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[2.4]

has becom
e m

aster and m
ay w

ipe from
 his face the expression of

neediness. W
hatever he now

 does bears the m
ark pretence in com

pari-
son w

ith his earlier actions, just as his earlier actions bore the m
ark of

strain. H
e copies hum

an life, but takes it for a good thing and seem
s

to rest quite satisfied w
ith it. That enorm

ous beam
-and-plank fram

e-
w

ork of concepts, by clinging to w
hich the needy hum

an saves him
-

self through his life, is to the liberated intellect only a scaffolding and
a plaything for his m

ost daring feats, and w
hen he sm

ashes it, m
ixes it

up, and puts it together again ironically, pairing the m
ost foreign

things and separating the nearest, then he show
s that he has no use for

those m
akeshifts of neediness, and that he is now

 no longer led by
concepts but by intuitions. From

 these intuitions no regular path leads
into the land of ghostly schem

ata, the abstractions; w
ords are not

m
ade for them

, the hum
an falling silent w

hen seeing them
, or speak-

ing in forbidden m
etaphors and outrageous conceptual constructions

in order, by at least sm
ashing and m

ocking the old conceptual barri-
ers, to accord creatively w

ith the im
pression m

ade by the pow
erful

present intuition.
[* W

e are probably intended to think of the overturning of social norm
s (am

ong
them

, those defining the roles of m
aster and slave) that occurred during this Rom

an
festival.]

There are ages, w
hen the rational and the intuitive hum

an stand
side by side, the one in fear of intuition, the w

ith scorn for abstraction;
the latter is just as irrational as the form

er is inartistic. Both desire to
rule over life, the one by know

ing how
 to m

eet the m
ost im

portant
needs w

ith precautions, prudence, regularity, the other as an “over-
joyous [überfroher] hero”[*] by ignoring those needs and taking as
real only life disguised w

ith radiance and beauty. W
herever the intu-

itive hum
an, as for instance in the earlier history of G

reece, bran-
dishes his w

eapons m
ore pow

erfully and victoriously than his oppo-
nent, under favourable conditions, a culture can take shape and art can
establish her rule over life: that pretence, that denying of neediness,
that brilliance of m

etaphorical appearances and especially that direct-
ness of deception accom

pany all expressions of such a life. N
either

the house, nor the w
alk, nor the clothing, nor the clay jug suggest that

necessity invented them
; it seem

s as if they all w
ere intended as the

expressions of a sublim
e happiness, an olym

pic cloudlessness, and, as
it w

ere, a playing w
ith seriousness. W

hile the hum
an guided by con-

cepts and abstractions only w
ards off m

isfortune by m
eans of them

,
w

ithout forcing happiness out of abstractions, w
hile he strives after

the greatest possible freedom
 from

 pains, the intuitive hum
an,

dw
elling in the m

idst of a culture, harvests directly from
 his intu-

11

[1.4]

w
hich the feebler, and less robust individuals preserve them

selves,
since it has been denied them

 to fight the battle of existence w
ith

horns or the sharp teeth of beasts of prey. In hum
ans this art of dissim

-
ulation reaches its peak: here, deception, flattery, lying and cheating,
talking behind the back, posing, living in borrow

ed splendor, m
ask-

ing, the cloak of convention, playacting before others and before one-
self, in short, the continual fluttering around the one flam

e vanity is so
m

uch the rule and the law
 that hardly anything is m

ore incom
prehen-

sible than how
 an honest and pure drive to truth could have arisen

am
ong hum

ans. They are deeply im
m

ersed in illusions and dream
-im

-
ages; their eyes glide only over the surface of things and see “form

s”;
their sensation now

here leads to truth, but contents itself w
ith receiv-

ing stim
uli and, so to say, w

ith playing groping gam
e on the back of

things. In addition to that, the hum
an allow

s his dream
s to lie to him

at night throughout a lifetim
e, w

ithout his m
oral sense ever trying to

prevent them
; w

hereas people are said to exist w
ho by strength of w

ill
have elim

inated snoring. W
hat do hum

ans actually know
 about them

-
selves? A

re they able even once to see them
selves com

pletely, laid
out as in an illum

inated glass case! D
oes not nature keep secret from

them
 m

ost everything about them
selves, even about their bodies, to

banish and lock them
 up in a proud, illusory consciousness, aloof

from
 the tw

ists of the intestines, the quick flow
 of the bloodstream

,
the intricate vibrations of the fibres? N

ature threw
 aw

ay the key; and
w

oe to the fateful curiosity w
hich m

ight be able for a m
om

ent to look
out and dow

n through a crevice in the cham
ber of consciousness, and

discover that hum
ans are resting on the pitiless, the greedy, the insa-

tiable, the m
urderous, indifferent to their ow

n ignorance and, as it
w

ere, hanging in dream
s on the back of a tiger. From

 w
here in the

w
hole w

orld, in this situation, com
es the drive to truth?

So far as the individual tries to preserve him
self against other indi-

viduals, in the natural state of things he uses the intellect in m
ost

cases only for dissim
ulation; since, how

ever, the hum
an, both from

necessity and boredom
, w

ants to exist socially and in herds, he needs
a peace treaty and endeavors to elim

inate at least the starkest bellum
om

nium
 contra om

nes [w
ar of all against all] to disappear from

 his
w

orld. This first conclusion of peace brings w
ith it som

ething that
looks like the first step tow

ards the attainm
ent of that m

ysterious drive
for truth. For that w

hich henceforth is to be “truth” is now
 fixed; that

is, a uniform
ly valid and binding designation of things is invented,

and legislating language also yields the first law
s of truth: since here,

for the first tim
e, originates the contrast betw

een truth and lie. The liar

2
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lly
 s

ob
er

ed
. I

f 
ev

er
y 

tre
e

m
ay

 a
t s

om
e 

tim
e 

sp
ea

k 
as

 a
 n

ym
ph

 o
r a

 g
od

 c
ar

ry
 a

w
ay

 v
irg

in
s u

nd
er

th
e 

di
sg

ui
se

 o
f a

 b
ul

l, 
if 

th
e 

go
dd

es
s 

A
th

en
e 

he
rs

el
f b

e 
su

dd
en

ly
 se

en
as

 s
he

 d
riv

es
 w

ith
 a

 b
ea

ut
ifu

l 
te

am
, 

ac
co

m
pa

ni
ed

 b
y 

Pi
sis

tra
tu

s,
th

ro
ug

h 
th

e 
m

ar
ke

ts
 o

f 
A

th
en

s—
an

d 
th

e 
ho

ne
st

 A
th

en
ia

n 
be

lie
ve

d
th

is—
th

en
 a

t a
ny

 m
om

en
t, 

as
 in

 a
 d

re
am

, e
ve

ry
th

in
g 

is
 p

os
sib

le
, a

nd
al

l n
at

ur
e 

sw
ar

m
s 

ar
ou

nd
 p

eo
pl

e 
as

 if
 s

he
 w

er
e 

no
th

in
g 

bu
t t

he
 m

as
-

qu
er

ad
e 

of
 th

e 
go

ds
, f

or
 w

ho
m

 it
 w

as
 ju

st 
a 

jo
ke

 to
 d

ec
ei

ve
 m

or
ta

ls 
by

ta
ki

ng
 o

n 
al

l s
ha

pe
s.

[*
 F

ro
m

 P
as

ca
l, 

Pe
ns

ée
s, 

V
I, 

38
6.

]

H
ow

ev
er

, 
hu

m
an

s 
th

em
se

lv
es

 h
av

e 
an

 in
vi

nc
ib

le
 p

en
ch

an
t 

to
 le

t
th

em
se

lv
es

 b
e 

de
ce

iv
ed

 a
nd

 a
re

 a
s 

if 
en

ch
an

te
d 

w
ith

 h
ap

pi
ne

ss
 w

he
n

th
e 

rh
ap

so
di

st
 n

ar
ra

te
s 

ep
ic

 ta
le

s 
as

 th
ou

gh
 tr

ue
 o

r w
he

n 
th

e 
ac

to
r o

n
th

e 
sta

ge
 p

la
ys

 th
e 

ki
ng

 m
or

e 
ki

ng
ly

 th
an

 h
e 

is 
sh

ow
n 

by
 re

al
ity

. I
nt

el
-

le
ct

, 
th

at
 m

as
te

r 
of

 p
re

te
nc

e,
 is

 f
re

e 
an

d 
re

le
as

ed
 f

ro
m

 h
is

 s
la

ve
ry

w
he

n 
he

 is
 a

bl
e 

to
 d

ec
ei

ve
 w

ith
ou

t h
ar

m
in

g,
 a

nd
 th

en
 c

el
eb

ra
te

s 
hi

s
Sa

tu
rn

al
ia

.[*
] N

ev
er

 is
 h

e 
m

or
e 

lu
xu

ria
nt

, r
ic

he
r, 

pr
ou

de
r, 

m
or

e 
sk

ilf
ul

an
d 

m
or

e 
au

da
ci

ou
s;

 w
ith

 c
re

at
iv

e 
de

lig
ht

 h
e 

ju
m

bl
es

 u
p 

m
et

ap
ho

rs
an

d 
m

ov
es

 th
e 

bo
un

da
ry

 st
on

es
 o

f a
bs

tra
ct

io
ns

, s
o 

th
at

 fo
r i

ns
ta

nc
e 

he
de

sig
na

te
s 

th
e 

str
ea

m
 a

s 
th

e 
m

ov
in

g 
pa

th
 w

hi
ch

 c
ar

rie
s 

pe
op

le
 w

he
re

th
ey

 w
ou

ld
 o

th
er

w
ise

 w
al

k.
 N

ow
 h

e 
ha

s t
hr

ow
n 

of
f t

he
 m

ar
k 

of
 se

rv
i-

tu
de

; u
su

al
ly

 w
ith

 g
lo

om
y 

of
fic

io
us

ne
ss

 h
e 

en
de

av
ou

rs
 to

 p
oi

nt
 o

ut
 to

a 
po

or
 in

di
vi

du
al

 lo
ng

in
g 

fo
r 

ex
ist

en
ce

 th
e 

pa
th

 a
nd

 to
ol

s,
 a

nd
 a

s 
a

se
rv

an
t f

or
 h

is 
m

as
te

r, 
se

ts 
ou

t f
or

 ro
bb

er
’s 

lo
ot

 a
nd

 b
oo

ty
, b

ut
 n

ow
 h

e
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us
es

 th
e 

va
lid

 d
es

ig
na

tio
ns

, w
or

ds
, i

n 
or

de
r t

o 
m

ak
e 

th
e 

un
re

al
 a

pp
ea

r
as

 re
al

; e
.g

., 
he

 sa
ys

, “
I a

m
 ri

ch
,”

 w
he

re
as

 th
e 

rig
ht

 d
es

ig
na

tio
n 

fo
r h

is
sta

te
 w

ou
ld

 b
e,

 p
re

ci
se

ly
, “

po
or

.”
 H

e 
ab

us
es

 th
e 

fix
ed

 c
on

ve
nt

io
ns

 b
y

co
nv

en
ie

nt
 sw

itc
hi

ng
 o

r e
ve

n 
in

ve
rs

io
n 

of
 n

am
es

. I
f h

e 
do

es
 th

is
 in

 a
se

lfi
sh

 a
nd

 m
or

eo
ve

r h
ar

m
fu

l f
as

hi
on

, s
oc

ie
ty

 w
ill

 n
o 

lo
ng

er
 tr

us
t h

im
an

d 
w

ill
 th

er
ef

or
e 

ex
cl

ud
e 

hi
m

. I
n 

th
is 

w
ay

 h
um

an
s a

vo
id

 n
ot

 so
 m

uc
h

be
in

g 
de

fra
ud

ed
, 

as
 b

ei
ng

 in
ju

re
d 

by
 f

ra
ud

; 
th

ey
 h

at
e,

 a
lso

 a
t 

th
is

sta
ge

, a
t b

ot
to

m
 n

ot
 d

ec
ep

tio
n,

 b
ut

 th
e 

ba
d,

 h
os

til
e 

co
ns

eq
ue

nc
es

 o
f

ce
rta

in
 k

in
ds

 o
f d

ec
ep

tio
n.

 A
nd

 it
 is

 o
nl

y 
in

 a
 si

m
ila

rly
 li

m
ite

d 
se

ns
e

th
at

 h
um

an
s d

es
ire

 tr
ut

h:
 h

e 
de

sir
es

 th
e 
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ea
bl
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 li

fe
-p

re
se
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in

g 
co

n-
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qu
en

ce
s 
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 tr

ut
h;

 h
e 

is
 in

di
ffe

re
nt

 to
w

ar
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 p
ur

e 
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

w
ith

ou
t

ef
fe

ct
s;

 h
e 

is
 e

ve
n 

ho
sti

le
 to

w
ar

ds
 p

os
sib

ly
 h

ar
m

fu
l 

or
 d

es
tru

ct
iv

e
tru

th
s. 

A
nd

, f
ur

th
er

m
or

e,
 w

ha
t o

f t
ho

se
 c

on
ve

nt
io

ns
 o

f l
an

gu
ag

e?
 A

re
th

ey
 p

er
ha

ps
 p

ro
du

ct
s o

f k
no

w
le

dg
e,

 o
f t

he
 lo

ve
 o

f t
ru

th
; d

o 
th

e 
de

sig
-

na
tio

ns
 a

nd
 th

e 
th

in
gs

 m
at

ch
? 

Is
 la

ng
ua

ge
 th

e 
ad

eq
ua

te
 e

xp
re

ss
io

n 
of

al
l r

ea
lit

ie
s?

O
nl

y 
th

ro
ug

h 
fo

rg
et

fu
ln

es
s 

co
ul

d 
hu

m
an

s 
ev

er
 c

om
e 

to
 im

ag
in

e
th

at
 th

ey
 p

os
se

ss
es

 “
tru

th
” 

to
 th

e 
de

gr
ee

 ju
st

 d
es

cr
ib

ed
. I

f h
e 

do
es

 n
ot

m
ea

n 
to

 c
on

te
nt

 h
im

se
lf 

w
ith

 tr
ut

h 
in

 th
e 

fo
rm

 o
f 

ta
ut

ol
og

y,
 th

at
 is

,
w

ith
 e

m
pt

y 
hu

sk
s,

 h
e 

w
ill

 a
lw

ay
s 

bu
y 

ill
us

io
ns

 fo
r 

tru
th

s.
 W

ha
t i

s 
a

w
or

d?
 T

he
 im

ag
e 

of
 a

 n
er

ve
 s

tim
ul

us
 in

 s
ou

nd
s.

 B
ut

 to
 in

fe
r a

 c
au

se
ou

tsi
de

 u
s f

ro
m

 th
e 

a 
ne

rv
e 

sti
m

ul
us

 is
 a

lre
ad

y 
th

e 
re

su
lt 

of
 a

 fa
lse

 a
nd

un
ju

sti
fia

bl
e 

ap
pl

ic
at

io
n 

of
 th

e 
pr

in
ci

pl
e 

of
 s

uf
fic

ie
nt

 r
ea

so
n.

 H
ow

sh
ou

ld
 w

e 
da

re
, i

f t
ru

th
 a

lo
ne

 h
ad

 b
ee

n 
de

ci
siv

e 
in

 th
e 

ge
ne

sis
 o

f l
an

-
gu

ag
e,

 if
 th

e 
vi

ew
po

in
t o

f c
er

ta
in

ty
 h

ad
 a

lo
ne

 b
ee

n 
de

ci
siv

e 
w

ith
 d

es
-

ig
na

tio
ns

, h
ow

 d
ar

e 
w

e 
in

de
ed

 sa
y:

 th
e 

sto
ne

 is
 h

ar
d,

 a
s i

f “
ha

rd
” 

w
as

kn
ow

n 
to

 u
s 

ot
he

rw
ise

, a
nd

 n
ot

 m
er

el
y 

as
 a

n 
en

tir
el

y 
su

bj
ec

tiv
e 

sti
m

-
ul

us
? 

W
e 

di
vi

de
 th

in
gs

 a
cc

or
di

ng
 to

 g
en

de
rs

; 
w

e 
de

sig
na

te
 th

e 
tre

e
[d

er
 B

au
m

] a
s m

as
cu

lin
e,

 th
e 

pl
an

t [
di

e 
Pfl

an
ze

] a
s f

em
in

in
e:

 w
ha

t a
r-

bi
tra

ry
 a

ss
ig

nm
en

ts!
 H

ow
 fa

r 
flo

w
n 

be
yo

nd
 th

e 
ca

no
n 

of
 c

er
ta

in
ty

!
W

e 
sp

ea
k 

of
 a

 “
sn

ak
e”

; t
he

 d
es

ig
na

tio
n 

fit
s 

no
th

in
g 

bu
t t

he
 w

in
di

ng
m

ov
em

en
t, 

an
d 

co
ul

d 
th

er
ef

or
e 

al
so

 a
pp

ly
 to

 a
 w

or
m

. W
ha

t a
rb

itr
ar

y
de

m
ar

ca
tio

ns
! 

w
ha

t 
on

e-
sid

ed
 p

re
fe

re
nc

es
 g

iv
en

 s
om

et
im

es
 to

 th
is,

so
m

et
im

es
 to

 th
at

 q
ua

lit
y 

of
 a

 th
in

g!
 D

iff
er

en
t l

an
gu

ag
es

 p
la

ce
d 

sid
e

by
 si

de
 sh

ow
 th

at
 w

ith
 w

or
ds

 it
 is

 n
ev

er
 tr

ut
h,

 n
ev

er
 a

de
qu

at
e 

ex
pr

es
-

sio
n 

th
at

 m
at

te
rs

: 
fo

r 
ot

he
rw

ise
 th

er
e 

w
ou

ld
 n

ot
 b

e 
so

 m
an

y 
la

n-
gu

ag
es

. T
he

 “
th

in
g-

in
-it

se
lf”

 (i
t i

s 
ju

st
 th

is
 w

hi
ch

 w
ou

ld
 b

e 
th

e 
pu

re
tru

th
 w

ith
ou

t e
ffe

ct
s)

 is
 q

ui
te

 in
co

m
pr

eh
en

sib
le

 to
 e

ve
n 

th
e 

cr
ea

to
r o

f
la

ng
ua

ge
 a

nd
 is

 u
tte

rly
 u

nw
or

th
y 

of
 s

tri
vi

ng
. H

e 
de

sig
na

te
s 

on
ly

 th
e

re
la

tio
ns

 o
f 

th
in

gs
 to

 h
um

an
s 

an
d 

fo
r 

th
ei

r 
ex

pr
es

sio
n 

he
 c

al
ls

 to
 h

is
he

lp
 th

e 
m

os
t d

ar
in

g 
m

et
ap

ho
rs

. A
 n

er
ve

-s
tim

ul
us

, fi
rs

t t
ra

ns
fo

rm
ed
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[2.1]

[2.2]

m
ands an explanation and m

ight seduce us into distrusting idealism
,

lies really and solely in the m
athem

atical rigour and inviolability of
the representations of tim

e and space. But w
e produce these w

ithin
ourselves and from

 ourselves w
ith the necessity w

ith w
hich the spider

spins; if w
e are com

pelled to conceive all things under these form
s

only, then it is no longer w
onderful that in all things w

e actually con-
ceive none but these form

s: for they all m
ust bear w

ithin them
selves

the law
s of num

ber, and num
ber is exactly w

hat is m
ost m

arvellous in
all things. A

ll law
fulness w

hich so im
presses us in the orbits of stars

and in chem
ical processes coincides at the bottom

 w
ith those qualities

w
hich w

e ourselves attach to those things, so that w
e im

press our-
selves w

ith that. From
 this, of course it follow

s that the artistic form
a-

tion of m
etaphor, w

ith w
hich every sensation in us begins, already

presupposes those form
s, and is therefore only carried out in them

;
only from

 the firm
 persistence of these prim

al form
s is it explained

how
 it is possible that afterw

ards out of the m
etaphors them

selves a
structure of concepts could in turn be constituted. For the latter is an
im

itation of the relations of tim
e, space and num

ber relations on the
basis of m

etaphor.

2

A
s w

e saw, w
hat w

orked originally at the construction of concepts
w

as orginally language, in later tim
es science. Just as the bee w

orks
at the sam

e tim
e at the cells and fills them

 w
ith honey, so science

w
orks irresistibly at that great colum

barium
 of concepts, the cem

etery
of perceptions, builds ever new

er and higher storeys, supports, puri-
fies, renew

s the old cells, and endeavours above all to fill that gigantic
fram

ew
ork and to arrange w

ithin it the w
hole of the em

pirical w
orld,

i.e., the anthropom
orphic w

orld. A
nd as the m

an of action binds his
life to reason and its concepts, in order to avoid being sw

ept aw
ay and

losing him
self, so the seeker after truth builds his hut close to the tow

-
ering edifice of science in order to collaborate w

ith it and to find pro-
tection under its existing bulw

arks. A
nd he needs protection, for there

are aw
ful pow

ers w
hich continually press upon him

, and w
hich

counter the “truth” of science w
ith differently fashioned “truths,” w

ith
the m

ost varied shield em
blem

s.
That drive to form

 m
etaphors, that fundam

ental hum
an drive w

hich
w

e cannot reckon aw
ay for one m

om
ent—

for thereby w
e should

reckon aw
ay hum

anity itself—
is in truth not defeated nor even sub-

dued by the fact that out of its evaporated products, the concepts, a
regular and rigid new

 w
orld has been built as a stronghold for it. This

drive seeks for itself a new
 sphere of action and another channel, and

9

[1.6]

into an im
age! First m

etaphor. The im
age is then im

itated by a sound!
Second m

etaphor. A
nd each tim

e a com
plete leap from

 one sphere
into the m

idst of another, new
 one. O

ne can im
agine a person w

ho is
profoundly deaf and has never had a sensation of tone and of m

usic;
just as this person w

ill possibly m
arvel at Chladni[*] sound figures in

sand, w
ill discover their cause in the vibrations of the string, and w

ill
then proclaim

 that now
 he know

s w
hat people call “sound”; this is

just w
hat happens to us all w

ith language. W
hen w

e talk about trees,
colours, snow

 and flow
ers, w

e believe w
e know

 som
ething about the

things them
selves and yet possess nothing but m

etaphors of the things
that do not in the least correspond to the original entities. Just as the
sound show

s itself as a figure in sand, in the sam
e w

ay the m
ysterious

X of the thing-in-itself is seen first as nerve-stim
ulus, then as im

age,
and finally as sound. A

t any rate the genesis of language does not pro-
ceed on logical lines, and the w

hole stock in w
hich and w

ith w
hich

the m
an of truth, the researcher, the philosopher w

orks and builds,
originates, if not from

 Cloud-cuckoo-land,[†] at any rate not from
 the

essence of things.
[* The reference is to Ernst Chladni (1756-1827), w

ho developed a technique for
displaying patterns of vibration of a surface in sand placed on it.

† The reference is ultim
ately to the Clouds of A

ristophanes, the com
ic playw

right of
the late 5th and early 4th centuries BCE, but perhaps m

ore im
m

ediately to Schopen-
hauer’s use of the term

 to speak of philosophical discussions of the super-sensible.]

Let us consider especially the form
ation of concepts. Every w

ord
im

m
ediately becom

es a concept not by having to serve as som
ething

of a m
em

ory of the unique and utterly individualized original experi-
ence to w

hich it ow
es its origin, but by having at the sam

e tim
e to fit

innum
erable, m

ore or less sim
ilar—

that is, strictly speaking never
equal, therefore altogether unequal—

cases. Every concept originates
through equating the unequal. A

s certainly as no one leaf is exactly
sim

ilar to any other, so certain is it that the concept “leaf” has been
form

ed through an arbitrary om
ission of these individual differences,

through a forgetting of the differentiating qualities, and it aw
akens the

notion that in nature there is, besides the leaves, a som
ething that

w
ould be “leaf,” a sort of prim

al form
 from

 w
hich all leaves w

ere w
o-

ven, draw
n, m

arked out, coloured, crinkled, painted, but by unskilled
hands, so that no copy had turned out correct and trustw

orthy as a true
copy of the prim

al form
. W

e call a m
an “honest”; w

e ask, “W
hy has

he acted so honestly today?” O
ur custom

ary answ
er runs, “Because of

his honesty.” H
onesty! That m

eans again: “the leaf” is the cause of
leaves. W

e know
 nothing at all about an essential quality that m

ight
be called honesty, but w

e do know
 about num

erous individualised,
and therefore unequal actions, w

hich w
e equate by om

ission of the

4
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th
e 

em
pi

ric
al

 w
or

ld
. A

 p
ai

nt
er

 w
ho

 h
ad

 n
o 

ha
nd

s 
an

d 
w

an
te

d 
to

 e
x-

pr
es

s 
th

e 
pi

ct
ur

e 
di

sti
nc

tly
 p

re
se

nt
 to

 h
is

 m
in

d 
by

 th
e 

ag
en

cy
 o

f s
on

g,
w

ou
ld

 s
til

l r
ev

ea
l m

uc
h 

m
or

e 
w

ith
 th

is
 p

er
m

ut
at

io
n 

of
 s

ph
er

es
 th

an
th

e 
em

pi
ric

al
 w

or
ld

 re
ve

al
s a

bo
ut

 th
e 

es
se

nc
e 

of
 th

in
gs

. T
he

 v
er

y 
re

la
-

tio
n 

of
 a

 n
er

ve
-s

tim
ul

us
 to

 th
e 

im
ag

e 
pr

od
uc

ed
 is

 in
 it

se
lf 

no
t a

 n
ec

es
-

sa
ry

 o
ne

; b
ut

 if
 th

e 
sa

m
e 

im
ag

e 
ha

s b
ee

n 
re

pr
od

uc
ed

 m
ill

io
ns

 o
f t

im
es

an
d 

ha
s 

be
en

 th
e 

in
he

rit
an

ce
 o

f 
m

an
y 

hu
m

an
 g

en
er

at
io

ns
, a

nd
 in

 th
e

en
d 

ap
pe

ar
s 

ea
ch

 ti
m

e 
to

 a
ll 

m
an

ki
nd

 a
s 

th
e 

re
su

lt 
of

 th
e 

sa
m

e 
ca

us
e,

th
en

 it
 a

tta
in

s 
fin

al
ly

 fo
r t

he
 h

um
an

 th
e 

sa
m

e 
im

po
rta

nc
e 

as
 if

 it
 w

er
e

th
e 

un
iq

ue
, n

ec
es

sa
ry

 im
ag

e 
an

d 
as

 if
 th

at
 re
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not contain one single point w
hich is “true-in-itself,” real and univer-

sally valid, apart from
 people. The seeker after such truths seeks at the

bottom
 only the m

etam
orphosis of the w

orld in hum
anity, he strives

for an understanding of the w
orld as a hum

an-like thing and by this
w

ins at best the feeling of an assim
ilation. Sim

ilarly, as the astrologer
contem

plated the stars in the service of people and in connection w
ith

their happiness and unhappiness, such a seeker contem
plates the

w
hole w

orld as related to hum
ans, as the infinitely protracted echo of

an original sound, of hum
anity, as the m

ultiplied copy of one original
im

age, of hum
anity. H

is procedure is to apply m
an as the m

easure of
all things, w

hereby he starts from
 the error of believing that he has

these things im
m

ediately before him
 as pure objects. H

e therefore for-
gets that the original m

etaphors of perception are m
etaphors, and

takes them
 for the things them

selves.
[* A

 place for storing urns w
ith ashes of the dead; the term

 w
as originally used for

the housing of doves and pigeons and w
as transferred because of a sim

ilarity of ap-
pearance, so you m

ight think of our term
 ‘pigeon-hole’.]

O
nly by forgetting that prim

itive w
orld of m

etaphors, only by the
congelation and coagulation of an original m

ass of sim
iles and per-

cepts pouring forth as a fiery liquid out of the prim
al faculty of hum

an
fancy, only by the invincible faith, that this sun, this w

indow, this ta-
ble is a truth in itself—

in short only by the fact that m
an forgets him

-
self as subject, and w

hat is m
ore as an artistically creating subject,

does he live w
ith som

e repose, safety and determ
ination. If he w

ere
able to get out of the prison w

alls of this faith, even for an instant
only, his “self-consciousness” [Selbstbewußtsein*] w

ould
 be de-

stroyed at once. A
lready it costs him

 som
e trouble to adm

it to him
self

that the insect and the bird perceive a w
orld different from

 his ow
n,

and that the question, w
hich of the tw

o w
orld-perceptions is m

ore ac-
curate, is quite a senseless one, since to decide this question it w

ould
be necessary to apply the standard of right perception, i.e., to apply a
standard w

hich does
not exist. O

n the w
hole it seem

s to m
e that the

“right perception”—
w

hich w
ould m

ean the adequate expression of an
object in the subject—

is a nonentity full of contradictions: for be-
tw

een tw
o utterly different spheres, as betw

een subject and object,
there is no causality, no accuracy, no expression, but at the utm

ost an
aesthetic relation, I m

ean a suggestive m
etam

orphosis, a stam
m

ering
translation into quite a distinct foreign language, for w

hich purpose
how

ever there is needed at any rate an interm
ediate sphere, an inter-

m
ediate force, freely com

posing and freely inventing. The w
ord “phe-

nom
enon” contains m

any seductions, and on that account I avoid it as
m

uch as possible, for it is not true that the essence of things appears in

7

order w
ith castes and grades, to create a new

 w
orld of law

s, privi-
leges, sub-orders, delim

itations, w
hich now

 stands opposite the other
perceptual w

orld of first im
pressions and assum

es the appearance of
being the m

ore fixed, general, know
n, hum

an of the tw
o and therefore

the
 regulating

 and
 im

perative
 one. W

hereas every
 perceptual

m
etaphor is individual and w

ithout its equal and therefore alw
ays

know
s how

 to escape any classification, the great edifice of concepts
show

s the rigid regularity of a Rom
an colum

barium
[*] and in logic

breathes forth the sternness and coolness w
hich is peculiar to m

athe-
m

atics. H
e w

ho has been breathed upon by this coolness w
ill scarcely

believe, that the concept, too, bony and eight-cornered as a die, and as
transposable, rem

ains how
ever only as the residue of a m

etaphor, and
that the illusion produced by the artistic m

etam
orphosis of a nerve-

stim
ulus into im

ages is, if not the m
other, then the grandm

other of ev-
ery concept. N

ow
 in this gam

e of dice, “truth” m
eans to use every die

as it is designated, to count its points exactly, to form
 correct classifi-

cations, and never to violate the order of castes and the sequences of
rank. Just as the Rom

ans and Etruscans for their benefit cut up the sky
by m

eans of rigid m
athem

atical lines and confined a god into a space
delim

ited in this w
ay, as in a tem

plum
 [tem

ple], so every people has
above it such a m

athem
atically divided heaven of concepts, and it un-

derstands the dem
and for truth to m

ean that every concept’s god is to
be looked for only in his sphere. O

ne m
ay here w

ell adm
ire hum

anity,
w

hich succedes in piling up an infinitely com
plex dom

e of concepts
on a m

ovable foundation and, as it w
ere, on running w

ater, as a pow
-

erful architectural genius. O
f course in order to obtain hold on such a

foundation it m
ust be as an edifice piled up out of cobw

ebs, so fragile,
as to be carried aw

ay by the w
aves: so firm

, as not to be blow
n asun-

der by every w
ind. In this w

ay the hum
an as an architectural genius

rises high above the bee; she builds w
ith w

ax, w
hich she brings to-

gether out of nature; he w
ith the m

uch m
ore delicate m

aterial of con-
cepts, w

hich he m
ust first m

anufacture w
ithin him

self. H
e is very

m
uch to be adm

ired here—
but not on account of his im

pulse for truth,
his bent for pure cognition of things. If som

ebody hides a thing be-
hind a bush, seeks it again and finds it in the selfsam

e place, then
there is not m

uch to boast of, respecting this seeking and finding;
thus, how

ever, m
atters stand w

ith the seeking and finding of “truth”
w

ithin the realm
 of reason. If I m

ake the definition of the m
am

m
al

and then declare after inspecting a cam
el, “See, a m

am
m

al,” then no
doubt a truth is brought to light thereby, but it is of very lim

ited
value—

I m
ean it is anthropom

orphic through and through, and does
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