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@ H. Blumenberg, Arbeit am Mythos, S. 40.

@ H. Blumenberg, Asthetische und metaphorologische Schriften, S. 371, S. 372.

@ E. Cassirer, Aufsiitze und kleine Schrifien (1922-1926), Hamburg, 2003, S. 321.

B E. Cassirer, Philosophie der symbolischen Formen. Zweiter Teil. Das mythische Denken, S.277.
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The Foundation of Symbol: Cassirer and Blumenberg on Myth

Liang Lerui

Abstract: Drawing on Blumenberg’ s critique of Cassirer, it is argued that the philosophy of symbolic forms
lacks an ontological foundation and places excessive reliance on an Enlightenment-driven teleological framework.
Such an interpretation risks the misconception that Cassirer disregarded the profound cultural roots and diversity
inherent in mythology. However, a closer examination of Cassirer’ s primary texts and systematic architecture
reveals the multifaceted nature of his philosophy of symbolic forms and his nuanced understanding of myth.
Cassirer not only rigorously explored the distinctive reality of myth as a symbolic form but also underscored the
intrinsic necessity and freedom of myth in the process of cultural formation. By elucidating the interactions
between myth and other symbolic forms, Cassirer portrayed a sophisticated and intricate model of cultural
development. The debate between Cassirer and Blumenberg regarding mythology further illuminates the clash and
synthesis of two distinct approaches to the construction of symbolic systems within the realm of modern cultural
philosophy.
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