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Though Helmuth Plessner (1892-1985) elaborated his philosophical anthropology independently of the classical pragmatisms, there are many parallels with them. He combined a phenomenology of living beings (a parallel with W. James) with a semiotic reconstruction (a parallel with Ch. S. Peirce) of what we are already using whenever we specify living beings, among them ourselves as human living beings in nature, culture, and society. In Plessner’s difference between having a body (in German: Koerperhaben) and being (or living) a body (in German: Leibsein), there is a parallel with G. H. Mead’s “Me” (taking over the perspective of others) and “I” (spontaneous actions/reactions of an organism in situation). Dewey and Plessner elaborated a public procedure for overcoming the old dualism of matter and idea in a process of learning better habits. Their historic conceptions of communication involve the primacy of interactions on three levels (discursive, conscious, living in a narrower sense). Facing the plasticity of human conduct, both approaches open the door to a pluralistic self-understanding which includes value-conflicts and which needs therefore civilized forms to solve such conflicts. With regard to the limits of human conduct, Plessner proposed a phenomenology (of laughing and crying) that seems to have no equivalent in pragmatism.    

