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LOGIC, LANGUAGE, LITERATURE :

A Progranm for Collabporation

Zurope celebrated this year the Centenary of Wilhelm von
Zumbolds (1767-1833). And an attempt like the present to unify
the cosmos of thought, literature, speech, can find no better
matreonage than the name of Wilhelm von Humboldt. For his awmbi-
tisn had been the human coswos. His brother Alexander, after his
travels tnrough America, wrote the famous pages on the Cosmos.
Yilkelm rivalled with him and set off against the natural "Cosmos"
a second world no less complex or startling. He studied all the
loviguazes in nis reach, not only the Semitic or Indoeurcpean but
tne Chinese, 3Basque, Amerindian, and South Sea tongues as well,
tecause nhe velieved that the structure of language contained the
socrets of national individuwality, of history, of man's creative
Jdestiny. He treated languages as & historian of philosophy might
study tiae many schools of Greek thought, not for their own sake
out for a ccuplete picture of the possibilities of {the human mind.

Humboldt's legacy was left unused. 11 is only in the last
yvears that scholars have begun 1o take stock of the 250 or 300
languages of mankind as one great and marvellous disclosure of the
hurntan mind, To Humbeldt, language was a finished product rather
trhan a process of production. Therefore, the way a child learns
10 speak could not Turnish the clue to the creative process handed
down to ws in language. On the contrary, any comparison drawn from
the children's nursery must be misleading. It is in the highest
zoaes of our own intellectual life that we must look for analogies
wnen we try to discover the energies which created speeci and are

ne
recenerating it today.
. Under Humboldti's auspices, then, I am waging war against

the venerable superstition that philosophy can be successful with--
out philclogy, or vice versa. To me, language, loglc, literavture
are varicus forms of erystallization in one process. With this
nvpothnesis I seem to violate the central dogma of philosophy. But
amnicus Plato, nagis amice veritas. And I am afraid the solution
will nct satisfy at all the vekaviourist or even the pragmatist or
any partisan of a more cr less mcnistic scheoel. We are neither
idealists ner materialists. There are many predecessors in the

1d, Thomas Cariyle, Jchn the Disciple, in his character as the
ner ¢f the CGospel c¢f St. John, Friedrich Schlegel, Hamann.
ially in the last twenty years, uen like Majewski, Ebner,
, Cuny, Royen began to develcp forms cf thinking which may
e us tc deseribe the unity cf thought, speech, and literature.
new trend is by no means an accident. Without such an effcrt,
ne confusion in ithe social sciences and in the humanities would
increase. The deplorable lack of method in the social sciences
springs from the sterilizing atiitude of the philoscphers. Pride
always acts as a sterilizer. And it was certainly the pride of
philoscphy that i1t was beyond speech and not at all at the same
level. Languege was material, thought was idealistic. Thought was
in process, language in being. What if Humboldt is right and
lenguage is in process?
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What 1f Carlyle were right, and thinking is precisely as
much ¢t myth-weaving and dancing the dance of the seven veils as
any sartcr resartus can produce? Befcere going ¢n, I had better
adsnit that the correct title of this paper wculd be "Thought,
Language, Literature," cr, on the other hand, one could have co-
crdinated the three sciences invelved: Legic, Linguistics, Lit-
frary criticism., In one casc¢, the enumeraticn would have embraced
taree activities represented in the division of Humanities; in the
cthier, their three subject matters. However, the alliteration ef

the three "1's" proved too strong an cnticement. Thus my miad fell




language at the very begi:“ivé, and I am giving
a pointed example of language's power ov r & men'

Zogic, Pailosophy, wiskes tc be a science, the science
n tell us wnen sometalng is true. ‘Being a 'Sclence' of T
nhilosophy scoffs at the suggestion that language has to be

12y

bl |

ror \ued and pookwriting as well when thought is examined.
LLenev o critvic called the thinker a mere myth-weaver or a sar-
TOr re tus like any poet or maker of books, philosophy paid no
attenticn. The logician, proud of his scientific character, pre-

~'Ters sywbolical logic to the modest confession that he is a writer

(i bOC‘ and a speaker c¥ words. It is strange that departmental
wrath saculd be roused by a statement which allows the philosopher
ple} bri 2 the gulf between the scientists and everybody else.
Saculd ne not ve proud o be the model man who 1s allowed tc rep-
resent the cenuine liberty of man to speak his mind? 3But to cone
nome Irom the Odyssees of the special sciences, to the comsion
truth for all, seems less satisfactory than to be an expert in a
special science of truth.

in stating now the case of the philologist, we cannoil
gucte individual opinions so much as the departwental situwation.
This situation does not sugszest that languages are in need of any
philesophy. I studied Greek, Latin, Arabic, Gothic, without ever
rearing of any linguistic principle. The departuments are simply
divided according to languages. Wihen Rudyard Kipling produced
nis nctorious speech as Rector of S5t. Andrews, .in which he asserted
vefore the student body that the first man who invented speech unust
rave been a liar, a man who wanted to cheat his fellow men, there
was ne rcar of protest from the philologists to call him to order.
/“udern linguists do not think that the power of language is intim-
~ately ccnnected with the power of truth. They &0 not assume thrat,
as Aristotle said, truth is the obvious aim in speech, and lying
nly secondary. The whole idea of levels in speech depending on its
negrness to trutn is unheard of. The science of truth and the
iences of languages are separated. Language is thought of as be-~
ng a tool, a gadget at man's ready disposal tc serve him whenever
e wishes to put up this or that air. Locking down upon the age
o revelaticn, we are safely embarked on an age of velation, words
being degraded to the level ¢f brass tacks. ,

Turning to the third group of activities, literary criti-

cism and comparative literature, things are somewhat different.
ot that the philoscpher learns from the critic, but the literary
critic sometimes makes the deepest remarks on logic and language
which fatally remain unheeded by logiclans and linguists. I remem- Aa
Ter, for example, certain lines in Mr. Thivaudet's book on "”rente
Ars de Vie Frangaise" which may serve as an illustration how even
laws can be discovered which completely escaped the logiclan or the
Llnollst Thivaudet focuses on the fact that Dergson's famous use
cf the word "Durée," duration, is a deviation from common usage:
"Jne crose gqui dure signifie d'crdinaire une cnose Qui ne change
vas. Au sens bergsonlen, durer c¢'est changer, changer comme on
crange ern vivant. Des lors dans" je suls une chose gqui "dure" le
verge 8tre n! esU_pao & sa place. Le mot "je suis" empéche la

Y duree de couler, G est gque la langue est 1l'oeuvre d'une meta-
prysique substantialiste inconsciente et que la philosopnie devrait,
si en elle etait capable, se creer un autre langage, quelque: je
deviens un avenir qui dure. Iais il est con forme a une
plus profonde encore gue 1la

losop h ie, s'insérant dans uwun 1lan-

e gui est fait contre elle en épouse 1la

rection pour la déopasser." Sohere the

tlc drops th Utopian subgestlon that thé thinker should invent
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& profound law, pnliosopny must be interpoclated into language
cn insertion, must go with the lunguage in language's own s
ctiocn in order to become capable of surpassing it. What a
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crnseguence Ioer the znist
nhilesenhers who always T
Tishes on iand. We learn nhere that une
ill he uses the woerd in an extrese sense
he limits ¢f the word's meaxing. Yords -
anged and traunsforued, scmetimes peurlf;eu
ing passed through the thinker's wmill.
ve tae recls cf thcugalt wnchanged, any
ne seedved cf lenguage. Werds die in cur
o ted. Tc¢ taini: means to translate frcwm crne
2 etter language. At this mcment we are nct
s he Tinal truth of ¥r. Talbaudet's discovery
a Ted by cur guctation that thought doces
S0 It kills words, for exampie. If this is
T Quire what logic dces to language. And
10xik ain ifil;lerPLu tc the fact that it has
Qs vage. That 1s way we wish Te speak here of
Thougnt, speech, and literature as cone united effert cof nmaukind
tc disclcee cr tc coneeal the truth., Our hypothesis is that they
“are rays c¢f cne Tire burning in man to ceommunicate to or to hide
from nis fellcw man his siare c¢f Truta. And we ‘throw out the
nypctnesis that thought, language, and literature, in so far as
taey are means of ccncealing c¢r revealing truth toc ourselves, to
a nartner, cr t¢ all men, are ruled Uy the same laws. With out

hjnct‘esis, cur intenticn nmight be misinterpreted as
: t0 the many warnings of wice wen to give heed tc lan-
guage. Taese warnings are, ¢I course, c¢f great usefulness.
cerneps 1 way gucte from Whitehead scme lines on language:
”L“uouube delivers its evidence resvpecting the width of human
experience in three chapters; one cn the meaning cf words, ancther
cr. tne meailings enshrined in grwmmaulca¢ forms, and third, cn
aHAnDo beryond brammatxcai ferms and beycnd individual words,
meon ngs airacvlcusly revealed in great literature." It is cne
¢ the great joys to find restated, in an age of prese, the con-
Trivuticns to truth made by pcetry. Bulb thousgh grateful for
Thitenead's restoraticn, we shall go a step Turther, for which we
are 1ot at all sure of his approval but which opens the possibili-
ties ¢f & wide realm c¢f new informaticn and research.

n sciwe ¢of Thomas de Quincey's Issays he gets near to cur

I
viewvncint., Wienl ne disccvered that the Greek idea of an enthymenm
“wes not 1limited to the Teormal omissicn of cune link in a syllogis s,
out thet the field ¢f the enthymem was the Whole realm ¢ life in
walch 8 wen tries tc give an acccunt ¢f life and reality without
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the nelyn cf expert knowledge, he faced the central situaticn in
vaiich thoughat, speech, and literature are all present in one crea-
v

and taxe on the power cf outlaqtlnb mere than cne occasion.

n Tnils sense, cne might say, a speech freowm the hustings cf Athens,

scoxed &t net with the impatience ci thae Platonist but with the

\devetion cof asn etb;o*cg st dLSC; ses tne threefcld character cf

wCr@s: I tninking alcud; in the dialcgue,
;:

tive effort. The uttver contempt o¢f philcscphers for cratory wust
e blllu us to the Fact that any speaker o the platfora tries to
sneak nig mind in a lasting way, and that taerewith, he is strug-
sling wlt the living werd in a unified effert. He has to think in
tne monclogue we call thougiht, he has to speax tc an audience by
wrich he gets involved intc a dialcsue, and he is hoping Tor a
Lasting effect Dy whnich his werds SLLlL Le ccme devached frem thne
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e speaks fcr fulure re

o
is
‘g ¢ nis hearers, arnd
c ecticn. By 'pleclogue' I mean
5
[
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a of speecL walch can be preserted to wmore than cne audience,

1) pDieicn velng already used in this sense in natural science.,

= the mcenclegue, thinking branu“ed ¢fi as a special realm, and

g leglony was deVPlOpPQ literatur Today, with two thousand
TE c¢f cecntemnt for rreterics Oe“lhd us, we think c¢f thought and

‘ ture as twe activities which are practically separated frem

lc problems. We exercise cur reascn today by reading b
arvicles and books. The intermadium stage of speaking cur:
rarely inserted. Thls creates the illusicn that we ucan
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side the realm ¢f speech. This belief is at the boivicm of
istemclegy. And it seems teo wme this fallacy 1is alsc de-
Kipling's wittly remark on the first speaker as Dbeing a
sling thoushkt ¢f his hero as a man who could tell lies be-
new the truth o ut s 1 de c¢f his speech. The mecdern
cniceals frem nimself the fact that nc tnoaghb can ccme in
T the majerity of man except in listening. Most peonle

take in the reasoning precess by listening and auswering. The

ciric inducticn ¢of tne dialogue makes us partiers in truth.

o The social situaiion is over, we are empty again. The idea

t man issthinking all the time extends the special attributes

= Thinker's situaticn to the wmen on a football team or the
necple in the kindergarten cr a typist's cffice. In reality, we .
disccver as many new things about ourselves cor about the world or
actcut cur veilefs tarcugh speaxlnb cut and writing down as by
thninking inwardly. The revealing and ccncealing process 1s equal-
ly at werk in all taree aggregate states. This could be cverlocked
o optimists to whem thcught within a mind seemed to be always aim-
ing &% trhe truth. But man is as eager tc betray himself as others,
ené uses as many tricks to cheat his cown conscience as that of
cthers., Thought is, in itself, no mcre proof against the fallacies
¢f passicn, prejudice, and interest than speech or writing. Think-
ing can be myth-weaving exactly as fiction is. And literature
strugales for truti just as desperately as thought. We have no

reascn either for a special optimism in regard to thought's sin-
cerity or for a particular pessimism with regard to the bock
writer's mendacity.

VWihen we ask ourselvp what can help us to reduce the fcrms
¢t thought, the forms of auguage and the 1orms of literature oO
Cne scurce- alphabeu cf forms by which man VellS and disclcses him-
self to society and by which society itself is disclosed cr veiled,
we can point tc Geethe's remark on a "Source-Alphnabet," Uralphabet,
existing in mankind. This primeval statement was, after all, made
oy a master cf the word, perhaps its greatest ‘and most comprehen-
sive embodiment for centuries. For Goethe was a singer and narra-
ter ¢f his folklcre and mother-tongue, the most reflective phil-
osonher of nature, and the creator and chamnion of the idea ctf a
Weltliteratu He had been told by a physicgnonist that, judging
frcm nis sLul¢, ne was the born popular speaker. Not only were
writing, speaking, writing all equally poweriul in Goethe, but he
never dcubdbted that they were at beticm one and the same process
That cenviction maekes his apherism on a human Uralphabet ilmportant.
Sc let us again risk the assumption that man 1s essentially '
CVC?TACd with disclosure and velaticn. That ma is divided frcn
ani m&l nature by the one fact that any group, naticn, tribe, member,
wmen individual, wherever we find him is occcupied in justifying
imseif to ki mQGTf tc cthers and to the kind. This explains why
AJ is wearing clc»nes why he is making speeches, why he 1s reason-
ing and why he 1s writing books. It explains alsc why we are all
~igtening tc the 'scruples of curselves, to the gossip cf our neigh-
peurs and te the wisdom cf the bocks. ilan is in every moment bound
uo with ais kind in a way no cther animal is. At every given mouent
men answers Tor his attitude by true cr false statements. He is
perpgtuelly active in disclosure and velaticon, perpetually passive
in eﬁCLC sure and reception. Nankind 1s present where a man exists,
moassadors of the kind to 1ts mewmbers may be the man's mind
, Gr tae ears ci a pariner, or the eyes of a reader, or all k
€E. But they all speak and ask for informaticn in behalf of the.  __ ¢
6. And man answers, by revealing or cencealing, all the time for'
attitude. With this as & basis, it is not improbable that a
crz stiructure may . permeate the mental, linguistic and literary
esses by which man answers for kis behaviocur. Why should we in
nxing with ourselves use a qtructuru completely different frem -
¢ structure ¢f an account written for the public, cr a respcnse
iven te cur parcats in sc many words? Differences like that
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g end lenghand writing, but there is, for example, not the
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¢ix we shculd be expected To
the paragraphs and sentences
process, we are presented as
lg

vhy in wri

subject Ti
in the reascning
rom cne siert sy
nan's cuget is ¢

ism tc¢ the next, It is zmcere

reat unity, precisely like a

zical CCnﬂeriCn b the shertest particles

Leek ¢f theught within hdmself are c¢f little

tc Ged or hiwmself. A lcgical errcor would then

2 iy sitting con an elephant's back. The struc-

t theought is not altered by a vreakx in the chain

e philcscpher's noticen that he has refuted his

nas pr cvod a lcgical slin is a pocr idea. A man's:
1 even touched ba this kind of argument. A man's

T a piece as a naticn's literature. -

The great precess in man which is expressed by the pclarLuy
‘T discicsure and dleseLbluucc we may perhaps call our answerable-
I3 Tnis perpetual stream of answers is given in the face c¢f the
! vi_u, under tihe eyes ¢l man's God and to the ears ¢ man's
nd ~xind, World, God, whoever is addressed, still cne cf the
Sthnree is addressed and must be address ed either by thought, speech
cr beock by every human bDeing in every moment of his life.. Often
ihe groun acts on behalfl c¢f its members, declaring to cther groups
wrat it stands for. But declarations of independence cr declara-
cng of interdependence are made incessantly by humanity. The
1ls, expressed in tuOoP declaraticns, may reflect intenticns, cr
ries, complaints or war-cries, doubtis, cr certainties, desires
ear It 1s always an apologila pro vita suea, whether a2 naticn,
t pret or a burdened conscience explain to Geneva cr 10 pes-
cr tc Gecd what they are actually compelled to beceome. Ve
bl rpose “"compelled tc Dbecome. Recause the alleged ac- )
cf man 1s 5T9utlj exagrerated by all those thinkers whe for-
:n's answerableness. ien's activity is pretty much limited to 4y,
acice tc conceal or te disclose the truth of what i is happening
To kim whe deces not like tc betray himself, (moqt “he can say
, is that he did not make himself or his so-called actlens,
wLereas was indeed able to decide abcut his amount cf hypcerisy
atout his acticns., Our contributicn to our bicgraphy is essentially
cur decisicn heoew far we can g¢ with the truth. We all cannct go 3
very far, DBut the classificaticn ¢f a perscn's power is greatly
derived frem the differences in this respect.
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s _ I cther words, man’'s real action is centained in the myth-- g
veaving cr truta-disclosing business. This is our action. For the 2
rest we belcag to nature. Now, a venerable tradition pretends that
theught is theory and that hands are practical. 'From the peint of
view that wan is an answerable creature, thought, speech and lit-
erature are ais bre&test acticns. Decause sccilety is ceonstantly
deternined by a man s cncice to cbey his fear and tc dissemble the
t;d?h, ¢r by his ccurage te tell himself cr cthers what is the matter,
Sceiety is constamtly changed and transformed by these ccnfessicus cr
suppressions ¢f what just haeppens in ocur minds, our greups, cur des-
Tinies. And this is a material precess alsc, as Zrasme de llajewski A
561ntéd cut. Anybcdy kncws that words can b@ noisy, that our senses
, are strainfd by hearing and follcwiag an argument, that a long meet-
~0g can ruin cur nerves. till we are constantly denying-the obvi-
Spsktrut; that it takes energy, physical entergy to tell the truth.
+n8t mesy cases ¢f lying are just so wany cases cf mere wealkness,
tecause we nave uct the nerve te tell the cther man quite what we
V”A“flcx Lim or curselves. Qur statement that man is invelved all
the time In a prccess of repcrtage and self-justification can ncw be
%u7o*eme“ted by thne other that man is cften not in a pesition tc cobey
Vn|s cnallenge, The spark which he is expected te send into the
othcrr ¢f electric current in the community does not come because
ne feels too weak and wishes to conceal his weariness. 1ot makes
“1r lie or revicent in times where he wculd speak;, it maAeb Lim ob-:
durate where he would listen if he just felt strong and healthy
encugn, Gg@Cea lment thereby is lcsing its equality with dlschaure.,w'
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be the escape from dﬂsclcsurv. it
there 1is disclcsure c¢f truth all

tine.
b »d to warm, cr ill as ccm parea 16 healihry, 1ly-
i itself, bHut a chsﬁb171bv furnished b the ex-~
i £ trath. Scciety is bas ea on truth, on the
t answers, because all efficiency of lying and
hAvnceriasy is baseﬁ on the successful usage of ‘means sanctified by

connection with true statements made befecre. We can c¢nly

slay safe because others were foclish encugh te speak their mind.
Trus we cail quete then.

‘Wow we have enumerated already, in a casual way, some modes

benavior i the precess of disclesure. A man can hear a ccmnand,

ne ¢hn iuntend to go somewhere, he can anlcunce an emoction, remewmter
experience, cor he can try tc describe simply what happens
enever he takes up the receiver and begins tc Trust the

o} 1
ol current of the living word. DPerhaps we can find that lan-
Zuas izerature and the sciences taken here as the realm of thought
shew ces of a certain equ*’ibtium vetween these different forms cr
mcde expressing the truth. In-case the different ways of in

foerm the klnc ferm a certain systenm, the original” Fgurce aI% abeu
of % hama% cJI weuld oeccme rea¢. -

Let ne begin with a most simple statement It is a trite
truism trhat poetry may be divided into dramatic, 1yric and epic
forms. It is or seems a platitude that grammar knows of Imperative,
indicative, Subjunctive cr Optative. It is not difficuli to see
nes in an offhand way the ccmparison between lyrics and the opta-
ive is more strikxing than, let us say, the participle in grammar,
; ‘;e merch of dramatic action fits well into the scheme of a
atical imperative, and that the epic style and the indicative
c: ,ra:mar reflect the same mood. This cffhand remark must of course
be deepened and corrected. Now, the dramatic plot and any Impera-
/tlve nave this in common, that beth are pointing forward teo an un-
settled future. In primitive Greek drama the unsettled thing is.
cften cnly the reccgniticn of clder facts, the anagnorismos; still,
the "Heimarmene," fate, is felt on the stage even in such a case.
How much more if—in modern tragedies—the end is left uncertain
ti2]l the last minute. Likewise he who: acts under the dramatic cem-
wulsicn cf an impetus which leads-on intec an unknown future is in-
veived in a process in which he will be moulded. The uncertainty
about the futura combined with a disregard of the vast, the para-
drxical devendency on the future despite its risks is ;e4t in the
case ¢ Tthe Imperative and oi the drame. Combare& with drama, any
ekt descripticn like the chield of Achilleus in the Iliad or the
“"”1cs cf Anacrecrn are both relatively timeless. They are both
much less interested in the time element of the experience they try
te convey. An external fact is described, an inner movement is
pictured., As to the ilemories, quotaticns, Formulas aocut the past,
the waveidable ceanventional elements in any pcetry, they are turn-
ing the mean and his audience to the past. ZEpic and formula in
ncetry are cften taken tc be cone. But it is more fruitful tc dis-
T*W"“"te between the hieratic elements in poetry—I1like the Homerlc
Ton d'apcemeibomernics presephe ephele gereta Zeus, this collection
.oy M(uro and D&TulClpLeo, and the descrintive elements which indi-
thelr vigorcus verbal Indicatives, the active and present
icn. Indeed, the past found guite a different expressicn
r
U
T

cate, L7
{ oDservati
A grasmar than the simple Indicative. Tkhe Perfect with 1ts fre-

;¢ca+1cn as in the word memery iiself, in dedil, Derdiii,
¢., shows what sharp a tensicn exists between the shert
e Imoerqt ive dic, duc, go, march, the Indicatives 'it
'it snowed, ' and the ”PQ nlic ateﬁ cr prelonged form by
tried tc characterize the miraculous standstill of the

fadiba)
eem

‘ Ouon red
nenull, e
roct of th

11
“
h

'Exvig still steht die Vergo LLelb.' Tow conn the level .of
. 9 - g
erary wcrkxs, there g S to te the same contrast ve-.
ranatic and chastro phical suddenness c¢f explcesicn in a

tne wide-svrung well- ar:ance& fermula of the conventicn-
e of the law for exarple with its breath-taking regarded,
arded furthermcre, whereas...whereas...and so on for pases.
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HZera i 5 recurrent linrnes, a gquieting inTluence is se-
cure ca e past is fully represented and resumed, the knowm:
nrec tne unknown, and befcre cur speech turns to the future, we }
dvrel the 1 Te pcint forward and dbackward in time and tc¢ L
S ook irwverd and cutward curselves in space are .four perpetual sit- i
watitns ¢ men., In any oivon mement, a living be-ug is expcsed to
The possitility of repeating the past c¢r cutting him off froco his
rast, and it is given ure chcice tc withdraw into its inner self
¢r 1o LZcck aad lese nimself in his envircnment. In all these res-
vects mean is nct d$st¢rgulshed freom cther Life on earth, His dis-
ineticn ccumes frem the fact discussed befere, that ke must give
ecccuny I his crhcice as te past or Iuture, inner veing and
ward acvicn, tc tae wcrld, to Gcd, ¢r his kind. Now it is cD-
us tlat he can describe cr disclcse nis chcice as well by cne-
d as by a wancle beck., As a matter c¢f fact, cne vbeck is cnly
tnoug cr at least the gocd Teoks are. All the wealth cf
czs in a Dcex must net ccnceal the fact that cae bock has its
nificance frem its unity, not its variety. And as such a
viity, 1t is only cne thcught, one werd, cne exclamaticn cf man.
The cravpters, the paragraphs, the sentences and the words are mere
paerticulars cut cf whican the nonumentun aere perennius cf the beock
ves built. Therefcre the attitude of a becok bein rie tThcught and
“ene werd o enly, can well be defined Dy asking curselqu how far it
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is ceoncerned with the descripticen’ ¢f an cutward prccess, or wishes
te reflect an inner moveament cr phsneq fcrward te a soluticen in
ne future ¢r is reprcducing the past, Naturally any book can mix
Zese fcur attitudes, but it must use these fcur cardinal atti-
2des precisely as a man wino speaks can shift from Perfect tc
pera t‘ve, fron Indicative to Subjunctive (cr Optative) and stil
cund tc wmeve within these forms cf decision about our situa-
in time and space. As lcng as the blologists overlccked the
pelarity cf inward and ocutward, and the philcscphers that betweern
tre past and  the future, the identity c¢I the grammar cf qo01ety
with the’brammar cf ¢an5uabe couLd oe cverlccked
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The 1dentity is repeated, as I cculd show In my scciclcegy,
crn higher and higher levels cf life, Here it may suffice to fcllow
tre divisicn of inward lyric, cutward epics, backward-leccking fer-
mula and Terward-pushing drama upon the next higher level cf 1it-
Jerature., Poetry 1s cnly cne form cf expressiocn. And our suspicicn
‘must be raised by & division which scems to identify the classes of
veetry with the forus of grammatical flexion. What abcub: cther
Torms ¢f speech? Prcse, Legislaticn, Prayer? cne asks immediately.
Indeed, Poetry itself is only one iype cf oxprpqsion and we can
say tuub prese 1s 1ts natural peer. Even crthedox linguists are ,
locxing now inte this directicn. ieillet shewed scme years agoe '
trav the earliest indceurcpean language had presaic and peetic
words for the same processes and forces, like heaven, earth, fire
cr water. And Reyen drew the conclusicn frem similar disceveries
that language could well be imagined as pluralistic, inasmuch as it
~weuld differehtiate things and ccncepts simultaneously under dif-
ferend systematic principles. Indeed, ncbody can speak one language
enly. ian's reallty is at least fcurfold,

The four TForms cf lying tell the same stery. Fiction, lying 7

rypcerisy and cant are four styles of concealing our truth. The a

Izperative is the Tform which abhcers lying most. For to use "cant”

weens cniy te reneat participles and formulas, to lie means to con-

ceal external facts, flelon is the arbitrary invention of inner
sntiments, but a hypcerite disseuwbles the Iuperatives of hls

actiocns,

Scientific prcse is, thcugh nct the ecnly cne, stiil a match
¢r poetry. Prcse leads to figures and equations, peoetry to anale-
ies and semblaices. If-this shall be true, prose must be at last

ifferentisted as peetry. The unity pcetry we had found tc e
Civided intc the descriptive, the fermula, the lyric and the drazat:
ic zlsment. Inside the realm cf scientific prose we find as-many
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ge as in pocetry.--Thne

ive, Optative and Parii-

T , mathematics, phiicszcphy,

is © ti hLaElCn cf an Imperative;

orn cur inner thc Mathematics analyze

and accempliskh trhe creaticn cf a language per-

A mathexatician is able tc express himself in

'r all, Any philcs (p’Pr‘ by the very fact which we

Trhivaudet that he ccrrects werds, reireats inte an

intc which nct everybedy can fcellecw him. And that

tific prese, all pure narraticn lccoks bvackwards and

Agure ur the past and tc guote its speech and utterances
as pCSsible needs hardly saying. DBalancing ncw Prcse

el

a

U Woct oot

KIS et v e

|
N s
(o 0)]

a
1
a
bel

bl g
o0
'
ja i)
!4 )—‘
o1
D
=

[SH I R ST

Al
Gy

¥

by

b1
S N R I )

RIS W BPY S SR
B Oy D b b g

TS Y

03 v5 33

.
¢

C Y s O

S o b
Vi
AR

o=l

148

D RID 0

ice and raticn aLlZat cn—weighing thew in their func-
iety, we feel thaz prese is less an exgressicn ¢f our
sires, cf cur inner emcticns than ¢f cur external
Dcc‘ y is the guardian c¢f the inner processes. But
both prese and poetry, even taken tegether,
1r charge of twe mcdes ¢f cur ccnscicus life, of the elat-
Opta ive of cur inner self and the analytic Indicative of the
srnal werid. The twe cther wings of man's expansicn into time,
sent and future, are.occupled.by twc other types of speech, the
by ritual, the future by all the Imperatives mastering our o
beginning at the bcttom with "keep right," and ending at the
with "do right." At first sight, we may seem Lo compare wi-
sparable weights. Is the Imperative and the\Part¢c1ple really of
al impcrtance as the bulk cf Prcse and Poetry? "Here, the becck-
radition of twc thousand years is visited upen us. It is true,
1nct meet the Imperative and the ritual in the class rccm, or
Lecture hall cr the Laboraucry or the library. Fcr the Impera-
this fact was eloquently stated by Wilhelm Horn in khis beck on
achleldb und Sprachfunktion.
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Ze says: "The great influence c¢f the Imperative on all the
trer forus cf the vcrb is not astounding when cne cbserves cur
dally ways c¢f speaking. "Man kann viele Seiten eines Buches lesen
cder lange Veritraege hoergn chne irgend einem Imperativ zu Degegnen.
Aber in der gesprochenen Sprache des taeglichen Lebens, in Rede und
Gegenrede ist der Imperativ hacufig." And we know tcday that in
Greex and Latin the seccnd person cf the Indicative was formed after
the mcdel of the Imperative, "Das," fcr example, sprung from "da'
in .szba.l'l,

x

-,

‘ And 1t is equally 913y to vindicate the ritwal, this pcwer-
i Tul realizaticn of the past It weuld be a superficial statement to
{ Think that ceremcnies are 31mnly in decay in the century cf progress
and that they are not fit to held a candle tc descriptive prese cr
elating pcetry. The everlasting formula, the reduplicaticn which
guarantees us against the inrcad of an uwacertain future must nct be
5 cf ecclesiastical shape. In these United States the lawyers are the
| priecthccd of the Tormula. In fact, mcdern demccracies find their
zost sacred ritual in parliamentary speech and procedure. At all

'A

cccasicns, whether suitable or nct, the ‘Anybody seccond?' ‘the
Zeticn is carried, ' and 5o on and sc forth, show the tremendcus power
¢t tnhe formula fcr vinding scc‘ety tcgether. It is this binding

ggwcr wrnich alcne deserves teo bte termed religion. And perhaps this
é the pcint where the change Ttetween the rnew realistic scheel cf
ninkers and the traditicnal can be seen mest clearly. Meillet is

?rfch*j willing to admit that religicus ceremcnies are practically

“ways using a language that differs from that which a man uses in

re crdinary ccurse of life, ”ucr<qa ils mccompllssent des rites

ies hemmes recourent & des maniéres de oar¢er p9c1aleo." Trnis

cuid be reversed with mcre propriety. cr it is a logical mistake

€ Seex the ritual cutside the speech dnd to ascribe a spec;wl speech
¢ tne ritual. The special speech is the ritual. That's Just iT.
wrerdiess of the ccentents of a man's speech, nis qegrees cT 1el

"obeundedness" is marked clearly by all the cccasicns

”ygpwamccnventignal a ritualistic, a sclemn langu%ge} néldb—

3 _C“I\'U bt O et O c% i-'
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fulfills this calling

. p is answerable Icr real;ty and ne
¥ preserving the full I1ife of reality. ALl reality tends back-
ward, Tferward, inward or cutward. This means:four criginal ap-
preacies to reality, and four dirfferent aggregzate Sb&bes fecr the
speLsler: :

“.lain is Teyond the &
Tre 'I' is tcundless It" asks ‘'why?'
3y 'you' I'm changed into your *hee,

And all tcgether sing their wel!

snd is is ecually true of a nation wnickh puts up legislaticn,
"scisnces, arss arnd rituals, or when a writer sn1¢ts beuXFen nevel
érama and lyric tc express himselD, or when the man in thée street
Tours cetwesn rnis grammatical Tforms. To kim whe is interested in
& more subtle terminclogy, let me say that I Tind myself in agree-
nt with nin that forward, backward, etc.,_is perhaps tco simple.
>lasticity, conventicnality, aggressiveness, and elation are mcre
exact descriptions ¢f the human attitudes. A maen is plasticunder
the vact of an imperative, he 1s agpressive where he"dissects
the r1d by figures, forus, and the calculus, he i1s elated where
re usts his inner revelatlons and he is conventicnal cor repeti-
ti wnere ne reduplicates the past Reduplicating, Plastic,
Ziated and Aggressive are, then, the potentialities of man as re-
vesling or concealing trutn. Thought, language, literature cbey
the zawme forming principles. The group, the high-strung artist,
a raticn like Italy today cr Russia ypaterday, an educated man- or
a savoge—all are coupelled to answer for one or mcre tendencies
¢ self-realizaticn whenever they think, write or speak. And
realizaticn ls appreached not in cne way but by a plurality cf
mecds, the plastic, aggressive, elated and conventional. One can-
net speax of wmar withcut listening to his own remarks abocut him-
self. He kncws more than the indifferent scientist about the
tragedy in and arocund hinm.

These disccveries imply far-reacrning results for histery,
Tor psychcleogy and sceiclogy. I chall not try the patience of ny
readers by enumerating all the scientific problems which can now
ve tackled with a sure methed. On the cther slde, 1 fear that
witheout any Lfdttlb&L applicaticn the new categcries may appear tco
anstract. I think, therefore, cne example might be taken from each
¢T the three activities sc¢ that the results beccme tangible. These
tkree activities cf wman bveing speech, thought, beck-writing, we ask:
'G is the imwmediate ccntribvu tion to cur customary cencept of
matical prccengeu. What is changed in our general outlTlcX cn
dture7 And tnird, what reactiom can be expected from phil

y'?
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Ordinarily, our scheme for linguistic processes divides the
the nodl, the pronouns and the declensicn. We get a nice
lcve, theu loveth, he, she, it lcvez, we lcve, you love,
In learning a xcrelgn ;an*uawe the "amo, awas, amatl,
amant" is a permissible scheme. It betrays to me
lack ¢f imagination when a child 1s shcwn such a
mether-tengue., In our mother-teongue we ought to
r ccordinaticn of mcdes and tenses and prenouns.,
veleng te scme forms immediately, and were imitated
lally by dFYlVlElV@ forms. "Think"-—as an Imperative—
1, an eternal and perpetual fcrm. "We shalt think"
, "wd "they shall think," alsc. Why is that so? The
closer connected with ycu and thou than the Indica
tive or the rtlclLl@ One might even say: there wculd be nc tnou
xcept fer the Imperative. The I, cn the cther hand, belongs es-
p¢c1d-7y‘to Cptative and Subgunctive. And the it, not the he, is
Tne criginal fo % ¢f the Indicative. In other words, a thcoughtful
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s grammer, @ philcescphical grammar, would stress the fact that three




T the-versc are related To three fcrms of perscnality. The
s snculd run: arna, amem, amnst Here, we nhave genuine and
Torums. The we belengs 0 the Participle Perfecti, rerhaps.
arny case, the real creative effort and the later analcgi-
ension are placed today in e misleading way befcre ihe
As leng as nebedy had to learn his own language from thae
ook and dead and fereign languages were the only cbjects
clcgicel treatment, The corpse cculd be treated as a
. Cur own language shculd be disclesed to be cur own 1ive
seltT, net a pedantic bed cf Procrustes. Such a new syacpsis
14 put an end tc the easy cbjecticns te the "substantialism"
the "wrong metaphysics? cf language abcut which we heard ilr.
Taudst—and 56 many cihers—compliain, The philoscphers could
lcngper excuse themselves with the inadequacy of their "iastru-
zent" ¢ expressicn. Fer it weuld become obvicus that words and
S ULAETEC a persanent ci irculaticn in any given pericd cf tiume.
ris vihich meant verpal acticn must e used as ncuns the ncre
ten they are repeated, and thereby beccme incapable of express-
ing trheir coriginal verbal meaning. The transitien from futuristic
te significance, from moticn tec standstill, 1s the inev-
fate of living werds. Tocls, like an anvil cr scissors,
t die. They are dead. And when it was thought that werds
cls, cne cnly tacught of them as dead things. But life
be obtained withcut its price. And the price to Te paild
Tor 1ife iz death., That 1s why any veneration, any speaker mus-

ters a churcnyard of langusge and has, by hls speech, to resusci-
Tate the dead.

Sc much avout the disguise of Trutn oy our grammar DCCKS.

tre I wish to emphasize sncther side cf truth. We can L JEN

& naticn's health and ay iene in mental affairs depends

cquilivrivm between the four tendencies of describing,
and thereny &lsSPCuluc, of singing and thereby elating, c¢f listen-
ing to orders and ithereby changing and of thanksgiving and tneleby
cerpetuating reality. Thus any special literature could e charac-
terized by the preportions that are shown between its four central
accds. Or take the literary aspect of the nineteenth century with
its wealth of science, ncvels, and historical research. Liturgy,
vrayer, rituals practically dying cut, the substitutes for a gen-
vine cccupaticn of the troend backward had tc be invented. " Histori-
cism replaced the ritual. It CPF*“lﬂly is true that histcery lcoks
tackward. But it dees-this only as a subspecies in the sphere cf
prese. Prose is always analytic, dissecting, aggressive. 8o the
rart played by histery writiug during the last hundred years is
exnlicable as an exmergency-measure. but its fallure is alsco ex-
plained becouse it was but a substitute. EHistory-writing could
acceompany the triumphal marca of the natural scilences, these clear-
3T cutvosts of cur cutward tenden@y, but it could not hepe to keen
trne full bvalance, because 1t remained enclosed in the general field
ci Prose. And this nxplains the snift tcday to a decidedly un-
presalc Imperativice literature, It is 11c mere guess when we assurne
trhat the health of an 1ndividual and the wealth of naticns may
afpﬂnd cn & valance between prose, peeiry, ritual, and iwmperative.
Tiis can De expressed grammavically by saying that any iadividual
Cr group must remein capable ¢f snifiing freely and at the becks of
Tate frcw the subjective I to the objective it, and further tc the
iistening thou and to the remembering we. '

Vith trhis feormula, we alrcady encroached upen the DTOPPT 3

Tield cf pnilosopny, where I cwe ycu my last example. Trere is ik
wotning sc well safeguarded by philoscphers as the naive arrogance
cf the school that reality can u“d has tc be divided into cbjects
and sub JCCuq This divisicn.is taken t¢ be the divisicn of the
werid. Alss, the werld would not survive this division if it were
1C Dbe taxen sericusly. It springs from a concealment and velaticn
¢f the simple reality thalt the attitude in wihich we face the cul-

B

nrd world as a subject is wmerely cne perfunctery and transients

ard, for exomple, cannct kuocw of any such division of the worid.

wricticn cr mccﬂ amcng cother functicns and moods. He who locks feor-
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with science
xlmsel¢ in the siyie c¢f
n a men at twenty- ¢cur re~
hat he 1is taking this step
itude cf th erge sum. Descartes -
ative tne cld rative ¢TI the serpent:
t is true, by thinking he became what
cgita was nci spoken by the same veice
1 set dewn for work. The Cog;za wa.s
ninm ind when ne listened t0 his calling he

n an I-ncr an it, nelitaer-a subject nor
t be said tc be an cbject. And 1t can-
ither. GSubjects and cbjects both cannct
any case, where we have an Imperative,
and that I will always be cf
the imaginaticn of the perscn wno recelives 1itT.
e philoscpher is called forth te think about
e h*ASe;I is scmetnhing which is neither subject
th abcut man 1s that he cen, iuckily, never
subject pur sang or an cvject cog in the
ways a degradaticn when a human person is ITreated
it
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is always an impermissible deificaticn when
1@59 1T as a prima causa, as a real subject. Did he

The exclusivity of the divisicn intc subject and
et can no longer be defendad on philcascphical greunds since
re man can make this division he must have cbheyed the Impera-

"ecgita," and this Inperative is meaningless withcut an I tThat
zrends, and myself in the pesition of neither an "it" ner an "I,

& Alsuﬂn¢r" dycu" flying 1like a projectile from ancther, sirong-
arw's Dew., Under tne spell of veing addressed I find nmyself in
astic attitude which allows a man teo ne transformed into
ing d;fferent frowm what ne was befcre. The thinker who-di-
the werd inte subjects and O)J(pbb would net be able te de so
e ney p@ﬁuea through o stage in which he wan nc analytic
dissector. It is o curicus case @‘ lanpguase 's gramuery that reason-
wole persons telieve in the universal validity of the divisican be-
tween cojects and subjects, For it is cbvicus that the lack ¢ a
third and a fourta ncun is the real cause Tcr this bslief. Pecople
> heve lived together, whe have sharsd an experience, all those
who can say "We'" to each cther and frcwm each cother are as little
tojscts and subjects ameng themselves as the person named in the
ccmmand.  They, toco, must be signalled cut as & different kind cf
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(rier, They are transformed by the ccmmcn past. One could, there-
Tfere, offer a sccthing drug tc the pains cf transcendental idealists
vne believe In cbjects and subjects only, by speaking c¢f prejects

I¢r the "thou" or "you" under the Imperative, and ¢f trajects for

The fq;rt ¢ unien in the we-Participle. Once there is a werd,
everyoody will begin ¢ believe in the existence of the easence

Te d it. And let me say this: a name wrested frocm cur lips in

dp' t strugegle for truth is in fact in ncest cases the standard -
bearer ¢f & part of reality. By its name, a thing is called fcrth

in 1ife and put uander the protectorate of the ‘whole human scciety.

cjectiveness, ris "Geworfenheit," is the problem c¢f //g
kers, like YlerLegaard or Heldegger. Any child is

\

dlan's
meny modern thin
"prejacent," i.e., nearer 10 the front of life, compared with its
nts. On the other hand, we all crossed the stream of life sev-

or
}d
in.

pare
eral times befcre we caine into cur cwn; and each time it was a 4if-
Tersnt crew ihat experi enced despair and faith, success and failure
in tre szme beal we were in. The term "We," i.e., these whe were
trajected in the same boat from cne side of the river te the ctuer,
iz &

ccncept oy which a commen experience is stated. lt is the




Te om a comminweglin o
snare cur 51T 5. Most ¢f us are
taticns ¢f scientific agzressiveness cor
e satisTied with cur irajeetive cconserva-
ciuticnary prejeciivity.

en, nC arviirary chcice tc pick the wcerds pre-
rajectivity sc u“at tney may rival hencefcrtin

and supjectiviiy. As Mr. Taivaudet said, "une
srefeund law, governs the circulation of speech,
Ting .

gan*tninking I was narassed by vﬁ@ a¢leoew*,
clogy of objects and subjects. I Terget all aveut
Degan t¢ determine my cwa systen of ccordinates
ife and scciety arcund me. 3Biclegy and scciclegy

sur cross cf reallty
—

3 va, 7 forward
Je then saw that man is ing ¢r tai these four
netantial "1Vu¢tlc“u in ¢ n e language but that he is scmebody
Giffers nimsel? ufew;\er he begins to listen or tc think from one
¢f these Tour anglies (f his real 1ife. It is nct given te man to
COVET L ccrplex reality Dy cne single siyle of his conscicusness
ceT craclousnes claim Tc¢ have recompesed our reality.
IT and P 2 iver right he, tco, wishes to vindi-
coat lity T r "any sclence waich makes the life
et revines riage would beccue the reality it
ok I there were nct the feour siyles ¢f (1) the divine
com "leve me'; (£) the elatvicn ¢f The heneymoln; (2) the hard '
recs 2 of nousencld ocn“c;;; and (4} the security of the even-
ing chatter and the commen holidays. Any cle phagse of sneech T
styie dees nct suffice to express cur full perience ¢f the 1ife
TRV cutgide, ‘tefore and behind us. iiP mistake cf all

recially cf raticnu;;3¢, y myo“lcl“ﬂ ‘too, 1s that
c toc reach by cne sing 0% CK ocremotich wa&t“ismthly
Coe Wne alre less *vvru : zo. 0, T The process of per-’
nopiraticn dlffers widely Trom the tvrwu“xc strokes cf
reviraticn. Thus, we had to lcck out for a vecabulary
ien would give & pointed descriptioan of the human styles rocted
tuese four Jirfferent angles of cur existence. When we called

Taem Piasticity, Redupiicatlcon, Agpregsi , and Zlation, we
eriainly were naming them "a fortiori! which is a geed rule in the
srocess of giving names. '

less, thegse new nanes remained within the circl
cle and dlscussicn. They wer ner;eps gtriking,
lced tc this quality their 'pleoclcgical' value De-
NGt recoanected with cur traditions. Mere private
ricicus circele. Te terms nust beccue de-
ubjective. theory: they rave to enter the field of
tion and selecticn i scnocls They cught tc
Teey are really indispensable or not.  Wnen &
e gurs cnly, olack a , our problem is nct te
Ve v terns Tor black e but tc rake hinm see
ue and In a sinilar way act extrapolate the lcng
acadenic alsicry ¢f chjects aud su We had tc respect the
ezlsting lan: e. Hocwever, we ccuwld disclcse the fictiticus
craracter of all claims for exclusivity raised by either subjec-
tivists cr cojectivists. 4nd sc we reached a compremise. We kept
Tie i@ terminclcgy but limited it by twe more technical terms.
Trug we sacrificed beauiy to coentinuity tecause we are writing
L ic cre alfter having given vein to our ﬁcaticuL _uﬁﬁlrﬂ*_
ek 1s itegelf @ pelitical acticon. And pcl *ulc&; acticn
re-ccrrecting new events tc cld ferms ¢f 1iT That is
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negss gschoCls all pessi
teacning and analysis are D
hy ¢f wcrds and fcrms, And
winlcn a student is expected ic
: ne ters the sciiccl, cne
¢ traditicn, nay it was shunned: that thinking ©
o tic e student—that tockconsideracly ma
2535 seemed walimper t tc thé pre-
ne truths themselves. Tne rercic fact
s tc us like Pallas Atkene from the head
by nte the hilaricus experience ¢f the
aticns When the students left school for the long va-
rappy vacuum bDetween twe inspiraticns was produced
cf the conditicns Tor the perpetual process of re~
or—and this is cnly ancther expressicn for re-inspira-
growti of truth. The emptiness and forgetfulness,
¢ spaces cf a vacant mind, are nc accidents in the
nking. Nobcedy cen, shall cr may think all the time!
ate truth not without re-thinking the same problems.
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mean that any quantitative amount of seccnds,
ed—auas modern bharbarians try to figure ouz.
thinking takes ftime, the Term time 1is used in
pessible gqualities whielk colour time" or of
> vy their lawful senquence from impression 10

o expression te definiticn represent a process in reality.
act meant as a merely external flux c¢f astronomic units.

e ever changing flux of experienced time. The for-
akes time, then, ccocutains two statements: (1) our
it comes o us as a meral chligation te think now
1t be williung to devote ourselves to this duty ncw
hoef July, 1635; (2) a plurality of varicus stages
e passed before we can pretend tc have done cur
cericeive cr te understand a definition cannot be callied a

L process of reascning. Varicus phases must be ex-
fere thought can claim te have covered reality. Thought
cal and bicicgical process. As such a process it can
ed by circulating through & number cof phases or sta-
t, @peech, writirng are creatures and behave like all
s .
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thcught is the crowning process of vitality, it can De
te the dogmatists why in the social ssiences, cr in life
beek except in mathematics, definitions cannot come at the

‘;:ing.but nave te Torm the end of the mental process of wirich the
ne speech or the meditation is the expressicn.

o DeTinitions are results. Any man of fine understanding kncws
tils insvirctively. But 1v can now be proved why this must ve so and
wey matnematicians, legislators—in their legal definitions—and
similar types are in an excepticnal positicn.

A delinition is man's last werd in a series of words on the
dziter, It is true thail last werds can be handed down in classroom
Icr scme‘tkcusand years as lcig as the credulity of the students will
reneat taem. But this transnission cf the products to the latest

' ices nas 1ivtle to do with the prccess cf finding the truth

i val preducticn. The process of thinking. 1 ea ds up teo

the definition precisely as a trial ends in the defining sentence oI
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former events. Finally tae decisicn cones
new and shapeless prejacent case and
form.
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cess of law contaeins all tThe elements of the

T we aiscussed previcusly, but represents or in-
vhases ¢f the prccess in different persons.

~-fendant, the counsel for defendant and th

e, It is a complete misinterpretation ol the

e pecple as speaking the same language. They
in a different tune. The complaint cof the

mer days, the real dirge. The murdered man
iends into the court, and loud and passicnate

z loud cries and putting ashes cn their heads,

ne dead man fcrced attention and hearing upon

Trhey asked whether this was right or not. The
event was made present, was embodied in their

3 When The ceorpse could not be brought intc the
ccurt, & p f the bcdy at least nhad to be presented. So nalvely

zad to te introcduced the break of the law-—wnat we call evidence ’

todey. The event nad to bemade v is i b1l e.
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The defendant would nct allow the plaintiff to surpass him
wiic activity. He woeuld begin to unfold before the communiily /yﬁ
er self,  (The court, in thcse days, was the community.) He,
urse, nad great difficulties %o reveal his inner state of mind,
as today. His mest sacred feelings, his allegiances to God
his religion, had to be disclesed. At this point, the
rk on speech as a disclosuvure of truth gains its full signifi-
.. The words of a defendant must reveal his inner state of mind,
urity of nis conscience, the absence of burdening memories, the
ny and peace of his interior. The o0ld law used two devices for
srplexing a purpose. The defendsant would dig wp the deepest
of his conscicusness, coajure up the most remote ramifications
115 metives and he would wck hig nearest friends, twc at least,
Cten seven cr twelve or more, to acceompany this process of
denudation with a plain-chant in which they would assert
aith in this process of dismantling his inner self., Vaile
ings of the murdered man had to oe volced most emphatically
ends in dramatic complaint, so had the defendant, in kis
cus process of self-revelation, to be protected by his friends.
treuendcus seemed. the task to make a man speak his ilnmest mind
t the deeper he was aslked to delve the mores helpers would stand
‘ un@‘him.' it was zs if they should outweigh, by thelr solemn
assertion of nis gocd faith, the scar which is conveyed to any mem-
\ ?sr of tne community by a tco public confession of his inner soul.
e canaot reveal without breaking through the veil of convention
J/andﬁci reverence. Bhame 'ls a mental attitude, withcut which man
wou¢d’pqc ve under the degree of pressure which is needed for the
/nrcductlon of truth! An important element in the process of lan-
-7 guage, thought and writing is man's bashfulness. In the due process
¢t law, parties cvercome Thelr natural shame by a ritual cf emoction-
o ;l excitement. Of this whole creative cffort of former times little
is left cver tcday. Few pecple think of an cath as of a process of
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$3x>tr§megaous profound psycho-analysis, intended to lay bare a man's

AR rejations to Goda. In taking an cath, a wman committed his whole

future to the vengeance of his gods. He bound his presence in
-court, tris shert moment of a day, to all the rest of his life.

8 the complaint brought the crime into the court from outside,
& oath reveasled the entire inner life, the hopes and fears of the
s under accusatlon, to his judges. Weat is so aifficult for us tc
. the meaning of the sclemnity of the oath. ZExternal evidence
s stated by raticral speech.  But inward evidence has a stylie of 7
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its ¢t nerfic mere description
Lrusiwor T s ii facts, 1is utterly “out
o piace wie soul i me itS Teserve and to  —
Tell the truth about iv ixes the spheres. 1%
ras 1¢3T zuch €I the ¢ : ie: at the inward secret
eculd nct be siated in thé same language as cutward reality. Out-
ward reality is secured by as mony Gates as possible. Inward
reality is proevred dy intensiiying speech up to a climax of wihite
neat nassicn! Quantiiy for external evidence, but quality Jer
invernal evideace isg the rule in court—and in philosophy. The
cata is-an attesapt of intensifying, of condensing the utterance.
It may not e swccessiul any longer, but it indicates the pluralism
¢T styies in any due process cf law.
ien®t reader may object, at this point, that though
ne ¢ admit the pluralistic character of speech in legal
DT G 1ot see iis re_atlcuauip to the process of theougnt
b%¢! Gebate; furtherwmore, is not the decislon out-
ST the precedlng arguments and speeches? Can it not
TeRT , aself?  What 1s the use of going backwards to the argu-
Zet 7 passionate rarties after the debate is closed?
is bringss us dback tc the central sireawm of our argument.
The due process ¢f law includes the different styles of human dis-
ciosure ¢ reality because 1t is one of the models of complete human
speech. 1t condenses intc the proceedings of one day facts and
feelings, menmories and plans walceh stretceh out over indefinitely
mere time and space, Tre definiticn is the quintessence of this
cnéenscd process.  Now, the juridical and legal process is the
matrice cf phallosophlICal TGASCALnE. The Greeks carried it cver from
Tnie P01i5 incte ohe Academy. Plato never %eglx with a definition.
Fow could ne in a dialogue? We carnot vegin with the last phase if
we are not the appointed 1 e g 1l s lators of society! In
frexing & law, the legislator has full power To rely on traJected
experiernce, collected from passionate and rational evidence. He
derives his credentials from a community, from a 'we'; hence his
werds are net ails private words but the language of his community.
Woen ke formulates thne law als words have undergone the full develop-

went of normal speech. Tiney have been used in all their connota

ticns., Eis words must have migrated cver their whole ‘farea of

meaning'—as Gardiner calls it—-Defore he can nail them dowm tc that
cncepl which ne wishes to coénvey by his formula.

The philosopher cannct begin zs a legislator. He is nout }5 2

autacrity to speak the last word in the quarrel. As a schoolmas er,
ictate. But thig kind cf dictatorial teaching which fills

ol kin

ol s ¢f students Witn definitions has nething to do with pnll—
cs Tre philoscpher is nct sure of his community. Before hne
can deche anytaing, he must have walted for his community. He must

-

rave found his ueWOHQLEgs, the group whickh is willing to skare his
pr;clem, 10 hear his complaint, To act as kis jury, to be moved by
nner or outward gvidence or by precedent.

|_;

There 1s ne reason to complain that words have a wide area
¢ meaning, are full of shades and are apt to lead to misunderstand-
ot

ing. The wideness of thelr area of meaning is their great quality.
Without 1t, I would be wnable to persuade tae reader that scme of
tre connctations of a word are less important for our commen purpese:..
than otkers. I cculd not carry the reader or listener to the point
where e understands my intenticn to limit the word henceforth to a
special task. I could rict awake his interest in one special side -
cf it. : '
Now trhis prccess .of persuasion is the process of research in
the sccial sciences. He who begins with the definitibn tries to
escape Irom the rules of this process. He can be a mislocated legis-
lator woncese will fTor pewer seexs an cutlet in writing and teacning.
Zut e is no sccial scilentist. For he declines to think loudly and

e make tnereby acceptable to his collaborators his proceus af
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Trav is cpe that the terms c¢f
:d traject ¢id nct chocse them in
prase ¢f 2. I did nct use then
2.0ed Yy C and recommended 1T pas-
To his inte iscevery. " They came tc
Finale. 4Any existing and tested thought is reduced into
¢cicry like a tpleyhcn numper under which we can call
Trhis is the value cf a concept. We can call upon the re-
ondensed intc itv. A stranger ceming to a place wizvucut an
will find 1itile comfort in the possessicn of the telephcne
ry ¢ trhat place.

Ccncepts like preject or subject are on the berder line cf
nd dognatisnm, life'and petrifaction, research and library,
LCLS are q*lte literally defining tae froantier between =~
G musews in man's art of thinking.

Pecple who define on the first page analyze ccagulated
werds., Theyv start exactly at that peint where the vital process
aguiated speech, in its aggrrgate stat e ¢f conceptual _
truth, is a coruse the dnatomy cf whi cn can be ighly useful. But
ccrpses kncws ncothing abeut life. Life includes pre-

)

3

0

0
(@)

noo

aratczy c¢f

cisely all the prccesses preceding deatn. That 1s why abstract
reascning is nct the only reasoning process. It is not true that
a man ras reascon, will alQ feeling as three depariments of his
vitality. =Exotions, will, and memory are loaded with reasoning
nrccesses prec.sely as ¢hbjective contemplation 1is. We are using
{UT mental DOwWer GQuaily id arv and science, i education and in
religion. The piciure of a man shifting between will and contem-
platiocn (Schcpenkauer), or between irrational mysticism and cold
revicnalism is a caricature of the nineteenth century.

Trne humen coswos is represented to compieterness in every
wicrececsmic act of inspiration., Man, lilke any living creature, is
axposed teo the four directions of time and space—7Ffcorward, hack-
ward, -n" rd end outward—in every actual process of thought or
speecn. The Q*IlePDnCP betweern his emotional, his imperatival and
nis ravional state is one of arrangement, not of complete separated-

ness. ‘@rgans it may help to use numerals for the four elements,

i for wewcry, 2 for imperative, 3 for rat¢o‘ality, and 4 for inner
experience. L%en, each process of thought will contain all the

Tour elements; butl the arrangement or sequence of the elements will
vary ian the different states of our nind.

I, 2, 3, 4 nay doscribb ritualistic reasoning.
3, 1, 2, 4 can rve as formula for scilentific prose.
2, 4, L, 3 wou;d.do Jjustice to the order of elements

© when we are prejected into obedience.

We can say that marn is unable to think or To speak without

‘using all four elements simultaneously. It is not the elements that

differ in poetry, science, politics or religion. It is their ar-
rangenent. Nan's mind is always complex, because it has to reflect

ire cross of our reality. Man's wmind is rcoted in a sodl which is
avle to ﬁake cn the different forms of traject, object, subject and
preject decause 1t has to fight on all these four fronts of 1life in

3
25 o
every given monment.

A% this point, ¥r. Earl Buehler's investigations it into
own discoveries. However, it cannot be the purpose of this
r 1¢ deal with nis studies in detail since he separates Thougsnt
language taroughout. Our main purpoce is the unity of the human
05, and the due process ¢of lite, deatn, resurrecvion, ohrough
Chi all mental energies T.ow. h

Several upplications nave Dbeen given. In grammar, our
wObL°T~vOLbuP should be pescnued t0 us as the intfoauction into the
secrets of personallity. In literature, books are all fallures or

lcsses for the sound equilivritm of rational consciousness. Any
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e fecpital rter of the scientist, is after all
o % ari, Hear, Listen™ which we extend
o el we Lecture or teach or wiltle bocks.
ol 3 ar, this ena of our rapid sxelch, o ot nec
D it of =t 7 1. The only overt
' aies king man's
voealed —set of
11 always end 1an utter failure
g onventions and utilitarianisn,
[o1ie} cur lifeis in au“r1&3171gf
T the non-lwuman side of our experi-
oI cutside nappetlngs. But the
other arrcws but ithe Imperﬂclves
he universe. They run all like the
eer! It i man's Auly to hear and
e and wisdon T THe law. For okhe
SUCH Tl nlca; material
voice 1 more true than alil
il icu church and sccilety can ilu-
X cver. The first thing society
is me for reccllection and recon-
need in our laws aboutl marriage, for

cns nade audi- /,
+oina ',‘\'r\ /:7
stens to his

cwn cecnsciencs aml mencry:.
1 in
a

¢
Pue ne is 8 utﬁlothumu~b, the hearer c¢f scuebcdy
eads a book he takes part in the dialogue bhe-
qer partﬂ@rv It will taxe a new and beiter
the isintegrated hody of the sciences whicnh

outl wmen to descrive cc ormnletely the processes of
and thougiht as aiming : everlastiag
tiaree commands faudil Medita! These
cur human doewry. Taey are cur caly roral pre-

Wy vy
iChLd

C eral charactsr, They make human soclely tihe
frall, veable creature it is.  And they are ouly three

And 15 rnot all education based on this

1d we dare teach s*ud@nts without believing in
? They are tine only pcse;ole Juutl¢icat*on

to write and S“@a< auu lecture. It is the

wnich we Find youtk, ocurselves, sociely, woich Justi-

ctennts te foree thelr attention in uhu d'“&Cblbﬁ ¢f our

It is because mankin ¢ igs in need of new elements ¢f re-
Pbraukon that cur rnew princinles offer themselves as a method

ial sciences and the ;dﬂalxtjes. It is the pressure and
as of the TmperatiVP rorm on which depends the fruitful-
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