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OFF THE BEATEN TRACK

The problematic issue that prevails here, then, comes to a head at the
very place in the discussion where the essence of language and of poetry 1s
touched upon, all this, again, only in reference to the belonging together
of being and saving,

It remains an unavoidable necessity that the reader, who naturally comes
to the essay from without, at first and for a long time thereafter, represent
and interpret the facts of the case from out of the silent domain that is
the source of what has been thought. But for the author himselt there
remains the nec

sity to speak each time in the language that is, in each
case, appropriate to the various stations on his way.

The Age of the World Picture

In metaphysics, reflection on the essence of beings and a decision concern-
ing the essence of truth is accomplished. Metaphysics grounds an age in
that, through a particular interpretation of beings and through a particular
comprehension of truth, it provides that age with the ground of its essen-
tial shape. This ground comprehensively governs all decisions distinctive
of the age. Conversely, in order for there to be adequate reflection on these
phenomena [Erscheinungen), their metaphysic: I ground must allow itself to
be recognized in them. Reflection is the courage to put up for question
the truth of one’s own presuppositions and the space of one’s own goals
{(Appendix 1).°

One of the essential phenomena of modernity is its science. Of equal -
portance is machine technology. One should not, however, misconstrue this
as the mere application of modern mathematical science to praxis. Machine
technology is itself an autonomous transformation of praxis, a transforma-
tion which first demands the employment of mathematical science. Machine
technology still remains the most visible outgrowth of the essence of mod-
ern technology, an essence which is identical with the essence of modern
metaphysics.

A third, equally essential phenomenon of modernity lies in the process of
art’s moving into the purview of aesthetics. This means the artwork becomes
an object of experience [Frlebens| and consequently is considered to be an
expression of human life.

A fourth modern phenomenon announces itself in the fact that human
action is understood and practiced as culture. Culture then becomes the
realization of the highest values through the care and cultivation of man’
highest goods. It belongs to the essence of culture, as such care, that it in
turn, takes itself into care and then becomes the politics of culture.
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OFF THE BEATEN TRACK

B ’\ fifth phenomenon of modernity is the loss of the gods [Entgotterung).
I'his expression does not mean the mere elimination of the gods cmlic‘:
atheism. The loss of the gods is a twofold process. On the un&:: ilz%;xcf tha
WHtM picture Christianizes itself inasmuch as the ground of the wm',ld 1s
;“‘)‘f,)szfcd as infinite and unconditioned, as the absolute. On the other haﬁdt
Christendom reinterprers its Christianity as a world view (the (Tﬁf“i‘;fi»n;
world view) and thus makes itself modern and up to date. The loss ()\fw thc
8¢ Is is the condition of indecision about God and the gods. (fllxrﬂ;[’iax“niﬁf
is chiefly responsible for bringing it about. But loss of the g(f)dfx; m fn ﬁ‘()z;l
gxchx«c;fh? g religiosity. Rather, it is on its account that the relation t(‘) fh«: ’g(;d%
is transformed into religious experience [Erfeben]. When this happ‘msl thg
guds h ave fled. The resulting void is filled by the historical and psvéhufoéical
investigation of myth. J ﬂ

\'?\ b%t conception of beings and what interpretation of truth lies at the
basis of these phenomena?
TR e o . by o TN g
We wx'mm the question to the first of the phenomena mentioned above
natural science. ,
In what is the essence of modern science to be found?
What conception of beingy :
at conceptio cings and of truth » 5 this 2 I
 Whatc ption of beings and of truth grounds this essence? If we
;m :];Ar'mgu to come upon the metaphysical ground which provides the
foundation of science as dern phenomenor en | it
o dation of ience as a modern phenomenon, then it must be possible
o recognize from out of that ground the essence of modernity in general
fE¥N FEY " g7 "\.“p ATEIE (B4 & 2% £ : 1 y . ' i
’ X«, we use the word science these days, it means something essentially
g e o g S S . : ; - e y X
d ifferent from the doctring and scientia of the Middle Ages, different, too
ol Y Y .‘YV Agaty & o T3 e ¥ ) - ' i ‘ ’
from the Greek émorhun. Greek science was never exact precisely because
A ey el . THQ PRCE e ] >t 5 : . o
fm,mz ding to its essence, it neither could be, nor needed to be, exact. Hence
I . G A g o g : ’ I
1; makes no sense at all to assert that contemporary science is more exact
}mn mHL science of antiquity. Neither can one say that Galileo’s doctrine of
ree-falling bodies is true while Aristotle’s teachi i i i
| ’{ g | ies is true Vyh)k., Aristotle’s teaching that light bodies strive
Ui‘)w ards is Mse. For the Greek understanding of the nature of body and
E} ace and of the relation between them rests on a different interpretation of
seings. It determines, therefore, a correspondi if ’
| gs. It 'dctvuunm,s, therefore, a correspondingly different way of seeing
gziu questioning natural occurrences. No one would presume to say that
o by AQTYER RIS K Ty e g T e o - I
Shakespeare’s poetry is more advanced than that of Aeschylus. Tt is even
more impossible to say that the contemporary understanding of beings is
more correct than that of the Greeks. If, then, we wish to grasp the essence of
(,un;empom ry science we must first free ourselves of the habit of comparin &
modern with older science — from the perspective of pre ’
science — from the perspective of progress — merel

‘ ¥ in
terms of degree. V

THE AGE OF THE WORLD PICTURE

The essence of what is today called science is research. In what does the
essence of research consist?

Tt consists in the fact that knowing establishes itself as a procedure within
some realm of beings in nature or history. Procedure, here, does not just
mean methodology, how things are done. |
advance, an open region within which it operates. But precisely the opening

“or every procedure requires, in

up of such a region constitutes the fundamental occurrence in research. This
is accomplished through the projection, within some region of (for example,
natural) beings, of a ground-plan [Grandriss] of natural processes. Such a
projection maps out in advance the way in which the procedure of knowing
is to bind itself to the region that is opened up. This commitment [ Bindung)
is the rigor of research. Through the projection of the ground-plan and
the prescribing of rigor, procedure secures for itself, within the realm of
being, its sphere of objects. A glance at mathematical physics - the earliest
of modern sciences which is, at the same time, normative for the rest — will
make clear what we mean. Insofar as modern atomic physics still remains
physics, what is essential ~ which is all that concerns us here — will be true
of it as well.

Modern physics is called “mathematical” because it makes use, m a re-
markable way, of a quite specific kind of mathematics. But it is only able
to proceed mathematically because, in a deeper sense, it is already math-
ematical. T& podfpora means, in Greek, that which, in his observation of
beings and interaction with things, man knows in advance: the corporeality
of bodies, the vegetable character of plants, the animality of animals, the
humanness of human beings. Along with these, belonging to the already-
known, i.e., “mathematical,” are the numbers. When we discover three ap-
ples on the table we recognize that there are three of them. But the number
three, threeness, we know already. That is to say: the number is some-
thing “mathematical.” Only because numbers represent, so to speak, the
most striking of the always-already-known, and therefore the best-known
instances of the mathematical, is “the mathematical” directy reserved as a
name for the numerical. The essence of the mathematical, however, is in
no way defined in terms of the numerical. Physics is, in general, knowledge
of nature. In particular, it is knowledge of material corporeality in mo-
tion; for corporeality manifests itself immediately and universally — albeit
in different ways — in all natural things. When, therefore, physics assumes
an explicitly “mathematical” form, what this means is the following: that
through and for it, in an emphatic way, something is specified in advance as
that which is already known. This specification concerns nothing less than
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what, for the sought-after knowled ze of i
“nature”: the closed system of spatio-tem;
taining to this ground-plan, in accor
to be found, among others, the fol]
place. No motion or directi
Every place is equal

ature, is henceforth to count as
porally related units of mass. Per-
tance with its prior specification, are
owing definitions. Motion is change of
on of motion takes precedence over any other.
to every other. No point in time has preced
any other. Every force is defined as — is, that is,
{quences as motion within the unity of time; and that means, again, change
of place. Every natural event must be viewed in such a way that it fits into
this ground-plan of nature. Only within the perspective of this ground-plan
does a natural event become visible as such. The ground-plan of nature is
secured in place in that physical research, in each step of investigation, is
obligated to it in advance. This obligation [Bindungl, the rigor of research,
has, at a given time, its own character in keeping with the ground-plan,
The rigor of mathematical science is exactitude. Every event, if it enters

Fevent, is determined, in advance, as a

ence over
nothing but - its conse-

atall into representation as a natura
magnitude of spatio-temporal moti

on. Such determination is achieved by
means of numbers and caley

lation. Mathematical research into nature is
not, however, exact because it caleulates precisely; rather, it must calculate
precisely because the way it is bound to its domain of objects has the char-
acter of exactness. The human sciences, by contrast, indeed all the sciences
that deal with living things, precisely in order to remain disciplined and
rigorous, are necessarily inexact. One can, ind

ced, view living things, too,
as magnitudes of spatio-temporal

motion, but what one apprehends is then
no longer living. The inexactness of the historical h
a deficiency but rather the fulfillment of
type of research. It is true, also, that tf

domain of objects is, in the |

uman sciences is not
an essential requirement of this
e projecting and the securing of the
ristorical sciences, not only different, but far
more difficult to achieve than is the rigor of the exact sciences.

wough the projected plan and through the
rigor of procedure. Projection and rigor, however,
ey are in method. Method constitates the second
essential characteristic of research, If (]
jectified, the

Science becomes research ¢l
securing of the plan in the
first develop into what

1e projected region is to become oh-
it must be brought to encounter us in the full

multiplicity
of its levels and nterweavings. Proced

ure must therefore be free to view
the changeableness in what it encounters. Only from witl

1n the perspective
of the ever-otherness of ¢

change does the plenitude of the particular, of the
facts, reveal itself. The facts,

however, are to become objective. Procedure
must, therefore, represent ¢

he changeable in its changing; it must bring it
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in its planning and exceution, is supported and guided by what is postulated

as a fundamental law, in order to brin g forth the facts which cither confirm

the law or deny it such confirmation. The more exact the projection of the
ground-plan of nature the more exact is the possibility of experiment. The
often mentioned medieval scholastic, Roger Bacon, can, therefore, never
be the forerunner of the contemporary experimental researcher but re-
mains, rather, merely the successor of Aristotle, For in the meantime, gen-
uine possession of the truth has, through Christianity, been transferred to
faith — to the truth preserved in the written word and in church doctrine.
The highest knowledge and teaching is theology considered as interpreta-
tion of the divine word of revelation that is recorded in scripture and pro-
claimed by the Church. Here, knowledge is not research but rather right
understanding of the normative word and of the authorities who proclaim it.
For this reason, discussion of the words and doctrinal opinions of the various
authorities takes precedence in the process of knowledge-acquisition in the
Middle Ages. The componcre scripta et sevmones, the argumentum ex verbo, is
decisive and, at the same time, the reason why the Platonic and Aristotelian
philosophy that had been adopted, had to become scholastic dialectic. If,
then, Roger Bacon demands the experimentunt — as he did — what he means
is not the experiment of science as research. Rather he demands, in place of
the argumentum ex verbo, the argumentum ex ve;” instead of the discussion of
doctrinal opinions, observations of the things themselves, in other words,
Aristotelian Eprreaipia.

The modern research-experiment s, however, notmerely an observation
that is more precise in degree and scope. Itis, rather, an essentially differ-
ent kind of methodology for the verification of law within the framework
and in the service of an exact projection of nature. In the historical human
sciences “source criticism” corresponds to the experiment of physical re-
search. This name covers, here, the whole range of discovery, examination,
verification, evaluation, preservation, and interpretation. It is indeed true
that the historical explanation based on source-criticism does not subsume
the facts under laws and rules. Yet it is not reduced to a mere reporting
of the facts. As in the natural sciences, method in the historical sciences is
aimed at presenting the constant and at making history an object. History
can only be objectified when it is something past. The constancy of the
past, that on the basis of which historical explanation takes into account the
unique and diverse in history, is the having-always-already-been-there, that
which can be compared. Through the constant comparisons of everything
with everything else the intelligible is worked out and, as the ground-plan
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The snhere of historical research extends <
of history, certified and secured. The sphere of historical research ¢

istorical explanation. The unique, the rare, the
in history — is never self-evident and hence

§

only as far as the reach of |

g =3 M o~ fon g g "'"‘.h” ,}(ﬁ( ‘:‘x

simple — in short, greatnesg self e and fence
V i i - that historical research denies

remains incapable of explanation. It is not that historical rese m};’l ¢ |

. in history; rather, it explains it as the exception. In such expla-

greatne : e There i o
nation the great is measured against the ordinary and average. 'l h;., '
: ’ - V . M ‘- o g - - Y OF
i ion as long as explans ans subsumin
ind of historical explanation as long as explanation means i
-r kind of historical explanation ¢ g i
o sarch, Le.,

under the intelligible, and as long as histc}rica}s,af:imce zumms H; careh L
explanation. Because, as research, hmn‘)r}prr()}ajcts’zmd a;if)‘uun ]Lt ::; (ﬂ;hm
as an explicable and surveyable nexus f)f effects, it dc‘,n}mg $ souz u (. | h; [ Y,( )
as the instrument of objectification. The sl:;nui;m'ds ()i”s;uch criticism alte
the degree that historical scicnce approaches ;(:)xtn‘n‘:’?Ilf;n}:’ T
As research, every science is based on the projection of a houn L ¢ \u ,, j ¢
domain and necessarily possesses, therefore, an nu'h\fiduahm% ;chxatr u.tc;;d :
developing its projection through its n}gtﬁu)du?ogy, E,m”,.cwm%;1;}‘?}\ lw(m(y
vidual science must focus on a particular field of investigation. }15 f)(x; 1,,,
(specialization) is, however, by no means 1'n.€rei‘y the chrcrl s;da («iﬂi(;i:%i ;z
inf;‘t‘easiﬂg unsurveyability of the I‘Ct’:‘zuhé} o‘f research. hf ME m:;t 1 xmlm(m
evil, but rather the essential necessity of science as researe "x § ;){,&u W‘h
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dom invésti?{atimm 50 as to lose itself in therm. For the char jagcf ‘u motc :t ,
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etrieh] (Appendix 2). §
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Research is not, however, constant activity because its work m’czu\nfd( f?ilt
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sically, research, has the character of constant activity. ih{: Ii\m,t t):;)]z);i
through which individual object domains are conquered d (;m ‘n,i) 3 .,f,@:
amass results. Rather, it uses its results to direct itself toward a nw; pug
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we have the whole of physics up to now. Similarly, in historical !L;(.U g }7
the stock of sources only becomes usable when the sources tiﬁacmmg vm flff_,
:s the methodology of a

verified by historical explanation. In these process Jogy ot o
science is circumseribed by its own results. More and more, methodo ogy
: e l orens ue. This havine-
adapts itself to the possibilities of procedure it itself opens up. I'his ha g
; tcitself opens up. 'Lhis having-
to-be-based on its own resules as the ways and means of a progressing
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methodology, is the
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the university is that it is an establishment which still, in o unique way,
on account of its administratively self-contained form, makes possible and
visible both the fragmentation of the sciences into the specialities and the
peculiar unity of constant activity. Because it is in constant activity that the
essential forces of modern science become immediately and unambiguously
effective, it is only self-directed research activities which, proceeding from
themselves, can prefigure and establish aninner unity with otherappropriate

research activities.
The real system of science consists in the coherence of procedure and

stance with respect to the objectification of beings, in conformity, at any

given time, with planning. "The advantage this system is required to pro-

mote is no contrived and rigid unification of the contents of the object do-

mains. Rather, it is the greatest possible free, though regulated, flexibility in

the changing around and initiation of research with respect to whatever are

the principle tasks of the moment. The more exclusively a science becomes

focused on the complete carrying out and mastery of its process of work-

ing, the more these activities are — without illusion — shifted into research
institutes and professional schools for research, then the more irresistibly
do the sciences achieve the completion of their modern essence. The more
unconditionally, however, science and research take seriously the modern
shape of their essence, the more unequivocally and immediately are they
themselves able to stand ready to serve the common good; and the more
unreservedly, too, will they have to withdraw into the public anonymity of
all socially useful work.

Modern science simultaneously founds and differentiates iself in the
projection of particular object domains. These projections are developed by
the appropriate methodologies which are made secure by means of rigor.
Method establishes itself at any given time in constant activity. Projection
and rigor, method and constant activity, each demanding the other, make
up the essence of modern science, make it into research.

We are reflecting on the essence of modern science in order to discover
its metaphysical ground. What understanding of beings and what concept
of truth is it that underlies the transformation of science into research?

Knowledge as research calls beings to account with regard to the way
in which, and the extent to which, they can be placed at the disposal of
representation. Research has beings at its disposal when it can, through cal-
culation, either predict their future or retrodict their past. In the prediction
of nature and retrodiction of history, nature and history are set in place in
the same way. They become objects of explanatory representation. Such
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representation counts on nature and akes account of history. Only what
becomes, in this way, an object i — counts as in being. We first arrive at
M,,};(:,I'XCC as rescarch when the being of beings is sought in such objectness.
This objectification of beings is accomplished in a setting-before, a rep-
resenting [For-stellen], aimed at bringing each being before it in such a way
that the man who caleulates can be sure — and that means certain — of the
gmm g beience as research firstarrives when, and only when, truth has trans-
formed itself into the certainty of representation. It is in the metaphysics
of Descartes that, for the first time, the being is defined as the objectness
of representation, and truth as the certainty of representation. The title of
his main work reads Meditationes de prima philosopbia, Meditations on First
Philosophy. Tparrn gihooogpic is the term coined by Aristotle for that
w hich was later called “metaphysics.” The whole of modern metaphysics,
Nietzsche included, maintains itself within the interpretation of the Eﬁ)@inq
and of truth opened up by Descartes (Appendix 4). )
If, now, science as research is an essential phenomenon of modernity,
it must follow that what constitutes the metaphysical ground of research
det‘e‘x?nxl‘nes&, first, and long in advance, the essence of modernity in general,
The essence of modernity can be seen in humanity’s freeing itself from the
bonds of the Middle Ages in that it frees itself to itself. But this characteri-
zation, though correet, is merely the foreground. And it leads to those mis-
takes which prevent one from grasping the essential ground of modernity
and, proceeding from there, judging the breadth of that essence. (‘ertainl:\?
the modern age has, as a consequence of the liberation of humanity, intro-
duced subjectivism and individualism. But it remains just as certain thm no
age before this one has produced a comparable objectivism, and that in no
age before this has the non-individual, in the shape of the collective, been
accorded prestige. Of the essence here is the necessary interplay between
subjectivism and objectivism. But precisely this reciprocal condiﬁti(ming of
the one by the other refers us back to deeper processes. '
What is decisive is not that humanity frees itself from previous bonds
but, rather, that the essence of humanity altogether transforms itself in
that man becomes the subject. To be sure, this word “subject” must be
understood as the tmnslati(m of the Grreek Umoxetpevov. The word names
th at—whic}“\wlie‘s—bef()re hat which, as ground, gathers everything onto it-
self. This metaphysical meaning of the concept of the subject has, in the
first instance, no special relationship to man, and none at all to the L.
When, however, man becomes the primary and genuine subiectum, this
means that he becomes that being upon which every being, in its way of
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being and its truth, is founded. Man becomes the referential center of be-
ings as such. But this is only possible when there is a transformation in
the understanding of beings as a whole. Tn what does this transformation
manifest itself? What, in accordance with it, is the essence of modernity?

When we reflect on the modern age, we inquire after the modern world
picture. We characterize this by contrasting it with the world picture of the
Middle Ages and of antiquity. But why is it that, in interpr eting a historical
age, we inquire into its world picture? Does every historical epoch have its
world picture — have it in «mch a way, indeed, so as, from time to time, to
concern itself about that picture? Or is it only a modern kind of representing
that inquires into a world picture?

What is it — a “world pl(mm’” {)hn(md\, a picture of the world. But
what is a worlc i What does “picture” mean here? “World” serves, here,
as a name for beings in their entirety. The term 1s not confined to the
cosmos, to nature. History, too, belongs to world. But even nature and
history — interpenetrating in their suffusion and exceeding of cach other
do not exhaust world. Under this term we also include the world-ground,
no matter how its relation to world is thought (Appendix ).

Initially, the word “picture” makes one think of a copy of something.
This would make the world picture, as it were, a painting of beings as a
whole. But “world picture” means more than this. We mean by it the world
itself; the totality of beings taken, as itis for us, as standard-giving and obli-
gating. “Picture” means, here, not a mere imitation, but rather that which

sounds in the co loquial expression to be “in the picture” about something.
This means: the matter itself stands in the way it stands to us, before us.
To “put oneself in the picture” about something means: to place the being
itself before one just as things are with it, and, as so placed, to keep it per-
manently before one. But a decisive condition in the essence of the picture
is still missing. That we are “in the picture” about something means not
just that the being is placed before, represented by, us. [t means, rather, that
it stands before us together with what belongs to and stands together with
it as a system. "[o be “in the picture” resonates w ith: being well informed,
being equipped and prepared. Where the world becomes picture, beings as
a whole are set in place as that for which man is prepared; that which, there-
fore, he correspondingly intends to bring before him, have before him, and,
thereby, in a decisive sense, phw before him (!\p sendix 6). Understood in
an essential way, “world picture” does not mean “picture ¢ of the world” but,
rather, the world grasped as picture. Beings as a whole are now taken in
such a way that a being is first and only in being insofar as it is set in place
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- able to experience and think this refusal 4 e
mnk this refusal as
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e egasing ¢ £¢. 1he fightmto tradition, out of a combination of
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in creative questionine - —or

¢ estioning s i £ 4 1 - only
flection. R ;)I tioning and forming from out of the power of genuj )
lection, Reflection transports the - YWEr ol genuine re-

in which he belongs to being man of the future into that “in-between”
(Append; ngs to bemg and yer, amidst beings, rema; '
Appendix 15). Holderlin knew about thi 0 beIngs, remains a stranger
g ST P ’ AW S, S Doe abvevira veoded oty o .
ten “lo the Germans,” closes:4 poem, above which is writ-

h‘;\m, narrowly bounded is our lifetime
We see and count the number of <)u‘r :
‘Bgt the years of the peoples k k
Have they been seen by Uf](');“l’kl}, eye?

years

}I ven 1f1 vour soul soars in longing
eyoud its own time, mourning
o m own time, mourning

\,(m inger on the cold shore

among your own, and know them not

.
\}'()hl 18t enge begrinzt unsere Lebenszeit
L"nscrcrjnhrc Zahl sehen und ;/iih]’en‘ it
Doch die Jahre der Volker A "

sah ein sterbliches Auge sie?
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Wenn die Seele dir auch iiber die cigne Zeit
fhwingt, travernd verweilest du

Sich die sehnende
Dann am kalten Gestade
Bei den Deinen und kennst sie nic.

APPENDICES

(1) Such reflection is neither necessary for all nor is it to be accomplished,
hy everyone. On the contrary, abisence of reflection

or even found bearable, 1
lar stages of accomplishing

belongs, to a very great extent, to the particu
and being constantly active. The questioning that belongs to reflection,
however, does not fall into that which is groundless and beyond question-
ing because, in advance, it asks after being. This remains that which is
most worthy of question | Fragewiirdigste). Reflection finds in being the ut-
most resistance, which constrains it to deal seriously with beings as they
are drawn into the light of their being. Reflection on the essence of moder-
nity places thought and decision within the sphere of effectiveness belong-
ing to the authentically essential forces of the age. These forces work, as
they work, beyond the reach of everyday evaluation. With respect to such
forces there is only preparedness for the resolution or else the evasive turn-
ing to the ahistorical. In this connection, however, it is not sufficient, for
example, to affirm technology or, out of a stance incomparably more es-
sential, to set up “total mobilization” as an absolute, once it is recognized
as being at hand.5 It is a matter of, in advance and continually, grasping
the essence of the age from out of the truth of being that prevails in ig
for only thus is that which is most-worthy-of-questioning simultaneously
experienced — that which bears and constrains a creating into the future
which takes us beyond what is at hand, and lets the transformation of hu-
manity become one that springs from the necessity of being itself.® No
age lets itself be done away with by a negating decree. Negation merely
throws the negator off the track. Modernity requires, however, in order,
in the future, for it to be resisted in its essence and on the strength of
that essence, an originality and breadth of reflection for which, perhaps, we
moderns can prepare somewhat, but over which we can certainly never gain
mastery.

(2) "The phrase “constant activity” |Betrieb] is not in tended here in a pejo-
rative sense. Yet because the essence of research is constant activity, the

+ First edition, 1950: usage [Brauch].

72




OFF THE BEATEN TRACK

mdus 11‘”11 % é ' E SCEFiey. it ¥ 7 g ’fﬁ]ﬁ"’l
¥ § st SEAAN 3,{&“\"”\)’ [S200 ) §
3 2 ¢ mere ¢ 3
‘s“w JUsy eSS Z)',V'vc'j!g WI’”}':}; ’fw ‘jtjs f/ /{ ]}
X o v ‘ ol LS ELOISEn ctriehy|

i N, reates h(ﬁ 21@ f carar L 4 € / I(.‘"

‘ y f ’,) eara e Uf ]U' 1“1\/ I
g‘:‘,“()ﬂ“‘; O reseqre y E» AT o, ' P Qf}h(: z E
dCUIvIty E . R {,,M;?”(,E} WOTK are accon K 1 . 4(’ I’l { ;IT
1T ”j‘ }(,((,nﬂ(}fﬁ mere E)U»‘)V”(*‘S'ﬁ \‘;) o I o ( T :
apen an ﬁhfﬁ\ g ¢ : x"!\’( 3 E I( 1O « f it : :

! nont JASIS ofF AN eve

gy RENEEN VEr new COp E )
zt 1VEs {E“L\ E)(;h”ld as S50me I ) P )

X e o . ARG Simy ©
}n}.‘?’: (_(),'!hrn)«},ﬂ()n, meste *KI, tl“ it E ! EJ : : u‘; B
b€ i - dOes 18 to Ch‘ 3
& 3 35

oF (‘{'i(ﬁh Ot ra } (‘ iL 1013, l ¥ I
18] ot Hner ¢ “d ther

ICIT Calcy ) 1%
resis R,Cd - P? t‘(‘le}f iy 1\" e

\&imcﬁm is always a possi
hind which the excay

i projection, but rather
and ne
. no longer ever requir-
ter results piling on top
o FISVIIOSS 1o
y because, in its essence }m&;b s oo
h sessence, research is const
er the scientific in seic. " onanc activity. Jf
o B nt activity.
{ikn it indeed seems as though tt © I science merely in serene ""m'i'ty !
also be the denial of dho o 1 the repudiati ‘ 1y would
; > denial of the essenti e of tae CopSTane ctyi
he essential character of research et ne
ential, Of rese; as constant activi
: W stant activ
COMES comer : i thie e IO e
k Mes constant activity and in thi ME o e b}
there grows wirhin v s way becomes fruieh ore stend L
o it y becomes fruitful, the i
i e e his : ', the more sreadjl
reach a situatic ger of becoming mer e endwe
asituation where the diff e y
v syness. In the end w
ness [Betrieh erence between cons [
B By 2ET CONSEANT activie
e oty ant activity and hus
il s notonly unrecognizs —
“recisely the level yunrecognizable, | !
b veling out of jes gnizadie, but has becor
4‘ g ot af gy unre as become unrey|
et $ essence and non-es i -~
e I non-essence
of mod aken for-granted, makes research }“‘"“”‘“ s
ot modernity in gene el B e
s ity n general - capable of endur -
ACTVILY, 1S researc ' b

af1e FSCQ;(S to dzxu

“\(’,ngv'/‘ 5 VEgr g M
hat, however, is certainl

el 1ape of science and so

. ny, - where { i i

1 to discover 3 counter-hal e .
ounter-balance to mere

e busyness?

syness?

G
SrOWIng impe

W ﬁ& ;;mng mportance of the publishing |
o tt ‘znat the publishers (through, for g
A better eve tor the needs of e
 be . eds of the ic

better than do authors. Ratl ““"11“‘2)1’(’> .
vetter tha ors. Rather, their
process of planning anc : I

ousiness is not merely based
ample, the book trad;:) havc;*
dm-mm‘z ilﬁ]c;\.fkml(:lcrstzmd_ business
P i y)r takes the form of ,

» through the planned and fin-

ited publicatic g
publication of book
. books 3 riodi
P k; jmd periodicals, at bringing the !
’ ) > has of i - % ; " v | ’
collecned e ! ;)[ it and securing it there The [‘}r' e e
s, st op > It there. L he predominance of
ready the res - S Journal series, anc ons i -
¥ e result of this we of the puplopenet edi .
= Pt : pocket editions js 4]
incides, in t . 21t the part of the publj [ o
U with pho . _ ¢ publishers. Thi
more J ity m, with the aims of researchers, s SE v e
-~ castty and rapidly known and ; A

tions, but also, al
effect.

se not only become
spected through series 1’yibul(’1mw
ough series and collec-

mgog Wige < <
s [$ 1 A mn “‘dl 1 ] ieve (} i te { 3, 1
O 3 e ite Vv a Lh Ve e
ong { H rone, i 2 mteng €

(4) Ths metapl o .
: wsical foundation of T
ically from Plager: undation of Descartes’ i
v trom Platonic-Aristote] S position is taken over histo
stote : stor-

it attends to the an metaphysics, Despite
15 to the very same question: what - Despite its new be

is not explici
ot explicitly posed in Descarte

hat is the being? T Sk
deing? That this question

b
s” Meditutions
ditations only goes t¢
J €S o prove |
rove how

74

essentially the fundamental y
awer to it. It is Descartes’ interpretation of beings
wenits methodole e e ditiens
thodology ne o : creates the preconditions
gy nolonger holds ieself I

THE AGE OF THE WORLD PICTURE

a transformation in the an-
and of truth which first
taphysics of

wosition determines

for the possibility of a theory or me
knowledge. Through Descartes, realism is for the first time put in the POsi-
al world, of having to rescue

tion of having to prove the reality of the extern

the being as such.
The essential modifications of Descartes’ fundamental position which
have been achieved by German thinking since Leibniz in no way overcome
{ its metaphysical scope and

this fundamental position. They only expanc
litions of the nineteenth century — seill the most ob-

scure of all the centuries up to now. 'l hey indirectly reinforce Descartes’
hat is scarcely recognizable, yet not,
By contrast, mere Cartesian scholas-
as lost all power for the further
h Descartes, there begins the
such a completion

establish the precond

fundamental position in a form t
on that account, any the less real.
ticism, together with its rationalism, h
haracter of modernity. Wit
rn metaphysics. Since, however,
fern thinking has its own kind of

shaping of the ¢
completion of Weste
is only possible as metaphysics, moc

greatness.

With the interpretation of man as subiectum, Descartes created the meta-
physical presupposition for future anthropology of every kin dand tendency.
In the rise of anthropologies he celebrates his greatest triumph. Through

into the event of the simple

\e transition of metaphysics
W is inaugurated. That Dilthey dis-

1its question

anthropology, tl

cessation and suspension of all philosopt

that, at bottom, he no longer understood

1 logic — is the inner consequence of
g 1

| position, His “philosophy

avowed metaphysics —
and stood helpless before metaphysica
the anthropological character of his fundamenta
of philosophy™ is a leading example of anthropol

This is why every anthropology that

opposed to overcoming ~ philosophy.

losophy as the occasion arises, yet simultaneously declares
dvantage of seeing clearly what
logy. Through this, the intel-
hrication of such

ogy’s doing away with — as

makes use of phi
it to be, as philosophy, superfluous, has thea
is demanded by the affirmation of anthropo
Jectual situation is somewhat clarified. The laborious fal
absurd entities as “National Socialist philosophies,” on the other hand,
mierely creates confusion. The world view indeed needs and makes use of
philosophical erudition, but it needs no philosophy since, as world view,
it has already adopted its own interpretation and structuring of what is.
But one thing, surely, even anthropology cannot do. It cannot overcome
Descartes, nor even resist him. For how could the consequence ever attack

the ground on which it stands?
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Descartes can only be overcome through the overcoming of that which
he himself founded, through the overcoming, namely, of modern (and that
means, at the same time, Western) metaphysics. “( Wvercoming” means here,
however, the primal asking of the question of the mieaning of |
is, the sphere of projection and with it the truth of being.

i same time, the question of the |

heing; of, that
This question

unveils itself as, at the being of truth.

{5) The conception of
be understood only witl
there [Du-sein).”

the world as developed in Being and Time is to
un the perspective of the question a
This question remains, for its
with the fundamental
beings).

bout “being-
part, closely connected
question concerning the meaning of being (not of

(6) To the essence of the picture belon gs standing-together, system. By this,

al, external simplification and col
her, the unfolding, devel
before, v

however, we do not mean the artific
together of the given bu, rat
ture within that which is set-
the projection of the ob
impossible. For there, al

lecting
oping unity of struc-
epresented as such, which arises from
jectness of beings. In the
I'thatis essential is the order of correspondences or,
more precisely, the order of beings in the sense of what is created and
creation, watched over by Goc

1, as his
though, these days, one spe:

Middle Ages a systen is

L System is still more forei gnto Greece - even

aks, in a quite unjustified way, of the Platonic
and Aristotelian “systems.” The constant activity of research is
embodiment and ordering of the systematic, in which
y determines the ordering, W
picture, system achieves dominion —
takes the lead, however, there 3l
into the externality of a system t
This is what happens when the original power of the projection remains
ss of the systematic of Leibniz, Kant, Fichte, Hegel,
and Schelling - 3 systematic that is inherently diverse - has still not been
understood. The greatness of the systematic of these thinkers consists in the
fact that it does not unfold, as with Descartes, our of tl
substantia finity. Rather, it unfolds either, as with Leibniz, out of the monad
or, as with Kant, out of the transcendental essence of finite reason rooted
in the imagination, or, as with Fichte, out of the infinite Sl
Hegel, out of the spirit of absolute knowledge, or, finall
from out of freedom as the necessity of every particu
such a being, remains determined through the

a particular
» at the same time,
hen the world becomes
and not only in thought. Where system
ways exists the possibility of its ¢

legeneration
hatis merely fabricated and pieced together.

the latter reciprocall

absent. The uniquene

1e subiectun as ego and

or, as with
¥y as with Schelling,
lar being which, as

distinction between ground
and existence.
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i yretation of beings is the represen-
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undamental feature of the being of
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(e o g ory definite possibilities and ways

i orn for the very definite possibil 3
beings, provides the pattern for 4th(ﬁl very d.cl i gmgs [itles and s
which the truth of this being of beings, withi cings, e
k. The artwork of the Middle Ages and the absence of a we ‘

work. The 2 | N 0
during this age belong together.

ime of Socrates venture to say that
(8) But did not a Sophist at about the time of Soc atu{, venty ; h(n "
e of ings, of what are, that they are, o
“Man is the measure of all things, of w , tha s e
t, that they are not”? Does not this statement of Protagoras
not, that they : ;
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Never. For in every essential respect, what determines the two fundamental
metaphysical positions with equal necessity is different, What is essential

{0 a fundamental metaphysical position embraces:

(1) The manner and way in which man is man, that is, himself: the es-

sential nature of selfhood which by no means coincides with T-ness,
but is rather determined by the relationship to being as such.
(2) The essential interpretation of the being of beings.
(3) The essential projection of truth.
(4) The sense in which, in any given instance, “man is the measure.”
None of the essential moments of the fundamental meta physical position
1apart from the others. Fach, by itself, indicates the totality

can be understooc
hat extent,

ofa fundamental metaphysical position. For whatreason, andtow
bear and structure a fundamental metaphysical

just these four moments
hich can no longer be asked or answered

position in advance is a question w
out of or through metaphysics. To ask it is already to speak out of the

overcoming of metaphysics.

For Protagoras, to be sure, beings remain rel
what kind is this relation to the I? The &y stays, in the sphere of that
Jar unconcealment. Accordingly, it

here as in being. Theap-

ated to man as gy, Of

which is apportioned to it as this particu
apprehends everything that presences within this sp
prehending of what presences is grounded in this staying within the sphere
he belonging of the I to what presences is through

of unconceatment. T
onging to what presences

this staying alongside what presences. This bel
fraws the boundary between what is present and what absent.

in the open ¢
he measure of that

From out of this boundary man receives and preserves t
s and that which absences. In his restriction to that which
is unconcealed at a particular time, man gives himself the measure which
confines a self in each case to this and that. Man does not set the measure to
being here have to accommodate themselves, out

which presence

which all beings in their
of a detached I-ness. One who stands in the Greeks’ fundamental relation-
ship to beings and their unconce: Iment is pétpov (measure) insofar as he
he sphere of unconcealment imited afrer the manner
of the T; and, as a consequence, acknowledges the concealment of beings
and that their presence or absence, together with the visible appearance of

cision. This is why Protagoras
agv Bedov ok
‘Con-

accepts restriction to t

what is present, lies beyond his power of de
says (Fragment 4 in Diels, Pragmente der Vorsolevatikery tept |
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cerning the gods, Tam, admittedly, not in the position to know (i.e., for the
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rowing down ~which means rving —ofthe fundutment]
: imeans, nonetheless, a preserving - of the fund

position of Heracl amental

itus and Parmenidec Sembicn ©
of sogic, i.c.. on il land Parmenides. Sophism is only possible on the basis
€. 0on o Bagic of the (Trer . Y 2 , YASIS
and Wuti o on the basis of the Greek interpretation of being as presence
AL 1 as unconcealment — an unconcealment which . ) '

essent (ﬂ d()t Srinmation (}1“ ng 1« E 1 that 11¢ ’ (’ Zf,l ces 1‘5 I(,“
1 crmmation of he fléw WICH 15 Vth 1at w h p SCTICEs C
Y | L 518 @

termined out of unconcealmer

termine 1};{:;22 ,L?:?sz“hn?m f}ﬂd prcsez?cing out of the unconcealed
thought, how diff“exjc‘m i%iii:%i)t:rli?im;rms h:()m i ming of Lireek
:«;ubj@g,‘t? In the concept of the Wb;%;;:(?}i;f;‘:;’;} VI‘thh .
11%);@ Greek essence of being (the xfm‘oxs?c;ﬁm of t\}
ofa presencing that has become um'ccogniml)‘lek
that which lies permanently at hand). I?r'éc;;;el‘v*l

1im as
ingers on the sound of
e Urrokeinevov) in the form
and unquestioned (namely,
ognize in this concept of presencing the transf ’“m"“ Qf' thls,’we amenal
i et g the transtormation of the fundamental
It is one thing to preserve the always limite ]
tffu;‘{)ugh the z}})})féll,eljsi(‘)n: ::fi/\;)h:t }ziti\::j:?z::: i e eomccatment
different to proceed into the unlimited u .
through the calculating of the 1‘eprcs‘<3n4t"al)’
and which is binding on all o

manas werpov). Ieis something
gion of possible objectification
le of which everyone is capable
Every subjectivism is i .
o }yk | jectivism is impossible within Greek Sophism since man ca
[ ) @1,. here, become subicctum. This cannot happen 1 | hism,
bemng is presencing and truth is |

I g }w, ing and truth is unconcealment.

n unconcealment, pavracica hapy

because, in Sophism,

particular something, of that which s g (© sppearance, 5 &
something, of that which presences — for mg I i
s — for man, who himself

ences to what apy pres-

years. Man as the renrecons . .
he moves in imaginatio 1‘}“ 1; the representing subject fantasizes, however;
1€ 17 ChY taginatio n that his represents gy . ’ .
- & $ representation imagines the being as obie

into the world as picture. agines the being as object
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(9) How does it happen at all that that which is sets itself forth, inan emphatic

way, as subiectun, with the result that the suly
and still within his metaphysics, the being, insofar asitisa
hing which lies hefore us from out
permanent

ective achieves dominance? For

up to Descartes,
being, is a sub-iectum (GTo- kelpevou); somet
of itself and which, as such, lies at the fou ndation of both its own
characteristics and its changing circumstances. ‘The preference given to a
sub-iectum (that which lies at the basis as ground) which is preeminent in
that it is, in an essential respect, unconditioned, stems from man’s demand
for a fundanientunt absolutnt inconcussim veritatis; for an unshakable ground
of truth, in the sense of certainty, which rests in itself. Why and how does
have decisive validity? The demand springs from the
from the bonds of the truth of Christian revelation
liberation which frees itself for a self-
h this liberation the essence of

this demand come to
liberation of humanity
and the doctrines of the Church, a
legislation that is grounded in itself. Throug
freedom — being bound to something that bind
lance with this freedom, self-liberating man himself posits
this can henceforth be defined in different ways. The
| its law; it may be beings, set up and
hat chaos — not yet ordered

s —is posited anew. Because,

however, in accorc
what is obligatory,
obligatory may be human reason anc
ordered as objects by such a reason; or it may bet
and only to be mastered through objectification — which, in a certain age,
comes to demand mastery.

This liberation, however, without knowing ir, is still free:
b of revelation in which the salvation of man’s soul is
d. Hence this liberation fram the certainty of
beration fo a certainty

ng itself from

the bonds of the trut
made certain and guarantee
salvation disclosed by revelation has to be, initself, a i

in which man secures for himself the true as that which is known through
herating man him-

his own knowing. That was only possible in that self-lil
self guaranteed the certainty of the knowable. This, however, could only
happen through man’s deciding, from and for himself, what was knowable
him, and what the knowing and securing of the known, L.e., cerminty,
to create

for
should mean. Descartes’ metaphysical task became the following:
the metaphysical ground for the freeing of man to freedom considered as
self-determination that is certain of itself. This ground, however, not only
had to be one that was certain. Since every measure taken from other do-
d, at the same time, also to he of such a nature

mains was forbidden, it ha
ras posited as a

that, through it, the essence of the freedom demanded
self-certainty. Everything that is certain from itself must, at tl
fy as certain that being from which such knowledge is certain
le is made secure. The fundanmentum,

he same time,

however, certi
and through which everything knowab
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the foundatio ; is of

fatton at the basis of this free
e foundu Mt the basis of this freedom, the subiectum, must be some
ung certain which satisfies tl Tequirements, A
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f, to set somethi g
alees wi [, to set something hefore one ane
make what has been set in place | 7 cthing before one and to

placing-in-securedness muse | day (m‘z‘e//r.«} secure as thus setin place. This
A]m(,(};bd “uredness must be a ca[cuhumg; since only caleulation pua
antees I Certair iy acko. " X 27 $ A Atioy raar-
i t‘g, ¢ tm;, inadvance and always, of that which is to be prc«,cirt 1
presenting is no longer the V i : \ ithin shose
g longer the apprehending ¢
e g ol g : appr %,hm'dmg otwhat presences within whose
Jneone ] -the apprehending itself belongs, belongs, indeed M
IR OF presence to the thines ¢ k ¥ bresen

o I nee to the things that are unconcealedly present. Repre

ton is no longer the self-disclosure her the Toyins ot oy
S i Ih selt-disclosure for. . bur rather the laying hold and
o el got.., . Lh hic SEENCes | ‘ ‘ | -
upon “i‘:‘lm . iiit which presences does not hold sway: rather setting

on rules. According to the new f o I
on e ; rc} mg; to the new freedom, representation is now somz'7
ung that proceeds from itself int i 2 A egion

‘ , 10 self into the reg "~ the
which has first to be made secure, T the Jegon of the secured, a region
B S f., ade secure. The being is no longer that which pre
nees. Kather, it1s that which, : i Cov . o
: ich, In representation, is first se

SEV] s Py "y . ' S ’ ' ¢ © ‘ 4 it
[entgegen Gestellte], with the character of 3 ﬁbl i
e Gt 1 : waracter of an object [Gegen-stindige]. Repr
sentation, setting-before, is a maki ing stand over and acainet o0

v ; ore, 1s a making everything stanc

nration, ) ung stand over and agains
ob o et ; ’ g stand over and against as
° ject [Fer gegen-stindlichung] which masters and proceeds agai ij 1Imbll e
v renree e . ‘ § oceeds against. In this
. ay T presentation drives everything into the unity of the . fiod
\epresentation is coagitatio S
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, 48 I1tS own

thus-objectified.

] Lx;ry relationship to something — will
already representing. 1t is coos hi ’
! wh"f ’ presenting. 1t is cogitany, which one translates as “thinking.” Thi
§ why Descartes is able to labe ' the volunt, s, al
s 1y al abel all forms of ¢} 7

. all torms of the volunras
actiones and passiones with the at first strane ;' K

. ) the st strange-sounding name “cogitario.”
e anC pasionzs with the ¢ g ng name “cogitatic
e ;)z (w(gzm sun, the cogitare is understood in this essential o
hessubiectum, the fundamental certainty, is that al et
e q ] & 25
representing man always co-represents al
beings, al .

point of view, sensibility - is

and new sense.
ways secured entity which
o that b, e s (In;g with human or non-human
- A1ong, thatts, with the objectified. The fundament inty is th
e 1on that s, with th , ndamental certainty is the
grtdre == e esse which is, at all times, | i : i
118, at alt tines, indubitably ¢ ;

represented. Thic et £ M ably representable
t i Hmmi. Fhis is the fundamental equation of all ¢ E R
O self-securing representi is funda ’

g representing. In dhis fundame
o sel his fundament;
certain that, ; B

alculating belongi
calculating belonging
certainty, man becomes

15 the representer of ¢ .
presenter of all representation, the setter-before of all
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setting-before, and therewith the realm of all representedness and hence of
all certainty and truth, heis secu rely established — which means, now, that he
is. Only because, in the funda mental certainty (in the fundamentum absolutusm

ssarily co-represented;

inconcussumn of the me cogitare = me esse), man is nece
only because man who has been liberated to himself belongs, of necessity,
within the subiectum of this freedom — only for this reason can and must this
man himself become the preeminent being, a subicctum which, in respect of
the primary [erste] true (i.e., certain) beings, takes precedence over all other
subiects. That is the fundamental equation of certainty. The fact, therefore,
that in the authentic subiectum, the ego is named, does not mean that man
now becomes an I-ness and is egoistically defined. Tt means only this: to be
the subject now becomes the distinctiveness of man, of man as the being
that thinks and represents. The human “I7 is placed in the service of this
subiectum. The certainty lying at the foundation of this subicctun is, as such,
indeed subjective i.e., holding sway in the essence of the subiectun, but is
not egoistic. In the same way, everything that is to be secured by means of
representing objectification, and is established thereby as in being, is binding
for everyone. From this objectification, however, which is at the same time

scape. 'lo the

the decision as to what may count as an object, nothing can ¢
essence of the subjectivity of the subicctum, and of man as subject, belongs
the unconditional delimiting forth [Entschrinkung] of the sphere of possible
objectification and the right to determine this objectification.

We have now explained the sense in which man is, and must be, the
subject, measure, and center of beings: of, that is, objects [Objekte], things
which stand over and against | Gegens Zinde). Man is no longer the petpov in
the sense of restraining his apprehension to the sphere of the unconceal-
ment of what presences at his time — the sphere toward which man then
presences. As subiectim man is the co-agitatio of the ego. Man establishes
himself as the measure of all measures with which whatever can count as
certain, i.c., true, i.e., in being, is measured off and measured out. Free-
Meditationes de prima

dom is new as the freedom of the subiectum. In the
philosophia the liberation of man to his new freedom is brought to that

which grounds it. The liberation of modern humanity does not first begin
with the ego cogito ergo sum, and neither is the metaphysics of Descartes

merely supplied later on as something built on externally, a metaphysics in
the sense of an ideology. In the co-agitatio representation gathers everything
. The ego of the

that is an object in the gatheredness of representedne
cogitare now discovers, in the self-securing togetherness of representedness,
in the con-scientia, its essence. Conscientia is the representing gathering of
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the objectual together with the representing man within the sphere of rep-
resentedness which he preserves, Everything that presences receives from
out of this representedness the meanin g and mode of its presence [Ampesen-
beit]; the meaning and mode, that i s, of presence [Praesenz] in repraesentatio,
The con-scientia of the ego as t

he subicctum of the coagitatio, the subjectiv-
ity of the subiectum marked out in ¢

he above way, determines the being of
beings.

The Meditationes de prima philosophia provide the pattern for the ontology
of the subicctum constructed from the perspective of a subjectivity defined as
conseientia. Man has become the subiectum. He can, therefore, determine and
realize the essence of subjectivity — always according to how he conceives
and wills himself. Man as the rational being of the Enlightenment is no less
subject than man who grasps himselfas nation, wills himselfas people [Volk],
nurtures himself as race and, finally, empowers himself as lord of the earth.
Now in all these fundamental positions of subjectivism, too, different kinds
of I-ness and egoism are possi
we and you. Sut

ble; for man is al ays defined as 1 and thou,
jective egoism for which — usually without knowing it —- the
['is pre-determined as subject can be beaten down through the insertion
of the T into the we. Through this, subjectivity only gains in power. In
the planetary imperialism of technically organized man the su bjectivism of
man reaches its highest point from which it will descend to the flatness of
organized uniformity and there establish itself. This uniformity becomes
the surest instrument of the total, i.e., technological, dominion over the
carth. The modern freedom of subjectivity is completely absorbed into the

corresponding objectivity. By himself, man cannot abandon this destining of
his modern essence; he cannor abolish it by fiat. But he can, in thoughtful

anticipation, ponder this: that mankind’s being a subject is not the only
possibility of the primal essence of historical humanity there has ever been
or ever will be. The shadow of a passing cloud over a hidden land ~ that is
1 truth as the certainty of subjectivity (a truth prepared

for by the certainty of salvation of € “hristianity) lays over an Event

that it remains denied to subjectivity to experience.

the darkcnmg whicl

(Ereignis]

(10) Anthropology is that interpretation of
tundamentall v, who man is and ca n, tl
Forwith this question it would |
But how is this to |

humanity which already knows,
herefore, never ask who he might be.
1ave to confess itself shaken and overcome.
e expected of anthropology when
to achieve nothing but (I
the subiectum?

he task is specifically
1e securing that follows from the self-security of
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. SFrhe self-completing
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i Only when this is secured as a world
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