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The Paticnce for Liberity

Speech is shaking the air, as a wave, an energy, move
ing the atmosphere, hitting the membrane of other pecple's
ears in the most physiocal sense of the worde. Hevertheless,this

physical situation 1s not the state of point for peoplefs

analysis of speech. 8Something behind physles is so much
taken for granted that the physlkal slde of speesh is treat-
ed like an asccident, not as the ceniral phenomenon to be
explained before we may know what language, and all itas
derivations, thought, logis, literature, sclence, try teo
achieve. For this reason, 1t would asem hopeless to enalyze
speech or the speaksr. It la different, I trust, when we
begin the analysis with the topic artisulated spessh.

the phenomenon of arbieulated speech is not the ubtter-
ance of an idea by one spesker. It lies in a famot that is
quite different. A4nd that faect hae baan sverleeked in
faver of the obvlious relatleon betwedn thought and §pessh,
in one and the same individdal. However, this fact iz at
the bottom of all speech. It is true, it is not to be
found in sny one man's individual speegh. VWhen the analyslis
starts with my or your individual speech, it deals with the
same Robinson Crusoe that plays his famous part in classi-
cal economics, and with the same dlseastrous results.

This mistake that we study "the speaker®, is at the

bottom of all the 18th century conslderations on lsnguage,




and heg - kandioapped lingulstiss ever sinee. By using the
ahwaae "arbiculated speech”, I wish to draw your attention

to the fast that language oxists only when sounds that are
uttored by ono spesltor, ape diversified by enother. No
langusge without diversification Letween Iinterlosutors. Te
the command: write, the answer is I have written, I shall
write, I shall not write. Bubt without this potential vepr-
legation of the first sentence, the Pirst sentemce would be
a shoulpynot a human word.

411 language is Alverslity within wilty, ls the laying
out of different variations of langusge between lnterlocu~
tors who handle the same material in different manner. The
whole mystery of gramuar lles in this fact. Ue moatly
think of the secondary situabtlon in which a storyteller
san make pooples speak inm oll forms of grammar. Bub the
rudiments of spoech are roobted in the real situstion of
two people of whom one may say: Love me. Do you follow mef?
and the other may answer: I follow you. In this combination
of two grammatical variegations of cne thome, gremmer is
nothing technisal oi’ anything coming later. Orammar is
disslosed aa at the bobtom of the dialogue. No langusge
in which not two interlosutors cen take up the common theme
and twist 4t in relatlon %o the one and the othar, to you
and ms. I camnot read this paper to you if you cannot
discuss it. And whereas I say: I think, in your discoussion
of this paper, you will have to say: about ms, "you seem %o
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"thinking" is reconsidered from your point of view. In

think", or "he thinks". 4&nd in doing so; the sams thome

lsnguage, the problem of interlocution and of articulation
are one and the same problem. %The so-called three persons
in grammar are not an accident of a speeial grammy or a
particular langusge. 4Yhey are the secret of 1&3@&&@@. To
speak means to Interlocute, not to shout or to yell or %to
push or to hit. When I hit a person mechanleally, I may
impress him more than through words. But hias liberty,
his bodily liberty is gone whish I respect when the waves of
acoustics go out toward his ear. Vhen I think in sllencge
of a person, the other extreme is evident: I do not cone
tact him at all. I do not inveolve him ln my process of
thought. 'the risk of the dialogue 1s not teaken.

Only in speech does this contact eppear in combina-
tion with the liberty of my partmer to modulate, to give
grammatilenl variety to my thought. Only here is my thoughb
gnd your thought brought to an interplay.

Grammer 1s the result of dialogue. All forms of
speech are conditioned by this soclal facte. Dialogue is
the assertion of a minimum of comtinulity and peace and
fredbm between men. It takes time to speak and to enswer.
It takes patience %o speak and to snswer. And 1t takes
liverty to speak up and to reply. Oramma is, then,

1. The organon of common time among men, of an
attempt to becoms conbemporaries.
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2, It is the svidence of soelasl peaste within
a group of at least two or three.

3. It 1s the proof of personal libersty. The
slave in Aeschyles does not speak.




