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Despite Carl Jung’s stated debts to Kant, Nietzsche and Schopen-
hauer, this paper articulates a more profound yet silent intellectual 
partnership between Schelling’s philosophy and analytical psychol-
ogy. Schelling’s metaphysics navigate the aporias Jung often en-
counters in his psychology; Jung provides Schelling’s metaphysics 
with a therapeutics and mode of being in the world. This paper 
reads the actants’ dynamism in Schelling’s First Outline and the 

Ages of the World forward 
to Jungian metapsychology, which thinks Schelling within a topog-
raphy of the non-Freudian productive psyche. I end by developing 
the Romantic metasubject as the non-Freudian subject emerging 
from this ideational countertransference. 

 
 

Introduction: Silent Partnerships 

In recent Schelling criticism, Matt Ffytche’s The Foundations of the 
Unconscious The Dark Ground of Spirit 

the psychodynamic tradition throu th-century disciplinary and 

the “self-
resisting systematization. But Ffytche’s reliance on Freud and his 
relegation of the 
concept dispersed across disciplines1, strangely represses the su

a real phenomenon, positioning Schelling as “the original theoreti-

1 Matt Ffytche, The Foundation of the Unconscious: Schelling, Freud, and the Birth 
of the Modern Psyche  
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cian of the unconscious”2 in a history of Western esoteric discourses. 

 they are not 
connected with Schelling”3 

4 
o-

rary Schelling discourse and the narrative of depth psychology, the 

Deities of Samothrace on 
 is only a minor waypoint in 

s-
—

the dialogue of this silent partnership and 
metapsychology? This paper will articulate two aspects of this silent 
partnership. First, I read Schelling’s Naturphilosophie, and the gener-
ation of natural products from actants’ derangement and synthesis, 

-Freudian productive unconscious5 given 
its fullest e n-

Ages of the World6 anticipates the dynamic of the 

Ages 
past,”7 
futurity—a purposive t-

2 Sean McGrath, The Dark Ground of Spirit: Schelling and the Unconscious (New 
 

3 Quoted in Hen The Discovery of the Unconscious 
 

4 McGrath, Dark Ground  
5 I use “productive unconscious” here as Deleuze and Guattari use the term, 

un
“idealist deviation” from psychoanalysis missing the radical materiality of the 

Anti-
Oedipus: Capitalism and Schizophrenia, (tr.) R. Hurley, M. Seem and H. Lane 

 
6 The Ages of the World r-

AW. 
7 Ages of 
the World  
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Ages. 
First Outline8 Ages give analytical 

psychol  

Naturphilosophie 
of Ages. From this silent partnership emerges the Romantic metasu
ject as a model of personhood truer to the full compass of Romantic 

-
constructivist model prevailing in Romantic scholarship. 

 

Schelling’s Naturphilosophie  

It might seem strange to open a discussion of Romantic personhood 
with Schelling’s Naturphilosophie; Rajan reminds us that the First 
Outline is not yet part of a human history9, and the unconscious here 
is more of a “collective intelligence” in all matter, even as Natur-
philosophie informs Sch Freedom 

10 But the 
First Outline continues 

i-
ty -
foundation.11 
egoity than that of psychoanalysis, the First Outline is not a primal 
scene site for what is later conditioned as a depth psy-

 
The First Outline’s Naturphilosophie “assumes that the sum of 

e (that 

constructs itself in a rhetoric of process, 

regularity and purpose, and Nature is compelled to produce it.” (FO, 

8 First Outline of a System of the Philosophy of Nature (tr.) K. 

 
9 Tilottama Rajan, “Firs r-

– Studies in Romanticism
 

10 McGrath, Dark Ground  
11 The Conspiracy of Life: Meditations on Schelling and His Time 
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through Nature’s self- —a  

n-
Bildungstrieb, its drive to create 

n-
ism, recapitulating Nature’s antithesis, self-organizes according to 
principles whic

seeds are sown here for a mind-nature parallelism with potentially 
Naturphilosophie 

development of the self.”12 
a priori from Kantian for-

we originally know nothing at all except 
through experience, and by means of experience

a 
priori to its internal neces-

 
actants—

p-
t without their own drives to “free 

d-
in space

viewed as parts – e-
less wants to conta

ar 

in which Nature’s original antithesis precipitates a fundamentally 
unnatural relationship with its own organisms. 

Schelling’s Nature longs for the original indifference preceding its 
self-

 to this zero-
Nature’s actant- also strives 
toward 

in potentia 

12 The Romantic Conception of Life: Science and Philosophy in 
the Age of Goethe  
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s perpet-
ual unfolding—thus, the general economy of the First Outline’s 

primal scenes or the death instinct’s drive for the inorganic. We turn, 
’s Naturphiloso-

phische s-
ferred to the level of the psyche—
nature and psyche remain complicated and porous. 

 

Analytical Psychology: Actant and Archetype 

After the 
“analytical psychology” to differentiate his thought from psychoanal-
ysis. Contrary to psychoanalysis, analytical psychology deploys a 

consc —the “individ-

peregrinate the short-circuits of Nachträglichkeit, all roads ultimate-
sis.13 But 

analytical psychology’s unconscious also orients itself to present 

always the primordial image of the need of the moment.”14 Indeed, 
- aneously pointing 

l-
15 supplements psychoanalytic nostalgia 

in and through ecided and without guarantees.16 

13 Around the time of A Phylogenetic Fantasy ly shifted 

the deeper phylogenetic foundations of psychoanalysis and their properties—

Kantian a priori

Diachrony in Psychoanalysis, (tr.) A. 
–  

14 Symbols of Transformation: An Analysis of the Prelude to a Case of 
Schizophrenia nd 

–  
15  The Archetypes and 
the Collective Unconscious nd 

 
16 l-
ogy “insinuates itself in-the-place-of” psychoanalysis insofar as it implements a 
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And where Freud entertained an Enlightenment hope that the un-
n-
e-

g’s emphasis on alchemical 
teleology as an allegory for individuation and the New-Age populari-

erse.” But just as Freud’s Beyond 
the Pleasure Principle y-
chological 17

conceptions of the archetypes and individuation, as well as ’s 

anchored archetypal identity.”18 

level of the psyche as the archetypes and the collective unconscious. 
The dynamic atomism of Naturphilosophie

o-
 

ate of the psyche 
common to humanity—

Individuation is the ongoing process of integrating this unconscious 

the archetype (e.g
a priori  

Of Gram-
matology

Mosaic –
 

17 Sigmund Freud, Beyond the Pleasure Principle, (tr.) G. Richter, (ed.) T. Dufresne 
 

18 Slavoj , The Ticklish Subject: The Absent Centre of Political Ontology (New 
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cannot with certainty be designated as psychic.”19 Instead of “psy-
psychoid—his term for their 

radical materiality, a historicity s-
sum deposits of the constantly repeated experiences of 
humanity S] -ideas aroused by the physical pro-
cess.”20 And in a startling footnote repressed into the margins of his 
dis

cause 21 o-
cess,”22 the archetype is a centripe

archetypes representative of situations”23 
tandem with the human race—
perversity.24 l-

ts what Deleuze once famously called the anti-
25 

19 The Structure and Dynamics of the 
Psyche nd ed., (t

non-  
20 Unconscious,” in Two Essays on Analytical 
Psychology nd 
my emphasis. 
21 

u-
menal a priori form. 
22 Psychological Types, (tr.) H. Baynes, (ed.) R. Hull 

 
23  
24 

olving this dilemma, the actant nevertheless offers an 
o-

Special Reference to the Anima Concept,” in The Archetypes and the Collective 
Unconscious nd 

 
25 Gilles Deleuze, Difference and Repetition m-
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The archetype’s psychoid co-implication of psyche and nature 

organic processes of Schelling’s Nature. Schelling’s organism, as a 

Nature engendering it. Similarly, the actants allow us to read the 

organizations] into ‘higher’ or ‘unnatural’ states, in opposition to 
inorganic entropy].”26 -faced” 

esta
lished paths of phylogenetic nostalgia, even as its ontogenetic inte-
gration with consciousness provides new life-situations and con-
scious attitudes. If Schelling’s natural product draws this productivi-

27 
in 

potentia i-
ty of self-development. But to discuss this I want to turn to Schel-

Ages, where the movement of the potencies is dramatized 

world. 
 

The Ages of the World: Potencies, Thanatopoiesis and 
the Libidinal Gradient 

28 
Indeed, Ages carries forward Naturphilosophie’s dynamism from 

psyche, inaugurating an organic epistemology 
lopment of a living, 

Ages “the person is the world writ 

26 –  
27 Symbols  
28 Ffytche, The Foundation of the Unconscious  
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—what Deleuze has called a repetition of 
difference against the repetition of the Same under the hegemony of 
categories. 

We read early in Ages that the person contains a “supramundane 

of things” which “rests in the recollection of things, of their original 
–

hetype” is trans-
formed across the First Outline and Ages Naturphiloso-
phische 
organism,” in Ages the archetypes, as “ideas” in life’s unfolding, 
gather up the dynamism of the actant. “Thes r-

a-

–  
The dynamic of the potencies in Ages a-

a-
tion of the encounter with metaphorically “lower” or “primitive” 

ytic 
A n-

-decisionary cosmos it has its own “rotatory movement,” 

Being. A  is compelled, driven 
relationship” with the second potency (A ); here “the spirit is mani-
fest and the negating force of A  is repressed” in a diremption 

—

in terms of protopsychoanalytic repression, the emergent dynamic 
egation of A   

] 
the 

ertransferential 
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ectype); through this pulling down of the spiritual 
A  , A , the threshold of a unity, a 

glimpsed  

the world? Ages’ proto depth-psychology dramatizes the antithesis in 

—here the individual’s 
“silent dialogue”—
calls the transcendent function

tween analyst and analysand stimulating the creation of new 
 

 
The shuttling to and fro of arguments and affects represents the 
transcendent function of opposites. The confrontation of the two 
positions creates a tension charged with energy and creates a liv-

new situation. The transcendent function manifests itself as a 
29 

 

function is the motor force of the individuation process, where the 
consciousness of the analysand, throu
into a confrontation with unconscious forces and images, ideally 
catches a glimpse of a threshold of higher unity, a new integrative 

archetype of the Self. Wit
Ages. 

In Ages

sheer rotatory movement 
ontoaes-

thetics  to “artistic wisdom of the Whole” 

29 The Structure and Dynamics of the 
Psyche nd 

–  
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and underscores the yearning soul’s “artistic desire” to arouse the 

own “confrontation with the unconscious”—
downward”—
which he lived.30 To this end analytical psychology’s emphasis on 
sculpture, poetry, painting, and especially active imagination 31 

—the horizon of 
- i-

Naturphilosophie that 
nat
dynamically produced from the relation of actants. In contradistinc-

articulates an energic he 

 
 

g-
es in phenomena i-

32 
 

The energic aspec ateleological; its gradient is 

-
- eer 

futurity Ages and a horizon of 

also 

30 , rev. ed., (tr.) R. and C. Winston, (ed.) 
 

31 “One of the highest forms of psychic activity,” active imagination is the process 
l-

 
32 The Structure and Dynamics of the Psyche, 

nd ed.,  
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come to consciousness,”33 
unfolds as what I call a Thanatopoiesis
Freudian death instinct comprehending death’s primordiality and 
futurity as a systole-diastole, attraction-

together and reconnect with the source of life n-
34 

e-
terminate”— lling’s On University Studies, 

might lead, regardless of its consistency with a larger whole.”35 And 
dealism in Ages holds out the endlessly deferred 

promise of a golden age 

e the 

man, and the self is that dream of totality.”36 
 

Conclusion: Romantic Metasubjectivity 

rged from under Hegel’s idealist shadow to 
hy—a 

without 
the incompletion and n-

in history

open econo

33  
34 
of the Death Instinct,” in Pathways Into the Jungian World: Phenomenology and 
Analytical Psychology –  
35 Deleuze, Difference and Repetition  
36 C. G. Jung Speaking: Interviews and 
Encounters
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unfolding. 
Depth psychology emerges from Romantic thought, and the psy-

choanalytic -

 

through its traumatic effects. But the yearning for origins is only part 
of Romanticism. In his Miscellaneous Remarks 

—to seize the mastery of one’s 
transcendental Self— 37 
Similarly, Schlegel tells us that poetry which is also the “poetry of 

ever hopeful— 38 
-gestures 

actant and archetype.39 
lives in dialogue with a radically productive, Thanatopoietic uncon-

—the trauma of 
primordial origins in personal and collective history—
open the poss m-
mar of adaptation and development toward a provisional image of 

—self-

-decisionary yet productively 
undecided. 

 
 

gpbarentsen@gmail.com 
 

37 Classic and Romantic 
German Aesthetics

  
38 Friedrich Schlegel, Philosophical Fragments, (tr.) 

 
39 Deleuze, Difference and Repetition  

                                                                 


