE FAEE I9 (A Y& 2@ 27 e a0 =T
e e 98 TR WEgd Fh TP JPS S TS, A
OB o FIE | SR T ILF TSI 7@l AT ofF 9] &%

TYRAICE Toetfe ace Y T ©U O (Afed e @ @ |

GOIAZ FZCCAR ‘Dasein’ ¥ foqeda afFgaee FI-
‘Existenz’, ‘Facticity’ @32 ‘Fallenness’ (& < FCACRA | FICCAE
‘Dasein’ U7 €2 foresH af¥gye SO [egFeed MG W1 72
AP (FeTF M Y7 JWFIE [ ICECRA | 93 93 &I T 2-
AefE Ty g2 TS Oy | 9fEcga U3 eiaef MqEe e A
fters RS e 01 QT YR ABY' 00 WFF T8I
FIE A IO AIZNE [@RICS (GCATR | O FIB ‘Existenz’ I TS

IR 2 WA ST @R ‘Facticity’ I IEIS! & (T TS |

o TR U2 TTole AR ORFTO 722 VA IoA! (o 2 |

Tdie (7 I ANLF ABYEE @2 @@ T TNLT AFGE @@ @«
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ol eI e FEbeTR THx fes wea 1 M 1 qLelR afees
Tga feers e e oI Toelle @it (7 Eit O eipe Tl [
wefie efE 1 AL SRR A S TererE A2 IFCH ©ORred

TYRMRE FFET NGW Gl IV FARNET o JAFL TAY
T | AR GG A SN AREGAT Ty e e

w5 Todfe FACo B 7, THOI Mo F@ 1 aEideid afegH e

MY free Fiees 1 Fraiced vy FeR F99 O a3 e A

I e Fieed RS FeE FAE wAS! GR Y20S 8 7 e
TERAISRE TRPIET WG 1 (7 wywg oo FRaelns anee
@ O T, (T OF BT AIBNIE THFE F(F | 3@ 0=
‘Dasein’ @3 foqedR GRFGEEF FO- ‘Existenz’, ‘Facticity’ @3e
‘Fallenness’ I™{(F I8 @I AT ©CI2 Wgd I A ML ARSI
GIRACE 2 FRF @oTS e I | See oL A wods wisees
CF@ WA SIF TAN ABRAE THFE I, qR (AP AR T

e

TR TPTYE SRered (R WA o T GAE @

AT ©F (ATF [T® AE 92 W FIaaS 7 T8 A | (I3

™ das Man 9 SRS ¥ Q3 das Man @ AHTS S A2 @ &
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% M® B | PR U2 SGBR JNeS ©iF wfsrgd 790! ez fowl 4
o I, (7 SRR I8 WA W&y I ¢ | 92 WA Frarecde (3

AMCE A2 W@ GR TAAE GIFAT I | BCE GO LS SABegd

(IS OFE AF | O3 QBTN das Man & NLF ABFI &

JCEICRA | 8 22CCANF A, WA OF ARG das Man 2R IIOE

TS St | ofie g FMIE 1L SREGN GRAE (S5 A0S I

T odE TR A IS A FE @@ G2 AN e GFAFE
*F I ArSCET A OIfve 1| U3 AreRF (@RI 3T ‘dread’

TS *HB GIY FCACRA | LICCNF OF 4l ‘fear’ G2 NH’ A QreF’

‘dread’ @3 WK§ A< IR | OF IR T qR O qF T | I’
e (TG (AP O, dR 93 O 9 [ Wm0 Q5 |
e rerE’ [En A AT I, @R wrew qfed feed @ R
21 G2 ‘dread’ W R WG IJhed ol [T Sraew a=edle
Itz | 2 Srael 2 NEF TYA Baol | W3R W3 AN e Sl I @
Y AREQE S I GF AP APEAOR MABER N TRCR | A2

ool 25 e T A A5l | O e qZewH S drem

(THR) Tl (AF IS (At FLT ARG FIFIF FCH (7 | ©12 Solomon

C=TC=, “The uncertainty of death makes an authentic attitude
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towards death..”” | 98 Y T VFT IS FWRAF 1T A ‘end’ |
IR 3 ‘R ql ‘end’ *MMBE ©IF Being and Time &3 Y3 ©IA
IR PR | 4 W T A ‘end” TS FIEAS IS QIR
QR @A NES MRF TP WO | SA[MCE ‘¢ A ‘end’ =6

BN ““goal’ of life” d QIR AN o1 A0 W FCACRA | AfGE

fofl QIRTTR ‘goal’ A1 =5 eIty SR fof W Face Tg@ FeH

I (ST T MR Wepeaa s 91 3909 A fve =301 vy O 7,

I T TG T BCI 1 | FIAS 92 Ty T4m1 e - eed Iy,
das Man 99 Y - “Death always claims the individual, not das
Man,"* 1 @8 TR TRER MR JG S SEred (Eewe o
I LS ABGE AMCI A2 I | O LA Jeereed Gft G
‘goal’ J °T%) 26T Tb© | ©I8 Solomon ICTC=A, “In one sense, it signals
the end of our Ezisenz, but it also frees us from the tyranny of das

1126

Man |

Willam Barrett & /Irrational Man &3 ICCAF T

A FAce N IR, afeg A @F A TwAd W Ao

24 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 226.
% 1pid., 227.
% 1pid., 227.
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foqfG a4l (M8 25- (1) mood of feeling (ii) understanding (iii)

speech | Z2@NR 3 foqlBE wfSrea TamE W32 T4 ARGT AT

T8 Ofefre AR | qeRIE FI0EAE FUNS  ‘Existentialia’ S
IR | @ A9 Barrett IR, “Wheather it be fallen or risen,
inauthentic or authentic, counterfeit copy or genuine original,
human existence is marked by three general traits: (1) mood or
feeling; (2) understanding; (3) speech. Heidegger calls these

. o1 . . . . 9927
existentilia and intends them as basic categories of existence.””’ |

YBCTAF IR 92 ‘mood’ Il “feeling’ I CIEIS AW Tl ARG
Qe AP | €3 (W& A mood IS TR JRIRA T+, 934, ©F
Tofifics | fof JceTtee WM o (eie 26 Sralod (Anxiety A Angsd)
(TEer | @8 Trrel WA W AFMS 27 Tia Qe W e 1 Ty
o ey e e e wiRe 18 o {te #iw ) fefq e a2
TYE SR G oo oifae 1 @92 @B S[gre Sraeeid oy ol e

23| Y T WER AT @32 4F@ e TR @2 ‘Anxiety’

TRAE T6 (NG & P9 25 GFH@ @8 Traeeld MR Wed feecs

e TR TAfgs @ U2 OF o Ay 7T9F AT Fa0o

7 Tfie WY O 2F© FHE Gce AR | 7orrs, ‘understanding’

27 Barrett, Irrational Man, 196.
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Q@Y IS QICCAT AN (& AT @G QR | Agaers

@ R fad AR T @Y @ 21 68 230 e

AT (I REARE (@9 #e T919 219 I d@e B 1 Willam Barrett

SIF Irrational Man 329 @TEF @6 186 MR- (T qFa WHfe

Ol TBIfe ©rgd S NP QIR | ©iF A Al NG SE 93

ST (@14 TR (@ ©F ©e’ 55 771 F8 aa9w I & wmy fese

I (P9 OGO AN TG T R O A 9 I AR IS

cdfers (b8 Bl WB oglbd AT GIR ATHCF | JORAR ‘(@Y 2 T
e o I @R @R O AT @ SNime Fice Woees
AP T 1 Barrett IR, FFE YN (S0 (B (N ACH ACH TS

@ AN Iz e aFifie 631 38 I [ 9w Jas @

AfE FRA SN WBy ¥ I AT MR e aive | oS,
O 4l ‘speech’ (FC ABCEAT SR AN IS FACRA | O ©Y *(H7

B W1 QRO N FACRA Ol WA SRR L GHIfrei

e | O fof N9 AfEes [ Fa9 &) Tgd I 0 Y

PACRA |

o 7

oAk e T4 O ey FIq, FosFe (F1veTa Wy Med

O B AGRAGTE FFF I, (12 TR AW FARTT &
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e T TETHS FCF G2 W eE ARBred A T FE Ao 2T,
oY e G2 o qRg 2@ ALE A UL qR¥E  (Authentic
existence) | GANMEE JE I ©F AEREREE FFE  IE,
TR BT FARCR &y I oAl S_eme Fed w1, G2 Feea
REed I M TAE Abod T I, (FIENE AqHF AR TR ACE

U G (1R oI aRe 26 oS 9 9Iqd ARBY (Inauthentic

Existence) | TS Iee102s 714 wEres (@ WA g 200 5 | So=wcs
TR SfErge (F0a W 6 200 5 I, (FIENG 2P FPre I |

QBN IERA (NG WA @iz 1N GBGE A F40e A |

T =Y S e e TR Wz [Fg Sl oitme (18 A
TAE TP Ol THRS T WL (12 FAWRAIGHRTE I AT &
e AVCHI AR TFA | W2 GFAQ G A G612 SCR- A G3R
CTafe] AR el | ol Iee1tRs NEe qug el (@ I AR

TN FACO AT OIF MYRNeHTE I NG| 923 i 3N

W< GEeegd vt Mce Y7 W I 1Y FCA0RA |

2R @AW N Aqered o7 v o R
(Existenz, Facticity, Fallenness) <ty W<q gfsred vt ifere fors-

e @R oL ARG A FECRA (SN2 ©fF R[Sl afEs
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fFETFaCe W9 wigced [ e Fien T wisced foq g B
A AR | FEREHIC fore wfeaml vt &< | SfF o1 32 2-
“Individual is higher than Universal” | i€ Frcsaies et didiay

e | fof W9 @@y e Sicern Face fiw MEe wisced foqi

WA A IR | o] Jcettes, Wy fre ol QR F4cs &

GIFAFIT WI’@\R?EKP RiffaeeId (existential dialectic) W5 M W1 @9

T WHE ARBCga for BT BT % 4 W1 3 A Solomon
R, “In the existential dialectic, we confront three alternative

ways of life, three fundamental commitments, for as Keirkegaard

7 “

elsewhere title them, “views of life,” “existential categories,”

M«

“spheres of existence,” “mode of existence,” and “stages on life’s
way.”” 9t QafelE “views of life” J& (TS #AIH, “existential
categories” e (ACO NS, “spheres of existence” < @S AN,

“mode of existence” I TS AT AT “stages on life’s way” 8 &l

@CS | FEENT W e @3 foq oo B@w I W

©iF aaeted (dialectical method) @R i JteTtes Wy w9 e
FA N0 N TBreT T B (AT G BCE W | FBg AN

B W AT wpprefel, wppErfe Afecs wfsced el W A

28 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 91.
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Solomon S{& From Rationalism to Existentialism 33 € JCACRA,

PECFCTH O (T & ARG o Beaa e fyeera 7o)l Gl

IR M AE, I AT BF Wil WPEe FeT [MAe! B
@ Qe #ta 1 wieres W3 foF & Wh 2@- i) Aesthetic satge 9l
TWiF B9, ii) Ethical Stage 9l (fo<F %9, iii) Religious stage 4 SRR

B

Aesthetic satge It IS T3

G VY T T ABCeA AN B A ALY B 1 93 VLA
T ©Y 0T TP 0 1 G2 B I(SA QIR W IF 21- ‘Pursuit
of pleasure’ iR U TP I IR FUCP APF6© 411 93 W2
TS B TEd FCA 1 92 B GheR A Tog SR, W g e
AL (M ©OIFR JfE (TS B3 1 97 I T OIFHAF AU 1 9B Bd IS
SIeFOT 0AE PRt (ISl ©I2 98 WA Solomon JCCRH, “The
aesthetic mode of existence is the life of pure ‘immediacy’.””’ | @<fi]
G2 e B 29 ‘life of pure immediacy’ I W ClCHdTOR B |
G2 BLI AT (@G FeT 04T PR (R 1 @R B @2 A Fofey
JETCRA A -GG’ TR G2 B WA N (TGP S0

2 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 93.
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T S T A IR A OIR A2 B (@I (Ao amf (Al

! FF© T | (AP AOF DB NAd G @8 B =l AP
O, TG, AARS 2 (P TR QA2 NGRS N T [0 AR
1S3 0 92 VAP @@ A ‘Unintelligent’ &1 I 11 F1we @3
fog «fe wiis {2 Fare «ta ) IR ST Jg qPS (@@

S g3 THeis ¢ R w1 AWK @8 R Solomon AR, “The
aesthetic life, although essentially unreflective, need not be
unintelligent, for it may consists in the enjoyment or even creation
of music (Mozart) or poetry, or even philosophy, as long as there

are enjoyed purely for their immediate satisfaction.”” |

T8 U3 TWTs V@ IE AT AFCS ANET | FfFest
Ye3 I3 BAE oGy I TS Bl (N G THE 3 BCAD
T ANY Gk IR @ 93 @ AFCe AFCe JSe TGl Ao

fTalore TR € T 0o A 71 2 GiHee sifaafe waet Ife

qF RO TFOHI YT W1 93 A6 26 OF AMF GIRCTS

GFCIR, R, ool Befing FeF0 | (FIENQ FCAF AT FACS

30 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 93.
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I e oM 2T A G2 (FHAIE MRS A@FGFS GZR (T
(TRITS 2T 1 (T I Ao e 71 AP o Qe et @
GRS 2@ AT | qR 92 o, w7ifel, @FEE, e (A Ie 239

TR I (AeF VAT @R (TF | JE T I (T- UO-quS, Feyiel-

G, SN, A-THIT IO ML @ (W (ST W WD

(T O HABIAGTT QI FACO AN | GONE3 S AT B (AF

fes Ba Toifve o7 | TS W st @it feq T e |

Ethical Stage I (1foT =g

Twe BET GIFEAN, [&fE, oen 9 (T e
AR & Je FHTOIE@ (@02 @2 (Afed BAE | 93 TA@ 0 =T

‘Reflective life’ I TIFTRTF G’ | FRA Q3 V@ Jeq S« A

Sbe = I | U3 Bl HNG OF-TW, SO-qEG, FefId-SBeGIo,

TR, AfeF-aqiafes Sepiv YaMmefea Tog 1w I3 W M

foreE Qe Femiel 1 WBET QI Soid afed T (o8 6g | @ A

Solomon <CTRA, “Unlike aesthetic life, the ethical life is
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characterized by reflection and self-appraisal, and with reflection

. . . . 131
one can appraise the meaningfulness of his life.

PREINT 92 VI WY T IFFR ANE_@a Gk RO
(50 | IR U2 V(R G QI (Afod AHE TFeTm IR G316 av=e
GRATE e 21 G2 T 92 BAE A TN ANGE QIR 0
A I =W | G2 BCF AN 0o ARG [ HereRe weq widie s
oRIORAIE 2F T FO6I TFS QI FACe AR, Foo! 2T
QIR SO AR T 1 3 A7 Aeais Tex mee Fica e Soefa
IE @, Ao AWHE IPReEE g W @1 @ AT SR
FACS AR | @8 FIAC (F A el v e wiegs For I
(T G AR TG Q9 RO G Sy e A, Sy
AR AN G2 TG I IR G2 T A2EF 2fo ©fF G ar

IR | 8 W R Ol ¢Afed W’ Al ‘Moral responsibility’ | ©18 JqF

ofF afefll wibree fFw wfves s adie [ead 3@ ~ifaifers,
avfa G afs Ifea o wigz toft =1 FRd o7 @ v,

FBAN 4T QIR e FACS B, (7t BRI Gk W3 BH2 e

GF LT Mg e @, @ vy ©y OF [iea afs 73, swices afs |

31 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 95.
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g3 (e oM Ew e (e wetTe S fecacelcen s
TTE e fE e a1 Free IEARE O (Afed Wi 79 (afes
v SRR SR, @32 93 Afed AW 20e 3@ ARSE G3R
f@T® Al ‘objective’ ¥R © 2CF ‘categorical’ A =1L | {58 FICH
e Wi @3 tafes ame ofem o == 31 O ¥ @ AfeT

avefera e Mte ©f 26 (@fas 1 A Rational explanation |

58 RN T T @2 (A0 JEH T NS TS AT | ANINS

(feger AR TS A1 NI ARER SE-TH, $S-GqyS, Fepi-
I, -GG, (AfeF-aiafes Topi (@yeferns Tl wwre A
Oz ORI T @ A&l 8 2@ ‘Human emotion’ I MRS
IEEE | ST T N FACO 2 ANOd @Y wferd T 7e A

|

FPREIC Jfere G ol TP I =, IR
TG QN v, 7, AfeFe!, T, T o™ @eef T Ao
23 | 3 foqeaIT TR 2o i) TF9, ii) (FAIEF T701F G2 iii) fcaTer

el ey

8 TR 3191 | 3 oqeFF TR 0Ky fofd IFged U ({00 |

el ey

fsf ICARA IF9 &) I WRATS! AICF | ARNTAOR 8278 IFgd T2

Vi AF | U3 JHORT F>F (@2 AT g, wizaae!, Fe4,
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ST T (@Ml ame SRR et e fTeiTs, fof taaifze
TEE TR I, P9 (AP RS WG AT F A 2o
T, 637 @ wifted ToR | gorrs, fof fmeise! ¢ e s
U IETR TR @3 I TFE AT T, ¥, oy, SO

THAF WIS A |

RFEEENT TR @3 foqft T™Fa @9 @ Wy
Y& (112 O7 (fed A @ T TI(F JITS AF | A2 9T SN2
T AT wIdTe! FF Jves =71 foff e @3 afes

B MPe G @ T A o AE, ded fwm e

QR 91 B TS 7 | I T qifee! IS Ny A3 B T
T4 AT FE e A 2T RS B AN FACO | GBS

Wﬁﬁﬁ?l@m

Religious stage 3 4 3

FEENT IRy 4N B 26 WG9 ABCET AEH A2
TR A BAN T G2 BER A (0P VA WG GFAFE D

QIR W 20 % | @2 qvee G (A2 e aomas 2w
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AT, A3 TIAV (ACF & 2 T (T A THOF (I Ffed F OIS

TR 1 O HG G AN ¢ F ASF F RS P FCA | IR T
@2 g2 7f AGE AN T[T o I (T 2ol o ¥m Tt
FACS IR | IR Je FIT (N G (715 e 1 @2 Ffesre
FiToR o1 fofe 2o R 8 A | fee® ST #1514 Sioice
OS2 S FRS I = | TR G TP 6T 7 AL B 1 ]
MY (T2 Afea geaa affs foget o @8 fegst (et Ife
facecs s iR ANH9 01 92 fghT 2= A Jfeere | e
AR Cfed v @ RIeT Wi I 7e 2 O Ge KIS
g HGR (e WM Teow I RgPIaE Qg FAS A |

AREE (AT 9316 TAER M s @RI @S #ATE- FEIRITR =&
et Tos | SR o e SR FNEE s TNl peafeeE |
SR Y A WME FRRCET (@ O TBIF Y (750 el
FACe W@ | G2 TR AR @36 [eew +Afafzfon w9 =01 «ses

GFEA el @3 FAYEH WY 2T o (Ao F9 ©fF TR T

9, GRME GFee e F9F g f2eTa ofF The o e
SRR IR A T 1 92 TRIR TGN @TG FEE IR ©IF NG

G A Face o2 ol g JTRIE o F6@ |
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I3 RPECRE ICE0RA e T4 O T ToRl SR Q3

AP (AR (A R 7 elfs 75 wrgiiel 27 w3 (37 O3,
VO-IY, Fed-Feel, TGN, (Afes-wAfes Teii rReflis
ey T A1 LA G IS TN FyeaR elfs iR i
fediize 1 T IR B @ (I 0T qve e Pz §-2riiEs

W SWI T3 FEEAE A “Teleological suspention of the

Ethical’ q1 ¢AfeFed ST (Bfodas | [FRIFNT Ty GFAQ
T @ ‘faith’ @R F8 A ‘suffering’ W M@ SN G Sofsilga
TS T AT 20 A1 O3 VR Jf& O (@ (@FI AFHE O
T Oflsl FACe AIfG ACF 1 G2 I @2 WA ‘Life of faith and
subjectivity’ e 2= 1 fof IR M TR = 26 Thw
a0 e Awste ) wdie fof «fw S e ey
e |

T GfFg F0F 3T W32 [FREANT aq 3 Fefwe

SICETIHA! (/TP SR WS FiEce FES(6 KA W& 9 7T/ AL &g

E WA AR @ AN efer 3T Wit afeTag awie 63 |

AL, fFRENT Ftaa TRBgeT e Iz | (68 30w eI

F SN

O ST THAFAN FCARA @A F4F el wsifge 1 e,
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PRENC R F3EM Tors WFEd FEFel @R @igfes

(Understanding) =7 @20y Mezces | {68 @ e 2R [resaies
TR Q3T BCd, [ W ABege T Ve, @3 @I @le @«
G T #ifFee 2R | @I NGRS (Pl a1 [ T4 AN

A 11 8 IEAT WET WY @ET oFgE FA92 TR

FCEAM | I9L QBCCANT NG FA0o GG oidf O afegae gfee

O3 QIfea 7 SiScge I B Feg Tce Aitg, INE qRBHTF 7

IACe AR | GOIS, FB(EIR A7 ARBHE @RITS ‘Dasein’ =M
JARACHA T W WECGS I TS GF P HRB AR o=
AR | G YRCGACHT A0 W19 SRBCeR O Soited Pl Fpo
Tz | 78 RPEEes vt WA Sferes e @olted (ST
ST (TOIT (L TR | 0T JRCCANRS G- el 2T A
ECgd WY eABET @6 wfeqa @2 wwFge)d [ 0 =IwE o

Tz | v, W3 R JfEoed I T 2R {@, [FEaAced

W T 79 e TS @iee i, wdie e wejder Soeta

23, e $© IR T 2dd 28 o34 e @3 1f e Fiz e

AN @, FPl @F | APWE ICAET W IS 99 owa Fawel
TR O[Re 7Y wdie I Afecs oRd S o anT I, T

77l OIS OICl (A, O IS das Man (& ARON T 4F© HBred
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®Cd q1 7Y GREred Ve TS =1 Reid g2 e o wey

TR ARG DAY IR | O@ ANE W 2 [FEFANCT Wha
G RIBCCANET Y AP @ Aoy 2wl a7 @R e (@

S5 |

TN IG NG BT M SRBres YT (e AR
Tt wfenay eme a1 fof @eim TqEe wieced & weited
ONFIE G IR ©f G FGIA ACHCA A PG (B8

I
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SRR
TR SARCY SIS

QAN FICR AL AW =91 S| weda 7ol fof
WA TR TR 2F© LR Tl WG Pl A NPT ST
JIE Ho7e REFER NG | 98 ATEE @RITS fof @ [
% ©F Being and Time 9 JIF FACRA, ©f B& ‘Dasein’ | ‘Dasein’
a3 Gioe 7 [ 9L 27, N[ 9F Gl A SO W& TR 93
wtd ‘Being-in-the-world’ 1 @2 ‘Being-in-the-world’ (& GO
T fIACAS IRTF I @ACS A | TOAR FICCAE SPiae I el
TR TN T NS> TG, A G Go0od N0 TR | Fo1© (A
TR YICCAE WA GRECe CFed MFTSF AN ToCod @F S/

RS [ FACe (ORITRA | T NG 20O AT 3 T (S AT

TFRF? (@ ol AT ARBOFA AN TIOF J& IFAEH? O3 FFe] AT

Ted SNl A TS FHIF QRGN JIBSf G L |

FICANT IR WA ABGE TACS (A TGN Gl
gAY | ©@ @3 T @9 S el T a1 o e s 2|\

‘Dasein’ €% SR FOCHN 1 @2 O3 Tol© AT AL FOR T
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A2 | O Solomon IR, “ “The World,” in this special sense, is

. o g . . ol
an essential characteristic or structure (an existential) of Dasein.” |

iR ©OfF MR WK AEG AR GOIS-H7E T OREG 1 YL
JCECRA W0 SARBCHe (e To1© 291 G 68 @oite w<ig® Sy

el 1 el T wisced & SR T ol e o e
ey WA e A @I TR (Cognitive relation) <<l
JCETCRA | AR O ST W0 T O TS W AN WA [ A
TATSF L AN (@ T ©f 6] W TN F (Cognitive relation) |
G ©OfF 7S] NS Tore o0 @B T [ fof e i
JCET W FCACRT | ©I% Solomon IECRA , “It has been the traditional
mistake of philosophers to suppose that our consciousness of the
world is primarily a knowing of the world (compare Descartes, Kant,
and Husserl).”” | 2 Q3T TFIPTGIE @RS ‘Dasein’ MNF *H(6
IR PCACR AR AR @B AR treel pAge '@ WA ‘Dasein’

G IR e Fof TO e AN Solced IR 8 e

JARRE TRE @RITS G | [ JeTted IEa AN woites
ARE A Y TF FI8 TG 9% 20© 21 I, ©f 28 JI2EP

TF | ‘Dasein’ *I¥6 IRIACET T ol @RITS GRTRA @ NGl

1 Robert C. Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism (New York: Haspers & Row Publishers,
1972), 202.
2 1bid., 203-204.
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Y-SRI 28 2, (OT e @R TS F{(F &N (OIteT | ZIZealR
JCETCR WA 2e oCe [WfFFe 9T el | WA 9eg 2 G AT |
ffbe weitae e A, woTed FeF e oif wife g3 SR e
RS G TR | G AW Mea Teae aieg oo | FiRe &ered

GG CFG RS TR FARET &1 @2 ol ‘Being-in-the-

world’ *<f5 fof A2« SR | GIF N 20O AT G @2 ‘in’ *1(6
& ot 9z 2AR? @B in’ W F @I [ e qfve wee
Qg i’ *wfs fofq o e aem e ©f gt *itom W oned<y
TGN WG (@R @ {1t 1 a3 gf6 *1% 291~ ‘Being-in-the-world’
@32 ‘Apples are in the box’ | €T 7f6 (FC@B ‘in’ 14D JIRA T
2R F8 92 B in’ = g2 TN 9T oS I 1 AT, gL
@ a9fi] ‘Being-in-the-world’ @ ‘in’ 16 ST TFcH em=l
IE IR TS (A VA M I AR A G el ¢wea
@iefi] ‘Apples are in the box’ @ ‘in’ *Mf6 Si=fed TP Ml I |
o G2 AMFR T WAfSF 77 A O G0 T 0o (A0

el 4 IR R GG AT (ATF qreT! ARCS AT |

[@ORTS, ‘Being-in-the-world’ I @5® € AFT T @

ToE ol 2 S FesfTE A ‘a priori’ FHA WRT ARG NI W2
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TS ACACR | OAR Totod ARG (FI Ffoworq qll TS T 1 1 AN

WG ARG Ahod 28T A2 ANF Goifod qBg FARCFH Ao 28T |

QRUE A ¢ AT WY @ TWT ©f 39 qfowel [{oq 1 Fge
Qieieefs] IACHT N0 IR [F9 ©F @AF G AN Afoeed ARG
23 | &A1 ‘Apples are in the box’ I @ SFF TR P I 2R

ol swsha A ‘a priori’ T |

QOITS, ST WECee &) I iRy 7, TR AP

Il gfe Qe S 8w WiqEe 9ieeed s w2
AR | O GIOrE AN IHAR N0 AR I T GorS @ WY
T AT 261 AR 9% 4l ‘Inalienable relation’, ATF@ A4
GHHE T (AF Rives T4 I 11 I TS '8 T N0 @& TP
S 2% ‘Primary relation’ J @ 9% A1 Y 79 | sl qeeices i
Qe ToICed AL A TR ARG A I 200! | 93 TR 7
Jl ‘Cognitive relation’ 28 IFAFIE ©ifGge 7F, @A A @3e
Y SEm 1 @3 @R TE Tele ol O  F dRIEe FE R

FEEA © T IR A A o a3 afis @ aifhs

FoFR O IR 2AAF T4 | IRQYF T 9 ¢ [ @32 i

AT 20O ST 7, Ol *RIF 7@ | IR T (Fd T 71
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T @RS | SR fof IeRd W3 REE A0 26 Y @R WER
J ©ifge TR0l 7& (el | o Ty 7% At oifgsd TR TR
T, foF qwE @t =1 ¢t 92 ufbe e T 3 I
THF (ACF ST AR | AR & LA IR, “Man is practically
bound up with the world.” | @ ¥A M. King 1=, “The original
disclosure of man’s own being in a relational-whole constitutes the

fundamental structure of his being as being-in-the-world.”

QBT AR ToNCee AfS NEd @ AIAfNF WAoo
2F JRAEE VAR 1 97 T Y Toted [Kfoq 387 ofs giag o
A G2 T OF T AT T TN AN BT T
FACS (0 | T Golted QR 2fs M a el iR ok 271 @
@@ Solomon <=, “Heidegger characterizes these general
‘practical’ attitudes as concern (Besorge).”* | QIRCTHR TATed I8
A W2 JRRE MASRE concern IR | fofF TR AT Solces
T (@ AT IEC O Sorely AL & I P, GTeferes fes 78
3 ‘thing <1 AR 1 o @EIelts T@ A ‘equipment’ ICTCRA |

Solomon JC=1CRS, “Being-in-the-world is primarily using entities, and

3 Magda King, Heidegger s Philosophy (New York: The Macmillan Company,1964), 71.
4 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 204.
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the entities thus encountered are not things. we shall call those
entities which we encountered in concern ‘equipment’.” | T
“Z©8 (JIAT AMCH2 LTI IR I8 91 ‘thing’ @2 TG I ‘equipment’
a3 WKy {14 @02 | Dreyfus IR, “Heidegger first notes that we
do not usually encounter (use, talk about, deal with) “mere things,”
but rather we use things at hand to get something done. These
things he calls “equipment” [Zeug], in a broud enough sense to
include whatever is useful: tools, materials, toys, clothing, dwellings,
etc.”®1 RTEANH IR O 2id wfsdied arffaws @G e
ERArSIeed 7o) I 4@ M@= | 9641 29- “The world is full
of things.” | @<fie U3 GI® 2o TPRY IGI TAB | QR 3 I
AP @A A, W 9% g @l A W A 2 @A AT |
8 @I TR @B I IGE TP T T A, T Grefs
AR A WG | fof =GB TG IR T o ORI
AAE IS Tl 7, R Tl 2 A0S @I | O wie e @3
TEL QAN T 6 SRR (Il T Al Qrell, T SN ez

B TCFL AN (AT | O JCFD LI (AT AT G LIl 771© i |

5 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 203-204.
& Hubert L. Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1972), 62.
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©I2 RBCEAE IR, “The notion of thinghood is a derivative

concept, derivative of the concept of the equipment.”

QTR IR GO0 G061 IF <l ‘equipment’ Al “tool’
) e Ty S T =W | G2 @fe fof 9 Al ‘thing’ @R 924
Q%7 T A ‘equipment’ G VK OFI FACRA | “ILFRT GO SATEB

<1 IR-

AT, TF 41 ‘thing’ I9 FoPl RO TFd ACF I T
e TR | @N- T, @y, [fs, we Tenm 26 9@ A ‘thing’ @9
e | g3 ROl ARy wiNE 9 o A, sfksy e <ife |
GAAMCE TG I ‘equipment’ G AZIFN (I TFA (S AR 1 I ferw
(I o9 (F2 | THS SYN@ ey S AT &) GIF 1 2 |
FCFA w1 LA 25 GO (I Tl ML IS N | ©IL [CFY
T (I o0 QA T A, T A T I¥T 0907 | O3 BT

IR I WC9R IRRF (@9 IF |

7 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 204.
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frer®, ¥ 1 ‘thing’ 2 “context free”, qdfie ‘@

TR 1| 2ot feReerwel 97 «of5 o7l | ‘2ot faeeors $RIfbe o 7o
(I IECF DTS (oIteT A1 el s (o1t (1 [Fga 275 eeare =3 1
JA Ol (@I I8 (B @7 A FfeT O Oy (@I AN SRS 2
T 392 €2 (G TNE WO Fodel ey A A FH 1 OB I
0 ‘thing’ 2o “context free” | SIS ‘equipment’ I T 2 “context
dependent” 1 &% AT | TF WHE IR (@F T@, A [ed @I
Tl AL GIZ© B | Q4 (I GZR, (@1 AffZfore @it 78 @
Ty A IS T ©f AR B9 T8 I 1 @61 TEE [fen
Afafgfore f[foy Ty Y IR FAce i1 @oTed AL =i
FARRE TR O qree W AR AN amE 7ee =W @1

I TG =29 “context dependent” N &% HCHFF |

QeRNS, I8 Il ‘thing’ T (e, T e To o Fea

1 @ANF- GRET AT QRN FAIF FICB AN | I IS ML I\

@I TF (21 (BfIeT FINF 38T AR I @ T (713, I8 (G

25 e [0 | 9o @ (@RY &3 ACAF ©I2 o Ghe ACF |

I TG S (@ FA0S A T TFE I FACO W Sl SR

T | IR I A6 AN I B [ 71400 © (o6 @ Tz
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TEGR | @92 OF (B9 AL TN GF6 FIF 0 609, ©f 26 GRS

T | ©I3 TF T NG AT |

‘D_\QQI/E, T AN AN AZIF T91F A ‘external relation’ |

TreE T I8 T2 (MRt O3 Teited A ANIE AfYE T | 922

TArSE AN I TR PO 7w Wed | 3TN IR 26T
T TS R0 1 &9t AN AN 9% [90 (@ 79 ©gefe 9t

CTAT Torote I fROT (7l 2eaee Mg gfeeaid (4o 1 fof <o

O i IR IFHA Teiced W M | (68 werved AL S
@ AT A7 @31 TFFA TSR M ST WGTAFE
‘Internal relation’ | S TFCE IV W AR ANWE FEE STa*l AT
FACe AT 1 @H- @ B0 W@ @iy @R, [ ase [y S A«
R FCH (T A FICR TG 7, TF | R G HIAIG! ST (A SA=ml

T O3FY TFFA GOS8 N (AF AT T, AN ABrgd )2

S ERCEEADE

ALV, Y TFT CF@ TR-Rag 74 79 41 T3

qfie Terehl YT N IIE I8 O Tol® AN Iz {99 @32 «ify

83



ZeY Al 58 q0Ee MY O Efl-ag s 991 38 9O Sz
@ 90 991 it Tore T4 T7 O ©f AWK PR (@I {7 7, 372

St AW e w1 s |

e, QYICAET oo I8l I8 RO 27719 T 99T
S [foRs 1 (@- BN G, I[HA G (AT 2R foq | ama

ST G (I BT (73 | Fejivce TFefeT g 68 e s

IR | FEA O30 TF 9T GF6 IEFe ToF S I 1 @eOIEE Ol O F

AR MY TS | GO TS TFENET B =T |

Ao YA FA T YACNT O Wi worerE 7@ A
‘equipment’ FC (ATATZA | €2 J(EF AN TR TF & IS
T 1 @B o g3fs e @ ey wify ol et == w@ ) se @2
Fewfs frea @iy f6g forete 512, @32 2 Tt Iy FewfbE 929 T

I e S S T 1 G A AARE QRIS 9 A0S
AIG- “I deal with the pen” Il “I use the pen” | 8 WIS TM U3
NG (e vy 4 = O WNE Srwey SjFe piRe 71 o

JCEACRA TR 217 (AF W @ O3 GoNCed YA TF QIR (&I 1 (I
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Tl AR &) SO T RETE JIRF FCT BT | JBCCART 60

Q3 Te By TF T, U3 TTS 29 T Gl | Q3 Goited Afols I8 o)
G = SR | Dreyfus AR, “Equipment always refers to other
equipment...An “item”of equipment is what it is only insofar as it
refers to other equipment and so fits in a certain way into an
“equipmental whole”.”*| @eIa? AR 2 TR 1 AN~ FoN ed

fF1Te (olte Few, Al Ffe, GRe o IEd AT W1 Geidl

GINCS I TF O THCP N FCE- “Equipment-in accordance with
its equipmentality—always is in term of its belonging to other
equipment: inkstand, pen, ink, paper, blotting pad, table, lamp,
furniture, windows, doors, room.”’ | QZCCNF IETCZT ©OIF ’ﬁ[@/ LRIV
% RRETT (M 0l | 58 fofR 22w 961t @ore 2 T@il ©IR Sl
A TR TF 2 T T | fof e «wia Wegag
TrS(F TF RETR ITT FACS A | ASH2 NES AL Gy AG

A1 TR | GFAG TFCAA2 ‘Ontological existence’ TR | GFIQ TS

o TF G2 TS T 2§ A, Toree Ao Face

N G2 Tored Y i J2fee 7% faw w<fze zre i fof

JCETCRA AN TECod Q3 FIRAEE @ FT9E ALl TeTT TS

& Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World, 62.
° Ibid., 62.
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3@ G AWM GeE GIRE I [HE@ AL 20 3@ @3

GARIfF AT fsfq IR ‘Circumspection’ | &M® F9F 43

IR AT ST« FACE Goiced g A Igef fAee 8re
AfFre Tre #Aiea | o qteTes foq qqaa 4 (T I8 @9 @I AN
e HfFTe W1 93 foq 4qed W - §) Conspicuousness, ii)

Obtrusiveness, <R iii) Obstinacy !

i) Conspicuousness: bl 25 (LTI AL | 49 (T T IR

U (A SN 2@ ATT [ S Q@ A O 93 T@ 2
G IYC® “fMe® 21 Dreyfus ICICRA, “Conspicuousness presents
the available equipment as in a certain unavailableness.”’*1 %5
Tnizgel [l QEIET Qe+t @ 99t o e =i
feruifeei, 2o S0 T (9210 78 20 o | @2 o= aw Ferit o
@ TR 1 | AR FARMBEE A (T Tae* IR FARENN, FET6 W
GT2 Ty O SF 2R 1 R OER TG IF (AT 2 o

Afere 2@ T

ii) Obtrusiveness; & FeL W WN fEfey & I Qv T

SIRE 83 TG G QW R JIYF @9 (I I8 77 | I AW

10 Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World,71.
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T4 AN (T3 FANGE T TR Fe0F A N0 I ©24F iy

FENDF FoFER ST FA N I | N I FND A0 Q0o
A0e7 oo, @ TT e, W2 ¢ O @R (@9 1 e 72 36 I8 AT
31 TR FENT WA AN ofes e @ W21 seame 39T

Tt < ANE I T FE FAND 7 (A 2s Igre Afdas 27

iif) Obstinacy: AT IR HI TS I A I 3B T A

FACR O SN IR &7 2 =1 Gl CFL ToICS A WA Sy

A 4 Tehz St I8! 92T =2 SN FICR | 4 @ Dreyfus ICT0EA,
“Heidegger claims that when things are functioning smoothly, “the
assignments themselves are not observed; they are rather ‘there’
and we concernfully submit ourselves to them. But when an
assignment has been disturbed—when something is unusable for

some purpose—then the assignment becomes explicit.”"'1 «@f5

Turzge frca RS @RICT (TS #i1t3- <A 92fo 3% Wde 4 =
IEAToR GRE @ W, @Al Ew o @ T (R e @ 13
(AT 20 AR FTOEGE IAFLSII JI FACS 49 32 S,

12 TS @F I = iR e @it 7@ T o1 =03

11 Dreyfus, Being-in-the-World,72.
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@8 &% Solomon O From Rationalism  to
Existentialism 38 Q a¥faS Gilbert Ryle @9 92 &P WH- knowing
how’ @32 ‘knowing that’ @7 Y FBCENFA @ el @2 I8
R W GFLFE A (TS (BITRA | ATHE 4L AFE @0
wdfie ‘knowing how’ B FCHe o &1 1 S | SFWE ‘knowing
that’ 21 6 o S 9 @ 1| &AW 2R S@AGE FLfiR knowing
how’ (& T 4l ‘equipment’ U3 CF(@ IR ! I A [ alf's
SN (@ I O 26 RS @I A ‘practical knowledge’ | SHMCE
fael &%iee @AG wdiR knowing that’ & I dl ‘thing’ «¥ efs
A T AW | 9B AP W 29 G IS @I, A G FRAS
A 01 QTR TR TED (G ©IF FHCAT I Ate ey
T I TE qioR (A€M Of 2o <R ferw 1 i A e A A

G0 THCE AF TG I I 11 Ol IF A[C2 I TF | 3

IR AEA (A FARAES @ O T (e WA e /E @
?‘T‘FW @ ©f 26 e A ST T 1 Solomon IECRA, “...we
have also claim (that is, Heidegger has claimed) that equipment and

‘knowing how’ are primitive, while things and ‘knowing that’ is
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derivative.”"? | QI3CENT AKE IR NG I KNS &G LIell
(AT Ao A1 T8 T QAT IFA Al (0P 2N FAFE Y -
“One can derive a thing view from an equipment concern, but one

. . . : 13
cannot derive equipment concern from a thing view.”” |

TodlR ™BeE (R R AT JCTRT €8 TS 12
AFICIF I8 AR AT (@7 I8 1 IF (equipment) G2 AT IB
(thing) | €3 Y2 &I WA W fof 2y e I8 wefie 2=
Q@175 T8 1 WD AfOR (@ @G AR FCA0RA | 9 A (oY I8 A
TFP fofF I ‘ready-to-hand’ (Zuhanden) 31 QTS (2 CofF el |
gces  f2e  IWE  (thing) oM =T ‘present-at-hand’
(Vorhanden) 31 QITod FIR ©AFe 7! | ol IC0= (T Few0 M wiw
ferafe, @6 201 2req Fite tofd 9T @ I8 A ‘ready-to-hand-
equipment’, I SNF IS G HLe I 1 T8 @2 Foio AWM
(@1 TG ©IF AfgFe! R @ S 2 Fermit fes w@rs s
Q| U AT =F IR Al ‘present-at-hand’ A 2ATT g TAFS

&l R @A 203 | Q3R I 93 ‘ready-to-hand’, ‘present-at-

12 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 206.
13 Solomon, From Rationalism to Existentialism, 206.
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hand’ @ “fFT® 2Ce #2171 ©I2 G I, ToreE JRE 49 [I@

QT [T AT e 90 301 |

AT GBIZ @Al AW, QTS FHF RIZCCANCAR e A 2e-
TS (FI G T, TS T TR | €3 TAS AT ARBCG FIIA
T TR | GeE I M N (@1 ey 27 11 @2 §oiced A

AER 7% 201 IS P, (@ @ TF 9% 1 Tl g

fafer IR BT TTE TIYF T ©F S SRR & | 93

o o

TR @ IR fof T8 qceces | fofv Itz [Reiw sesefe -

T IECe A 3re AN | ©F TS T AW KA FARLGTe!

T FACS U | GOI3 fof N1 AfBTea AN ToTed TS i

PACRA |

A (A TS GOS TAE JROTNEH (7 afoTe o i
Sl A AT T© SLAF FO0! AT | O] QT TS FAE
IR TS0 (G (ST TP | L (=C77 ‘Phenomenology’ Wt &1
G$ | ‘Phenomenology’ ¥ WNIME (beei2 A oy a<ife 2@ <

HFIM*e 26T @1 (7 7] fFg7 AENGA 1 @FFAR ‘Phenomenology’
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e fqum (roe wie | 21 wite foafs Sty feiterd 1 e,
@Il =#- ‘Epistemology’ d WIT®E, ‘Ontology’ A ereg, «g
‘Metaphysics’ 31 S&fwl | @ACA ‘Phenomenology’ Teregrd Tl
e 6 | O IR (@ AR G 1 ARG Ao F o1 = o

afME PIER @2 ‘Phenomenology’ T8 WA @M (Rigorous

Science) | SRR Gt o TR 7Hel el SFRIF ORI ST |
fofq TRy W3 Quwm (e g oIce (olte INIme ek

HiFfes ek e Face 20 | fof Itt=a 2 Fois I apfes

vief 2 Sime @SR HFRPIS | GIF WA S AE 92 Tl

1 efipfon yiEeft f6? «3 TIF LA O Ideas (Vol-I) &T3 ‘Natural
Stand Point’ q1 &iFfes 1 e yiEelra qda Mo agfes
viEeft g ST alu gieet 9k Aipfes Q7 e T gigef |
aiF Fells gige w1 2R IRA QRS AN W (A =Iw= @3

=i

g3 AFfos vEe & yFaFR TREre yiEe, TR A =
Gol© | 9 T (A AR AIgies yiRelt 2@ weited dfe e Wi gizef
1 wsifes yigelr 1 4 yige 71 foge [l | «IN SwwE Frefs
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3l erpfes yiEehr Wy ME @ wTe #i o 7 el wfe | a2

ToRE oS (@I o5 fofe T AT ¢, @2 T® T6 a4Weg s |

G @3 FeT YfEefH (A TTers L IO MeATRd

Sl AT TG FA (B8 FAR | &iFhod 1 T Tve 2& A
8 G TS | AN ANF FFA (ACH2 [T IR ANE S Qs
2 TS e @ AR PR ARE @3 TS AR | ANF AP A Al
YFF TAF Goiced AP A T AT o7 B 91 79 GNOF (@I AR
A AT ARG (F GG AR AT, ANF612 HAF0S | 47 Tol© TP
R (@A T @R 92 wote 9 wify @3 S S(eel wiks
EACE AR | A2 12 FFNE GIF 8 I | S A ANF @F 2

TNE IR | ©I3 TASCF (FITONE TR Il 7 1 |

g2 FrelfeP REeHTe SNE AL TS TF S M 72
G o I FACe P ol qeettes =il @3 woites wwsfe, weites
aF (e RFS W2 Sfoey AR &) Sfefd | SN ST i, Jfa,
35, SIERPT Tepifr TAfFg3 ToIced AR J& | TS 27 Fue g Aify

e F7 ¢ WS | 93 TTe By WNH F(R VI ©I2 W, €3 TIS T
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A FIE AT | A3 THoS(F AN LIwd ey 212, [oaa e

T ToCed A5 2@ AN (T8 ©F AepF oF9e! | Tolred W (AF

TNOCP T FCA S NS 5y e 271

SR AT FA T AN (GO A TS GES | Gor©
e OF FTOTHE el | @3 YT T (&I ATHTS! 1 77 (72 | SIS
RS @ @ [TE 38T IRBY T=F ANE T (@I Aewg @2l Tee
A1 g AT ToIted ARy Fo0F QNI (@I ACWR (712 | &)
@ I egieTa (5 @3 gt SieTe (@ e 1 @R g T @ e
FOPNOR (GRE FOPTJ | @ T (IR Ge [9rT 1 owa dfem
TISCE NGl SRS FAe AN T8 G Afe@ wmorerE I492
RIS A I A R G2 s 26 AP, FARAY GATS A8

QA FBrgd 47T 8 2T |

I TR GO TS SNIe (A FelikS v (1
FRNEOT TLFIHe A B AF, (TG a2 Tores efeers 271 a2
ol yiEef @ e W 2 ©@R 1oy gFi e 271 ©iR

Gole TR SNt 2 FeIke piEgetns (@ ot iy Face 2@
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TS FCE R Fele yigehns Miwy 9w smfore fofv e
‘Phenomenological Epoch’ d ‘Phenomenological Reduction’! @3
‘Epoch’ 281 @36 JiF *1+ | &bl g wifeal €3 ‘Epoch’ *f6 a2
FACe | 3 *Wiod @Y 7 v (@A [Kee A1 b G wrffae

S W TS SRl [ (e [Rae Avced | 2oEs couf

©ff Wt weited SItEnAl (e f[@e AFCS ‘Epoch’ WG =R

JIECRA 1 AT o ‘Epoch’ *Mf6d @Al @oe(E IHAYE FACT
R | fof off W g2 TISE IFAGS IR | 92 JFAl
TNSCP WGP, T2 ToIted &fie SN (@ Freifs 1 dipfes pigeft

FITE THAPS 6 | GLie Fof Tore 5191 Freifes giget (A e

(TR | T DN W TS T Ol SAAES | GIots Thege
a2 Tof RIS Tl WRFE &3S TR | oAk AR w*fea
SR (T PAFIE (72 |

Q3 DA (ATF 93 AR oy SR 2N 718

T | AYTS, A AATTZ TAS(F IFAG N (A0 ©F A Tolced ffwew

oI R Mt 3R ol ARTel SRS 2ife 2R | TS
oig Wt Sroifrs 2t afsred e e a5foe 2ree weTerd s |
g afamal AfEeCE AT FaS! I | T3 (TR TR ATY
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N GMOGR T YT | IR JLEAT 0o FA0o A0 fFg TR ©f
TISIG GG | I3 TS AT ARG PTG W @R 1 @3
GASCE FUF IFAF N A I 1 HE AR TS FE A
FoIS piEehie F39 NEn Fare e 1 Ok JReAE R
GATSF AN AET AR TAAONE Givw | [FoiTs, DA 2ne TIecd

IFANT T (@2 OF T 8T FAC, TS 3N 240G SoNted
THx feofe Sea2 o v & IR | o 7T (AT @ NS
S 1 A 1S BT TR AR M8 TS (S T &S
W, @2 2Me TS 26 AT Tl | GoITs, AR N0 IR 93
sAfaqele, ffba ToTed M (AP FUT2 RGO RHF 7 72 |
GHCE QA T FCARETH R Tood MR WA ABred A

fSfze | TE 93 TS FUN2 TARE T AT

FRACAICE DA M ZACR ABCCHNIT TR (@ STGeTaI G
@ Tfoay ©f O Fe! (Fq T T2 @2 T |
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QICTANET W Y3 AN | IS gel Tl *a 2T

g2 grre wrfae sfers afeey e A @ T ©itg 7T o
R O W NS 1B G FIAC YRCCAEH A¥CTF 551 TSI
SIS T (] A | FZCTAI (TN ©fF el IR LY A+ AEGR
@ AT FECRA, (12 AEDAE @F0 F@ GHCE AN QWS
NIFATETE AIHOCS SAEIDA FAR (58] IFRAR IR @R (53 FCAR |
Oify SINE @3 ALHE WG (ATEF BCCHRACE @O IR 9k 93

¥g AT (A ANE T TN IRE@ ©F ATHC? D 4B |

QIRCTAER FIR AL T NAITG! | 8 TAITS! 2o ARG
PTG | @ TG 92 GoNTed N ARTGAE | O ©fF FI( AFTSIF
Y2 T GAOIHHE WS | G NFFTSIR (FeTAG A -SeTHIC
498 7Y, iR e FHAE wHre SR «rwE fef  WweTers
‘Understanding’ 3 ‘@ife7 e TR I@A 92
‘Understanding’ 251 O BIC SEIge G0 o1 | €3 ‘Understanding’
A @eife Tt AN W R O - @3 @IS 2 e

Ve N8 TeRNefle ANeed ot @weife 9k @
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@ifER qIl MY [re A Goited SR T AFE oAz 23 |
3 ([IYie TS SfBrgd R WiEe | g2 @i (e JeEs
QB IR, U2 FIACIE TAIPTER AN S A ALy w1 =iy
QN G2 AJCH IR W THCF TOpT WIEm FER @R
TS (TN JRITR OIS AN T ZCACR AZCCANES N ABCgd
TIEDE AR AR A TTS @ T 2@ @, 5 (o
tfoFere 7@ 20 Otz | G O Wt TR (foFel T e |
9 fof We afetea v 4w Mea I Ieea- 1) I A A
¥ (Authentic existence) €3 i) =YL I WNLT =Y
(Inauthentic existence) | FYFT® 3 *& 7iH- [N A LT @32
TR q L tAfeel w1 8 wEE @3 FRCR o W @
(el 7 Wi of JT IR A 1 IR ©f 9% 3 2R SRECed AT
(QTFZ @R AR 1 I A AT G T Fofe e 799 IS e

e AP (Existenz) FPE I, e BT SZ (Facticity)

R IR, G TYE IR G SIF FHIG ARG HARCTR &

T T AT FCF O G e Qe NdT GB9E @@ @7 |

W3 IR GMe O FFAA TFA I | AGmcE Jhe I4 e
FYRAIGET FACE Aood 73, e VI TG FTACE ABOA 3 O

& ST ST GRAE ([CR (T | TR AT FCR SIF FABRAGfe
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TR TECR, T8 T @12 RIS FFIER T A afgee

qoF FACS AT AL FERASTAE TRFIEE NG Tl qfBges

T FACS AL, O Ao e F o Tow e e o

22T N T TRIE SRS A e | (78 ol I
AT Fo 2o T R e Y ARBKEP (@07 (S | QTS
(oo g7 =18 | fofd wie Jcetes Wy fres ge vee st Mg

o2le SRPENY GRAGE 7l I 1 FRA TR TR WIS G FCH

3 | T 0T W2 TYE TP FA12 201 I ARBrga GHfo G 7559 |
12 fof IR TMWR TR e Tgee FeH I @S Ths |
oAl MR G (fePor = B fofy e ey =1de
frdioce wwg Mates | ol Tt fe o FI8W v g e
T SN GRAE [ e At o @3 weide wfeten 9
Jfed ferrel, FETe! 901 Py AT 1 IR YRCCA JCeT0RA HeS
TILE Sferes clees FfBE AT feres B Teld 2t 2R

el ey

QATT8 OFLAFT (AfeFod B2 ™81 qyule

JCECRY GO 2o

TFG | Toce afe T8 9oy TEE [ T 9he qIAFIE TE 9197 |
TS TH JAGE | A3 TAS(F2 WINAl JIAT I ANWIE AT
FYLSIT o FAF G| O A3 TNoHA TFE [of] AL IR

TA9 U o I fofv Iy woater dfe @it afss

98



FARYITS! AT FACS A | TS AR (AoFO Qo B | qRTls
ftea AR Soited =% RAE wkize 26, [Fed FBRAIE FFE 34,
fqeR afeg T ood 26T, 8Fs APYCd A= T4 2ot 7afege
feT @Y a1 O WNE W0 FCACR ARCCAET W T oferea
AL (AfeFere TS 20 AR @ (FfsFel (@1 ©ifgs (Ifeser =,

IR RS (feFell ©F W WA W FYICNET W (QAF
(feTOICSE Sl Sl AR I, I92 TN AR O D &F© VTSI

@RI o2 27 SOl 7~7)& ATl (@l |

G2 Bl (TF AR G0 [ AN A 2@ R O §7
FLTHCA A FR 1 AT 0= e T4 e Feaiefns
TR IR WL ST TR I 01 Jhe oRd aEgE @02
(T | GTFE e f0era (A fTeer [ftzs =@ 9w Qi “self alienation’
Jl FbeaTa | SHMCE e T4 e ARRAIEE Fda I @3e
G12feTE AT FATET T TS (7, GFFAT o FwoT St
FACO B O e I AFQE AT F@ | GTFE@ IS [oed Fwee!

fay

g S, e (e e ftey 29 711 @3 [HeeE (i s vy

A @32 e 79 Tomtad (68 Qi e Fweet 99ge 92 73 @d

e wefie w@Ad ¢ IAY SRBreF A ‘Personal Identity’ A TieTo
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GeRerd (@ wHHE T O RACO! (I FTF AFCS AT 0T A
T FRCZ | ©I8 ARSI RN e ¢ofeet @3 3B fex fwsifre

TEIE B3 FAT |

IS TGN (TSI ‘Dasein’ GF Y MeAcRd ©ite ©f7
Wt S R HAfase 2 guws, [Edl ¢ RaEs troe pdigs
27| froRTe, WA AN ToTed GFAFE ARTRW FTF &FI*e 27|
GOITS, 13 FHF 27 AARNT To9F, (@ WA T 771 Qefer s
QBT (AT ¢ Wemag o1 (Ao A 1| U2 Fe [f*eea T freq
IR OfF ES! Afeera W ST ofw Wt eSSy SeETh w4
(TS 7T | (AN (FFICed WA ‘" Il ‘Pure consciousness’ T AT @32
TS T O [RA¥1 T WOted A TR WER TR | T8
JBCTANET W QA (\eife Torted e Ee IS 1907 | Qe
AT S (AT (@O Yo Tolted A IE0R | GF0 26 AFEers, [
YO TS IR R TOTS T 67 AF© TICed T 1 58 JAZCTAES PR
Gle 013 R U3 T3 WA SIeH &) S | ARSI

AN [ (ot @B Fagefer swjefereg wietnaE (681 Sl |
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