Nietzsche & Nihilism

worksheet on “Building, Dwelling, Thinking” (1951)
I think it’s fair to say that Heidegger’s concept of building in BDT is at least very similar to his conception of a work of art in “The Origin of the Work of Art.”  Significantly, his main examples of an artwork in OWA is a building: a Greek temple.  A bridge (MHBW pp. 354-360) and a Black Forest farmhouse (MHBW pp. 361f) serve much the same function in BDT.  And the function of genuine building in BDT (like artwork in OWA) is to make it possible for the humans who live in the building to dwell.  
In the context of this course, the most important thing that BDT does is to introduce Heidegger’s concept of the “fourfold” (Geviert).  This is an expansion of the notion in OWA that artworks originate a new ‘rift’ (Riß, Streit) between earth (the self-withdrawing closing-up of possibilities, making what was formerly impossible into a possibility) and world (the open field of possibilities: ways in which someone can ‘close in on’ an entity, i.e., make it nearer, by carrying out a possibility for that entity).  Besides earth (itself, as we’ve seen, an addition to the account of spatiality in Being and Time [1927]) and world, the two additional phenomena that make up the fourfold are mortals (Sterbliche) and divinities (or gods: Götter).  
Mortals are presumably more or less as Heidegger describes them in Being and Time and (less helpfully) in “What is Metaphysics?” (1929): entities capable of the extraordinary mood of anxiety, and hence facing up to their mortal finitude and opening up the possibility of taking ownership of themselves by ‘pre-limiting,’ or being ‘unclosed toward,’ the unique possibility of their own death.

Just what Heidegger means by “divinities” (or “gods”) – who reside in the sky (or the heavens: Himmel) – is a bit less clear.  One way to flesh out this concept is to note that in another essay, Heidegger represents the fourfold as an “x” (which he cleverly uses to cross out the word “being” as what he’s ultimately pursuing in his path of thought – since “being” is so easily misunderstood metaphysically as the beingness of entities).  This would seem to imply that world is to earth as mortals are to divinities/gods.  In some way, then, it would appear that world and mortals are to some degree composed of un-concealed possibilities, whereas earth and divinities/gods are composed of concealed, covered-up, occluded (etc.) possibilities.  
To be more explicit, any world disclosed at a given time to a given Dasein ‘rests’ upon taken-for-granted possibilities that are presupposed to be reliable (and thus whose failing is presupposed to be impossible: it’s simply not in the picture).  These latter presupposed possibilities are neither encountered within the dimension of world, and thus neither as ‘far’ (hence to-be-carried-out) nor as ‘near’ (i.e., presently-being-carried-out), but rather comprise the self-withdrawing, reliable earth.
As for Heidegger’s concept of gods/divinities, it’s fair to say that he conceives them as “messengers” (bottom of MHBW p. 352).  The messages they carry, I believe, are that particular alternative possibilities are concealed, or denied, within a given metaphysical epoch.  Thus the gods point out that a given co-mission of being conceals certain possibilities, and just what these concealed possibilities (i.e., alternate basic ways of encountering entities) are.  For example, gods might now indicate that there are ways to encounter entities other than merely natural or human resources, to be secured ever more firmly as resources ad infinitum.
Here’s a possible topic for an analytic response paper on BDT:

The fourfold of world and earth, and mortals and gods does not primarily characterize types of entities (thus Heidegger’s gods are quite different from the monotheistic God or from polytheistic gods).  Instead, each aspect of the fourfold is a different way in which we can encounter possibilities.  Possibilities encountered as world are encountered as far (=to be carried out) or near (presently being carried out).  Possibilities encountered as earth are relied upon so implicitly that we take them for granted as impossible (e.g., that the ground will cave in beneath my feet, that my glasses will explode, etc.).  Possibilities encountered by mortals as mortals, which involves coming face-to-face with the certain possibility of my death, etc., which gives rise to the mood of anxiety and the possibility of self-ownership.  Finally, possibilities indicated by the gods are those concealed by our current co-missive epoch of being.

Try to make sense of the above paragraph in your own terms – specifically focusing on how these four ways of encountering possibilities are related to each other in an “articulated unity” that makes possible our encounters of entities as un-concealed (and hence moving from ‘far’ to ‘near’).
