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THE GREAT PHILOSOPHEERS. Volume I: Thse Foundations: Sceratss,
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ddna, Confucius, Jesus; Plabto, Auzustins, Xant., By ZXarl Jaspsrs.

Bu
396 pp.. Haprsourt, Brace and World, Inc., 1962 {(Translatsd from

the German edition of 1957 by Ralph Manheinm).

The dust Jacket tells us that this is "the first volume of
& universal history cf philosophy with a new concept of organiza-
tion," The only thing new aﬂﬁut it is the organigation, waich,
on the basis of this first volums, has no merit whatever. Tra-
ditionally the story of paat philosophy has besn organizsd in
terms of philosophers or of prcblsms, The former hasg;anarélly
besn organized chronologically, wnils the latter has beéh'brga;-
ized analytically on the basis of ons of ths sstablishad arrangse-
ments of philosopay's subject divisions (such as logic, splatemology,
mebaphysics, ethics, etce.)s I i3 concalvable that a combination
of these two could bs worked out, as has been dons ssveral t imes

sincs that old (and sary successful) book,of G.We. Patrickls, Ths

World and Its Meaning. Professor Jaspsrls arrangemsnt has nothing
to do elthsr with chronology or with any ratlional orzganization

of problgms, but is a completsly personal arrangement which 1is
unliksly to carry conviction to many othnsr students of ths sdb-'

j'eot.



Tals idloayneratic arrangomsnt of ths subjsct 1ls the
major, if not the sole, justification for this multivolume works,
Jaspers sesa past "§hilozéphers“félling into four classes: {4A)

"the paradigmatic individuals" {Socrates, BuddhaE Confucius, Jeaus);
(B) "the great thinkara"g and {C) the phlilosophers of special fislds
(sush as aeathetias)a Class B3, which includes almost all ths
names commonly rﬁcagnizéd ag philosophersyls divided into four
sub=groups: {1) “tﬁa gaminal thinkers®, of which there sre only
three {Plato, Augustine, and Kant), (2) ths "intellsctual ?ialﬁﬂarias“gi
including Hﬁracgituaa Plotinus, Spinmza, Lao~tzu, Anaxfgoras,
Damécritus, Bruno, Origang Hobbes, Leibnﬁz, and others, (3) ths
"ersat disturbsrs?, inclfding Abalard,; Dsscartsg, Hums, Pascal,
Nietzschs and othsrs; and (i) Ythas crsative orderers™, including
Aristotley Aquinag, Hegsl, Chu Hsl, otgc.

Sugh an arrangemsnt is b ased on littls more than nsraonal
waime It remains unsonvineing even in the few cases wners
Jaapara attempis to jusﬁifj 1te It ignores, in most cases, ths
“influsnce of wvariocus thinkers on each other as well as ths hige
torical context in which each thinksr lived and thoughte

Bven if we accapt Jaspsrs principle of organlzation, uls
judgment 1s bad 1n many cases. The "paradiginatic individuals?®,
he says, btaught men how to live., On this basis, Zoroastsr or

Zeno the Stole ars rors dessrving of Incluslion in this clasgs
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than Socrabazs, no matter how we interpret ths “Socratic problem’,
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turlies afler Zeno, while Zoroastsr influenced untold muliitudes
(including Socratea and Plato), including pillions who navar
heard his name,

"Turning from the gquestion of organization to the individual
biograpﬁias, we might say that the sketches of the three zsminal
'@hinkars ars excalland (éspemially Augustine's), whils thoss of
the four'“pafadiginatic individuals” are medioccre. In al ﬁh5 
sketchas, Jaspers?! own personal opinions ars an obstacls to
exposition of the belisefs of thé men.themselmas but tnis s poars
mo3t obvioualf in the_firat four, whers dogmatic Judgments revsal
ths personal blas df the author. Twd examples may show this, Of
the thres chisf sources of information on Socratss (Aristophanss,
Plato, and Xenophon), "the Clouds" of Aristophanes is on a nuch
higher level of realiability than the othera bscauses 1t is con-
;uampo rary, 1t was publis (spoksn) and was known immesdlately %o
evaryona'wao knsw Soecrates himsell. If the playwrighitt's portrayal
of Socrates as a Sophist and a "natural philosophsr” in 423 B.C.
had besen falss, 1t would have been instantly re jacted bydll who
haard it It was not, and we can be almost cortain that SBGP&tBB
was as Arisuoohanes portrayed h¢m in h23 (whan Plato and Xenophon

werz small children)e Yot Jaspers call "Ths Clouds” (p.21) an

"astonishingly false plicturs.”



This inability to evaluate historical evidesncs critically
i3 most avident inrejard to Josuse. Jaspsra gilves us as simple
undisputed facts stastements about Jesus which are both dfubioua
and controversial: that the world, $o him was " a matber of
indifference?® and that his purvose was "not to improve the world,
not to reoform men and thaly inatitutions, but to show all thoss
who hear and see him that the Kingdom of God 13 at hand” (p.75)»
Taus "Joszus' ethns should not bs taken as a system of rseacripe
tlons for action in this world”™ {p.78)}; that he had "four
brothsrs and sever al slsterse.s {and) preached a 11fs of indif=
ferance %o the worlde.oZ is frisnds regardsd him as a madman”
(p,81})3 that "Hs foundsd no culb,..and hs eatablishsd no organe
ization, no congregatlon, no church” (pe 85). Apparently it is
as eéﬁﬁy for dJaspers to throw away thoss portions of ths Gospals
with which he digagressz as it 1s to rsjoct Aristophanss, Hore=
over, Jaspers is not even consisbtant with his own intarpretaition
of ﬁis Seolescted evidancs,  or on pe 83 hs says "If Jesus was nod
an active politioal lsader (like.tha so=callad Zealois)y if he
HEEIFL desired no socilal rsvolutions if b» d4Aild not =zssk a marityrls
Zsath as proof of his mes3agsess, his conducht becomes hard to .

VR zwf‘ 2
unda“sta nd," Yet two pages later we read: "Hy ooy

polttical (2ader dining B orsling anl
state an & found another.” Jaspers! viasws on Jesus, which san




be tested by anyone who looks at the New Tssbamenbt abidsnce

23 a whols, 13 b ound to raise doudbts in the mind of any reader

as to the rallabllity of the Jaspers' veralon of other thinksrs

of the paste

Carrell Quizley



