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• Martin Heidegger has taken up an 

investigation of the meaning of 

Being and has carefully arranged 

this exposition in his work Being 

and Time.   

• Da-sein, the being that can 

investigate its existence, appears 

to be the nickname for humanity.  

• The They is Heidegger’s appeal to 

coexistence.  They have their 

being localized and accounted 

for, there are no surprises when it 

comes to them.  

• The They-self, into which Da-sein 

can slip, can lead to a loss of 

traction on one’s own existence.   

• What is the nature of this meaning, 

and if lost can it be recovered?   

• We must begin by asking questions 

such as: how do we find 

“ourselves,” where “in the world” 

might we find “ourselves”, who is 

capable of finding themselves, 

can we find ourselves amongst 

others—and what is the import of 

the amongst of “amongst others”, 

that is to say, of finding ourselves in 

a community? 

 

I plan to distribute a survey to one of Dr. 

Hakhamanesh Zangeneh’s logic courses—which, as 

a general education course, should have a mix of 

majors and ages.  The survey will be short in length 

but will require an adequate level of involvement: 

participants will be asked to answer the following 

questions to the best of their ability: 

• Who are you? 

• Who are the people around you? 

• Who are those closest to you? 

• What do you think of them? 

• What do they think of you? 

• What do you think people in general think of you? 

• How do you feel about this? 

To balance the anonymity of this survey, I will 

interview no more than 10 persons in my life who 

exhibit They tendencies.  These individuals I will 

interview periodically (once a month) to interpret 

their identity on more familiar grounds.  The interviews 

will revolve around the above questions but will go 

into a different level of detail than the written surveys. 

• Everyone is They before ever becoming 

themselves 

• It could be very possible that most of the 

participants will be absorbed in the publicness 

of They; in fact, it would be of no surprise that 

all of the participants have, at one point or 

another of their little lives, found their being 

utterly absorbed in They.  

• Absorption aside, all participants are 

expected to have their niches of authenticity, 

and it is within these very niches that we 

expect to find the stark boundary between 

They and Dasein, or its lacking. 

• This boundary will be for me as an solicitor of 

Being and I do not expect that all participants 

will take me to the boundary between their 

They-self and their “authentic” self 

 

• While the Heideggerian despair at the 

loss of the ”meaning of Being”  is met 

with authentic sympathies, through the 

writings of Dreyfus, Figal, and Nancy as 

strict Heideggerian commentators,  we 

realize that They do not have the 

existential import to derail the “meaning 

of Being”. 

• Kierkegaard, however, notes a similar 

phenomenon in The Present Age. 

• Turning to the Hegelian account of self-

consciousness, it is noted that in order to 

be a self-conscious entity one must be 

recognized by another as such.  

In an increasingly pluralistic society, we find 

ourselves divided between various communities.  

It may be worthwhile to investigate whether this 

splintering of the self has any effects that we are 

not cognizant of until we are asked to examine 

them.  I want to initiate this examination of the 

splintered self, if there in fact be such a self. 

• “Who are you?” 
 

• We find ourselves in different situations 
throughout the day, sometimes 
necessitating different modes of 

behavior; but is this to say that we are 
different people in different settings, 

different communities? 
 

• Can we truly be “ourselves” around 
others? 
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