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Intentionality
Intentionality is the structure of lived
experiences as such, not a coordination
relative to other realities (PR 258)

This mode of approaching things is “a long
and involved process, which before anything
else, has to remove the prejudices which
obscure them.”

No special talent is required: All it demands
is “that we set aside our prejudices, learn to
see directly and simply and to abide by what
we see without asking, out of curiosity,
what we can do with it.”



Intentionality	in	Everydayness
Heidegger’s example: “The perception of a
chair which I find upon entering a room and
push aside, since it stands in my way” (PR
259)

We are after the most common kind of
everyday perception

“I do not perceive in order to perceive but
in order to orient myself, to pave the way in
dealing with something. This is a wholly
natural way of looking in which I continually
live.”



Intentionality	is	
Anti-Cartesian,	Anti-Skeptical
In thinking about intentionality, we should
not worry about the problem of
hallucination because even these are
intentional

“Is it not also the case that this presumed
perception, which is without real;
relationship to a real object, precisely as
such is a directing-itself-toward, even if the
real object is in fact not there...perception,
correct or deceptive, is in itself intentional.”
(PR 260)



A	‘Science’	of	Intentionality
Is a science based on intentionality
possible?

It seems empty at first glance; it seems
like everything is mere tautology (A=A)

But Heidegger gives 8 ways that
something perceived can be perceived
as such.

To begin, Heidegger chooses to focus on
the ’toward-which’ of intentionality
rather than on the ‘directing-itself’
because when we have perceptions
normally, the toward-which is what
appears (PR 265)

Re:	the	entity	itself

1)	the	environmental	thing
2)	the	natural	thing
3)	the	thingness
4)	the	empirical	chair

Re:	the	entity	qua	perceived

5)	its	being-perceived,	or	
perceivedness
6)	its	representation
7)	its	picture
8)	its	categorial character

world

“I”



1)	The	thing	itself:	
Environmental	Thing
• If I am asked to describe without

prejudice what I see when I see a chair
in the classroom, I say ‘the chair itself’

• “I see no ‘representations’ of the chair,
register no image of the chair, sense no
sensations of the chair. I simply see it—
it itself.” (PR 265)

• This response is to describe the chair as
an “environmental thing”—we see it as
a thing of the environing world with a
distinguishable function.

world

“I”



2)	The	Thing	qua	Matter:
Natural	Thing
But, I can also describe the chair as “so
heavy, so colored, so high, and so wide; it
can be pushed from one place to
another; if I lift it and let go, it falls; it can
be chopped into pieces with a hatchet; if
ignited, it burns.” (PR 265)

This is to describe the chair in terms of
its material, not in terms of what makes
it a chair,

It is described, not qua chair, but qua
natural thing.

world
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2.5)	The	Interrelation	Between	The	
Environmental	and	Natural	Thing

The naturalness of the chair typically only
shows up in terms of the qualities of the
chair qua chair.

If I say, “This chair is hard”, I mean to say, it
is uncomfortable to sit in (PR 266).

“Hardness, material resistance, is itself
present in the feature of discomfort and
even only present in this way, and not just
inferred from it or derived through it.”
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3)	The	Thing	qua	Thing:	
Thingness	of	Thingliness
We can go further, however: as a natural
thing, the chair is encountered as
something with materiality and
extension. Since anything extended has
color, it is also a colored thing; since
anything material or extended can be
displaced, it can be moved.

When speaking about its extension,
coloration, etc., we perceive the chair
qua thing

“The thingness of the thing” (PR 266).

Also, as a thing among other things.
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4)	The	Thing	Qua	Science:	
The	Empirical	Thing
Science calls these kinds of descriptions
naïve and unscientific

Science (i.e. empiricism) says we first see
something colored, and that other
elements are then added to it, like size,
shape, etc. until we see a chair.

This is not the case phenomenologically;
we first see whether it looks comfortable,
inaccessible, gaudy, broken, etc.

“In opposition to this scientific account,
what we want is precisely naïveté, pure
naïveté, which in the first instance and in
actuality sees the chair.” (PR 266).
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The	Being-Perceived,	or	Perceivedness of	
a	Thing
But, we can go further: we are still talking
about the perceived entity qua thing,
when phenomenology ultimately wants
to describe the perceived entity qua
perceived—i.e., the perceivedness, the
way and manner, in which the chair is
perceived.

This is a search for a different structure—
one to which we cannot attribute all the
determinations that we have attributed
to the chair so far (PR 267)

“Being-perceived” does not belong to the
chair, but to perceiving as such, i.e. to
intentionality.

Re:	the	entity	itself

1)	the	environmental	thing
2)	the	natural	thing
3)	the	thingness
4)	the	empirical	chair

Re:	the	entity	qua	perceived

5)	its	being-perceived,	or	
perceivedness
6)	its	representation
7)	its	picture
8)	its	categorial thing

world

“I”



5)	Perceivedness
Perceivedness = the how of its being-
intended

“The perceived as such has the feature of
bodily presence [Leibhaftigkeit]...the entity
which presents itself as perceived has the
feature of being bodily-there. Not only as it
is given as itself, but as itself in its bodily
presence.” (PR 267)

This is different from representing the thing
to myself, which I can do, too. But, that’s not
what I’m doing when I look at something.

“Bodily presence is the superlative mode of
the self-givenness of an entity.” (PR 268)
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5.5)	The	Thing-Totality
In perception, the perceived entity is bodily
there; this “there” is always given in profile
(from a perspective)

Nonetheless its ‘thing-totality’ is there, too
(PR 269).

“When I see the chair in this way or see only
the legs, I do not think the chair has its legs
sawed off. When I go into a room and see a
cupboard, I do not see the door of the
cupboard or a mere surface. Rather, the very
sense of perception implies that I see the
cupboard. When I walk around it, I always
have new aspects.” (PR 269)
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6	&	7)	It	Representation:	Empty	
Intending	&	Picturing
Empty Intending: “the mode of representing
something in the manner of thinking of
something, of recalling it, which can take place
in a conversation.” (PR 268)

The distinction between empty intending and
intuitive representing applies not only to sense
perception but as a modification of all acts,
such as when we intend 2 + 2 = 4

Empty = Signitive Act (cf. PR 274)

Picture-things: that which, when we see it in
the natural attitude, see the thing pictured; not
empty intending but a ”layered structure of the
portrayal of something” (PR 268)
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8)	The	Categorial Thing
“The discovery of the
categorical intuition is
the demonstration, first,
that there is a simple
apprehension of the
categorical, such
constituents in entities
which in traditional
fashion are designated as
categories and were seen
in crude form quite early
[by Plato and Aristotle].”
(PR 273)



De-monstration of	a	Thing
“I can in an empty way now think of my
desk at home simply in order to talk
about it. I can fulfill this empty intention
in a way by envisaging it to myself, and
finally by going home and seeing it itself
in an authentic and final experience.” (PR
274)

“This bringing-into-coincidence – the
intended being experienced in the
intuited as itself and self-same – is the act
of identification. The intended identifies
itself in the intuited; selfsameness is
experienced.”
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