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m ©  P a tie n ce  f o r  l ib e r t y

Speech Is shaking the air» as a wav®, am energy* mov­
ing to  atmosphere» hitting the r^mhpans of other people*# 
ear® in the moat physical eenae of the word« nevertheless*^!® 
physical situation is not Mi® state of point for people*s 
analysis of speech • Some tiling behind physios is so much 
taken for granted that the physical side of speech is treat* 
ed like an accident» not as the eentral phenomenon to be 
explained before we may know «hat language* and all its 
derivations» thought» logio» literature* science* try to 
achieve • For this reason* it would seem hopeless to analyse 
speech or the speaker • It is different* X trust» when wc 
begin the analysis with the topic articulated speech«

the phenomenon of articulated speech i s  not the utter­
ance o f an id ea  by one speaker* I t  lies in a fact that is 
quit« different* Ah# that fm *  has baa» overlooked in 
favor of the obvious r e la t io n  between thought and speech* 
in  one and the san s individual« However* this fact is at 
the bottom of all speech* Xt Is true* i t  i s  not to be 
found in any one man's Individual speech• When the analysis 
starts w ith ay or your in d iv id u a l speech* i t  deals with the 
same Sobiason Crusoe that plays his famous part in  classi­
cal economies* and with the same disastrous results*

This mistake that we study "the speaker"* is at the 
bottom of all the 18th century considerations on language*



m û  mm handloapped linguis ties «ver sinos* By using ä s  
phrase "artiouîmfeed ap©e©fa% 1 wish to ara« j m r  attention 
to the fast that 1m g m & &  ©arista only ®fe#» ©©unda that ar# 
uttered by on® speaker» ate diversified by another« So 
language without diversifieation b«t»©«ß laterloattter« • T© 
the ©««Hands wife®» the answer is I have written» .2 shall 
write» 2 shall not write* But without thle potential var­
iegation of the first seat«©«» the first sente»©# would>ho 
a shout, not a htuasa word*

à l l  language i s  d iv e r s i ty  w ith in  uolty» le the la y in g  

out o f d i f f e r e n t  v a r ia tio n «  of language fe e l» » «  isterlooo- 
to rs  who handle the earn® m a te r ia l in  d if f e r e n t  manner* Vhs 
whole m ystery of grasw ar l i e »  in  th is  feet* I® mostly 
th in k  o f th e  secondary situation in  which a s t o r y t e l l e r  

©an make people apeak in  a l l  forms o f grammar* But the 
rudiments o f epeeeh ar# ro o ted  In  the r e a l  s i t u â t ! « *  of 

two people o f when a*® m y  sa y : Love no* Do you fe llo w  not 

and the o th er may answer: Ï  fo llo w  you® In this © ©shine tie» 
of two grammatical variegations of one theme» grammar is 
nothing te@ to .loa l or anything so n ia s  l a t e r *  Grammar i s  

disclosed as a t  te e  bottom o f  te e  d ialogu e« Id  language 

la  vhleh not two interloeutore @«a t ä t e  up te© ©©aw» teeae 
and tw is t  it In r e l a t i «  to  tee « e  and te e  © teer» to  you 

and me* I  read  t h is  paper t o  you i f  you © «m ot

diseuse i t *  to d  t e e r e »  I  sayt I  think» la  your dissuasion 
o f t e l s  paper» you w i l l  have to says about as» "you «#••» to



think", or "ho th in k s"*  And 1» doing so# the same theme 
"th in k in g " i s  roeanaldorod from your p o in t o f view* la. 

language, the problem of Interlocution and o f a r t ic u la t io n  

are  on® and the same problem* The so-called three person» 
in grammar are not an accident of a special gramma* or a 
particular language* They are the secret of language* To 
speak means to interlocute, not to shout or to  yell or to 
push or to hit. When I  hit a person m ech an ica lly , 1 may 
impress him more than through words• But hla l i b e r t y ,  

his bodily liberty is gone itdah I  respect when the waves of 
acoustics go out toward his ear* Hum 1 think in silence 
of a person, the other extreme Is evident: I do not con­
tact him at all* I do not Involve him in my process of 
thought. The risk of the dialogue i s  not taken*

Only in speech does th is  contact appear in  ooshlna- 
tlon w ith the liberty of my partner to modulate, to give 
grammatical variety to my thought. Only here is my thought 
end your thought brought to  an interplay*

Qr&mm&p i s  the result of dialogue• All forms of 
speech are con d itio n ed  by this social fa c t#  Dialogue is 
the assertion of a minimum of c o n t in u ity  and peace and 
fredbra between men. It takes time to speak and to answer* 
It takes patience to speak and to answer* And it ta k e s  

liberty to speak op and to reply. (Jr&mma is, thea ,

1* The organon of co-muon time among men, of an 
attempt to besoms eomten^orarl#®«



2. It Is tbe svi&one© of sooia.1 poat© within 
a group of at least two or throw«3« It ia tli© proof of personal liberty* ftio 
slave in Aoschylos does not spools«


