THE EXISTENZ-KJSNA WEBPAGE, Part 4 (Oct. 27, 2007) About QJrgeheimnisOand
Kirkbright@ article regarding JaspersCecientific approach and Alexande von Humboldt
@ogmosO

Note: My critiques on other (ExistenzOwww.buedu/padeia 2007 Fall articles might
appear before the Spring Volume of (ExistenzQ 1@n especialy champing at the bit to
respondto Alan Olson@® significant Jaspers-Jesus article, and waiting with anticipaion
for the Leonad Ehrlich-trandation of his article. My critiques are correctable and the
dates of mgor changes will be noted. Minor mistakes not easily ovellooked by a
linguistic pedant might be corrected, if at al, at any time without daing the change E-
mail is welcomed and from them no quding will be made and the senda®@ name not
mentionad unless requested for some corrective purpose (an unfair effort to censor me
could bejudged an exception).

Critique-Title and Abstrac: A catalyzed individualistic review and application of
Suzanne Kirkbright@ paper, and spinning off quantitative scientific methods into
qualitative scientific attitudes relevant to OU geneimnistN leaning into the wind of
mystery without losng historical orientation

Preface:

01. This Webpage can serve as an expansion on my UPDATE 36 also poged today;
readers are invited to refer to it for it addresses case situaions drawn from Herbert
MYler@ Karl Jaspers ForumOwww.kjf.ca. That blog is not recommended for anyone
interested in the real Jaspes, for; contrary to its title it is not propely Karl Jaspers
relevant. On my Karl Jaspas AppliedO (ExistenzO Webpage regarding Boson
University@ Webpage Jaspers is currently meaningfully relevant. The information age
phenomenon offers the oppotunity for unpredictable reviews. If the oppotunity presents
itself, it will be interesting to compare the produdivity of a (paidea-existenzOWebsite-
Webpagewith Heiddberg® new (Karl Jaspers CenterQ It will beinteresting to see if that
Center will somehow serve to publicly restate what Jaspers is aleged to have disserted
when he moved to Basel. Along with the increasing interest in JaspersOworks, Karl
Jaspeas sodeties, websites, centers, (and book9 etc.,, one can also expect intense
reactionsfrom competitive forces such as from theuniversity indudry.

02. Also this current Webpage begins with a dissertation-styled spin-off from Suzanne
Kirkbright(3 thoughs on Jaspers as scientist with the scientific attitude and relative to a
view of a Humboldtean human-naural science via Goehe and Portmann and more, and
thar scientific attitudetoo. I, also with an attitude, herein take the liberty of exceeding
the boundaies of Suzanne@ article@ context. But it seems important to do so in view of
the effects of the boundkssness of this information age The multidimensondity and
relativity of information may not be condugve to academic thesis presentation, i.e.,
educatorsQexpectations no longe have a comfort zone or controlled domein where the
education indugry can rule with a busness as usud attitude Change of tactics to



accommodéae unpredictable Interne field situations needs a fluid attitude that might,
during Newtonian-like times, be consdered less than interdisciplinary. No one can take
real cover in a specialized GcienceOin this open field where later or soone with a click
militant-attitude codes can be deciphaed.

03. 1@ avoid quoing from the GExistenzOarticle but will indude quotes from Suzanne3
book. The reason for this is tha Bogon University®@ (Paidda-Webste-Existenz
WebpageO still has an appaent restriction clause on reprodudng the material. That
presumptiveness is not the reason for not quoing for it is outdated and unfair and maybe
impossible to enforce in this Internet age However doing by nature the spirit of ethics:
the reason for not quoing is tha thee may be some lingaing mutud university
expectations and reciprocal contracts; and an author representing an Inditution could be
affected in some unfair way.
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1. Reductionism, a Neo-Goethean van HomunculusN Putting oneself into reading and
interpreting Suzanne Kirkbright® (ExistenzO article is no task for a flask-made or
particle-accelerator updaed Goethean little-entity (Goethe® hormunaulusin Faugt). In my
Kirkbright Webpage book report (01 see site map) | had said, Before one attempts a



Goliath attack, the task should not be undeestimatedOand | was referring to biased
critics of Kirkbright® book but especially thos with danted attitudes having
misrepresentation-like designs agang JaspersOworks. The central theme of this critique
of the GExistenzOarticle amounts to an encompassing of redudionism with the existenz
spirit and concomitant scientific attitude as set againg QheO scientific method of
redudionism from within the coamos to the redudionism of looking in from withoutthe
cOSMOS

1.1. First, a catharsis--Rightly or wrongly, | detect some of tha bias, mentioned above
agang JaspersO works reflected in Suzanne3 comment tha JaspersO displayed
redundancy in the use of the German word for GvorldviewsQ 1t doubful tha there@ a
German concept tha cannot be trandated (the linguist W. Humboldt withstanding--1
think) when in fact, in this case, Jaspers had indicated that he paraded worldviews in a
critical fashionN by which one&3 own variationsof hubtis-worldviews are penetrated (see
4. and last paragraph of Suzanne@ Existenz article). The resultant intuited or holistic
worldview amount to another encompassing via the incomingsthroughthe grace of the
Encompassing. It@ possible the redundancy report is induded to fairly show what isin
theair and needsfiltering throughreason.

1.2. To clear the air this worldview-encompassing is not redundancy--if tha iswhat is

implied. A researche such as Suzanne can be alowed the liberty of playing the raison

d@tat role to keep research access doors open and objectively interpretable data emitting.

There is a dispaaging allegaion out there tha Jaspers is convoluted and therefore

incredulous If my sendng has any basis besides a defengve imagination, it can partiality

be foundin footnote 30 where reliance is given to Hans SanersOjudgnent tha Jaspers

could be involuntarily podical. Hopeully | misread the footmote--given Hans SanersO
meaningful postion relative to control over Jaspers-daa estate. Qnvoluntarily podica O
is acceptable if recognizing the ingirationd receptivity side of existenz and the resultant

nonrimposng therapeutic logic and languaye. An obligatory cordiality seems present too

in footnote 18 where Piper® judgment is relied on, tha is; Jaspers would have changed

his entire bookif Heidegge'® critiquehad been engaged; meanwhile, | wonde if Jaspers

might have meant tha he was content with nat having changed the book but expanded

on, or avoided altogether, a critiqueof Heidegge'® views which if discussed (as Jaspers

opalGin afootnote) would have required redundancy and given substance to the rumor

of being convoluted (see fn, p. 272 Question of First Cause PFR). And it would have of

course given significance to Heidegge'® works simply because Jaspers responde.

2. URGEHEIMNIS--Suzanne@® Article OJager SOEarly Scientific Approach In Light
Of Alexandea von Humboldt@ @osmos®is charged with an in-depth awareness of, and
empirical tendeness toward, the mingield referred to in my last cases referred to in
UPDATE 36, e.g., William ByersOconsders GvolutionOa mingield. It is a shane to
introduce the @Oword and thereby contaminate an academic atmosphere that the article
so courteoudy and correctly avoided. The only way to maintain an air of respectability
toward high-level manne's would be to avoid taking off on the last paragraph@® third to
last word, QJrgeheimnisOwhere only a role-playing fool, a worm such as |, rushes to
rescuetrembling angds.



2.1. Unscrambling Ou geheimnisG-Suzanne® last and un-tranditerated German word®
meaning was left to the fearless foolish reader to rush in and deciphe; it is catalytically
chaged. Thee with the encompassing grace of God go |I. Though last not least,
QurgenamnisOgives subtitle status to thetitle of her article and secures a foothold in the
therapeutic significance of JaspersOexistenz. The meaning of urgeheémnis participates in
an approach to tha minefield feared by angds but rushed into by light tiptoeing
personages or heavy vested clod-trampers protected by vestments sanctioned by vatic and
pop culture (see case studies in UPDATE 36). The word QUrgendmnisQ when
unscrambled, soundslike Ghumankind® origin is more unknoweble than knowableOand
has a hubiis-shatering effect on ponpous occupants of university biology chairs,
prophds of abslute truth displaying uniformed attitudes of Glmos-thereO and need-
more-tax-funds and student-serfdomizing loans for the find metamorphoss. The word
soundslike the preface (Foreword and also Introdudion) to JaspersOOrigin and God of
History (see item 8. bdow on Goethe and Portmann from Hjalmar Hegge® review).
Moreover it relates to JaspersOscientific attitude induding tha of the HumboldtsO(sic)
and Goethe tradition. Lest my @&Ofocus and transparency apology be dismissed out of
hand asimmaterial, argumentative, and irresponsble, consder thefollowing:

2.2. Surf-dredging the ocean of being® world wide netN Soundings Darwin said he
had come to worship A. Humboldt. Goetheis beng claimed by Darwinians Theclaimis
dubiousN in keeping with the scientific attitude Both A. Humboldt and Goethe are also
being harvested as homosexud fodde toward empowerment ends The Interne reveals
an emotiondly charged environment toppel with subjective agendas. But without
suggesting anything suggestive, there is something to andyze regarding those preferring
to quoe Darwin® statement: O have always admired [A. Humboldt]; now | worship
him.Ol take that to be an epistemological problem and nothing more for Darwin himself
if the quok is accurate (Ref: Wikipedia, in my opinion an infiltrator@ mecca needing
congant discernment, but always manifesting some reality, and musg surely be an editor3
Goehean task).

2.3. Reflections. Whether Humboldt(s), Goethe, or Jaspers visited Italy and Rome does
not suggest anything except to those with core-ontic preferences. Similar preferences
have been leveled at Goethe not perhgos unrelated to his visit to Italy where men
preferred men as a solution to women@® venered diseases (Goethe Wikipedia). Basic
urge preferences could contribute to a shdlow or supeficia interpretation of Goethe(3
works resulting in leanings toward quantity-like redudionism rather than healthy
humenistic qudities. Goethe® comprehendveness does not establish a prestigious
predecessor for defending a life style. Moreover, beng too objective to take refugein a
religious creed, eventudly he did find the HypsistariangD sectarian tenets worthy of
appropriating. Ther geographic remoteness made them more small-p protestant than
Jewish or high-case GCOChristian. In the struggle for power by powers there® atendency
to register claims if thee® the minutest potentiad for the enhancement of power.
(Paragraph 2.1., 2.2., and 2.3. are theresult of a sweeping screening of the Interne, and
right or wrong theworld-wideinternet will tend to capture and drag culture along)



3. Bak to A. Humboldt, Goethe, onto Portmann, and badk to JagersO
OU geheimnistN The phrase or clause used to grasp an appreciation for QurgehamnisO
is not difficult; it involves thoughttha participaes in philosophy in the sense of the
inescapable mystery and wonde regarding ultimate origins Theair of mystery in turn via
emitted metaphyscs pameates an attitudetoward all special fields of science, i.e., macro
and micro research. There@ more trickle down qudity than bottom up quantity. The
mystical air of QurgehemnisOalso impacts the science of epistemology, i.e., knowledge
aboutknowing. This spirit seems to coincidewith the context of Suzanne3 articleN by in
large

3.1. Attitude vs. OheOmethod and unto Portmann and Jaspers—-This Goethean and
Humboldtean atmosphae provides grip for grasping the scientific attitude and is
preparatory to sniffing out poignant divisons amongs universities. | sugpect QheO
scientific method is Oxford@ militant empiricism and is displayed in large print on its
banna, while the gentler noninquisitiond scientific attitude was more than less
Heiddberg® and Basel@ That attitude in practice is seen in the similarity between
Goethe and the Swiss biologist Adolph Portmann, thoughthe attitude seemed to have
glowed longe at Jaspers and Portmann® Basel where the banne stands for a gentle
empirical toud. Jaspers felt Portmann® arguments againg dogrretic definitive human
origins valuable enough for his Origin and God of History and later agan in The
Perennial Scope of Philosophy. Below (item 7.) Hjalmar Hegge demondrates where
Goethe and Portmann agree and how they are representative of the search for qudity
more than quantity. Hegge makes clear the meaningful distinctions beween ther
scientific attitude and Qhe universaly predominantO Darwinism and Neo-Darwinism.
Hegge OrhoughGoethel followed by PortmannN fundamentally asserts the empirical,
thereis no question of any @mpiricism@

4. The Curtius episode: An Ou geheimnisOwhiff of this poignant Goethean spirit can
be foundin Kirkbright@ book, but onemus read some between the lines and even risk
violating the contextN the risk | take here. The scientific attitudeis in pat recoverable,
thougha little difficult to evaluae, and Suzanne states tha it even left Jaspers puzzled
(Kirkbright, 218ff ). Suzannetakes us behind a newspaper® less than objective account
of wha appeared on the surface more joumdistic drama than a Humboldt tradition as-
such issue The behind the theatrical press scene relates to one of Goethe® scientific
methodseluddaed and used by Portmann and illuminated by Hegge Behind the scene
refers to redudionism, and the ism standing for more of an attitude than scientific
attitude Behind the scene here though means encompassing the situaion responsbly
rather than minimizing morphological phenomenaviaredudionism. The Curtiussituaion
thoughinvolved W. Humboldt whereas Suzanne@@ Existenz article relates to the other
brother. The difference is tha Wilhdm fits quditative science and the scientific attitude
and is the more prope compaison to Jaspers scientific attitudeN an unscholarly guess.
That much | sugpect Curtiushad right

4.1. To the living spirit--Jaspers congstently engaged this Goethean and W. Humboldt
atitude and that sheds some light on why Jaspers would not Genter the public debateO
with Curtius which was already beng exploited by vanity joumdism. It was not the



nauralist Alexande but rather the humanist Wilhelm whom Jaspersis said by Curtiusto
personify. One could wonde why Jaspers would argue with that, but be assured how it
would reflect on the Mrs. if Jaspers had defended himsalf agang the charge of having
taken refuge (from pog-war attitudes or family dispersong in Basel from Germany, i.e.,
Qhe woman made me do itQ Plus there may have been benefits for alowing the idea to
stand, that, as Curtius said, Jaspers turned his back on the German Universities, and it
may have precipitated a restoration of the Heideberg motto Qo the living spiritQ Years
later the guilt might have lent a heavy hand in handing Jaspers that Heiddberg honomry
dodorate.

4.2. Internet: Catholic or Protestant--Wha is gathered from the World Wide Web is
the question surrounding Curtius as to whether he was more Protestant or more Catholic.
Theimageonecan get istha hewas Protestant perhgps conveniently at Heiddberg butin
his Latin-French heart more emotiondly Cathadlic. Perhgps he strained to think the
universities had been disserted and saw the oppotunity the void presented. The situaion
of vack to the Catholic spiritOvs. Qo the living spiritOis an attitudefrom which to take
refuge-somewhere more neutral.

4.3. Japers as antiauthoritarian spirit--Note: Any incorrectness in my beween-lines
readings and behind the scene guesswork should not be attributable to Suzanne but her
reference to JaspersQantiauthoritarian spirit would be condstent with letting ride a spirit
of protesting the lionizing of one with a humble scientific attitude |1 mean, unlike
Darwin@ QuorshipOof Alexande, Jaspers would prefer beng viewed as a critic of rather
than aworshipe of aHumbaddt.

5. Jagpers use of Goethe in his General PsychopathologyN The spanned Curtius
scenaio istha Jaspers afew years earlier had received the Goethe Prize, and afew years
previousto tha he had addressed the question of German guilt, and that is something al
had to learn to live with. His Goethe Founddion acceptance speech madeit clear tha he
did not worship Goethe, no more than would he worship A. Humboldt. It is true tha he
shaed Goethe@® scientific method, induding litera literary accounts, e.g., in his
psychopahology book, and that bookin itself showed some particular limits of Goethe®
works by compaison with JaspersO clinical research and clinical empathetic and
empirical paient experienceN real case histories minus podic embroidering. Suzanne3
reference to JaspersO glaring independency was in fact a protesting of something,
something hidden but yet to bereveaed in QurgeheimnisO

6. JagpersOscientific attitude amidst scientific methodsN Unlike talk about Qhed
scientific method, to Jaspers there is no science without philosophy and no philosophical
practice withoutscience. Historically science is primarily episteme more so for Plato than
Aristotle (GP 166) Knowledge of knowledge is a basic science amidst classical
categories (145), for; humankind is more than our tools. However and moreover a shap
digtinction can be made beween science and philosophy only after grasping that the
scientific attitude permeating methodsis dependent on philosophy, though philosophy
(has the sciences as presuppostion, withoutitself being a scienceObut yet the attitudenot
only arises from objectivity of an empirical naure but throughthe naure of the potential



tha gives the scientific attitude buoyancy and transcendency. QT]his basic attitude of
philosophizingQGcoinddes with the basic scientific attitudeand is not limited to the hither
side of epistemology but cantilevers reciprocally and receptively over into the thither
side (Reply, 794

6.1. Breathing the scientific attitude in and out of the sea of beingN Suzanne points
out in the book tha OAfter al, Goethe® noves had been a source of companionship
during JaspersObachdor years as a medica studentEO Unquok. Yes, but | say Jaspe's
already had the scientific attitude and spirit to sublimate an outdated homunaulus. The
Goethean little man, which Goethe literarily developed chemically in the flask withouta
prope materia body, is developed anew now as the Neo-Goeghean Homunaulus (a
redudionism-produd-like humenkind entity) though updaed with quantum spinsOand
simultaneous opposte spins but is no more adequae for entering the sea of beng
without beng absorbedN though the sea glows a bit more for a while. The pulsating
historic glow extendsthroughthe four seasons of being or gestalts and combines in one
holistic-tempordity in the center of remembered eternity. The actud humankind
historical scientific attitudeis not dduded or dissolved--thoughilluminaed by the mog
updaed homunalusdimited efforts at fulfillment.

6.2. The difference between the Goethe-Humboldt attitude and Jagpers-My point is
merely preparatory to the scientific attitude rather than the laboratory-flask or particle
accelerator personification of Qhed scientific method-certainly not prefatory to
Marianism in any form, as the case has been made out of the Faug novd (See Goethe
Wikipedia). My point is tha Jaspers was differentially unique from a Humboldt or
Goethe but indegendently a humanitarian qua scientist in his own right-while
ungologdically thestic and intuitive (and therein might be the main difference in ther
scientific attitudes). He was authentic while not forgetful of precursors and while not
breaking the traditiond pack-string® primordial cord essential to carrying on the
scientific attitudeN disregarding the Marian distractions and other ontlogisms. The
scientific attitude rather than GheOscientific method sets the stage for spinning into the
meaning Jaspers gives to QurgehemnistN a cipher symbol transcending the descending
effects of the Oxford GeQculture.

7. From Goethe/Humboldt to Portmann and Jaspers with the aid of Hjalmar
HeggeN Using Darwinism and Neo-Darwinism as case samples Hjalmar (U. of Oslo,
Norway) demondrates the difference between the scientific attitude and QheOscientific
method in the article Orranscending Darwinism in the Spirit of Goethe@ Science: A
Philosophical Perspective onthe Works of Adolf PortmannOwww.ifgene.org/heggehtm

7.1. Caveat--Hjalmar makes no mention of Jaspers, which is jug as well for the article
was published in the ONewsletter of the Sodety for the Evolution of ScienceQ Even the
words Qranscending DarwinismOmight be too shifty, suggesting to some an expostion
on QuvolutionayOepistemology, as thoughreason® epiphany mugt have a monoiithic
foundaion in Oxford where powers convened and QheOparadigm of the cosnos madeits
find revelation.



7.2. The reaon Jagers could address the limits of Goehe--In retrogect, i.e,
hindsght, since that Oxford hatiched GOparadigmatism, the reason for never losng grasp
of the ultimate situations and limits, can be demondrated in Hegge® conduding
comments that shows how easily one can fall victim to GheOscientific method. Hegge
says, (Goethe@ basic view tha all species have common origins agrees with Darwinism
thus farQ The dip, if the trandation is adequae and my reading plausble, is in the
thoughttha Goethe, thoughpredaing Darwin, is said to agree with the Darwinism type
of @heOscientific method. However, the overall context of Hegge® article relates clearly
the difference between the scientific attitude and QheO scientific method with the
scientific attitude having primacy. There is dange in beng on the lookoutfor nuances,
but it is dueto the poignant rank of assumed truth, which tempts oneto talk the Oxford
talk and walk thewalk jud to take leave of it.

7.3. Jagers. the abyss between man and animal--1 see then Hegge recovering the
scientific attitude (But for Goethe, this origin cannot be one special organic form (e.g.,
no particular animal form among vertebrates) because o single onecan give the patern
of the wholeQ(Parenthesis Hegge®). Hegge an epistemologist and biologist adds Orhe
single variants of form can then only be understood Grom the general idea of typeQwhich
is jus such a unitary whole, notat all a material quantity, but an ideaQ Hegge condudes
with a recognition of Portmann@® views on human and mammalian ontogenesis and its
meaning for Ca theory of phylogenesis tha transcends Darwinism in Goethe® spiritQ
Participating less in impdient intellect, and paticipaing less in the empirical (more
appaent than real, see 7.4.) militancy of the universally predomnant Neo-Darwinism,
while remaining critical of peremptory opinionsin need of being deprived of the rank of
accepted truth, Jaspers uses the terms monophyktic and polyphyletic: OVhethe man®
origin was monophyktic or polyphyletic is, in thelast andysis, not decisiveObut bdief in
the unity of humankind is presuppogd in the Gibyss separating man from the animalO
(OGHistory, p.42). Thevaue of the science and attitude of epistemology is affirmed but
encompassed by the abyss that illuminates humankind® potentiality.

7.4. A renewal of an old research paradigm--Portmann® views do transcend but more
by way of GoetheB attitude (and Aristotle at least in Hegge® views) with Darwinism
beng quite incidental. Previoudy Heggehad shown tha Portmann rejected Darwinism@
two basic methodobgical presuppostions First, Qhe Neo-Darwinian redudion of
organic phenomena to genes and ther mutations Second, rejected Qhe genera
Darwinian assumption tha organic development is fundamentally intelligible as an
inorganic causa relation (the mechanisms of naura selection). In this way, the method
of Portmann and Goethe represents no less than a revolution in the organic sciencesN a
new research paradigmE O Hegge (Portmann is extremely critical of peremptory
opinion®and the Gnagic word Gnutationd[for] it ddudes usinto bdieving that we know
processes of which no onecan have certain knowedgeOTha® an enlightened scientific
epistemic intuition with a vertical more than horizonta attitude

8. Back to Jagpers, homesickness and origin-snN A return to Jaspe's through
Portmann differs from Suzannd3 relating Jaspers to A. Humboldt and Goethe and
coinaddentally induding the significance of the Curtius-exchange in which Jaspers did



not participates. JaspersOpublic noninvolvement probably was not due to a failure to
grasp the dynamics involved, but rathe more for the reasons it is hopel, tha my
ExistenzO Webpage@@ excursion here has more than merely conjectured. JaspersO
Portmann-references show a meaningful mutud sharing in the spirit of the scientific
attitude induding their mutua awareness of the incondusive results of QheOmethod of
redudionism.

8.1. Radical avoidance of a quantified death vs. the qualitative quest for life--I know
of no reference to Portmann but one to W. Humboldt in his 1913 book® revisions
(General Psychopdhology), butin the section on Meaningful Connections Goethe, i.e.,
tha scientific attitude is portrayed in Jaspers expressionsin item 5. Denial of reality
through self-deception: Jaspers recounts that Goethe said tha no one ever reaches such
ingghtinto truth and reality as would take away the conditionsof his own existence. Out
of context tha appears to be an overstatement for effect, for; self sacrifices are well
doaumented and some due to homesickness for origin. But tha suicidd/homicidd urge
involves less insight into truth and reality and more a quest for the nightN more
avoidance of death to the point where death draws, and less the quest for conditiond life.
Regarding the urgeto get away from reality, Jaspers, as an affirmed QpsychologistOadds
We try to undestand our problems but we do not expect any find answersO (end of
quot), andit could be added: and yet throughunderstanding there can be an illuminaion
for oursalves thetranscendence inheit in humankind® @rgehemnisd



