P&F; Prof. Boedeker; 

Worksheet on perception, synthesis, and ideation: HCT, pp. 55-72
After having explained Husserl’s view of simple perceptions – say, just of this chair – and his general views of intentionality and truth, Heidegger goes on in Sections (b) and (c) to discuss “higher-level” mental acts, which Husserl calls “expressions”.  Note that such “expressions” don’t have to use words.  All that Husserl means by “expression”, “assertion”, “proposition”, etc. is a predicative judgment – in which a property or relation is attributed to a real, physical object.  These higher-level mental acts are all “founded” on acts of simple perceptions.  Rather than just perceiving some physical object as such, one sees it as having a property or as standing in relations to other objects.
Sections α and β:
1. What’s the difference between a simple perception of a chair and an expression of a perception?  In what way is the perception still involved in the expression?
2. Recall from the last reading (pp. 53-55) that Heidegger distinguishes between 2 kinds of being involved in truth (in the first sense: as correctness): (1) being real (i.e., physical), and (2) being a predicate or relation of something real.  Are either of these kinds of being actually contained in physical objects?  Are they actually contained in (= “reelly immanent to”) the subjective mind (pp. 57-59 and 68)?  Explain.
Section γ:

3. What does Heidegger mean by “synthesis” (σύνθεσις) and “diairesis” (διαίρεσις)?  How are they involved in the expression of a perception – say, in the judgment that this chair is yellow?
Section δ:
4. What does “constitution” mean (p. 71)?  Does it mean “producing”, in the sense of a potter producing a pot, or God creating the world?  What does it mean for a mental act to “constitute” an object?  Can the mind “constitute” physical objects?  How?

5. What is a category?  (Note that a “categorial intuition” is just a mental act in which you’re explicitly aware of a category.)  How are categories different from both “real” physical objects, and “ideal” properties and relations?  

6. In what way can studying categories (in Husserl’s sense) be a way to do transcendental philosophy – i.e., the study of the a priori structures of experience?
