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Nature is a limiting case of the Being of possible entities within-the-worl~. 
Only in some definite mode of its own Being-in-the~world can Dasem 
discover entities as Nature. l This manner of kno~g them . has the 
character of depriving the world of its worldhood m a d~finite ~ay. 
'Nature', as the categorial aggregate of those structures of Bemg which a 
definite entity encountered within-the-world may possess, can n~er ~e 
world/i'Ood intelligible. But even the phenomenon of 'Nature., as It 15 

. ed l". ;",atance in romanticism can be grasped ontologlcally only 
concelV , lor ....., ' . f th 
in terms of the concept of the world-that is to say, m terms 0 e 

analytic of Dasein. 
When it comes to the problem of analysing the world's .w~rldhood. onto-

logically, traditional ontology operates ~ a blind alley, if, mdeed, It sees 
this problem at all. On the other hand,. if we. are to I?te~ret the world­
hood of Dasein and the possible ways m which Dasem .IS ma~e world~y 
[Verweltlichung], we must show w~ the kind of Being Wlth which Dasem 
knows the world is such that it passes over the phenomenon of worldhood 
both ontically and ontologically. But at the same time the very Fact of 
this passing-over suggests that we must take special precautions to get the 
right phenomenal point of departure [Ausgang] for access [Zugang] to 
the phenomenon of world hood, so that it will not get passed over. 

Our method has already been assigned [Anweisung]. The theme of 
our analytic is to be Being-in-the-world, and accor~ingly the very world 
itself' and these are to be considered within the honzon of average every­
dayn~ss-the kind of Being which is closest. to Dasein. We must make a 
study of everyday Being-in-the-world; Wlth the pheno~enal. support 
which this gives us, something like the world must ~~e mto VI~. 

That world of everyday Dasein which is closest to It, 15 the envtronment. 
F m this existential character of average Being-in-the-world, our 
U::estigation will take its course [Gang] towards the .idea of world?ood 
in general. We shall seek the worldhood of the envI~onment (en~n­
mentality) by going through an ontological InterpretatIOn of those entl?es 
within-the-environment which we encounter as closest to us. The expre~on 
.. nvironment" [Umwelt] contains in the 'environ' ["um"] a suggestlon 
o;spatiality. Yet the 'around' ["Umherum"] which is ~nstitutive for the 
environment does not have a primarily 'spatial' meanmg. Instead, the 
spatial character which incontestably belongs to any environme~t, ~ be 
clarified only in terms of the structure of worldhood: F~o~ t~ pom~ of 
view, Dasein's spatiality, of which we have given an mdlcatlon m Sectlon 
12, becomes phtnomenally visible. In ontology, however, an attempt has 

1 'Das Seiende ala Natur kann das Duein nur in einem bestimmten Modus seines In­

der-Welt-seina entdecken.' 
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been made to start with spatiality and then to Interpret the Being of the 
'world' as res extensa. In Descartes we find the most extreme tendency 
towards such an ontology ofthe 'world', with, indeed, a counter-orienta­
tion towards the res cogitans-which does not coincide with Dasein either 
ontically or ontologically. The analysis of world hood which we are here 
attempting can be made clearer if we show how it differs from such an 
ontological tendency. Our analysis will be completed in three stages: 
(A) the analysis of environmentality and worldhood in general; (B) an 
illustrative contrast between our analysis of worldhood and Descartes' 
ontology of the 'world'; (C) the aroundness [das Umhafte] of the environ­
ment, and the 'spatiality' of Dasein. l 

A. Ana?ysis of Environmental~ and WorldJwod in General 

~ 15. TIre Being of the Entities Encountered in the Environment 
The Being of those entities which we encounter as closest to us can be 

~xhibited phenomenologically if we take as our clue our everyday Being­
m-the-world, which we also call our "dealings"· in the world and willi 
entities within-the-world. Such dealings have already dispersed themselves 
into manifold ways of concern. a The kind of dealing which is closest to us 
is as we have shown, not a bare perceptual cognition, but rather that 
kind of concern which manipulates things and puts them to use; and this 
has its own kind of 'knowledge'. The phenomenological question applies 
in the first instance to the Being of those entities which we encounter in 
such concern. To assure the kind of seeing which is here required, we must 
first make a remark about method. 

In the disclosure and explication of Being, entities are in every case our 
preliminary and our accompanying theme [das Vor-und Mitthematische] j 
but our real theme is Being. In the domain of the present analysis, the 
entities we shall take as our preliminary theme are those which show them­
selves in our concern with the environment. Such entities are not thereby 
objects for knowing the 'world' theoretically; they are simply what gets 
used, what gets produced, and so forth. As entities so encountered, they 
become the preliminary theme for the purview of a 'knowing' which, as 
phenomenological, looks primarily towards Being, and which, in thus 
taking Being as its theme, takes these entities as its accompanying theme. 
This phenomenological interpretation is accordingly not a way ofk:nowing 

1 A is considered in SectiON 15-18; B in SeCtiON 19-21; C in SectiON 22-24-
I 'Umgang'. This word means literally a 'going around' or 'going about', in a sense not 

too far r~oved. fro~ what we have in mind when we say that someone is 'going about his 
buslDesa. DeallDgs IS by no means an accurate translation, but is perhaps as convenient 
as :ny' 'Intercoune' and 'trafficking' are abo possible tranalations. 

See above, H. 57, n. I, p. 83. 

I 



68 

96 Being and Tim4 1·3 

those characteristics of entities which themselves are [seiender Beschaff­
enheiten des Seienden]; it is rather a determination of the structure of 
the Being which entities possess. But as an investigation of Being, it brings 
to completion, autonomously and explicitly, that understanding of Being 
which belongs already to Dasein and which 'comes alive' in any of its 
dealings with entities. Those entities which serve phenomenologically as 
our preliminary theme-in this case, those which are used or which are 
to be found in the course of production-become accessible when we put 
ourselves into the position of concerning ourselves with them in some 
such way. Taken strictly, this talk about "putting ourselves into such a 
position" [Sichversetzen] is misleading; for the kind of Being which 
belongs to such concemful dealings is not one into which we need to put 
ourselves first. This is the way in which everyday Dasein always is: when 
I open the door, for instance, I use the latch. The achi~ of p~ 
menological access to the entities which we encounter, COIlSlSts rather In 

thrusting aside our interpretative tendencies, which keep thrusting them­
selves upon us and rwining along with us, and which conceal not only the 
phenomenon of such 'concern', but even more those entities themselves as 
encountered of their own accord in our concern with them. These entang­
ling errors become plain if in the course of our investigation we now ask 
which entities shall be taken as our preliminary theme and established as 
the pre-phenomenal basis for our study. 

One may answer: "Things." But with this obvious answer we have 
perhaps already missed the pre-phenomenal basis we are seeking. For in 
addressing these entities as 'Things' (ru), we have tacitly anticipated 
their ontological character. When analysis starts with such entities and 
goes on to inquire about Being, what it meets is Thinghood and Reality. 
Ontological explication discovers, as it proceeds, such characteristics of 
Being as substantiality, materiality, extendedness,. side-by-side-ness, and 
so forth. But even pre-ontologically, in such Being as this, the entities 
which we encounter in concern are proximally hidden. When one desig­
nates Things as the entities that are 'proximally given', one goes onto­
logically astray, even though ontically one has something else in mind. 
What one really has in mind remains undetermined. But suppose one 
characterizes these 'Things' as Things 'invested,with value'? What does 
"value" mean ontologically? How are we to categorize this 'investing' 
and Being-invested? Disregarding the obscurity of this structure of 
investiture with value, have we thus met that phenomenal characteristic 
of Being which belongs to what we encounter in our concernful dealings? 

The Greeks had an appropriate term for 'Things': 7TP&YfLClTa.-that is 
to say, that which one has to do with in one's concernful dealings 
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(7TPa.,,~). But ontologically, the specifically 'pragmatic' character of 
the 7Tp&yp.a.TO. is just what the Greeks left in obscurity; they thought of 
these 'proximally' as 'mere Things'. We shall call those entities which we 
encounter in concern "equipmmt".1 In our dealings we come across 
equipment for writing, sewing, working, transportation, measurement. 
The kind of Being which equipment possesses must be exhibited. The 
clue for doing this lies in our first defining what makes an item of equip­
ment-namely, its equipmentality. 

Taken strictly, there 'is' no such thing as an equipment. To the Being 
of any equipment there always belongs a totality of equipment, in which 
it can be this equipment that it is. Equipment is essentially 'something 
in-order-to .. .' ["etwas um-zu •.. "]. A totality of equipment is constituted 
by various ways of the 'in-order-to', such as serviceability, conduciveness, 
usability, manipulability. 

In the 'in-order-to' as a structure there lies an assignmml or rif,,"'" of 
something to something.' Only in the analyses which are to follow can 
the phenomenon which this term 'assignment' indicates be made visible 
in its ontological genesis. Provisionally, it is enough to take a look 
phenomenally at a manifold of such assignments. Equipment-in accord­
ance with its equipmentality-always is in terms oj [ausl its belonging to 
other equipment: ink-stand, pen, ink, paper, blotting pad, table, lamp, 
furniture, windows, doors, room. These 'Things' never show themselves 

t 'da. Z~'. The word 'Zeug' hal no pr'Ccise Engliah equivalent. While it may mean any 
im~lement, InJtrument, or tool, Heidegger uses it for the mOlt part as a collective noun 
whtch is analogous to our relatively' .pecific 'gear' ~as in 'gear for fiahing') or the more 
elaborate 'paraphernalia', or the .till more genenl equipment', which we Ihal.l employ 
throughout this tranJlation. In this collective ICIlIe 'Zeug' can sometimes be wed in a way 
which is comparable to the use oC'stuff' in I1Ich sentences as 'there is plenty of stuff lying 
around'. (See H. 74-) In general, however, this pejorative connotation illacking. For the 
most part Heidegger uses the term as a collective noun, so that he can say that there iI no 
.uch thing as '/JII equipment'; but he .till UICI it occasionally with an indefinite article to 
refer to some specific tool or instnunent--.ome item or bit of equipment. 

• 'In der Struktur "Um-zu" liegt cine V~ von etwas auf etwas.' There is DO cJo.e 
EngIiah equivalent for the word 'Verweisung', which occurs many tima in this chapter. 
The basic metaphor seems to be that of I1mIint something away towards something else, 
or poinlillg it away, as when one 'refen' or 'commita' or 'relegates' or 'assigm' something 
to something ehe, whether one 'men' a symbol to what it symbolizes, 'refen' a begar 
to a welfare -seney, 'commits' a penon for trial, 'relegates' or 'banishes' him to Siberia, 
or even 'lIIIigns' equioment to a purpoee for which it iI to be wed. 'Vc:rweisung' thus docs 
some of the work of 1refereocc', 'commitment', '~ment', 'relegation', 'bartUhment'; 
but it does not do all the work of any of these expreulOns. For a bu.inessman to 'refer' to 
a letter, for a symbol to 'refer' to what it symbolizes, for a man to 'commit larceny or 
murder' or merely to 'commit himIelf' to certain partisan views, for a teacher to give a 
pupil a long'aaignm.ent',or even for ajoumalist to receive an 'aaignmeot' to the Vatican. 
we would have to find some other verb.than 'verweisen'. We Ihall, however, use the 
verbs '_ign' and 'refer~and eir derivatives as perhapa the least mislead.in,l1Ib1titutes, 
employing whichever seems e more appropriate in the context, and occasionally using 
a hendiadys as in the t passage. See Section 17 for further dilcussion. (When other 
words I1Ich as 'anweiIen' or 'zuweiIeo' are traDIlated as 'uaip', we .hall usually I1Ibjoin 
the German in bracketI.) 
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proxioially as they are for themselves, so as to add up to a sum of ,14lUZ 
and fill up a room. What we encounter as closest to us (though ?ot as 
IOmething taken as a theme) is the room; and we encounter 1t not 
as something 'between four walla' in a geometrical spatial sense, but as 
equipment for residing. Out of this . the 'arrangement' emerges, and it is 
in this that any 'individual' item of equipment shows itself. &forl it does 
10 a totality of equipment bas already been discovered. 

'Equipment can genuinely show itself only in dealings. cut to its ~wn 
measure (hammering with a hammer, for example); but 10 such dealings 
an entity of this kind is not graspd thematically as an occurring Thing, 
nor is. the equipment-atructure known as such even in the using. ~e 
hammering does not simply have knowledge about [um] the hammer s 
character as equipment, but it baa appropriated this equipment in a way 
which could not possibly be more suitable. In dealings such as this, where 
something is put to use, our concern subordinates itself to the "in-order­
to" which is constitutive for the equipment we are employing at the time; 
the less we just stare at the hammer-Thing, and the more we seize hold 
of it and use it, the more primordial does our relationahip to it become, 
and the more unveiled1y is it encountered as that which it ia-as equip­
ment. The hammering itself uncoven the specific 'manipulability' 
["Handlichkeit"] of the hammer. The kind of Being which equipment 
possesses-in which it manifests itself in ita o~ right-we ~ :',,~s­
ID-hatul" [Zullandmheit].l Only because eqwpment bas tJris Being-m­
itself' and does not merely occur, is it manipulable in the broadest sense 
and at our disposal. No matter how lharply we just look [Nur-noch­
~] at the 'outward appearance' ["Aussehen]" ofTbingsin whatever 
form this takes, we cannot discover anything ready-to-hand. If we look 
at Things just 'theoretically', we can get along without undentanding 
readiness-to-hand. But when we deal with them by using them and mani­
pulating them, this activity is not a blind one; it bas its. oW? kind ~f aig~t, 
by which our manipulation is guided and from which It acqwres Its 
specific Thingly character. Dealings with. equipmen,t subordina.te the~­
selves to the manifold assignmenta of the 'm-order-to . And the Sl8ht Wlth 
which they thus accommodate themselves is circumspection.-

I I talia only in earlier cditiolll. 
'The word 'Umaicht', which we tranalate by 'circumapection', ia h~ p~ted.as 

•• ..A:ftft " ----:~1 kiDd of 'Siehl' (',.;.,mt'). Here as elJcwhere, Heidemrer .. takin8 1_ 101' a ~ ) -="1- '. , ______ .1,. ~ord' to' 
advanwre of the fact that the prefix .... may mean either iUU\U1U or m. er . . 
'Umsitllll" may accordingly be thought or as meaning 'l~ ~' or '''?oking around 
for IOmething' or 'looking around ror a way to get IOmeth~ done. I,n.ordinary ~ 

, 'Ullllicht' aeema to have much the lame cOCUlOlallon _ as ~ c:ir'cWnIpCCUOI-& k:f of awarmell in which one loob around before one decides Just ~t one ~t to 
do next. But Heidegger aeenII to be generalizing thia notion as well as callin1 attentIon to 
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• Practical' behaviour is not 'atheoretical' in the sense of "sightlessness".' 

The way it diffen from theoretical behaviour does not lie simply in the 
fact that in theoretical behaviour one observes, while in practical be­
haviour one Qds [g1lrantU1l wird], and that action must employ theoretical 
cognition if it is not to remain blind; for the fact that observation is a kind 
of concern is just as primordial as the fact that action ha:! its 0Wft kind of 
sight. Theoretical behaviour is just looking, without circumspection. But 
the fact that this looking is non-circumspective does not mean that it 
follows no rules: it constructs a canon for itself in the form of mltIt.od. 

The ready-to-hand is not grasped theoretically at all, nor is it itself 
the sort of thing that circumspection takes proximally as a circumspective 
theme. The peculiarity of what is proximally ready-to-hand is that in 
its readiness-to-hand, it must, as it were, withdf1!.w [zuriickzuziehen] in 
order to be ready-to-hand quite authentically. That with which our every­
day dealings proximally dwell is not the tools th'emselves [die Werkzeuge 
selllSt]. On the contrary, that with which we concern ourselves primarily 
is the work-that which is to be produced at the time' and this is accord-. ' 
mgly ready-to-hand too. The work bean with it that referential totality 
within which the equipment is encountered.-

The work to be produced, as the "Iowards-wki&"" of such things as the 
hammer, the plane, and the needle, likewise has the kind of Being that 
belongs to equipment. The shoe which is to be produced is for wearing 
(footgear) [Schuhzeug]; the clock is manufactured for telling the time. 
The work which we chiefly encounter in our concernful dealings--the 
work that is to be found when one is "at work" on something [das in 
Arbeit befindliche ]-has a usability which belongs to it essentially; in 
this usability it leta us encounter already the "towards-which" for which 
;1 is usable. A work that someone baa ordered [daa bestellte Werk] is only 
by reason of ita use and the asaignment-context of entities which is dis­
covered in using it. 

But the work to be produced is not merely usable for something. The 

the extent to .which circumspection in the narrower ~ef!se occurs in our every-day living. 
~The d.lsllnctlOn between 'sight' (Sieht' ) and 'seeingjl.'Sehen') will be developed further 
111 Secu ns 31 and 36 below.) I 

1 ' .. , 1m Sinne der iehtlosigkeit.,.' The point of this sent nee wil l be clear to the 
:eadcr who recalls that the Greek verb O,wp,,", from wh ich the words 'theoretica l' and 
athcorClIcal' arc d~f1ved, originally meant 'to see'. Heidcggcr is pointing out that this is 

not what we have In mind in the traditional eontrast between the 'theoretical' and the 
'pracucal'. 

~ 'Das Werk tragt di . Ven'leisungsganzheit, innerhalb derer clas Zeug begcgnet.' In 
thiS chapler lhe word 'Werk' ('work' ) usually refers to the product achieved by working 
rather ~an t? the pr~es.s of ~"o,rking as such . \\"e hall as a f1:Ile translate 'Verwei ungs­
ganzhCIl as rer. r.entlal totalny , though sometimes the c1umslet 'to tality of assignments' 
~ay convey the Idea more effectively. (The older edition ... read 'deren' rather than 
derer' ,) 
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production itself is a using of something for something. In the work there 
is also a reference or assignment to 'materials': the work is dependent on 
[angewiesen auf] leather, thread, needles, and the like. Leather, more­
over is produced from hides. These are taken from animals, which someone 
else has raised. Animals also occur within the world without having been 
raised at all; and, in a way, these entities still produce themselves even 
when they have been raised. So in the environment certain entities become 
accessible which are always ready-to-hand, but which, in themselves, do 
not need to be produced. Hammer, tongs, and needle, refer in themselves 
to steel, iron, metal, mineral, wood, in that they consist of these. In equip­
ment that is used, 'Nature' is discovered along with it by that use-the 
'Nature' we find in natural products. 

Here, however, "Nature" is not to be understood as that which is just 
present-at-hand, nor as the power of Nature. The wood is a forest of timber, 
the mountain a quarry of rock; the river is water-power, the wind is wind 
'in the sails'. As the 'environment' is discovered, the 'Nature' thus dis­
covered is encountered too. If its kind of Being as ready-to-hand is dis­
regarded, this 'Nature' itself can be discovered and defined simply in its 
pure presence-at-hand. But when this happens, the Nature which 'stirs 
and strives', which assails us and enthralls us as landscape, remains 
hidden. The botanist's plants are not the flowers of the hedgerow; the 
'$dUrce' which the geographer establishes for a river is not the 'springhead 
in the dale'. 

The work produced refers not only to the "towards-which" of its 
usability and the "whereof" of which it consists: under simple craft 
conditions it also has an assignment to the person who is to use it or wear 
it. The work is cut to his figure; he 'is' there along with it as the work 
emerges. Even when goods are produced by the dozen, this constitutive 
assignment is by no means lacking; it is merely indefinite, and points to 
the random, the average. Thus along with the work, we encounter not 
only entities ready-to-hand but also entities with Dasein's kind of Being­
entities for which, in their concern, the product becomes ready-to-hand; 
and together with these we encounter the world in which wearers and users 
live, which is at the same time ours. Any work with which one concerns 
oneself is ready-to-hand not only in the domestic world of the workshop 
but also in the public world. Along with the public world, the environing 
Nature [die Umweltnatur] is discove.ed and is accessible to everyone. In 
roads, streets, bridges, buildings, our concern discovers Nature as having 
some definite direction. A covered railway platform takes account of bad 
weather; an installation for public lighting takes account of the darkness, 
or rather of specific changes in the presence or absence of daylight-the 
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'position of the sun'. In a clock, account is taken of some definite con­
stellation in the world-system. When we look at the clock, we tacitly make 
~se of the 'sun's position', in accordance with which the measurement of 
tune gets regulated in the official astronomical manner. When we make 
use of the clock-equipment, which is proximally and inconspicuously 
ready-to-hand, the environing Nature is ready-to-hand along with it. Our 
concernful absorption in whatever work-world lies closest to us has a 
function of rusc.ove~g; and it is essential to this function that, de~ending 
u~n the way m which we are absorbed, those entities within-the-world 
which a:e brough~ along [beigebrachte] in the work and with it (that is 
to say, ~ the assl~ents .or references which are constitutive for it) 
r~~l1n dlS~verable m varymg degrees of explicitness and with a varying 
CIrcumspective penetration. 

The kind of Being which belongs to these entities is readiness-to-hand. 
But this c?aracteristic is not to be understood as merely a way of taking 
the~, as if we were talking such 'aspects' into the 'entities' which we 
proximally enco~n~er, or as if ~ome world-stuff which is proximally 
present-at-hand m 1tself1 were 'gIVen subjective colouring' in this way. 
Su~~ an Interpretation would overlook the fact that in this case these 
entities. would have to be understood and discovered beforehand as 
some.thing purely present-at-hand, and must have priority and take the 
~ea~ m the sequence of those dealings with the 'world' in which something 
IS dlsco~ered and made one's own. But this already runs counter to the 
ontological ~e~ing of cognition, which we have exhibited as a founded 
mode of Being-m-the-world. a To lay ~are what is just present-at-hand 
~nd no more, cognition must first pene~te beyond what is ready-to-hand 
m our concern. Readiness-to-Iumd is the way in whick entities as they are 'in 
llzemselves' are defined ontologico-categorialf:y. Yet only by reason of something 
present-at-hand, 'is there' anything ready-to-hand. Does it follow how­
ever, granting this thesis for the nonce, that readiness-to-hand ~ onto­
logically founded upon presence-at-hand? 

But even if, as our ontological Interpretation proceeds further, readi­
ness-to-hand should prove itself to be the kind of Being characteristic of 
those entities which are proximally discovered within-the-world and 
even if its primordiality as compared with pure presence-at-hand ~ be 
demonstrated, have all these explications been of the slightest help to­
wards u~derstanding the phenomenon of the world onto logically ? In 
Interpreting these entities within-the-world, however, we have always 

1.~ •.• e~ ziin~chst an sich vorhandener Weltstoff •• .' The earlier editiona have' 
~unachst em an Slch vorhandener Weltstoff .. .'. • •• 

• See H. 61 above. 
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'presupposed' the world. Even if we join them together, we still do not get 
anything like the 'world' as their sum. If, then, we start with the Being of 
these entities, is there any avenue that will lead us to exhibiting the 
phenomenon of the world?1 

, 16. How the Worldly Character of the Environment Announces itself in Entities 
Witkin-tlre-world1 

The world itself is not an entity within-the-world; and yet it is so 
determinative for such entities that only in so far as 'there is' a world can 
they be encountered and show themselves, in their Being, as entities 
which have been discovered. But in what way 'is there' a world? If 
Dasein is ontically constituted by Being-in-the-World, and if an under­
standing of the Being of its Self belongs just as essentially to its Being, no 
matter how indefinite that understanding may be, then does not Dasein 
have an understanding of the world-a pre-ontological understanding, 
which indeed can and does get along without explicit ontological insights? 
With those entities which are encountered within-the-world-that is to 
say, with their character as within-the-world-does not something like 
the world show itself for concernfuI Being-in-the-world? Do we not have 
a pre-phenomenological glimpse of this phenomenon? Do we not always 
have such a glimpse of it, without having to take it as a theme for onto­
logical Interpretation? Has Dasein itself, in the range of its concemful 
absorption in equipment ready-to-hand, a possibility of Being in which 
the worldhood of those entities within-the-world with which it is con­
cerned is, in a certain way, lit up for it, along with those entities themselves? 

If such possibilities of Being for Dasein can be exhibited within its 
concernful dealings, then the way lies open for studying the phenomenon 
which is-thus lit up, and for attempting to 'hold it at bay', as it were, and 
to interrogate it as to those structures which show themselves therein. 

To the everydayness of Being-in-the-world there belong certain modes 
of concern. These permit the entities with which we concern ourselves to 
be encountered in such a way that the worldly character of what is within­
the-world comes to the fore. When we concern ourselves with something, 
the entities which are most closely ready-to-hand may be met a~ something 
unusable, not properly adapted for the use we have decided upon. The 
tool turns out to be damaged, or the material unsuitable. In each of these 
cases equipment- is here, ready-to-hand. We discover its unusability, how­
ever, not by looking at it and establishing its properties, but rather by the 
circumspection of the dealings in which we use it. When its unusability is 
thus discovered, equipment becomes conspicuous. This conspicuousness 

l'D" am itrnmoIltliGh SNtuJm sieh _ldmd# Wdlmdsn,bil tUr Umwllt.' 
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presents the ready-to-hand equipment as in a certain un-readiness-to­
hand. But this implies that what cannot be used just lies there; it shows 
itself as an equipmental Thing which looks so and so, and which, in its 
readiness-to-hand as looking that way, has constantly been present-at­
hand too. Pure presence-at-hand announces itself in such equipment, 
but only to withdraw to the readiness-to-hand of something with which 
one concerns oneself-that is to say, of the sort of thing we find when we 
put it back into repair. This presence-at-hand of something that cannot 
be used is still not devoid of all readiness-to-hand whatsoever; equipment 
which is present-at-hand in this way is still not just a Thing which occurs 
somewhere. The damage to the equipment is still not a mere alteration of 
a Thing-not a change of properties which just occurs in something 
present-at-hand. 

In our concernful dealings, however, we not only come up against 
unusable things within what is ready-to-hand already: we also find'things 
which are missing-which not only are not 'handy' ["handlich"] but 
are not 'to hand' ["zur Hand"] at all. Again, to miss something in 
this way amounts to coming across something un-ready-to-hand. When we 
notice what is un-ready-to-hand, that which i s ready-to-hand enters 
the mode of obtrusiveness The more urgently Ue dringlicher] we need what 
is missing, and the more authentically it is encountered in its un-readiness­
~hand, all the more obtrusive [urn so aufdringli~er] does that which 
15 ready-to-hand become-so much so, indeed, tha\ it seems to lose its 
character of readiness-to-hand. It reveals itself as something just present­
at-hand and no more, which cannot be budged without the thing that is 
missing. The helpless way in which we stand before it is a deficient mode 
of concern, and as such it uncovers the Being-just-present-at-hand-and­
no-more of something ready-to-hand. 

In our dealings with the world 1 of our concern, the un-ready-to-hand 
can be encountered not only in the sense of that which is unusable or 
simply missing, but as something un-ready-to-hand which is not missing 
at all and not unusable, but which 'stands in the way' of our concern. 
That to which our concern refuses to tum, that for which it hall 'no time', 
is something un-ready-to-hand in the manner of what does not belong 
here, of what has not as yet been attended to. Anything which ja.. un­
ready-to-hand in this way is disturbing to us, and enables us to see 
the obstinacy of that with which we must concern ourselves in the 
first instance before we do anything else. With this obstinacy, the 
presence-at-hand of the ready-to-hand makes itself known in a new 

1 In the earlier editions 'Welt' appears with quotation marks. These are omitted in the 
later editiooa. 
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way as the Being of that which still lies before us and ca11s for our 

attending to it. 1 

The modes of conspicuousness, obtrusiveness, and obstinacy all have 
the function of bringing to the fore the characteristic of preacnce-at-hand 
in what is ready-to-hand. But the ready-to-hand is not thereby just 
o/nmJtd and stared at as something present-at-hand; the presence-at-band 
which makes itself known is still bound up in the readiness-ta-hand of 
equipment. Such equipment still does not veil itself in the guise of mere 
Things. It becomes 'equipment' in the sense of something which one 
would like to shove out of the way.' But in such a Tendency to shove 
things aside, the ready-to-hand shows itself as still ready-to-hand in ita 
unswerving presence-at-hand. 

Now that we have suggested, however, that the ready-to-band is thus 
encountered under modifications in which its presence-at-hand is revealed, 
how tar does this clarify the p/IItttnnmtm of tItI world? Even in analysing 
these modifications we have not gone beyond the Being of what is within­
the-world, and we have come no closer to the world-phenomenon than 
before. But though we have not as yet grasped it, we have brought our­
selves to a point where we can bring it into view. 

In conspicuousness, obtrusiveness, and obstinacy, that which is ready­
ta-hand loses its readiness-to-hand in a certain way. But in our dealingl 
with what is ready-to-hand, this readiness-to-hand is itself understood, 
though not thematically. It does not vanish simply, but takes its farewell, 
as it were, in the conspicuousness of the unusable. Readiness-to-hand 
still shows itself, and it is precisely here that the worldly character of the 
ready-to-hand shows itself too. 

1 Hei~'a distinction between 'conspiCUOUSDCII' (AutralliPeit') 'o~~' 
('Aufdringbchkeit') and ·ob.~Auliiuigkeit') is hard to preaent unambJguously In 
traDIlation. He ~ to have in . three rather similar situatiOlll. In each ~f th~ we 
are c:on&onted by a number of articles which are ready-~hand. In the fint utuabOD we 
wish to we one of these articles for lOme purJlOIC, but we find that it cannot be used for 
that PurpoIC. It then becomes 'conspicuoua' or 'striking', and in II UH9' 'un-ready-~hand' 
--in that we are not able to use it. In the aecond situation we. may have ~y "!e same 
articles before us, but we want one which is not there. In this cue the m.ulg article. ~ 
is 'un-ready-~band', but in another way-in that it is not there to be uSed. This u 
annoying, and the articles which are atill ready-~band ~ us" thrust theJ;l-l!es upon 
UI in such a way that they become 'obcruaive' or evm 'obooxioua • In the third lltuatJOrl, 
lOme of the articles which are ready-to-hand before UI are ex~enced as /lbs""/u to the 
achievement of lOme purpc»e; as obstacles they are 'obstinate, 'recalcitrant', 'ref!actory', 
and we have to attend to them or diapoIe of them in some way before we ~ finish. what 
we want to do. Here apin the obstinate objecu are un-ready-~hand, but IIIDPIy In the 
way of being obstinate. . 

In all three aituationa the articIea which are ready-~hand for UI tend to 10lC. thor 
readineaa-to-band in one way or another and reveal their preaence-at-band; only In the 
second aituation, however, do we encounter them> as 'jUit present-at-hand and no more' 
('nur noch Vorbandenes'). 

• Here 'ZcuC it uacd in the pc;jorative _ of'Ituff'. See our DOte I, P. 97 on H. 68. 
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The structure of the Being of what is ready-to-hand as equipment is 
determined by references or assignments. In a peculiar and obvious 
manner, the 'Things' which are closest to us are 'in themselves' ["An­
sich"]; and they are encountered as 'in themselves' in the concern which 
makes use of them without noticing them explicitly-the concern which 
can come up against something unusable. When equipment cannot be 
used, this implies that the constitutive assignment of the "in-order-to" 
to a "towards-this" has been disturbed. The assignments themselves are 
not observed; they are rather 'there' when we concernfully submit our­
selves to them [Sichstellen unter aiel. But when an assignment Iuu bun 
distwW--when something is unusable for some purpose-then the 
assignment becomes explicit. Even now, of course, it has not become 
explicit as an ontological structure; but it has become explicit 
ontically for the circumspection which comes up against the damaging of 
the tool. When an assignment to some particular "towards-this" has been 
thus circumspectively aroused, we catch sight of the "towards-this" itself, 75 
and along with it everything connected with the work-the whole 'work­
shop'-as that wherein concern always dwells. The context of equipment 
is lit up, not as something never seen before, but as a totality constantly 
sighted beforehand in circumspection. With this totality, however, the 
world announces itseH: 

Similarly, when something ready-to-hand is found missing, though ita 
everyday presence [Zugegensein] has been so obvious that we have never 
taken any notice of it, this makes a b,1Ilk in those referential contata 
which circumspection discovers. Our circumspection comes up against 
emptiness, and now sees for the first time what the missing article was 
ready-to-hand wilIr, and wIud it was ready-to-handfor. The environment 
announces itself afresh. What is thus lit up is not itself just one thing ready­
to-hand among others; still las is it something jlrUltlkl-Iumd upon 
which equipment ready-ta-hand is somehow founded: it is in the 
'there' before anyone has observed or ascertained it. It is itself 
inaccessible to circumspection, so tar as circumspection is always directed 
towards entities; but in each case it has already been disclosed for cir­
cumapection. 'Disclose' and 'disclosedness' will be used as technical terms 

in the passages that follow, and shall signify 'to lay open' and 'the charac­
ter of having been laid open.' Thus 'to disclose' never means anything 
like 'to obtain indirectly by inference'. 1 

1 In ordinary German ~ the verb 'en.chliasen' may mean not only to 'diacloIc' 
but abo--in certain COIIItI'uctJc)uto 'infer' or 'conclude' in the _ in which one 'iDfen' 
• conclusion from premiua. Heideaer it deliberately ru1ing out this latter interpretation, 
though on a very few occasions he may we the word in this aense. He exp1aina his own 
~ by the cognate verb 'au&chheuen', to 'lay opeD'. To tay that IOIDething baa 
been 'dixIaIed' or 'laid open' in Heidcgu'. ICIIIC, docs DOt mean that ClUe - aay 
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That the world does not 'consist' of the ready-to-hand shows itself in 

the fact (among othen) that whenever the world is lit up in the modes of 
concern which we have been Interpreting, the ready-to-hand becomes 
deprived of its worldhood so that Being-just-present-at-hand comes to the 
fore. If, in our everyday concern with the 'environment', it is to be possible 
for equipment ready-to-hand to be encountered in its 'Being-in-itself' 
[in seinem "An-sich-sein"], then those assignments and referential 
totalities in which our circumspection 'is absorbed' cannot become a 
theme for that circumspection any more than they can for grasping 
things 'thematically' but non-circumspectively. If it is to be possible for 
the ready-to-hand not to emerge from its inconspicuousness, the world 
rmul nol lI1I1tOII1IU its,1f. And it is in this that the Being-in-itself of entities 
which are ready-to-hand has its phenomenal structure constituted. 

In such privative expressions as "inconspicuousness", "unobtrusive­
ness", and "non-obstinacy", what we have in view is a positive pheno­
menal character of the Being of that which is proximally ready-to-hand. 
With these negative prefixes we have in view the character of the ready­
to-hand as "holding itself in"; this is what we have our eye upon in the 
"Being-in-itself" of something,l though 'proximally' we aacribe it to the 
present-at-hand-to the present-at-hand as that which can be themati­
cally ascertained. As long as we take our orientation primarily and ex­
clusively from the present-at-hand, the 'in-itself' can by no means be 
ontologically clarified. If, however, this talk about the 'in-itself' has any 
ontological importance, some interpretation must be called for. This 
"in-itself" of Being is something which gets invoked with considerable 
emphasis, mOldy in an ontical way, and righdy so from a phenomenal 
standpoint. But if some ontological assertion is supposed to be given when 
this is ontical{JI invoked, its claims are not fulfilled by such a procedure. As 
the foregoing analysis has already made clear, only on the basis of the 
phenomenon of the world can the Being-in-itself of entities within-the­
world be grasped ontologically. 

But if the world can, in a way, be lit up, it must assuredly be disclosed. 
And it has already been disclosed beforehand whenever what is ready-to­
hand within-the-world is accessible for circumspective concern. The world 
is therefore something 'wherein' Dasein as an entity already was, and if in 

detailed awarenea of the contents which are thUl 'dUcIoIed' but rather that they have 
been 'laid open' to us u implicit in what is given, 10 that th~ may be made explicit to 
~ awarenesa ,by further anal)'lis or dilcrimina.tion of the given, rather than by any 
inference from It. 

,I 'Diete "U!'l" ~~ den Charakter de. Ansichhaltena de. Zuhandenen, das, wu wir 
mit dem An-Reh-scm 1m Auge haben .. .' The point scema to be that when we apeak of 
~me!hin' 'u it it "in itaelC" or "in its own right" " we think of it as 'holding itaelC in' Oft 
hoidina ItIdf back'--DOt 'atepping forth' Oft doina' IOIDCthint 'out of c:hanu:ter'. 
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any manner it explicidy comes away from anything, it can never do more 
than come back to the world. 

Being-in-the-world, according to our Interpretation hitherto, amounts 
to a non-thematic circumspective absorption in references or assignments 
constitutive for the readiness-to-hand of a totality of equipment. Any 
concern is already as it is, because of some familiarity with the world. 
IQ this familiarity Dasein can lose itself in what it encounten within-the­
world and be fascinated with it. What is it that Dasein is familiar with? 
Why can the worldly character of what is within-the-world be lit up? 
The presence-at-hand1 of entities is thrust to the fore by the possible 
breaks in that referential totality in which circumspection 'operates'; 
bow are we to get a closer undentanding of this totality? 

These questions are aimed at working out both the phenomenon and 
the problems of worldhood, and they call for an inquiry into the inter­
connections with which certain structures are built up. To answer them 
we must analyse these structures more concretely. 

Ijf '7. RIj"mu and Signs 
In our provisional Interpretation of that structure of Being which 

belongs to the ready-to-hand (to 'equipment'), the phenomenon of refer­
ence or assignment became visible; but we merely gave an indication of 
it, and in so sketchy a form that we at once stressed the necessity of 
uncovering it with regard to its ontological origin.· It became plain, 
moreover, that assignments and referential totalities could in some sense 
become constitutive for worldhood itself. Hitherto we have seen the world 
lit up only in and for certain definite ways in which we concern ourselves 
environmentally with the ready-to-hand, and indeed it has been lit up 
only with the readiness-to-hand of that concern. So the further we proceed 
in understanding the Being of entities within-the-world, the broader and 
firmer becomes the phenomenal basis on which the world-phenomenon 
may be laid bare. 

We shall again take as our point of departure the Being of the ready­
to-hand, but this time with the purpose of grasping the phenomenon of 
f'Ij""," or assignment itself more precisely. We shall accordingly attempt an 
OIltological analysis of a kind of equipment in which one may come across 
such 'references' in more senses than one. We come across 'equipment' 
in signs. The word "sign" designates many kinds of things: not only may it 
stand for different kintls of signs, but Being-a-sign-for can itself be 

1 Here the older editions have 'Zuhandenhcit' where the newer one. have 'Vorhan· 
denhcit', 

• cr. H. 68 above. 
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