Příloha č. 3: Vzorek textu

Heidegger’s project of fundamental ontology relies on the assumption that the problem of being, the fact that beings show up ‘as they are’ can be clarified by investigation of being of Dasein. “Ontology,” says Heidegger, “has an ontical foundation”[footnoteRef:1] and the project of fundamental ontology presupposes the “demonstration” and “characterization” of this ontic foundation. The foundation is of course Dasein: since “[s]omething like being reveals itself to us in the understanding of being…,”[footnoteRef:2] which brings us to the investigation of a being for which understanding of being is the determination of its being;[footnoteRef:3] “it is to the human Dasein that there belongs the understanding of being which first of all makes possible every comportment toward beings.”[footnoteRef:4] A fundamental ontology results, in such a way, in existential analytics, i.e. in the structural investigation of Dasein’s relation to the world, which must clarify how things announce themselves to Dasein. This simple but highly original idea has also proven to be extremely influential launching a sequence of similar projects raised by Sartre, Merleau-Ponty, Patočka,[footnoteRef:5] Todes and many others.  [1:  Heidegger, Basic Problems of Phenomenology, p. 19]  [2:  Heidegger, Basic Problems of Phenomenology, p. 16]  [3:  Heidegger, Being and Time, 10]  [4:  Heidegger, Basic Problems of Phenomenology, p. 16]  [5:  Qualifying Patocka as belonging to this tradition might on the first sight seem controversial seeing that he describes his own project as asubjective philosophy. In reality, however, the term asubjective was in many ways polemical and Patocka never meant to exclude the productive part of human existence. See, for example] 

