
 Dear friends, 

we had our first reading group last Sunday and it was absolute fun! Next reading will be on 14th October, 7pm (German time). Please read letters 4 and 5 until then 
The discussion was also very good and I'll do a quick summary of that one first, then I'll go into what Schiller said in his first three letters. 

Osama had a lot of questions and he told me there are much more. So we all look forward to hearing more of them. He asked, why Schiller is talking so much about the Greeks and why did the French Revolution fail. The Greeks were very advanced in their understanding of the human soul, at least some where, not all society. That is also the reason, why the French Revolution failed, since not enough people understood how they could govern themselves, they didn't understand themselves enough. Schiller would say, their emotions weren't educated. This is what we're are doing with the reading of Schiller, so that the next revolution will be a lasting and successful one: as Matthew said, that's the reason why we want to increase the "Schiller-flux-density" in society :-) 
Nicholas said that being a political movement takes a lot of responsibility, therefore we need to become better people. And Christine added that the most important duty of poets is to be the true legislators of society, because laws aren't there to be made, but to be discovered. 

1st letter: Schiller says that he likes very much to do what the prince, the one he is sending his letters to, is asking of him. He connects the duty with his passion. And this is what the content of the letters is about! He says that everyone can discover this connection: "Your own feeling will furnish me the facts upon which I build, your own free power of thought will dictate the laws, upon which I should proceed." In the end of this letter, he gives a warning that he'll have to describe his ideas rather abstractly, not really close to our senses in order to make them understandable: "... the following inquiries should remove their object from the sense, while they seek to draw it nearer to the understanding." 
So, bear with him, if you don't understand his words asap. 

2nd letter: "The most perfect of all works of art [is] the construction of a true political freedom." Schiller is connecting here, what most wouldn't: art and politics, ideal and reality. But it's feasable, as he insists. But first, we need to understand the role of beauty in all of this, as the connection between ideal and reality: "In order to solve the political problem in experience, [one] must take the path through the aesthetical, because it is beauty through which one proceeds to freedom." 

3rd letter: In order to achieve an ideal nation state with the laws that fit this state, people have to advance. Schiller said that the laws that govern nations today were formed by sensual necessity, not by reason. So, we have to find the way through necessity to reason. But, when we're too much of a "natural character", this won't work, since we're 
too close to our sensual needs. If we tried to be too much of a "moral character", this wouldn't work as well, since this "would have pulled the ladder of nature out from under [our] feet." We would stretch too much, I would say. In order to achieve this noble goal, we have to "produce a third character, which, related with these both, prepared a transition from the rule of naked force to the rule of law, without hindering the moral character in its development, but served rather as a sensual pledge of invisible morality." 
Adam, who will be with us soon again, once described this 3rd character: something like a natural character with the benefit of morality.  


Luc (4th and 5th):

4th letter: 
Remember at the end of the third letter, Schiller presents a third character which is neither the ‘natural’ character of man nor is it the moral character. Now in the fourth letter, Schiller asserts a certainty: Only the predominance of such a character in a people can make a state transformation according to moral principles uninjurious and also only such a character can guarantee its duration. It is only in the Absolute Being that physical necessity coincides with the moral. If man is to be truly free, he will need to have his instincts become harmonious with his reason. If that can happen, then we may find it useful in relying on it as if a universal legislation. All humans have this inclination in them, they have an ideal man inside of them. Now this ideal man is represented through the state. The man must maintain himself in the state while the state maintains itself in the individual. Neither can or should abolish the other. State has to respect the subjective and specific character of the individual while conforming to reason and necessity. Totality of character must be found in the people: Neither must man be a savage nor a barbarian. Totality of character is a prerequisite to facilitate an exchange of the state of necessity for the state of freedom. 

5th letter: 
Schiller starts his fifth letter with a question. He`s talking about the French Revolution which has been ongoing. Did we find in the actors of the French revolution the same type of third character he was previously talking about? It`s true that there`s a moment of great opportunity as man is waking up from his indolence and self-deception and he demands to have his rights restored to him. This great opportunity fails to achieve the potential because the moral quality of the people is lacking. There is dichotomy of the savage state confronting the state of enervation. As if in a class war, where the lower more numerous classes they act with lawless instincts while the supposed cultured class is even more pathetic in that they reveal in themselves a depravity of character. Everybody is looking out only for himself and it makes for a sorry state of affairs. The spirit of the time show hesitations and stands still trying to choose between two evil outcomes.

Jonathan:
6th letter
I began this letter with a question to everyone: since Schiller is talking so well about the Greeks in this letter and since he just wrote in the 3rd letter, that a "3rd character" is necessary, not the savage and not the barbarian, to be able to have a nation state which isn't violating people's freedoms. So, is Schiller implying that the way the Greeks developed their characters, that this is this "3rd character"?

We considered laurels like: "the Greek was married to all the charms of art and to all the dignity of wisdom, but without, like [we] , being the sacrifice of the same." 
And: "at once full of form and full of abundance, at once philosophizing and creating, at once tender and energetic, we see them unite the youth of phantasy with the manliness of reason in a glorious humanity." 

Before Schiller solves this question, he counterposed his description with the cultural height of the Greeks, with today's state of the nation (or being the state of 200 years ago, which today's is not better). Since people of today do have so many problems, we see "entire classes of men unfold only a part of their natural gifts, while the rest, as with stunted plants, scarcely are suggested with a faint trace." 
And why is there such a big difference between the ancient Greek and the modern people? "Because to the former the all-uniting nature, to the latter the all-deviding understanding imparted his forms." 

"Eternally chained to only a single fragment of the whole, man only develops himself as a fragment, [...] he never develops the harmony of his being..." 
People, who are not in harmony with themselves and with others, they need a nation state which controls and suppresses. The alternative would be chaos, in which not even physical survival would be possible. But through suppression, people are always unhappy. 

Plus, as LaRouche makes the point really clearly, unhappy people can't develop their creativity, wherewith even the physical existence of the economy is threatened. I haven't, as of now, seen this clearly with Schiller, but I'm sure that he at least would concur with this argument. And he probably even knew it, implicitly. 

So, we must find a solution, and it cannot be found in the Greeks: "The appearance of Grecian humanity was incontestably a maximum, that could on these steps neither continue nor climb higher. Not continue; for the understanding through the supply, which it already had, had to be compelled inevitably, to separate itself from the feeling and intuition and to strive towards clarity of knowledge: also not climb higher; because only a determinite degree of clearness can exist together with a determinite fulness and warmth." 
So, no progress would be possible, therefore this state of character of the Greeks, as beautiful as it was, isn't what Schiller is saying would be the basis for a true political freedom. The search continues from here on. 

Nota Bene: Schiller is telling us that happiness is basically around the corner, if we know how to go there: "The harnessing of individual powers of mind can indeed produce extraordinary, but only the uniform temperature of the same, happy and perfect men."
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