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A BI i Punzs; alaris A 2. (65)

R B2 AR AR |, IgTE R RS S B A AR BRI E S, (HEAE
AT AR TR PR P A T 5. PRI R 2 e bk e — 80, AR,
“NRA AT 7 IR EEAS B N AAL SO R o TIX — R FE X AL TR PRI,
FERVERIBE, B A NEARMATIE G NI “BANT 7 AR TE
IR A, FERER RSB 0, NS, MIZPWEN BT
FEH AT, ML, BN REAHILE L. (66)

W KRR R T — T EERAAE R, AR, A NRIAERIEMm Ee, mAFERK
PRI R T A ge e B o T RE. (67) 52 ANE, fE&FPIIE “¥y
NEFZ B EIDMIMHOE. FHHANEFTHR N T]TREF
Bl” (Schlusseldisziplin) . £ ( AN5i5) (Mensch und Geschichte) —3CHI73k,
A |8 NIRRT 55 -

WRA — N RATEAC A R R T 22AT 5 00h, IRt e s N Rs. JATfRZ—I]
FEARRE, B NPIARBAARE, AN5EASCCH. EYMah) Bk
—VUIEYRRIRIER R, A BT b S A e I S 3 O 3RIRS G
B, ORAEN AR NBRBI JJ AR S, A AR OERR . RS RR DT SR AR S 1 R
JE R A BAEN], DAAIX LK R AR BT ge e SIS Ve o X 1] R 45 O B B
(1) B — O ] AN B 1 — A WL 1l @l . R IXFE— T AR LU — VI3 “N” X
M REE, NEARBER . BN B2 AR AR,
DBRE BRI R B O B 2 S A 2 PR — AN I A A P R, DU i
SE ST B AR, (68)

fi N, NBrReA M EHRA =M (D) SE6IFIRE SRR (das Herrschafts—oder
Leistungswissen); (2) A&FiFIRE L% (das Wesens—oder Bildungswissen); (3)
o b2 AR sloRs: A1 (das metaphysische oder Erlsungswissen). T IX =Fh%l
WRAIRF R BEE N B MERE S RS T HMAEAER (B2, B2 ANBHH
B, BOR4aX ) 2 BUE R, (69) RERATT E Fr eI S A A, RPN
WERFAL AR, T AR AR, X H TR R 5 AR 22 /D A 2 48
i) “3 8%, EEPER, BEEAREIM LY. F8X 0 7 RMSEREIE T
b AENSGIERNE IO R A GE— P IR L&) A4t i b &
BRI E22) o HENREAERZXNMIEIN B “2 08”7, BIFER:. Pse,
&S0 7/E- NIV s NN = 2y I DAl o /IR <3t el vA B 1 11 R 9 0 (N w7 S 2 D = AT T e
“ZIET o BN CRAM TR B HEARNARREGE K, ARiESRH T
W) e 2 i R 1) L S i 1 SR —— RIVE SR W0 N ) AR O FETRS #FRA T D9 14 S 1) ZE {1
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(70) o [FlL, NIRRT AR B — AN E R “BiBs” (Sprungbrett) o
MR B, FECN, AUB EEARZFEIRMX P B, e “oi—A
24T NTETT 2”7 (Metanthropologie und Aktmetaph ysik). ANHIAFLERLZ “/»
7 (Mikrotheos) , W@ EHME —&FE. AR —NHEMFAERCEH T T
) <P, MR b T SRR IR R AR R A R B A A
RALE SRR . JLEREE ML REPATE” o (T1)

WA S, MaEdkit, ANBERMEMAEEY, XA aAay, A2 “idd a8 Sim
TEAEE AFAE” WK PR AR B ) — “rHy” (Teilzentrum) o fBGRIAE: K AR
PEIRATE L, NBIAE RO B3 A N2 A ARG . R AAEH S ER
B EATE AR R I — I, AR A AN E S AT B & 25 I BX — AR RS, A At
AFFENAFE, Ff, B 7T ANILREER, BEMLAEMEARENEEFE
7. 7 (72)

BRENE, FHREANIAIELEX RN 2R “Bris” . BER /R iR b
FHON “2& 7 (terminus ad quem) . A NRFEHMESHA TR,  “ANH—UI%
RHILHD . B E S ——anE = . RA. LA, slds. 1B SCMARIE UL
H oK. . ZRIRIIIAE. Mih. Sm#G Bloe Pttt S eSS ——R= ™
BT NHIAFAERIRA G K7 o (73) S BX Moet 8 22 NI HIE S5 IR B R Bi%
FE X 5 R PR B ZE R — ARG . ek, 5575 MRS
FIHARBNBER “A 7 o (ORI 275 R R B ST A AR
S U, AR RIRE At 5 R PR B 5 AT A BRIk . (75) i kiR AL
AR R A BIC I EARE A, I A ROy L BER) “& 57 o IR
b, NITBEFRT BLE, S8 S SRR T R PR SO #2088 1, B
AN

il =D AR RS IR

RPERIEAREN “AEASACE 2 A e 7 B “HEAR e B 27 SR IHRIE .
(76) G AL BB B R B A A AR b AR, (H 2 R P 7R3 2 1k P 7 R A
HEHAIE 2R A A S 22 Atk

SR, TRRAMESS HIRBAN A4, B HIE BB MY e, AR RAE, K
ATIAS 75 BT H B A BT eh AL AW DA ¥ B e 265 — IR HH R RN LI B AR [ B
MTBLAE LA 2505 | 4t il 25 x4 et (HBRATT AT BT HL S, 24 473X A fm] ) 72
o ATLAGE 7] B AL AR RCE N ARE B IRB 22 0] LA BER TR, JATIE 4620
i W & — AT RERBRARE M R AT vER . AR, A4 WA fid KT
A ER R, BAIA S HE T d i E SR E . (77)

R0t R PE /R BEAE Bt A A O ST Bt ). T I LA 5 iR U AR HEAE 1) TR
X UGBS SR G — MR R ThEE I gt — 1, “WS BRI EEAIR B B IR
HAF AR AE . EHE X, BATATLAN, RPERISCE AR KRR E L
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P IIF R 1 RAERIAAIE 2, IR e R 58 4B N Rt R 56 4k Y RRAEHE A 24 1Y
KHEZ .

SR, EEEEK, BRSERRN VIS 2. Ut . (78) i ik
JERI IR FZH— IR L E R NR Y. (19 F/EK, T FANFAMAR R —
T b2 NSRE 2 AR — RS F R PR IR Bl st A& FEAF AE R I 2 (55 40
HEAERS IR A S HAR ) AL i (R _E 22 (R PERAN) ZIRIFAEE RS (80)

WA AR TEE TR AT S U ORS00 530 CHERETR) 1T =2 0415 52 A M IR
CHERBR) AN To 00 3 I % T b 220 i — YR o 7EIX —Tooh, gl
FeARAVR TR AR, ORa, 5 ARSI TR A B VP 2 6 3R 2 T HO4E %
B 32 M 2 T A RS RS, TRTE T2 ARSI &
G 7 ) ERRE, WK TR EHT & R AR . T, Sk,

Wb ARTE B 3E R RN B 02 A K22 FR A A, T FUR IR T <472 A

AR

X TR NSRRI s ok U, MRS K R TR 0 2 N5 1R
i —E R GRS bean, a5 NSRS — e i AN 2 R I — W
ST E AN AE R IR, T HZEAEATE A, WX — WS 2 A B AR PR e
] £E MR A b i RIE 2 Bl b B FIAEZR K 7 (82) ;. S Ebdm, VAR —Fhx HA K
I 0 S LT 4 M0 A2 BN R 28 2 R IR A R LRI TR b2 B e, AN
MU ETATIX 225 77 (83).

IRATRELE 24N (1928 SEHTJG) WS IR AN TE 4 T Al A7 0T 5 N\ S22 I JE AR B R A
MEZE . BUNIERALE 1928 R LN (EHMAM) —30h, FEERE A 782K
FHEETFLAEPIAE, DREF ARSI B RR. KREL 1928 4 5
H 5 HE&EHEMAHKMNE B IRKRE (FREBRH3IA) (Minchener Neuesten
Nachr iten) BHY, BffET 1929 FURAF A SEEAER B HMR. A, £ GRE
524k) (Die Formen des Wissens un d die Bildung) (84) fl { AYEFH T HINLE)
(Die Stellung des Menschen im Kosmos) 7, <) & faj Bt B T H I %= N FH)
AR RSN R (PSR (1927 55) . &Ja— IR D& A (1928 4F) Fi
CREAEFSY (19 29 4F) HHn i EF S AT . LT 0k, R ] el it /R7E
CREEBAS) 265 DU B0t 22 N R 22 B PF AN A2 BT X 8, T2 mT AR IE TR
WHH — ANk 2e, B R PG SRR A R I A8 R e o 1) [

FEFIEIRITHY “HHHNE AR VR ——SCRRBY: AT A AR R —— 1)
Trl, R TR R RRE AR 09T (WK & BT 30 FRIETT A%, BIRMAT A
KM R IHE TR (L) = A, A0 1 &
BRGEC L WSk, W R R TN DR T RPURRUBCRII R i
NHIILAER (FEAEITI) (OO, AP RAT AT AR, XK 5EA:
Fi, TN KT . 7 (85) 6 UMK, “ILAE” Pk
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W2 PG R ASBE ] R PE /R IO BESORBI R, BEAE “AERA EIFA ROZ AATIE I 2 br
WM RS AP AR PG, AN R i R 2 FR AR A= i ) R o 1 45 B L R E A AR 18 7 (86) -
WS 2, ERIRIAN, AR IR ANBE B RE A AN ZE AR IR RIS, BRAE RO i | 2 e
BHAFAERANRE L — P “ASEARAL L 37 197530, T2 ek —F “SeF— P18 2 A
FEOCE AT SR NI BRAFAE I ). (87)

Bk, EBERMTEHATE, &8, ROERMEER R =AW E “ANHta?”
(i) R IR N 2 B I A s, ., Bk, fefidskiEmA R A,
FE R IX P R, A2 7556 rT AT 2 ATTR] BE 10 3E0E mile ?

£ CNR) BJHE, RIGRER, AN E SRR E AR o B bR, ARl
REK, ARIE SR 7L, EAMGR — A ER R R AL, i H A5k 34
FAS B SCA AR 36 S AR 76 SO BB . R PE R SR 3 B 10 R AR X — e L

FENEFR BAE A AR AR, N ARAZIRATILAE BT N B B kb 78 3 5t 7] . 3R
TG — RN RS, — DB R ARZR— DM N, BRI (A=
ANES . FFRATA B ARSI ZE 7 e T NP E . BTN 8% Fh e ik
BHARABHIER I Z A, 5B B IR T NS, A2 (E it 5
IR ELAEE.  (88)

R R EE S A E N M5 KRk E—T130E 2. STl s /B A
Wr B R R . BE . SR FEREEER R ST A EIIEE, I B ARG A A
(1 B B S FEIA R B, I X e Th R A0 A AR I . B — P IhBEET T
BT —ASHTAERIE R R AR T AR — N B R, fERTA X I a s e
IRLEph B, AR IHIESE T —M¥rm i &E: g — I AB iR, — AR
AW . (89)

M EFRENNE S INIRB GO, & 8 06l B — <88 AR 5
N” (Menschen im Weltalter des Au

sgleichs) B —#h “4 N7 (Allmenschen) FJFEAE . “FEAaXT IR X B, & AN &R
MORT ARHEE, XFANEEFHCELSLI T (alle) BIAB T EME, ©53K
L4 % . s, ERERATRE, anEx T By, 3RATR BEAEAS ph A A dr 4t
FEHAR, K, Eme NFARR, REFE T LREERMEmmikEs e . 7 (90)
N R—AN5 FHEWMEAE, HE— AR EAE . S8 ax AN 21Kk 10 i AARR
1B 1B -

PP L P AR P R AL, JCIR EARIORFAE, PIE R AL OB ROAFAE, X L
FAAEIEAE 2 R FRER X 0 TPk BATAT LR N 73 2 A4k A, RIS, JRATTATEA
RIVEANTEERGA . AVERAXE AN D7 T 22 57 (U0 RORZE 57) DARH 4 KA R L 4 . 3t
PR IE) Kk oC R AU, B OBDIRES. BIREIR. AR 6, £5 BRI
6] (JC L A& AE AT 2 18] A9 s 72 55 PR AN Lo P ey A St o 1 10 J8 4 05 307 T
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MO s AR BT A T SONRE 2 1 2 T B LR i B R AR 2 Z 18] BB 48
Fro B ERAFRIRU T Z BIRE s AEPTIE SCAEI SO RI AT B AR B 2 18] 55 1 B0
B F353 S5 1 R s 38 AT RN SRR 1 S 5 G SO R0 22 Ta] R IR s AL
OESHKTEE P EFENGZEN RS 727 RN B2 2 T8 1
P AEAR T35 SRS 57 3 Z T R s A RO B M 2 A0 B A A A 5 S B 87
T, X EARSCAL S NFESCH A tH R stk TR R ;. fJm, RO a4 i — 2k
). A A R AR Z R HE . (91)

R RN BB E N - EERE S s, B EERENE
Kik iz, [EEE XA IX I 7 A 2 B A g — A —Fub ez . (92) stk
M5 A8 ) 22 A R LR U 2R 85 7050 SRATH A G2 A5 SR, [ o BE
DI T JATHIR A

Fos,  HEAEAR R ST 2 AN R TN 5 R R AR A SE LT o B A2 2

T Ve VAT 1 A L 8 FEA T U O TIORE 5 R T B 2 2 B2 7
GYBF, (5, XEEERRIL T 25 U M RAT SR R b —— T
WRHIIT, BRI ERI T %

(%]
(OMichael Friedman, A Parting of the Ways:Carnap, Cassirer and

Heidegger, Chicago:Open Court, 2000; FiFEAZ [N . [FE]IATL/K « sp RS, (HriE
MAT: KRGS, RERABEEM R, 5K bREE, dbat: bt RZF A, 2010 4,

@Gottfried Salomon,Die Davoser internationalen Hochschulkurse, in:Davoser
Revue 4(1929),Nr. 5 vom 15.03.1929,S.123. % 5| H . Editorische
Hinweise, in:Ernst Cassirer, Davoser Vortrge. Vortrge iiber Hermann Cohen, Ernst
Cassirer Nachgelassene Manuskripte und Texte (ECN), Bd. 17, hrsg. von J.Bohr und
K. Chr. Khnke, H amburg:Felix Meiner, 2014, S. 328.

®=% [ E.Cassirer, Heidegger—Vorlesung (Davos) Mrz 1929, in:ders., Davoser
Vortrge. Vortrge tiber Hermann Cohen, ECN 17,S.1-73.

@RV EAY ABEUE T 1930 FFLL CHRGFPR) K 5 “La” ) Nl
K F*, 2 E.Cassirer, {Geist) und (Leben) in der Philosophie der
Gegenwart, in:Neuen Rundschau, 41. Jahrgang der freinen B {ihne, S. 244-264. A
HI5I SCARYE R4 SCARFEH : E. Cassirer, (Geist) und {Leben) in der Philosophie
der Geg enwart, E. Cassirer, Geist und Leben. Schriften zu den Lebensordnungen
von Natur wund Kunst,Geschichte wund Sprache, hrsg.von E.W.Orth, Leipzig
1993, S. 32-60; DL E. Cassirer, Aufstze und kleine Schriftrn(1927-193 1), Ernst
Cassirer Gesammelte Werke (ECW),Bd. 17, Text und Anmerkungen bearbeitet von
Tobias Berben, Hambu rg:Felix Meiner, 2004, S. 185-205. (J 5| b3 f&i{E: GL)
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®2 % Manfred S.Frings,Nachwort des Herausgebers, in:M. Scheler, Spte
Schriften, GW 9, Bern und Miinche n 1976, S. 345f. DL 2 Z %] Wol fhart Henckmann, Zur
Metaphysik des Menschen in Schelers Schrift Die Stellung des Menschen im
Kosmos, in:G. Raulet (Hg. ) :Max  Scheler.L’ anthropologie  philosophique en
Allemagne dans 1’ entre—deux—guerres.Philosophische Anthropologie in der
Zwischenkriegszeit, Paris 2002,S.62-95. X FE M K B IT X EH L kK £ T
Leuchter, Bd. 8:Mensch und Erde, Darmstadt:0tto—Reichl Verlag, 1927, S. 161-254,
bEEay BT G A NEFEHFMIALED) (Die Stellung des Menschen im Kosmos)
NI . ASCHI 5] SCHRHE P A SCAREH . M. Scheler, Die Stellung des Menschen im
Kosmos, in:ders., Spte Schriften, GW 9, Bern und Minchen 1 976. (J5 5| Hi{E:
Stellung)

©Z [HHFERK /R N MR 5 Fr 32 2, % Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der
Metaphysik, GA 3, Frankf urt am Main:Vittorio Klostermann, 1991, S.271-273. (H
HiZ BRI CHZIE 7R [EIBMEK /R (RIESRMm EEeXE), FHRITE,
i BEVECH R, 2011 . BE NS, A——1FEH. )

(MHeidegger, Metaphysische Anfangsgriinde der Logik im Ausgang von Leibniz, GA
26, Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio Klostermann, 1978.

@A AW A AR T & B 2 AR Z AR PR ST 2 N8 %E, (HIX P 5 6
e BSCERAT T TR 72 RS 5o AN SCHANIL R G BB AN R v R () AR CF 5% T otk
A] 2% Ernst Wolfgang Orth, Max Scheler und Ernst Cassirer.Wissensformen und
symbolische Formen als kulturphnomenologische Perspekliven, in:Phnomenologi
sche Forschungen 2012, Hamburg:Meiner, S. 213-231; ™% W[5 ] B4 « 7 RIRR
X o BURF: (Eoa i « SEATRUTRE « RVER——1E ST R0 R R0 R T R4
S, TRAFRERE, | TTERF ) (TR, 2016 425 1, 2 62-
72 T, ML T RUE/RAE SR B S AR N AL, JRAE IR AR SR Y, B
B AR 255 0] R

Q. Cassirer, Heinrich von Kleist und die Kantische Philosophie, in:ders., Idee
und Gestalt.Goethe.S chiller.Hlderlin.Kleist, Darmstadt:Wissenschaftliche
Buchgesellschaft, 1971, S. 191.

A (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)Cassirer, GL, S. 34; S.35; S.39; S.44; S.40:S.50.
(16) (17) (18) (19) (20) (21)Cassirer, GL, S. 45; S.46f; S.49; S.52; S.54; S.50f.
(22)Scheler, Stellung, S. 49.

(23)2 % Scheler, Stellung, S. 40ff.; LPL & & [ M. Scheler,Die deutsche
Philosophie der Gegenwart, in:der s.,Wesen und Formen der Sympathie/Die
Deutsche  Philosophie der Gegenwart,GW 7,Bern und Minchen, S. 309;
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M. Scheler, Phnomenologie und Erkenntnistheorie, in:ders., Schriften aus dem
Nachlass, Band I, Zur Ethik un d Erkenntnislehre, GW 10, Bonn 1986, S. 380. usw.

(24) (25) (26) (28) Scheler, Stellung, S.42: S.45,GW 9,S. 101, Anm. 1; S.67. 12
S. 62.

(27) (29) (30) %) Cassirer, GL, S. 49: S.43; S.41.

(31) “Efk” (Leib) R m MR ¥ EE T, £ HRELZNESE (RHEZEPRIEA
XA ERTES) F, SIS LTI Bk 8 T IR F . T &R
Ui, AEN COBRPE AL TR I SR R AN SEBR ) S AR EAE
ape e “Jurg” REE X B mEEH. £F9IRTHEX L, SHFEANET
N A& S ANAT ek, m2)E T R . PG —KmS5 “SHRoR”

(Leibseele) Ml “ EpfA&iRi&” (Leibkrper) #HIX /3. S44A, BT, “X &0 BB SA
AN, REAE N S0 RIS T2, AR A BRI R AN 45 T Ba 08 . 1T IE
FE XA BN [ FE AT R A 2 A% 1] ) AR 7 R SRR CJRIR

(Urphnomen) (Z % M. Scheler, Der Formalismus in der Ethik und die materiale
Wertethik, GW 2, Bern und Miinchen 1980, S.399) . {HA2&, FHIT % ARG T,

“CERT. CHRAR” (Krper) A1 B AARSRAAR” ML A BB X0

(32) &% Scheler, Stellung, S. 56-62; LA M 2% Stanislaw Kusmierz, Einheit und
Dualitt,Die anthropologische Differenz bei Helmuth Plessner und Max
Scheler, Bonn 2002, S. 51-55.

(33) (34) (35) (36) (39) (40)Scheler, Stellung, S. 56; S.58; S.13ff., 17f.,22f., 27f. ;
S.60; S.62f.; S.55f.

(37)Felix Hammer, Leib und Geschlecht.Philosophische Perspektiven von
Nietzsche bis Merleau—Ponty und Phnomenologisch—systematischer Aufriss, Bonn
1974, S. 117.

(38) &% Scheler, Stellung, S. 52, 55, 68f.; DA Z i Scheler, Schriften aus dem
Nachla, Bd. 3, PHilosophische Anthropologie, GW 12, Bern und Miinchen
1987, S. 174ff. ; [AIFfZ (% Angelika Sander, Askese und Weltbejahung:Zum Problem
des Dualismus in der Anthropologie und Metaphysik Max Schelers, in:Gerhart
Pfafferott (Hrsg.), Vom Umsturz der Werte in der modernen Gesellschaft, Bonn
1997, S. 35-52; Angelika Sander,Max Schelers zur Einfithrung, Hamburg: Junius
2001, S. 147.

(41)E. Cassirer, Philosophie der symbolischen Formen. Dritter
Teil:Phnomenologie der Erkenntnis, Text und Anmerkungen bearbeitet von Julia
Clemens, Hamburg:Felix Meiner, 2010, S. XI. (Dieser Band ist text—und
seitenidentisch mit ECW 13)

16



(42)E. Cassirer, Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen Formen, Ernst Cassirer
Nachgelassene Manuskripte und Texte (ECN), Bd. 1, hrsg. von
J.M. Krois, Hamburg:Felix Meiner, 1995. PA & Z [ Josef Maria Werle, Ernst
Cassirers nachgelassene Aufzeichnungen tiber Leben und Geist—zur Kritik der
Philosophie der Gegenwart, in:Hans—Jiirg Braun,Helmut Holzhey und Ernst
Wolfgang Orth(Hrsg.), Ernst Cassirers Philosophie der symbolischen
Formen, Frankfurt am Main 1988, S. 274-2809.

(43) (44) Cassirer, Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen Formen, ECN 1,S.238; S.8.

(45) 2 [ J.M.Krois, Problematik, Eigenart und Aktualitt der Cassirerschen
Philosophie der symbolischen Formen, in:Hans—Jiirg Braun, Helmut Holzhey und
Ernst Wolfgang Orth(Hrsg.), Ernst Cassirers Philosophie der symbolischen
Formen, a.a.0.,S.27. LL & % i Cassirer,Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen
Formen, ECN 1, S. 238.

(46)E. W. Orth, Max Scheler und Ernst Cassirer.Wissensformen und symbolische

Formen als kulturphnomenologische Perspektiven, a. a. 0., S. 220f.

(47)E. Cassirer, Naturalistische und humanistische Begriindung der
Kulturphilosophie, in:ders., Aufstze und kleine Schriften(1936-1940), Ernst
Cassirer Gesammelte Werke (ECW), Bd. 22, Text und Anmerkungen bearbeitet von
Claus Rosenkranz, Hamburg:Felix Meiner, 2006, S. 140—166.

(48) (50) (51) Z ] Cassirer, Naturalistische und humanistische Begriindung der
Kulturphilosophie, in:ECW 22, S. 146; S. 152f.; S.165.

(49) (52) (53)Cassirer, Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen Formen, ECN 1,S. 266;
S.3b; S.269.

(54)Ernst  Cassirer,Zur Logik der Kulturwissenschaften, Hamburg:Felix
Meiner, 2011, S. 27. (A S (M) KI/R: SCREMBR), KT, L
SO R, 2004 4F. )

(55) Z i ] RPG/R: (NIR), HPFHEE, bifg: BgRESCHREL, 19854, 25 34 Ui,
¥ KT IR 9 3 i S (Ernst  Cassirer, An Essay on Man.An Introduction to a
Philosophy of Human Culture, New Haven:Yale University Press, 1944) {84 ci3),
AN——yEH . HEER TR L EK/RiE (Gerald Hartung) ¥ 42¢ A, RPH/RFSMEH
“fr'5 N7 (homo symbolicus) fEAHTZ ANFKERZOFRIR, TAE 1941/1942 B2
(An Essay on Man.A Philosophical Anthropology), B ¢ Ni&) HIZE—FaAs b 4G
PL “fF5 13047 (animal symbolicum) X —FRIEKREMN “f5 N7, (Z[: Gerald

Hartung,Das Ma des Menschen. Studienausgabe:Aporien der philosophischen
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(56) [#E] R FE/R: (ANB), 287 .
(57) =% Cassirer, Zur Logik der Kulturwissenschaften, S. 80.

(58) 2% Cassirer, Zur Logik der Kulturwissenschaften,S.53.1X B[] “ & EE”
(Scylla) A1 “¥igin” (Charybdis) Zfafar & 5 (SR FICHUHNR 2k IBER
BT I P AH O 5o

(59) % [ Thora 1Ilin Bayer, Cassirer’s Metaphysics of Symbolic Forms:A
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(60) (61)Cassirer, Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen Formen, ECN 1,S.263; S.13.

(62) Davoser Disputation zwischen Frnst Cassirer und Martin

Heidegger, in:Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik, GA 3, S. 275.

(63) Scheler, Philosophische Weltanschauung, in:Scheler, Spte Schriften, GW
9, S. 75f.

(64) Davoser Disputation zwischen Frnst Cassirei und Martin

Heidegger, in:Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik, GA 3, S. 294.

(65)Heidegger, Metaphysische Anfangsgriinde der Logik im Ausgang von
Leibniz, GA 26, S. 165.

(66) % [# : Davoser Disputation zwischen FErnst Cassirer und Martin
Heidegger, in:Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik, GA 3,S.291; tH#]
Z % M. Scheler, Mensch und Geschichte, in:ders., Spte Schriften,GW 9,S.122;
M. Scheler, Zur lIdee des Menschen, in:ders., Vom Unsturz der Werte. Abhandlungen
und Aufstze, GW 3, Bern und Miinchen 1972, S. 173f.

(67) 2% Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik, GA 3, S. 1.
(68) Scheler, Mensch und Geschichte, in:ders., Spte Schriften, GW 9, S. 120.
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33 Martin Heidegger, Kant und das Problem der Metaphysik (Frankfurt am Main: Vittorio
Klostermann, 1991), 275.

34 Ibid, 275.3bF% 31 ARl E B B 3% 00 X 809% 0 4 R 48 484 @ ( Martin Heidegger )
%0 TREEFE (Rkam g )( Lig 0 LASESCH R > 2011 ) H263

35 Ibid., 309-310.
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FRRY EAG VRS - BTSSR K - RESBIE T E RV H R LI -
AR R SR AR HT RERYRITSE - HVRRRERHHREDT FeiR 21 SRR L Rt
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36 Ibid., 264.
37 Ibid., 264.
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38 Ibid., 253.
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FEE o BHILAER -

SR AR T AN ST RS P ey [ e a4 7 X ( Seinsart )
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FEEEF R - RPREHy (P EE) S=6C&RMED - E¥
AR » BeF— AR > RN ERATE - RIEEIR&EREE " AR
B W > RERE S RS S MER RO BRI R RIS o (Rt
) s FUE AR MUR U B Z R H Y S K E - TR — AR
ENULFEFRECUEBEEMEVRBDLA R > BRI NS EA

39 Ibid., 290-291.
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WL EE PR % 88 3R % o Ernst Cassirer, Kulturphilosophie: Vorlesungen und
Vortréige 1929-1941, In Ernst Cassirver —Nachgelassene Manuskripte und Texte. Hg.

Klaus Christian Kéhnke,” John Michael Krois & Oswald Schwemmer, Bd. 5 (Hamburg:
Felix Meiner Verlag, 2004), 258-259.
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B EFAYE AT - RTERIE T SR A A B R R

41 Ernst Cassirer, “Naturlistische und humanistische Begriindung der Kulturphilosophie,”
Ernst Cassirer: Gesammelte Werke. Hg. Birgit Recki, Bd. 22 (Hamburg: Felix Meiner
Verlag, 2006), 140.

42 1Ibid., 140.

43 Ibid., 143.

44 1Tbid., 144.
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1R EI— RS IPRE - SUEHIRIEY A ERfEREARE - ERHEAM
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SALAE HE EA HEIREY B B HA1 SO H B s S AR - RIS Ry
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45 1Ibid., 153.

46 Ernst Cassirer, Zur Logik der Kulturwissenschaften —Fiinf Studien, In Ernst Cassirer:
Gesammelte Werke. Hg. Birgit Recki, Bd. 24 (Hamburg: Felix Meiner Verlag, 2007),
365-371.
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47 Ernst Cassirer, Kulturphilosophie: Vorlesungen und Vortrige 1929-1941, 96-97.
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48 Ernst Cassirer, Zur Metaphysik der symbolischen Formen, 4.
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ME TG ER PR BFE  AA TR T RIANTBEMN , SEHE
RAHTHRARMRBOHFRME L EBRAWEMY  REFTAEHEHHE  MAL
eSS ERNS o % R : Emst Cassirer, Symbolische Prignanz,
Ausdrucksphdnomen und Wiener Kreis, In Ernst Cassirer —Nachgelassene Manuskripte
und Texte, Hg. Klaus Christian K6hnke, John Michael Krois & Oswald Schwemmer, Bd.
4 (Hamburg: Felix Meiner Verlag, 2011), 51 - £ 7 3 X et o B B EHLEE NS
8 & BT » & B Mi§ Symbolische Priagnanz 13 ik " 3R F 4 - FRBHARER
TR ELGERE AR TORTUARTERZIANTY > 2R T MALE
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50 Ernst Cassirer, Ziele und Wege der Wirklichkeitserkenntnis, In Ernst Cassirer —
Nachgelassene Manuskripte und Texte, Hg. Klaus Christian Kohnke, John Michael Krois
& Oswald Schwemmer, Bd. 2 (Hamburg: Felix Meiner Verlag, 1999), 6.

51 Ibid., 4.

52 Ibid., 8.

53 Ibid., 9.
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Abstract

This article aims to provide a comprehensive outline of Ernst Cassirer’s
Philosophy of Symbolic Forms. First, I will show that Cassirer transformed
Kant’s transcendental philosophy into a type of semiotics under the model of
Humboldt’s philosophy of language and established an epistemological basis for
cultural science in his critical philosophy of culture. Second, based on the Davos
Debate between Cassirer and Heidegger, I will explain how Cassirer used the
basic phenomenon of life to illustrate the foundation of meaning of scientific
knowledge under his research on phenomenology of perception so that his
metaphysical philosophy of culture would be well explicated. Based on the above
discussions, this article argues that the cultural philosophy embedded in
Cassirer’s  Philosophy of Symbolic Forms presents human beings’
self-understanding on the cultural life-form.
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“SPIRIT” AND “LIFE” IN CONTEMPORARY
PHILOSOPHY*

1

MONG the minor works of Heinrich von Kleist may be
found a brief essay in which the author has succeeded in
setting forth one of the philosophical problems of his era with
all the brevity and succinctness, all the cogency and penetration
which mark his incomparable prose style. Kleist attains this
pregnancy of thought by capturing content of it in the form of
a tale by the telling and creation of which the whole art of the
epic poet is revealed. He starts out from the recollection of an
occurrence which he depicts as one experienced by himself. A
youth, excelling not only in physical beauty but also in the
naturalness of his whole bearing and demeanor, comes to lose
this attractiveness the moment he accidentally becomes aware
of it; and once lost, it proves to be irrecoverable by will-power
or by any conscious effort. The consequence which Kleist draws
from this is that nature and consciousness, beauty and reflective
thought belong to different realms and stand in a relation of
polar tension and opposition to each other. Insofar as the one
comes to the fore, the other must give way. Confronted by the
bright daylight of consciousness, by reflection’s piercing ray
which strikes it to the heart, beauty must needs pale and vanish.
“We can see that just insofar as reflection grows weaker and
more obscure, in the organic world, beauty emerges all the
brighter and more overpowering. Nevertheless, just as two
lines diverging from a point, extended to infinity, will suddenly
come together again on the other side; or, just as the image in
* From the original German essay, “ ‘Geist’ und ‘Leben’ in der Philosophie
der Gegenwart,” which appeared in Die Neue Rundschau (Berlin und Leipzig,

1930—I, pp. 244-264), translated specifically for this volume by Robert Walter
Bretall and Paul Arthur Schilpp.
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a concave mirror, when extended to the infinite, suddenly
cmerges again directly before us: even so, when knowledge
has, so to speak, traversed the infinite, beauty once again will
disclose itself, so that simultaneously it will appear in its purest
form in that human organism which either is without con-
sciousness at all or has an infinite consciousness—i.e., in the
marionette or in God.” For man, once driven from the paradise
of immediacy—man who has once partaken of the tree of
knowledge and therewith has forever left behind the limits of
merely natural existence, of life which is unconscious of itself
—for man it follows that he must traverse his appointed orbit,
in order at the end of his road to find his way back again to its
beginning. That is the fate imposed by our “circular world.”
“Paradise 1s bolted fast, and the cherub far behind us; we must
travel around the world and see whether perchance an entrance
can be found somewhere from the rear.”

Kleist’s essay, “The Marionette Theatre,” appeared in the
Berliner Abendblitter in 1810 and is thus well over 100 years
old. But if some one came upon it today who did not know its
original author, he might well imagine that the writer belongs
to our own time—so clearly does he mirror the problematic
character of our anthropology today, of our philosophical doc-
trine of man. At once all the well-known names and works of
present-day philosophy press for comparison: in this trend we
see once again how deep the roots of our “modern” and most
up-to-date philosophical thinking go down into the soil of
Romanticism, and how, consciously or unconsciously, they all
depend upon Romantic prototypes. Today anew the great
antithesis of “Nature” and “Spirit,” the polarity of “Life” and
“Knowledge,” looms as the very centre of philosophical specu-
lation—and it is still in terms of Romantic concepts and Ro-
mantic categories that the problems are posed and their solu-
tion is sought. But really the conflict seems to have been
sharpened, and the contradiction stands before us even more
definitive and inexorable than in the days of Romanticism. For
in order to meet this contradiction, however sharply it might
be set forth, Romantic philosophy has always held ready a
definite metaphysical solution and reconciliation: in the last
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analysis, by way of various mediations, the contradiction runs
squarely into the underlying concept of the “Identity philoso-
phy.” “What we call Nature,” as Schelling puts it in his
System of Transcendental Idealism,“‘is a poem which lies locked
up in a wonderful, secret script. Yet the riddle could be solved,
if we would but learn to recognize the spirit’s Odyssey as,
wondrously deceptive, it seeks itself in continual flight from it-
self.” From any such solution of the riddle, from any such
aesthetic harmonizing of the contradiction between Nature and
Spirit, modern philosophy is far removed. It recognizes and
permits, on this point, no purely aesthetic compromise, but
rather seeks to apprehend and to tear open for us the chasm
between the two worlds in all its yawning depth. Thus espe-
cially in the writing of Ludwig Klages, where the problem has
been given its most pointed expression, Spirit appears as a
power which in the very depths of its being is anti-divine and
hostile to Life. “Consciousness” and “Life,” “cogitare” and
“esse” remain sundered from each other at the very root of
their being. Having given himself to the domination of Spirit,
man sets himself at variance with Life and entrusts himself to
vampiric forces which enter into the music of the spheres as a
piercing dissonance.

One feels it almost as a redemption from this magic-mythical
web in which Klages’ theory of consciousness threatens to en-
tangle us, when we shift our attention from this to the basic
doctrines of Max Scheler’s “Anthropology,” as developed in
his latest philosophical writings, particularly in his book, Die
Stellung des Menschen im Kosmos.* A presentation, and inter-
pretation and critical examination of these basic doctrines re-
mains indeed an audacious undertaking. For Scheler’s Anthro-
pology remained fragmentary; we still do not know whether
we shall ever possess it in all the breadth and fulness in which
he himself had originally planned and conclusively envisaged
it. Only a few brief sketches of the project as a whole were
published by Scheler himself; only a few of the major lines

' First appearing under the title, “Die Sonderstellung des Menschen,” in the
collection of essays, Mensch und Erde; now published separately (Otto Reichl
Verlag, Darmstadt).
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of demarcation were drawn and firmly laid down. We must try
to hold to these lines of demarcation in order to use them as
guide-posts to the new world of ideas which opened up to
Scheler during the last few years of his life. What makes
Scheler’s solution so distinctive, and also, at first glance, so
paradoxical and foreign to our customary thought-patterns, is
this: in no wise does he seek to reconcile “Life” and “Spirit”—
or to overcome the dualism between the two; but he succeeds
nonetheless in drawing a totally different picture of the real
meaning and significance of this dualism, of this original cleav-
age of Being within itself, from that presented by traditional
Western metaphysics. From this tradition he parts company
in two respects. On the one hand he absolutely forswears any
and all attempts at a monistic “identity-philosophy,” whether
of the speculative or of the empirical-scientific variety. Accord-
ing to Scheler there is no such thing as an evolution leading
from bare Life to Spirit, no such thing as a gradual emergence
of the latter out of the former. “The new principle,” he empha-
sizes, “which makes man truly man, is something that stands
entirely outside the realm of what can be called ‘Life’ . . . in
even its most inclusive sense. That which makes mankind truly
human is a principle standing in direct opposition to all Life gua
Life, and which, as such, cannot in any way be traced back to
‘the natural evolution of life’.” That this is so, that in all those
activities which are usually embraced under the term “Spirit,”
what we have is not any simple extension of the functions of Life
as such, nor so to speak any tranquil emergence therefrom, but
on the contrary a resolute reversal of Life’s basic direction:
according to Scheler this much is shown, above all, in that just
the aforementioned activities, measured in terms of bare Life,
are not positive but negative in kind. What makes itself felt in
them is no intensification of Life’s natural forces, but rather
their obstruction, a giving pause and a turning aside from every-
thing toward which Life is oriented, when Life is conceived
purely as impulse, purely in its own sphere and according to
the principle of its own dynamic motion. Man is not wholly
man until he executes this turning aside—until he is no longer
tied and bound fast to the wheels and engines of purely vital
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events, but is able to view them from a vantage-point outside
and above.

The basic determination of a spiritual being, according to
Scheler, is consequently his existential disengagement, his free-
dom, his release from confinement, from compulsion, from
dependence upon the organic. “Such a ‘spiritual’ being is not
longer bound to impulse or to his environing world, but free
from it and, as we should like to call it, open to the world. Such
a being may be said to Aave a ‘world;’ he is able to raise to the
status of ‘objects’ those centres of resistance and reaction origi-
nally presented to him by his environment (in which environ-
ment the animal ecstatically loses itself), and even to grasp
the very quintessence of these ‘objects’ in their essential being,
without the limitations of experiencing this world of objects
or its ‘givenness’ via the apparatus of vital impulses and via its
sense functions and organs. Hence Spirit is objectification, the
capacity of determination through the essence of things as such.
And such a being is a ‘carrier’ of Spirit, whose principal inter-
course with reality outside itself has dynamically reversed itself
completely in its relation to the animal.” By means of highly
original and epistemologically weighty and fruitful trains of
thought Scheler seeks to show how precisely the fundamental
cognitive functions—those functions to which we are indebted
for the construction of an “objective” world in any proper
sense—measured purely by reference to Life’s relational
system, exhibit a negative prefix. “Pure” space and “pure” time,
for example, are nothing but schemata—i.c., empty forms of
cognition. Manifestly neither one has any positive content;
neither are they “objects” in the sense that effects flow from
them or can be wrought upon them. On the other hand, they
are clearly not a mere nothing: rather it is in this their very
negativity,—in this basic opposition of theirs to anything real,—
that they possess an entirely definite meaning, which 1s a neces-
sary function for the theoretical formation and for the theoreti-
cal cognition of reality. This function depends upon the fact that
empty space and empty time are pure forms of order—forms
which apply not only to the actual, but extend beyond that to
the possible. Space—as Leibniz already defined it—is the order
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of all possible togetherness, just as time is the order of all
possible successiveness, This concept of the possible—which
Leibniz first used to open up the realm of the Ideal, the region
of “eternal truths”—from the standpoint of philosophical
anthropology now reveals itself as a quite peculiar, a specifically
human concept. What perhaps differentiates man most sharply
from the beast, according to Scheler, is just this, that he is not
fast bound to the actuality of the moment which surrounds him,
and that he is not held by it, but is capable of the free contem-
plation of the Possible. “The animal is as little able to separate
the empty form of space and time from the specific content of
things in its environment, as it is to abstract ‘number’ from the
greater or lesser ‘quantity’ of things themselves. It lives entirely
in the concrete acruality of its specious present. Only when the
instinctive expectations, transforming themselves into motivat-
ing impulses, gain the ascendancy over everything which is
[merely] factual instinctive fulfilment in perception or sensa-
tion, does there take place in man the exceedingly unique phe-
nomenon that spatial and also temporal emptiness appear to
precede and to be the foundation of all possible contents of per-
ception and of the whole world of material objects.”

Thus again we see the antithesis between “Life”” and “Spirit”
stressed as sharply as possible and rigorously carried out—
nevertheless, in the definition of the basic relationships of the
two to each other, the prefix, so to speak, has now been changed.
For Scheler has not the slightest doubt concerning the superi-
ority and sovereignty of the spirit in the metaphysical hierarchy
and order of values. One thing only he emphasizes—that this
superiority in point of value be in no way equated with superi-
ority in point of existence or efficacy. Rather we encounter here
another peculiar antithesis, and one which seems at last destined
to trace the dualism of Life and Spirit down to its very deepest
roots. Scheler most resolutely opposes the doctrine that the
higher wvalue, in the totality of being and becoming, must also
be endowed with the greater strength. Over against this opti-
mistic viewpoint he sets the sharply contradictory thesis: the
Spirit, or the Idea, in which a supreme value seems collected and
concentrated, 1s, precisely because of this fact, by no means
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commensurable in terms of power, of immediate actuality and
efficacy, with Life and with the merely vital forces. As we have
seen, man was defined by Scheler as the living being who is
capable of assuming a primarily ascetic attitude toward his own
life. Compared to animals, who always say “Yes” to whatever
happens to be, even when they are repelled and are running
away, man 1s “the being who is able to say ‘No’,” “the ascetic
toward Life,” the everlasting protestant against sheer actuality.

“Here, however, arises the decisive question: does the Spirit
arise out of ascesis, repression, and sublimation—or does it
merely derive its energy from these? In the answer to this
question lies a radical parting of the ways. It is my own con-
viction that the deing of the Spirit in no way hinges on this
negative activity, this ‘No’ to actuality, but only, as it were, its
supply of energy and therewith its ability to manifest itself.”
Hence the Spirit, as Scheler understands it, is at the outset abso-
lutely powerless. All the power of which it can avail itself in its
struggle with Life stems not from itself; it must rather, in a
unique roundabout way, wrest it from the realm of Life itself,
step by step, through just that act of asceticism and impulse-
sublimation. Erroneous, according to Scheler, is that theory
which originates in the Greek conception of Spirit and of the
Idea—the doctrine of the “inherent power of the Idea,” its
inner strength and activity, its independent efficacy. True, the
Spirit may gradually attain power to the degree that Life’s im-
pulses enter into its lawfulness: “but to begin with and in its
original form, the Spirit has not energy of its own.” Hence the
Spirit must be content with pointing Life’s forces toward a
definite goal, in terms of its own ideational structures and mean-
ings; but it is not the Spirit’s own task to produce this goal. The
promised land to which it points is and remains a land of mere
promise. At no other point, perhaps, does Scheler’s theory
diverge so clearly from that of Hegel, which comes to a focus
precisely in this one thought, the conviction that the Idea is not
merely a task, but a “substantial power.” “Human spirit and
human volition”—Scheler emphasizes, over against Hegel—
“can never mean more than guidance and direction.” And this
means simply that the Spirit, as such, presents Ideas to the
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impulsive forces; but not that it introduces any original potency
of its own for the realization of these Ideas. Consequently, this
is how the goal and the true meaning of human evolution now
appear: “the mutual pemerration of the originally impotent
Spirit and the originally demonic Impulses (.., one which, as
over against all spiritual Ideas and values, is blind) . . . and
the simultaneous empowering, i.e., enlivening, of the Spirit is
the final End and Goal of all finite being and becoming—which
Theism mistakenly posits as the point of departure.”

11

Here, however, two questions arise to which, as far as I can
see, this firmly joined and internally coherent system of
Scheler’s anthropology no longer affords any answer. First of
all: if Life and Spirit belong to entirely disparate worlds—if
they are completely foreign to each other in their nature as well
as in their origin—how is it possible that they nevertheless can
accomplish a perfectly homogeneous piece of work, that they
co-operate and interpenetrate in constructing the specifically
human world, the world of “meaning”? Is this interpenetration
—to use a word which Lotze once coined in another epistemo-
logical connection—nothing more or less than a “happy acci-
dent”? How can it be explained that the forces of Life—the
purely vital, impulsive urges in Scheler’s sense—permit them-
selves to be diverted from their own paths and to take that
other, precisely opposite direction, which the law of the Spirit
demands? True, Scheler emphasizes the fact that the Spirit by
no means directly breaks in or infringes upon the world of Life
—that it has no force of its own to set over against the force of
Life’s impulses, but that it is content to function in a purely
symbolic manner, by pointing and showing the way. The Ideas
are not efficacious; they merely lead and direct; they illumine
the course of Life, but they do not compel it to take a certain
direction. But in spite of all this: how is Life capable of even
seeing the Ideas which the Spirit holds up to it and of directing
its way by them, as by starry constellations, if its pristine nature
be defined as mere impulse, i.c., as spiritually blind? If we are
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to gain an answer to this question, within the framework of
Scheler’s anthropology, we must, it seems, risk a leap into the
dark; we must refer back to the unity of the metaphysical
world-ground—the ground which nevertheless unites what to
us is and remains manifestly heterogeneous and knits it into
a single whole. Scheler himself, at one point in his essay on
“Die Stellung des Menschen,” has pointed the way toward some
such solution. He stresses the idea that the Spirit absolutely
never can be derived from Life or explained in terms of Life,
since it is rather a principle standing in opposition to all Life
as such, so that it must fall back, if on anything at all, upon the
supreme Ground of things themselves. However widely Spirit
and Life may diverge, for us, in all their phenomenal forms
and appearances, there always remains nonetheless the possi-
bility that the two may meet at some infinitely distant point—
that they may, in some manner unknown to us, be held together
in that X which is the ultimate ground of the universe. But
with such an answer the Gordian knot is really not so much
untied as cut. It is remarkable that Scheler, with all the evident
originality and excellence of his last philosophical works, is here
thrown back upon problems which belong to the very oldest
stratum of the metaphysical thinking and self-reflection of man-
kind. Already his conception of “Spirit” as such, in its very
wording and original definition, is unmistakably reminiscent
of Aristotle’s, and Scheler confronts us with the same internal
difficulties in which the Aristotelian doctrine of Spirit finally
ensnares us. Aristotle’s Spirit, or vois, is related to the lower
mental faculties, to the forces of the purely vital sphere—to
sense-perception, memory and ideation—not as an additional
member of the same evolutionary series, but rather as super-
ordinate to them all: it enters into the world of Life and of
psychical being “from without.” Here, however, burst upon us
all those questions with which the entire metaphysics and the
whole psychology of the Middle Ages, and thereafter the psy-
chology of the Renaissance, wrestled on and on, and which even
today, as the structure of Scheler’s anthropology shows, seem
not yet to have been definitively silenced. How 1s the Spirit able
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to exert any effect on a world to which it does not itself belong;
—how can the transcendence of the Idea be reconciled with the
immanence of Life?

For Aristotle himself the answer to this question is supplied
by his system of teleology. The Aristotelian God—who is con-
ceived as pure Spirit without admixture of anything material,
as actus purus, as “thought thinking thought”—nevertheless
moves the world: but he does so not in a mechanical way, not
through any external impetus, but rather because, as the Su-
preme Form, he also constitutes the purpose towards which the
universe itself is striving as the goal of its own self-realization.
Thus God moves the world not through physical force, but “as
the beloved object moves the lover.” This interpretation (so
profound and beautiful in itself) of the relation between God
and the world, between Idea and Life, is, however, no longer
useful to Scheler in the last phase of his philosophy; it is,
for him, antiquated and superseded. He charges the “classical
theory” of the Spirit, as developed in ancient Greece, with
precisely this, that in its consequences it has led “to the untena-
ble nonsense of a so-called teleological Weltanschauung,” as it
has dominated the whole theistic philosophy of the Occident.
But failing this classical, theistic-teleological solution of the
problem—what other solution remains? How is it to be ex-
plained that Life follows the pattern set before it by the Idea—
if there is not contained in Life itself an immanent “trend
toward the Idea”—if (to speak in Platonic terms) a yearning
for the Idea and striving toward it were not already prevalent in
the phenomenal world? May not Life, after all, be something
other and something more than mere impulse, more than a drive
into the indeterminate and the aimless? Does there not exist
originally within Life itself the Will to attain its own self-
portrayal, its own self-objectification, its own “visibility”? And
on the other hand: must not the Spirit—even if one ascribes to it
no original energy of its own and confines its activity merely to
the inhibiting of the natural, purely vital forces—must not the
Spirit, even in this inhibiting, still be something positively
determinate and something positively effective? How could
even this stoppage, this unique damming up of Life’s forces
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and impulses ever succeed, if, from the very beginning, the
Spirit were entirely impotent? The problem of the opposition
between Life and Spirit, as posed in modern metaphysics, is
strikingly reminiscent in more ways than one of that set of
problems in the older metaphysics which centered around the
mind-body problem. As greatly different as is the mere conzent
of the questions in these two cases, the essential, purely methodi-
cal motives repeat themselves in both instances in a peculiar
way. Thus immediately alongside Scheler’s answer to the ques-
tion concerning the unification of Life and Spirit we may place
Descartes’ answer to the question of the unification, the “union”
of body and soul. Descartes begins with the proposition that the
soul can neither beget any new force in the field of bodily events,
nor destroy any force already extant: for the realm of bodily
events constitutes a homogeneous, tightly closed causal system,
which is determined by a strict law of conservation, by the law
of constancy of momentum in the universe. Thus the soul, of
itself, can neither create any physical energy nor can it destroy
any already in existence. Only ome possibility remains to the
soul, according to Descartes, and this is that it may determine
and under certain conditions alter the direction of these move-
ments operating in the physical realm; and it is supposed to be
precisely this change of direction, which marks the soul’s in-
fluence upon the body, and to which this effect is confined. The
objection which remained standing against this solution of the
mind-body problem, and which was at once raised by Leibniz,
lay just in the fact that even this mere change of direction
necessarily demands a certain definite expenditure of energy,
without which it is inconceivable. Quite analogously, even that
process of mere inhibition—which, with Freud, Scheler calls the
sublimation of life—would be incomprehensible and impossible,
were the Spirit, which is to effect this result, in its essence to be
thought of as totally impotent. Even this inhibition must ulti-
mately go back to some sort of positive factor and to some posi-
tive impulse. If one takes the “Spirit” exclusively in the sense
of Scheler’s original definition, it will never be able in any way
to effect anything beyond itself. Of it, Faust’s saying would hold
strictly true:
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The god that dwells within my soul

Can stir to life my inmost deeps.

Full sway o’er all my powers he keeps,
But naught external can he €’er control.?

When Life is once defined as the “wholly other,” as the contra-
dictory opposite of Spirit, it becomes impossible to see how this
contradiction can ever be resolved—how the Spirit’s summons
is not to die away in emptiness, but is still to be heard in the
sphere of Life and to be understood there.

111

Herewith we at once arrive at a very general question which
must be put to Scheler’s projected philosophical anthropology.
Does there really obtain this relationship of strict opposition,
1.6., a genuine logical disjunction between the “classical” doc-
trine, which Scheler combats, and his own basic point of view
—Dbetween the view which grants the Spirit absolute substantial
power over all actuality and, on the other hand, that which sees
it as a principle “powerless” from the very beginning? Such
would only be the case, if the concept of “power” itself were a
completely definite, logically entirely unambiguous concept, so
that we could be quite certain it was being taken in exactly the
same strictly circumscribed sense in both theses of the disjunc-
tion. But it is precisely this presupposition which seems not to
be fulfilled in this case. A keener analysis of Hegel’s, as well as
of Scheler’s, concept of “power” seems to me to indicate that
there exists here an equivocation which must first be cleared up,
if we wish to lay bare the distinctive, the fundamental problem
which is in question at this point. Scheler himself does not
distinguish between efficient energy and that kind which might
be called formative energy or energy of pure formation. Yet
between the two there is an essential and very specific difference.
Efficient energy aims immediately at man’s environment,
whether it be in order to apprehend it as it actually is and take
possession of it, or in order to alter its course in some definite
direction. Formative energy, on the other hand, is not aimed

*Lines 1566 to 1569 (incl.) of Goethe’s Faust, First Part, as translated by
George Madison Priest (Alfred Knopf, New York, 1941), 46.
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directly at this outer environment, but rather remains self-
contained: it moves within the dimension of the pure “Image,”
and not in that of “actuality.” Here the human spirit does not
directly turn against objects, but rather weaves itself into a
world of its own, a world of signs, of symbols and of meanings.
And herewith it really forfeits that immediate oneness which,
in the lower animals, unites “observing” and “effecting.”” This
is perhaps one of the most characteristic traits of the animal
world, of its organic firmness and its inner organic health,
that in it this unity is most strictly preserved. The world of the
Spirit, on the contrary, does not come into existence until the
stream of Life no longer merely flows freely, but is held back
at certain points—until Life, instead of unceasingly giving birth
to new Life and consuming itself in these very births, gathers
itself together into enduring forms and projects these forms
out of and in front of itself. Herein seems to me to lie the truth
of Scheler’s fundamental position: that by no mere quantita-
tive increase, enhancement or intensification of Life can we ever
attain the realm of the Spirit, but that in order to gain entrance
into this sphere a turnabout and return, a change of “mind”
and of direction are necessary. But from this it by no means
follows that in its peculiar, constitutive principle the Spirit
would have to be understood as completely powerless, as utterly
static and as “the ascetic of Life.” Indeed the Spirit would not
be capable of bringing Life to this relative stand-still, which in a
certain sense marks the beginning of all “understanding,” if it
did not have some power of its own to set over against Life,
power which 1s not borrowed from Life, but which it draws from
the depths of its own being. The mediate activity of form-
creation, to be sure, differs from the immediate activity of work
and deed in the direction which it takes and in the goal at which
it aims; but it is, no less than the other, pure activity, actus purus.
The genuine “ideas”—according to Spinoza, and this is true
not only of the ideas involved in pure cognition, but also of the
creations of language and the arts, of myth and religion—stand
there not like silent pictures on a blackboard; they bring them-
selves into being, and in this their act of self-generation they
afford at the same time a new intuition into “objective” reality.
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From this functional character of pure Form—.e., from the
circumstance that it ever eadsts only insofar as it continually re-
creates itself—it first becomes wholly clear how and why each
form is antithetical in itselff—why a necessary polarity must
reside therein. It is always a double movement that works itself
out here: a continuous alternation of the forces of attraction and
repulsion. “There is no surer way of evading the world than
through art,”—so says Goethe,—and there is no surer way of
binding oneself to it than through art.”” This double determina-
tion applies to every kind of creative activity and of “symbolic
formation.” This formative activity always begins by holding
off the world, as it were, at a distance and by erecting a barrier
between the I and the world. In the purely vital sphere no such
division has yet taken place. Here action immediately follows
action; effect is followed by counter-effect, from which again a
new effect arises. Even relatively very complicated instinctive
actions of animals appear to be nothing other than such “reflex
chains.” But with the first dawning of spirituality in man this
kind of immediacy is a thing of the past. Henceforth, the ten-
sion between the I and its environment is not resolved with a
single stroke, the spark between the two no longer leaps over
directly; rather it is mediated in a way which, instead of leading
through the world of event and action, proceeds by way of
creative formation. Only at the end of this long and difficult
way of inner formation does actuality again come into the
purview of man. In his research into anthropoid intelligence
Kéhler has shown that the highest achievement which can
possibly be expected of an animal is the art of the “detour”—
and that even the highest animals learn this art only with
great difficulty and to a very limited degree. Compared to this,
the world of the human Spirit, as built up in language and in
the use of tools, in artistic representation and conceptual knowl-
edge, is nothing other than the persistent, continuously expand-
ing and refined “art of the detour.” More and more man learns
to set the world aside, in order to draw it to himself—and more
and more these two basic antithetical directions of efficient action
come to melt, for him, into one homogeneous activity, both sides
of which, like inhaling and exhaling, reciprocally condition one
another. Man must retreat into the world of “unreality,” into
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the world of appearance and of play, in order therein and there-
by to conquer the world of reality. For aesthetic theory, this
basic insight was set forth above all by Schiller, and developed
by him in all its ramifications. From this point of view Schiller’s
“Letters on the Aesthetic Education of Mankind” looms up as
one of the fundamental writings on which modern philosophical
anthropology is also based. Here is the root of that famous jdea
(Begriffserklirung) in which Schiller seeks to express man’s
essential nature: “Man only plays when he is man in the fullest
sense of the word, and he is only fully man when he plays.”
This pregnant explanation of man’s being is, however, expressly
limited by Schiller to the aesthetic sphere: according to him
man should only play with beauty, but also he should play only
with beauty. But if we take the concept of play as broadly as
possible, this limitation [to aesthetics] turns out to be unsound
and unnecessary. Rather one may venture the paradox that not
only the sphere of beauty but also that of zruzh is first wholly
disclosed to man by the play-function. In one of the deepest and
most fruitful sections of Kant’s Critigue of Pure Reason, it is
shown that the function of pure reason, if it is not to remain
empty, has need of another function as its completion and neces-
sary correlative—a function which Kant designates by the name
of “productive imagination.” And he went on to infer that
everything we are accustomed to call simple sensory “percep-
tion” is most closely bound up with this function—that the pro-
ductive imagination also forms an “ingredient of every possible
perception.” If this is so, then what we call the intuition of “the
actual” does not occur without the outlook and prospective
glance into “the possible”—then furthermore, the construction
of the “objective” world of experience is dependent upon the
original formative powers of the Spirit and upon the funda-
mental laws according to which they act.

v

It is impossible to enter into the weighty and decisive conse-
quences for epistemology which follow from this basic view-
point.” If we return, instead, to our starting-point once more,

I have tried to draw these consequences in another place, the third volume
of my Philosophie der symbolischen Formen (published by Bruno Cassirer).
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to the way in which the problem is posited in Scheler’s philo-
sophical anthropology, we shall then be able to define more
sharply the basic thesis of this anthropology, both positively
and negatively. What Scheler saw and what—even in the brief
sketch of his anthropology which is all we have had until now
—with his extraordinary dialectical power and mastery, he has
succeeded in working out, is precisely that tension, that ir-
reconcilable difference, that antithesis which holds between the
region of “Spirit” and that of “Life.” Here he successfully dis-
misses every attempt at a comfortable “monistic” solution.
Scheler, however, does not stop with the primary and methodi-
cal contradiction herein demonstrated: he goes on immediately
to another, metaphysical contradiction which for him arises out
of the former—an antithesis not between functions but between
real powers of Being. The metaphysical concept of “being,” how-
ever, is marked by this peculiarity, that it possesses a strongly
absolutistic character. Within it there is basically no room for
“being” of a different stamp and different zype of meaning.
Rather we are led sooner or-later to a simple “either-or”—to
that “crisis” between being and non-being by which the first
great thinker of Western metaphysics, Parmenides, already
found himself confronted. In Scheler’s philosophical anthro-
pology, too, this fate of metaphysics is borne out anew in a
rather singular and remarkable way. What Scheler gives to the
Spirit he must take away from Life; what he allots the latter
he must deny the former. Thus for him originally a Spirit
hostile to Life and a Life blind to Ideas stand confronting one
another—only in order then to be drawn to each other after all,
and, as if by a miracle, to “find their way back to each other.”
The Spirit, powerless in itself, and without drawing upon its
own resources, but sheerly through its presence (Dasein) and
nature (So-Sein), at last steers Life into its own orbit; and Life
yields itself to the Spirit, it follows the Ideas which are held
before it, even though these Ideas, seen purely from the stand-
point of Life, mean nothing more than a diversion from its own
goal and consequently a definite weakening and obstruction.
The supreme, yes indeed the only power which man can bring
to bear, in order to outgrow the realm of mere vitality and



“SPIRIT” AND “LIFE” 873

attain his distinctive being and his specific worth, is accordingly
the power of asceticism. That Scheler should impute to ascetic-
ism this moral-spiritual power is perhaps the only, yet at the
same time a most significant symptom of the fact that even the
final “atheistic” phase of his philosophy is still bound as by
invisible threads to the earlier period of his thinking. But just
here it seems to me that the actual inner logic of Scheler’s
fundamental position clearly points even beyond the stage to
which he himself had pursued it in his last works on anthro-
pology. For it would indeed be comprehensible that asceticism
might, so to speak, break the path for energies already at hand
and standing on their own; but not that it could call these
energies forth, as it were, out of nothing, or that it should be
able to endow with real strength, in the first place, an in-
herently impotent principle. For in truth that asceticism which
is viewed by Scheler at the pre-condition and the point of de-
parture for all basic phenomena of the Spirit, more closely
scrutinized, bears not so much an absolute as a definitely relative
character. Plainly it is rio turning away from Life as such, but
rather an inner transformation and about-face experienced by
Life itself. This about-face—this pathway from “Life” to “the
Idea”—is not marked by rest as opposed to motion; it is no
quietistic, inherently inactive principle as contrasted with rest-
less becoming. Rather it is energies of a different order and, as
it were, of a different dimension which here stand confronting
one another. The most comprehensive definition of “Spirit”
set down by Scheler is to the effect that for him Spirit means
objectivity, “determinability through the essence (So-Sein) of
things as such.” In his activity man is presumed to be deter-
mined not, like the animals, by the mere reaction to opposing
forces, but by the intuition of objects—and this elevation above
the circumstantial to the realm of the objective, this pure object-
existence is supposed to be the most formal category of the logi-
cal aspect of the Spirit. But as soon as this definition has been
agreed to, the further question must at once be raised, how pre-
cisely this fundamental act of objectification is itself possible,
and by what it is conditioned. The totality of its conditions, it
seems to me, can be surveyed and exhibited only by entering
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into the “in-between” realm of the “symbolic forms,” by view-
ing the many-sided image-worlds which man interposes between
himself and reality, not in order to remove and thrust the latter
from him, but in order, by thus gaining distance, to bring it
properly within the purview of his vision—in order to elevate it
from the merely tangible sphere, which demands immediate
proximity, to that of the visible. Language and the arts, myth
and theoretical knowledge, all work together, each according to
its own inner law, at this process of spiritual “setting at a
distance:” they are the great stages on the way which leads
from the Space of grasping and doing, wherein the animal lives
and remains, as it were, imprisoned, to the Space of intuition
and thought, to that of the spiritual “horizon.”

Viewed in this perspective, the polarity of Spirit and Life,
which constitutes the basic idea of Scheler’s anthropology, is by
no means cancelled; but, systematically considered, it now ap-
pears in a different light. Even in his last works, however
radical a transformation of his views they may contain, Scheler
still speaks the language of a definitely realistic metaphysics. He
sets Spirit and Life over against each other as primeval powers
of being—as real forces which, in a certain way, contend with
one another for dominion over the whole of reality. In doing
this, however, a purely functional antithesis is transformed into
a substantial one—from a distinction exhibitable in phenomena
we are suddenly led to an assertion about the transcendental,
initial cause. To be sure, Scheler even here remains far removed
from Klages’ mythicizing and demonizing of the Spirit. For
Scheler the Spirit is demarcated and distinguished precisely by
the fact that it can never be exhibited as a substantial entity, but
only in its pure act of functioning, in its living actuality. Just
because it represents the principle of objectification it can never
itself become objective, it cannot be defined and comprehended
in the manner of any objective entity. But in spite of this dis-
claimer and this critical delimitation, the Spirit, even for
Scheler, still remains, as it were, a kind of substantive. In him
too the metaphysical interest in the end takes precedence over
the purely phenomenological: the Spirit becomes a Being sui
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generis, standing over and above the being of mere Life. If,
instead, one understands Life and Spirit not as substantial
essences set over against one another, but takes both of them
in the sense of their pure functional activity, the antithesis be-
tween the two immediately acquires a different meaning. No
longer need the Spirit be viewed as a principle foreign or hostile
to all Life, but it may be understood as a turning and about-
face of Life itself—, a transformation which it experiences
within itself, insofar as it passes from the circle of merely or ganic
creativity and formation into the circle of “form,” the circle of
ideal formative activity.,

At this point the fundamental thesis of “Objective Idealism”
completely maintains its ground, in the face of all the criticism
which the nineteenth and twentieth centuries’, “philosophy of
life” has urged against it. Especially as concerns Hegel, it
would be a complete misunderstanding of his system to bring
against it the reproach that by reason of its panlogistic tendency
it denies the rights of Life—that it has sacrificed the vital
sphere to that of logic. Even a mere glance at the historical de-
velopment of the Hegelian doctrine is sufficient to invalidate
this objection: for it is precisely in the writings of Hegel’s early
period that, in connection with his investigations in philosophy
of history and philosophy of religion, a new, systematically most
fruitful concept of Life is coined. In the introduction to his
Phenomenology of Spirit, however, Hegel then, in propositions
of truly classical formulation, proceeded to carry out the ad-
vance and to make the definitive break. He now demands that
the self-contained and closed substantiality of life open up, that
it spread out and reveal itself: for only in this process and by
virtue of it can mere substance achieve its “Being-for-itself”
and become a “subject.” “The strength of the Spirit is only as
great as its expression; its depth only as deep as in its revelation
it dares to expand and lose itself.” The realization of this princi-
ple demands not only that Spirit and Life come to know them-
selves as opposites; but that, at the same time, on account of
this very opposition, they seek and demand each other. The
polarity between the two remains, but it loses its appearance of
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absolute estrangement. Indeed, if we pass in review the whole
series of accusations which the modern “philosophy of life”” has
raised against the usurped supremacy of the Spirit, one objec-
tion immediately obtrudes itself. Who exactly—it must be in-
quired—is the plaintiff, and who the defendant in the trial here
getting under way? It seems as if Life were here brought to
the bar against the Spirit, in order to defend itself against the
latter’s enroachment, against its violence and its conceit. And
yet this impression is deceptive—for Life as such is self-im-
prisoned, and in this self-imprisonment is speechless. It has no
language other than that which the Spirit lends it. Hence,
wherever it is summoned against the Spirit, the latter in truth
is always both assailant and defendant, plaintiff and judge in
one. The real drama takes place not between Spirit and Life,
but in the midst of the Spirit’s own realm, indeed at its very
focus. For every accusation is a form of predication; every con-
demnation is a form of judgment; predication and judgment,
however, are the basic and time-honored functions of the Logos
itself. In connection with this we may recall that in Greek it is
one and the same word, one and the same term—the term
ratnyopelv and watnyopla—which expresses accusation as well as
predication in general. All of the passionate speeches of accusa-
tion against the Spirit, in which modern philosophical literature
is so rich, cannot make us forget, therefore, that here in truth
it is not Life striving against the Spirit, but the latter striving
against itself. And this internal conflict is really its appointed
fate, its everlasting, inescapable pathos. The Spirit is only, inso-
far as it turns against itself in this manner; its own unity is
thinkable only in such contrariety. Hence the Spirit is not only
—as Scheler defines it—the ascetic of Life, not only that which
is able to say “No” to all organic reality; it is the principle
which within itself may negate itself. And the paradox of its
nature consists precisely in the fact that this negation does not
destroy it, but first makes it truly what it is. Only in the “No”
with which it confronts itself does the Spirit break through to
its own self-affirmation and self-assertion: only in the question
which it presents to itself does it become truly itself. Montai gne
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said once that man is the enigmatic animal who is capable of
hating himself: an anomaly and a contradiction for which no
precedent exists anywhere else in the realm of nature. Nature
knows suffering and death, destruction znd annihilation; but it
knows nothing of that self-disintegration whereby man turns
against himself. As the being who alone is capable of question-
ing, man is also the being who is and remains to himself
thoroughly problematical, the being eternally worthy of ques-
tioning. In this sense all those who, in the name of Life, bring
the Idea into court, remain,—to use Hegel’s expression—the
“agents of the Idea,” for just this passing of judgment upon
itself is nothing but a primeval phenomenon and an imperative,
a categorical demand of Spirit; and from this setting of the
problem it necessarily follows that precisely the Spirit’s own
accusers must in the end become its custodians and its witnesses.

\'

This fundamental situation emerges most clearly and most
definitely perhaps, if we endeavor to grasp it by way of Lan-
guage and to throw light upon it from the basic and peculiar
spiritual structure of the latter. It can be said that as long as
there has been philosophy of language, so long has there also
been critigue of language—that the insight into the positive
strength and the positive meaning of language has always been
followed by scepticism, as by a shadow. And this doubt about
language, indeed this despair regarding it, remains by no means
limited to philosophy; it is not even foreign to the great poets
and to the greatest coiners of language in the realm of poetry.
In a well-known Venetian epigram Goethe complained of the
fact that, bound as he was to the medium of the German lan-
guage, he unfortunately had to corrupt both life and art by
having to use this “worst of material.” But among his works
there is also to be found another poem, entitled “Language,”
which, compared with this epigram figures as its polar opposite
and palinode:

What’s “rich,”” what’s “poor”! What’s “strong” and “weak”!
Is rich the treasure in the buried urn?
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Is strong the sword within the arsenal?
Grasp gently, then, and benign fortune
Flows, Godhead, out from Thee;

T’ward victory, might, reach for the sword
And glory o’er thy neighbors.*

Here again the feeling of the true language-coiner breaks
through: the feeling that, essentially, language is only what the
momentary impulse, the animating and life-giving moment,
makes out of it. Its meaning and value depend not on what it
may be “in itself,” in its metaphysical nature, but on the
manner of its use, its spiritual employment. For it is not the
rigid substance of language, but its living, dynamic function,
which determines this meaning and-value. Language is mis-
judged if it is taken in some way or other as a thinglike being,
as a substantial medium which interposes itself between man
and the reality surrounding him. However one were then to
define this medium more precisely, it always appears neverthe-
less—while wanting to be the commecting link between two
worlds—as the barrier which separates the one from the other.
However clear and however pure a medium we may then see
in language, it always remains true that this crystal-clear
medium is also crystal-hard—that however transparent it may
be for the expression of ideas, it still is never wholly penetrable.
Its transparency does not remove its impenetrability. But this
misgiving vanishes the moment we remember that basically we
are dealing here with a self-created difficulty—that ‘the
antinomy is grounded not so much in the nature of language
itself as in an inadequate metaphorical description of its essen-
tial nature. If, instead of likening L.anguage to an existing thing,
we understand it rather in the sense of what it really does,—if

‘ The German original reads as follows:

Was reich, was arm! Was stark und schwach!
Ist reich vergrabener Urne Bauch?

Ist stark das Schwert im Arsenal?

Greif milde drein und freundlich Gliick
Fliesst, Gottheit, von Dir aus,

Fass an zum Siege, Macht, das Schwert
Und iiber Nachbarn Ruhm.
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we take it, in accordance with Humboldt’s injunction, not as an
erg [quantity of work] but as energy—then the problem im-
mediately assumes a different form. Language then is no longer
a given, rigid structure; rather it becomes a form-creating
power, which at the same time has to be really a form-breaking,
form-destroying one. Even the world of grammatical and syn-
tactical forms is not merely a kind of firm dike and dam, against
which the formative, the truly creative forces of language con-
tinually break. Rather is it the original, creative power of lan-
guage which floods through this world as well, and which
supplies it with ever new momentum. In this process the
hardened forms are also ever and again melted down, so that
they cannot “clothe themselves in rigid armor;” but on the
other hand, only in this process do even the momentary im-
pulse, the creation of the moment, receive their continuity and
stability. This creation would, like a bubble, have to dissolve
before every breath of air if it did not, in the midst of its
originating and becoming, encounter earlier structures—forms
already originated and in existence—to which it may cling and
hold fast. Thus even this which has already come into being
is for language not merely material, against which foreign and
ever stranger material is ever pressing; but it is the product
and attestation of the same formative powers to which even
language itself owes its existence. Every single act of speech
flows again back into the great river-bed of language itself,
yet without being entirely lost and perishing therein. Instead,
the stronger was its own individuality, borrowed from the
originality of its creator, the more it maintains itself and the
more strongly it transmits itself—in such a way that, by means
of the new momentary impulse, the current as a whole may
be altered in its direction and intensity, in its dynamics and
rhythm. To be sure, it is evident that all these turns of expres-
sion can be nothing other and nothing more than metaphors;
but, if at all, it is only in dynamic metaphors like these, and not
in any figures whatsoever borrowed from the static world, the
world of things and thing-relationships, that the connection
between the “particular” and the “general” in language, the
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relation between “Life” and “Spirit” therein, can properly be
described. And the same fundamental relationship exhibited
here in the realm of language holds true of every other genuine
“symbolic form.” The inner contradictoriness, the polarity
which necessarily dwells within every such form, does not rend
or demolish it; rather it constitutes the condition whereby 1ts
unity may again be established out of that contradiction and may
thus again present itself to the outside world.
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