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Tilt vole of nsg f̂cicu, in t k t  .'Uoxiwatj.cn c r lanmage has 
grow» fr©«® s»aix begin-win^s» J< sparser* saps aoout fches® 
beginnings: F .o i51 means *ls«ss t.^n* or in otter worJs am: 
ii.yu. »between the- term' qualified a »3 c otM-rg*, es*
^eoially obvious when m oc.cciior the or ut ary meaning c;>* - 
negate® immeraXo * * He Jces not read fcf*r« bocKv u u y , v» 
means 1 less khan three’ . (deiner sen,Fhito>«$fcy of Language* 
pp. 37$ fP . ) "he toift w nagabaon Joes not ei*J whan some-» 
to . y  has been negated. Fro^ these modest beg inning ̂ neg­
ation has developed' , j to a lever whielb has lifted  up ■ he < ,
‘a hole an war. speech a higher le v e l, twice* Pi* sk,lHe naive' 
language- -»-i the child or the yt iwiki ve,of $ jngi»g,narvafc jn g ,' 
tiltin g#ca ll .<^>ha» been « • » l in e d ,oy l i t  vaccination with 
negatives into a state which for th® sahe oF c la rity  we :.i*,ll 
call serwo secundus. I t  is  the egui*valent .t* ra flee t iv e#Tat- 
2onalT^TXoToplaeaT language. te l where* fch,e philosophers 
oppo.-.e i t  i® lae^u-ge as sowetkrng absolutely different,we 
cannot igree to their breaking up .the relation  o f speech and re fle c ­
tio  n. We do ».however»admit. the new qualities Incorporated i  
Into language by negatIon, gjproc4ss that we are going to strn&y 
in the next page's,

Thought id speech inside oursdlves* This a er mo s o cun&us 
is the great experience of the adolescent, "̂ hen we enter "puberty 
and begin to f a l l  in love with the other sex,we match this 
external ’ edging half» by out ip&etnal 1 going double». Man» 
at puberty,splits,acquires a conscience»and that Is,begins 
to converse ^ith himsfclf,ln a dialogue o f reasoning and just- 
i f  i  cation. Most people remain eternal adolescents»and remain, 
enamoured ”ith  their d ia lectica l power» 'Th© adult »however, 
gets fed up cith reasoning# The adult;»as in every thibng e lse» 
wants to see results of reasoning* ^ third leve l o f .speech 
becomes desirable8sermo tertiu s «belonging to manhood and 
parenthood. This serroo tertius or parental speech is, neither 
naive speech within the group nor expert re fle c t ion ,o f indi­
viduals ,but is t ie  application o f expert refiectdon fo r th® 
r©-making or refounding o f groups#

The degree to whifch a person h-.s incorporated negatives.*de- 
termines their rank. The child,the adolescent,the adult should ■ 
handle language on d ifferen t leve ls* We shall analyze the 
sermo sacundusCohilosonhv) firs t»an d 'th is  w ill  help the rea der 
to take the more d if f ic u lt  step o f reaching the third leve l 
that has been sometimes called the second philosophy but which 
It  is more coherent to term sera®Cflrtiua.

The neg- tion is preparing a better snd truer affirmation# 
legations :re  enhancing the value of our positive statements»
In 3t* Augustine’ s P|alm(see text)out o f f iv e  hundred, sent­
ences »not iis s  than ninety contain a neg -tlon. /.living French 
thinker has pointed out that in our prose language i t  is di­
f f ic u lt  t-o formulate re a lit ie s  and certitudes because prose 
reduces (as - q know already? see our dhaptens on reduction and 
plenitude). But fo r a person1s v ita l experience and his lucid 
conviction of a long range view one rendering never se^ms ex­
haustive. To him »prose Qffers a- mfcans o f suggesting success­
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fu l ly  that fu lness^ or plenitude whi> ch liga tu re  a our fecul-,, 
ties o f expressions instded o f l i s t in g  one point -after ■ »mother 
in mere succession,he "’i l l  describe the new and un ify ing • s p ir it  
that animates him,v.: t-t thehilp on negations«
. Take,for instance,® s c ie n t if ic  d e fin it ion  of ” the s ta te "| 

"state" is tne sovnrèign goverrimènt over one particular te rr ­
itory#* This is a d t f in it ion  which is r-ether dry os lou ■ as the 
autho r is unable to fam iliarize his readers v ith  just chat 
"sovereign,government, end particular terr ito ry " mean. Of course, 
he could le t  us heer the patrio tic  songs,the history,the budget, 
the orders ..of the heed o f  the executive power. Then w© would 
see clearly that the stair- although a ' sovereign yet was not a 
deity lik e  Athene or Moloch,in other words that soveréign was 
b very re la tive  term» W^.woulfj see that to govern was re s tr ic ted  
to the correction of abuses and dangers, e tc . ,and did not preach 
love or fashions,also that the State was uninterested in the 
future of mankind as a un ity ,o r in the intermuuaiage and clan-. 
Ish relationships of a ll  itsamèmbers. I t  would become clear that 
the state was not the Church,nor the .tribe,nor a family,nor a 
free association. VV© wouldd se- t a k ’ the state in action# But 
the writer on the state usu a lly  does not write p o lit ic s  or 
no etry or hi tony. He is  a sclent is t ,a lb e it  a p o lit ic a l s c i­
en tist . Thus,instead of introducing the other sty l es of speech 
(imperative- and nar^’ fives  and songs),he Infuses into his sc i­
en tific  treatment i t s e l f  the necessary clarifica tions by saying 
what t ie  state is not,

a definition is arbitrary "hen i t  is not elucidated by nêga- 
tio  ns or lim ita tion !. Mistrust any deflation  that is gurely 
in the . fflrmative® i t  Is move verbiage. And the simple word 
"s ta te 11 mostly is preferable. to such stuffed circumscriptions. 
This type of definition is not better thav the answer given by 
the yourv communist to the quest ions But what do you mean by 
capitalism? ha replied:"Capitalism Is everything vhlcii I d is like 
The purely affermative definitions of scientists very often de­
serve our suspicion that they simply are wishful thinking and 
that they put into their topic everything thrt they Éatótelike»
For example,most politic ians m:x some religion,some humanitär- 
ianlsm,some imperialism,and some homesppn sentim intalities In 
their talk about taxes or sta tes ’ nights,and yet,they w ill 
not mention these elements Then you ask them forth©ir d e fin it­
ions of thex state. It  Is only when negations are added that 
the defin ition  amounts to something tangible and responsible.

rube affirmations ore worthless except when a l l  four forms 
o f spe©eh(imper tive,pptotivn ,narrative,besides the indicative) 
are used« In a drima,for instance,ye do not need definitions#
In the f  am : l y ,people don’ t need hief in It  ions# '"here we are at 
grips with the f u l l  cross' o f re a lity ,an d  ure l iv in g  together 
at o il  four fronts of I l f e,we do not need to define what we. 
say. It  is only in the school that we must def in la n d  analyse  
our tools of peech;the fellowship is one o f common thought,and 
hero ,the absent three fronts or r e a l ity  are represented by the 
addition o f negations. Thought must Include n igation  before i t  
can beco :e sc ien tific , H|, who has not doubted,hes no judjxment• 
In court, the judge must lèan to theplaint i f f  * 9 side fo r  a. w h ile , 
and fo r  a "b ile  to the side o f the defendant. Or he is  prejud­
ic e d . Tp Judge means to be f i r s t  moved th is way,then the o th e r ,  
and fin a lly  reach a decision# His judgement is always a quailed  
affirm ation,qualified by having, ta s te d #  the p o s s ib i l i t y  o f an 
opposite decision# We ca ll the dialectic- 1 method t h ; t  method



that moves from plain yes through Bo to  a higher affirmation, 
i'o think,then,is to  include the phase of say ing  No in your 

fin a l affirmation. And this w il l  lead us to a defirftIon .that 
excludes certain elOmints o f o f which one might think when on© 
heard the simple f i r s t  one, Parmenides the Greek,has bee* the 
f ir s t  man who sa-/ thlis pr® cess clearly . He became' the f i r s t  
Philosopher, in a s c ie t if ic  sense, Th© Chinese nevejpgot that 
far* They have wisdom,great teachers,traditions,bu$ not a 
philosophy, T'hebccidentral philosophers .have been so proud, o f 
this technique that they have exalted i t  into something q u ite  
apart from speech. They insist that s concept is not a. word,and 
and th«t i t  does not belong to tberofclm of human speech but to 
that quit© separate world of thought, Bow,the v i t r io l ic  contempt 
of philosophers for people who think that they talk when they 
think,Is a thousand fathoms deep, Kerb©,We would get drowned 
I f  we risked a cruise on this Dead Sea®

I'or t$e book of human speech,it is ,hov©v©r,sufficient to re 
member that the proo -ss o f  meditation,defining,conceiving,is 
consecutive toM that of r .? cording,naming,telling, 7’e use our 
brain in both, cases, 1  cannot perceive the beauty of a iasgmaga 
landscape i f  I  ram not tminedmentally , And I  cannot conceive 
of"the state" i f  1 cannot speak* The f i r s t  philosophy, to us,Is 
a second "sermo", I t  is  analytic speech,cautioned by the us© o 
of negations.

Pure affirmations being- w orth less  . in  any deb©t eon a doubtful 
question(since affirmations re ly  on unanim ity lik e  the command 
and obedience of master and disciple,captain and s o ld ie r ) ,n e g ­
a tio n s  must c lter the road fo r a new unanimity to be created 
out of nothing, con agree a g e ir« ,a f te r  having d rifted  apart 
when we have understood what is  keeping us apart and excluded, 
th is- or negated t b - t  i t  should enter in the argument and perp# 
etuate pur understanding. In a unanimous group,no arguments a re  
needed and therefore no philosophy. The f i r s t  case of philoso­
phical argument-fttoil is  In c o u r t . Because the parties oraadfe 
q u a r-e l and are no longer unanimous, th© judge defines the con­
cept o f "theft. The parties say,oner i t  is  theft,th© o th er :it  is 
not j Ionly took the c  r fo r an hour fo r a drive® Thus the judg© 
must talk i t  over within himself*and whatever <llse the lo g ic -  
ions may c  11 whet he does,to us i t  is trough to conceive of 
concepts as a second layer of speech.

We may easily draw the  l in e  between unanimous language and 
defining language. In the f i r s t , i t  .matters l i t t l e  who "oes th&* 
talking. Everybody f e e ls  to  give expression to  the ’"hole group. 
He is a mouthpiece of the l i f e  of th is  group to which h& seens 
to talk. But a men who defines rand uses Aondepts, stands a lo n e , 
lik e  a ’ju d g e• HA becomes person, A man who has the  courage 
to say -.hat he denies before he shys what M  s d d e p , always 
w ill make himself heard  and leave ;,n impression* This p e rso n a l 
contribution is quite rare. But he may,indeed,be sure th a t  he 
w ill forfle people to bedorae aware o f the fgret thg^rhe t r i e i  to 
say something d e fin ite ly  h is  own, Examples o f defin itions:

;Tifc il est in i n t e l l e c t u  quod non ante fu erit ±hs±x in  
sensu n is i ipse in te l l lc t e i ,  (beibniz)

Adjutrix et libera phllosophiajsed non adjutrlx n is i
libera,imo non libers n is i adjutrix, (St* Bernard)



The Third Speech or the Second Philosophy

That the language of definitions w hich is spoken in courts and. 
textbooks and classrooms(mark!it actually is written and spoken 
daily to millions o f  people,and therefore i t  is by no means just 
"thought"),has become nedessary when people who did not liv e  to­
gether in unanimity,had come to agreements, is a phase o f langur 
age which the Romans(and the Greeks)found in theoncient days o f 
their lingu istic  development,from $00 B*C. to #00 A,D. findL 
Latin equipped with i t  fu lly  from the times o f Cicero« There is* 
however,a third and s t i l l  higher type o f speech,a ft-SjETOO tertiua * 
or a second philosophy that heals the fo l ly  o f mere definitions 
and abstract concepts* And we cah see this rise,w ith in  Latin, 
before our own eyes« The daily l i f e  o f Latin teaching addepted 
this manner,"the philosophy of the paradox,” not more than 900 
years ago* What is a paradox? I t  is  the fact that Aft is also 
not A* in log ic  this canno t be 'tru effor a higher sciend©,It is 
the da Ilf: fact o f o ur own l i f e ,  I am what I have been,and I am 
not5And I am what I shall f in a lly  be,in a certain sense now a l­
ready while in another .sense I am mot a l l  that I  hope to be* In 
spec©,-*1 must equal A* But through time i t  may not* f i r s t  4  
philosophy has analysed indicatives only,pnepositApns likes"he 
is coming" (and not "she” )# 'I’he f i r s t  philosophy is a log id of 
concepts in space,and in space,the part A always keeps its  id­
entity with it s e l f*  *he second philosophy,the philosophy o f par- 
adoxxfis conscious o f the fact that we a lio  talk at the time 
fronts* And here,nothing keeps its  Iden tity !

^he f i r s t  scholastic sentences o f this third type o f language, 
the sermo tertiu s « !  can find are the two followings

"Paulus apostolus Romanus ©ft non Romanus est*" That means the 
apostle belongs to Rome,is buried in Rome1s suburb,is the 
patron o f th#s city#Aftuft yet he is not* He belongs to the whole 
fihurch,and not to the Roman Church* He actually has no specific 
Church,any more than his master, (The point was o f considerable 
practical p o lit ic a l importance et that tim e)• The sentence was 
written about 1085 ky Po pe Victor I I I *

The second sentence dealt with the question of bread and wine 
o n the communion table. And the solution o f e long quarrel saidi 
FFidelis in communion© et ipsum corpus quod de virgin© sumpturn 
fu it  ,sumlt, et tnmen non Ip sum corpus sumlt *" I'hesentenee is  from 
the pen of Lanfrank,Anselm’ s predecessor in Ganterbury*Ra* 1078*

HA is  and he is n o t , 'He eats and he eahs not* These are typical 
sentences o f the third speech. The parsdox(which means "praeter 
opinionem") fre -s  the speaker from the slavery to hi sown terms 
or words. Only in about 1070,1080*1090^has th is  kind o f thinking 
become established in the O cciden t,and has remained our d is t in c ­
tion  t i l l  today® I t  r̂ould havebeen impossible except fo r  the con­
ciseness of Latin,to put i t  so neatly*

Only by paradoxes,is i t  possible fxarhxfor human m m  to study 
evolution,progress, conversions,and any dynamic p ro o fs , In any 
dynamic process the same thing ceases to be and y e t , i t  remains. 
Hence i t  i s ,and i t  is not.

The Paradox then is the new application o f the word "no,” In 
a defin ition ,a  concept isproduced by negating other things, In 
the paradox,the same thing i t s e l f  is shown in its  ambivalence, 
as »©ally having two meanings at the same time* "Sumus id quod 
sumus* Won sumus id quod sumus"is th^eternal truth about a l l  liv in g  
being!,and especially about man with, his nevgrsatiated longing 
fo r  change and improvmftnt and se lf-fu lfillm en t* But those sent-



ences must be kept in mind at the same time;or we shall misjudge 
man# Msxxtfe® .

Now the third Ipeach,the second philosophy»has been achieved 
by a new lingu istic  equipment»by applying the negation once 
more# But for healing the l u c k  of completeness in shy merely ia » 
dicative statement,not fo r the purpose of excluding the negated 
part»only#

Anglicus es t? -mericarms est. Yes »they nrejbut ho-’” wrong to 
ca ll them this "ay and the^by keep them apart fo r ever# Hie 
neque Anglicus neque Americanusssumus omnes unum#

This famous word of the f ir s t  writer of the Sermo tertiu s# 
of Ehul the Apostle»is based on the paradoxes of his master#
Here are some of them: Et de vestimento quid s o l l i c i t i  estis? 
Considerate l i l i a  agri quomodo eres cuntjnon laborant neque nenA#
Gico autem vobis quoniam nec Salomon in omnis gloria  sue coopertus 
est sicut unum ex istis®

Scitis quia principes gentium dominantur eorum  e t qui majores 
suht postestatam exercent in eos« Non ita  e r it  enter v o s : sed 
quicumque voluerit inter vos major f i e r i » s i t  vester m inister»et 
qui volu jrifc i n t e r  vos primus esses»erit vester servuft«

The sltearp division between the s r̂mo secundus philosophorum 
that only corrects indi ca t i  v e ss, and the sermo tertius that cor» 
rects the philosophers themselves fo r  th e ir  slhor -t com in g s by om­
ittin g  the other moods of speech from their argument»may be 
studied in the f i r s t  sermon o f the sermo tertius which was put
do- n In writing by the author h im seTFT.YhTsMText, then »b e fit  t ingly ,
concludes the glorious story of negation as a vehicle to higher 
language# This story is a para lle l to the marchof zero in math­
ema tics and c■ < 1 culus#

"Videte ne qu.is vos decipiat per philosophiam et inanem fa l i ­
ci am secundum traditionem hominum»
e Exc©lf.es&tipresp. v&aiji ypMs ®e*p.pmstrpl f' I  lin gu il hominum loquar 
et angelorum»caritatem autem non habeam,finctus sum velu/ aes sonans 
aut cymbalum tinniens# ^t si habuero prophetiam et noverim myster­
ia omnia , i t  omnem s cient iam, et si habuero omnem fidem ita ut 
montes tr^sf eram, char ita tern atttem non habuero »h lh ll sura» St si 
distribuero in cibos pnunemim omnes facuitates mens»et s i tradid­
ero corpus meum ita ut ardeam,bharitntem autem non habuero »ni.hil 
mihi prodest» -«*-»»-

Charitas patiens- est,benigna est ; claritas non aemulatur»non 
agit perperam»non in f 1 :-tur »non es ambitiosa»non quaerit quae 
sua sunt »non irr ita tu r »non cogitat malum »non g allidet super iniquitate 
congaudet aut va v^ritatisomni. a suffert»omnia credit,omnia sperat* 
omnia sustinet» Chsritas numquam exc id it:s ive  prophitiae evac­
uabuntur »sive linguae cessabunt»sive scientia s©struetur*
Sx p_arte enim cognoscimus »et ex parte prophetamus* Cum autem venerit 
quod perf e ctun/j st, evacuabitur quod ©sx parte est» Videmus nunc 
per speculum in aenigmate,tunc autem fee ie  ad faciem» lane cog# 
nosco ex parte tunc autem cognoscam/ sicut et eognitus^sum» Nunc 
autem maneat fides»spes» charitas i tria  haec;major autem horum est 
eh sritas.d  uo r » l3 ) »

The question o f peace fcs a question o f urianimity. As long as 
we speak In the name o f our.group»we do not endanger the unan i­
mity and that is the peace o f the group* Any N9 »however* th a t  we 
have to say,breaks up the unanimity o f our society »hence endang­
ers its piace. Man found that No must b© spoken,and yet,the peace
must be kept# So»the eourti came Into being,with their decisions



based on defined concepts,on negation,and $et peaceful*
The quarrels between whole groups could not be ended by jud«* ■ 

ges. A new po'-er anticipated unanimity t i l l  i t  (Could be reached 
in real common language again*'The "'hole description given by 
Paul of this new power,is,in the last analysis,nothing but a means 
to cover the hiatus between the unanimity lost end the unanimity 
to be restored f in a lly , Charitas operatur quando lingua communis 
fecundum traditionem hominum p e r iit «  Charita i  spernit se ipsam 
inter gentes separatas, inter inimicos non habentes pacem mutuam, 
usque ad redadeptam linguam commuxiem, Unanimitas petitur cum 
sermone utamur« 3ed quia unanimitas saepe in verbis non i am est, 
per in t erlo eu tor ea supplinda est« Uon possumus loqui hodld in 
uxnfeiorbe tantopere d iv ilo  n is i supplendo patientia nostra <m 
lacunam illam quam sermo deficiens non supplet» Ita enim f i t ,u t  
sermoni temporis spatium credatur quo dur/ nte nova lingua communis 
creari et creoeerl possit* Ad jwppdfccendam hanc creationem nova m, 
omnis homo suam linguam relinquere,et linguae communiori sieque 
e ffic a c io r ! patere debet»

dationes et profeiiiones variae tentum diligunt sermones sual, 
ut linguai citerius egeant,ex qua vires nova» ad restaurandam 
unanimitatem applicandas haurire possint* Sermo Lctinus et fu it  
et hic est fons rejuvenandi nationes inimicas et separatas.
Et omnis mens liberatur lineus secunda ita ut loqui possit: 
nPatrius sermo sermo meus estjpatrius sermo meus sermo non es^,
C1 assis mea mea/ classis 1 st;classis mea mea classis non est.
Et sic,.lingua secunda profiteam ini,ut sermone tertio  lib er alit© uti possitjp» Magnam dhartem Latinam conscripsimus spe commoti vos,lector noster,hac via profundiorem unantmltatim inter homines producendam petihuram esse» ^ubt autem viee sermones tres : infantis 
adolescentis, adulti. In fanti lo uendl ars communic^turjadolescanti 
definiendi studium explicatur,adulti sanandi linguam privilegium 
impart i tur« Loco privilegii,Igituyhunc libellum inscripsimul 
nomine Magnae Chartae libertattSujL Angi ia e«
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