Primus Sermc Sccundul$ Sevwme

Tertius Sermc

T solo of negatiov.. in the -uoiiwmakivo 1 la ge has
grown Prom smal. begiwnnlis, JusperSen sawms ahout these
beginnings: ".0L" means !iess ti.n' or in olier words mux
frxe Vvcivween the bterm qualafied and :othisg!. This is es~
reeially obvious when we ccicldelr toe oriirary weaning . of
negative numeral::'He dees not vead thies buoks iv o yasrt
means ' less than threev'(Jesgersen,?hilwsoyhg‘uf fLanguage,
pp. 375 £F.) The tole .. negation does nol énd when some
a2 has been negated, Fru. these modest beginnings,neg-
ation has develuped .i 1o 3 Jever which has 1ifted up the
wnole iuwmar Speech Lu a8 higher i{evel,twice, Pivsk,the naive
language i the child or the ;rimitive,of” singing,narrabing,
t.lking,ea;i 1., has been elvilized,u; its vaceinatfen with
negatives Iniv a state whieh For ithe sake ol elarity we ciall ]
call sermo secundus, It 3s the equivalent to reblective,rat- v
jonal,philoscphical ianguage._hfﬁ wheras the philosophers
oppg,e 1t te lawn u.ge as somebthing abiolutely different ywe

cannot @gree to their breaking up .the reletion of speech end refleec-
tio n. We doghowever,ndmit the nev qurlities incorporated 1
Into l-nguuge by negrtlon,gprocsss that we are going to shudy
in the next pag-s.
Thought 18 speech inside oursélves, This germo gocundus
1s the great experlence of the sdolescent, Wﬁen we enter puberty
and berln to £=all in love with the other sexy,we match this '
external 'gdging half'! by out intetnsl fgoing double', Man,
at pubsrty,splits,acquires a consclehceyand that is,begins
to converse vith himsglf,in a dlalogue of reason’ing and Justw
iflcation, Most peaple remain eternal adolescentsj,and remeim
enamoured ~ith their dialectidal powsr, The adult ,however,
gets fed up »déth reasondng. The adult,as in evary thing else,
wante to see results of reusoning., # third level of speoech
Becomes desirable,germo tertius,belonging to manhood and
parenthooa. This sermo tertlus or parentgl specch is nelther
. nalve speach within the group nor expert refléctlon,of indie
viduuls,but is the applicetion of expert reflectdon for the
ree-making or refounddng of groupse.

The degree to whibh a person hus incorporsited negatives,de=
bermines their runk. The child,the adolescent,the adult should
handle lsnguage on different lemsls, We shall analyze the
& sermo secundus(philosophy) férst,and:this wlll help the rea der

St e e

%o teke the mome difficult step of reaching the thlrd level .
that hes been sometimes celled the second philosfiphy but which
1t is more coherent to term gsermoCE8rtius. o

The negrtion 1s preparing a better snd trusr afgﬁrmatigp,
\ Vegations ure onhencing the value of ovr posktive atatement
' In 3t. Augustine's Psalm{sse text)out of Ffive hundred sents
ences,not $iss than ninety contain a neg-tion. Aliving French
thinker has pointed out that in our prose langudge it .is di-
fficult %o formulate realities and certlitudes because pro
reduces{as ~e know alreandyises our ¢hapters on redudtioc
plenitude). But for a person's vital experience snd hi
convietion of = long renge view one rendering never sest
haustive. To him,prose offers a mbans of suggesting
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fully that fulnessp or nplenitude whdch ligatures our facule
ties of expreccsion, Instded of listing one podnt efter unother
in mere succescion,he ill desmecribe the new and unifying spirit
thet animetes him,v . tr theheélp on negations,
o lake,for instuince,a sclerntific defintkion of "the state"y
"stute" is tue soviralgn goverrmént over one partlcular terrs
itory." This is & deéfinition which is r.ther dry ss lons ac the
autho r is uneble to familisrize hiks readers vith just what
"sovereign,governmemt,and particulur territory” mesn, Of courss,
he could let us hear the patriotic songs,the history,the budget,
the orders .of the hesd of the executlve power. “hen we would
see clenrly thet the stots although » soMereign yet was rot a
deity like Athene or #oloch,in other words thut soverdlgn was
a8 very relative term, W¢ woulg see thet to govern was restrlcted
to the correct.on of sbuses nnd drngera,etcs,and dld not preach
love or fashions,also th+t the State was uninterested in the
future of mankind sg & unity,or in the Interwsppiage and clan=
igh reletionships of »ll ltsgmdmbers, It would becowme clesr that
the state was not the Chureh,nor the tribs,nor a feally,ncy a
free sasoclation, Ve wouldd se~ kkak the state In actioms, But
the writer on the state msuslly does not write poléitics or
no etry or hi tomy, He is & sclentist,albelt a polliticil scle
entizt, Thug,instesd of Introducing the other styles of speech
(imperat.ve  end nsrrritives and songs),he infuses into hls golw
éntific treatmect 1tself the necessary cleriflcutions by saying
what tle state ig not,.
A defirftion ls erbitrapy -~hen 1t is nob eldueldetsd by nega-
tio ne or limlt.tiong, Miztrust «ny defintion thut 1z purely
in the flirmetive, It is mere varbiage. And the sleple word
fstate’ mostly is preforebls to such stuffed chkrcumseripitlons.
ihig type of deiintlcn ic not better thav the amswer glven by
the young comnunlst to the quectioniBut whut do you mesn By
cupitslitm? he replled:"Crpitaliem 1s everythlng vhich I dlslike,”
The purely affermutive definitions of geilentists very often de=-
serve our suspielion thet they simply are wishful thinking and
thet they p:t into thelr topge sverything thrt they fkllike,
For example,most politiecilans m'x soms religlon,some humanitare
ianism,some Imper.alism,and some homesppn sentimintelities In
thelr t+1lk ahout taxes or states' mights,.nd yeb,they will
not mention those slements vhon you ssk them forthelr definkte-
iong of thex"state. It 1s only when negetlonsg are added bthst
the defi~ition amounts to something tangible snd respon:sible.
tube sffirmutinns c¢re vorthless except whHen 211 four forms
of speech{lmpsr tive,pptativo,rnarrative,bésides the indlcative)
ave ugad, In a dr me,for instance, e do 1ot nead definitlons,
In the frmily,peopls don't ne=d definitions. here we are at
grips with the full cross of re lity,and nre bivéng together
at 211 four fronts of 1life,we do not need to dsfine what we
say. It 1s ondy iIn the school that we must defineiand analyse
our tools of psachjthe fellowship 'z one of comtion thought,and
here ,the absent thr:e fronts or re-lity are represented hy the
addition of negetions, Thought must include ngg:tion before it
can becowe geclentifke, HE who has not doubted,hes no judjmment.
In court,the judge wuzt léan to theplaintiff's side for a while,
and for : ~hile to the side of the defendants Or he 1s prejud-
lded. Tp judge mewuns to be first moved thiEs way,then the other,
and finally reach a decision, Hig judgement is always a qualied
affirmation,qualified by heving tasted@ the possiblility of an
opposite decision, We call the dislectiesl method thet method
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that moves from plain ¥es through No to a higher affirmation,
fo think,then,ls to include the phase of gaying %o in your
final afflrration, And this will lead ue to s defirllon thet
excludes certain eléménts of of which one might think when one
hesrd the simple iirat one. ¥armenides the Greek,hss beew the
el lPst man who sav th%ﬂ pre cess clearly. He becnme the first
Philosovher,in a =cigtific sense., The Chinese nevefgot that
far, They have wigdom,prent tenchers,traditlons,buy not a
philosopvhy. ‘heoccidentsl philosophers have been o proud of
this technique 'thzt they hesve exalted 1t Into scmething quite
spart from speasch, Thev inglst thest » concept is not ¢ word,and
and th«t it does not belong to threr-zlm of humasn spench but to
thet quite separate world of thought. Yow,the vitrioiic contempt
of philosophers Tor Ppeople who think that they tslk when they
think,1s a thousend ftthoms deep. bemse,We would get drowned
if we risked a crulse on thlg Dead Sea,

For the book of humasn speech,it iz ,hcvever,sufficient to re
member that the proc ss o £ meditation,defining,concziving,is
concecutive to# that of r:cord.ngy,naming,telling. e usze our
brain in both cesess L cannot perceive &He boauty of o Inngmzgm
landscape if I am not tr.inedmentally. dnd I camnot conceive
of"the state” 1f I cunnot speak. The first phllosophy,to us,ls
a second "sermo’, It is analytie spesch,csutloned by the use n
of negationg, v (

Purc effirmstlicns being wortnless. in any cebsteon a doubtful
questicn{since afflrmstions mely on uwnenimity like the command
and obedlenc- of master and disciple,csptsin and soldier)  nege
ations must cléar the rosd for s new unanimity to be crested
out of nothing. ‘e cen agrec agnirn,aiter having drifted apsrt
when we have understood whet 1o keeplng us apsrt and excluded
this. or negated th-t 1t ghonld =nter in the ergument and perpw
etuate pur understanding. In a unsnimous group,no arguments are
nseded snd therefore no philcsophye. ‘he first coge of philosow
phical argument-tiond is in court. Besceuszs the nartles wuzhk
quer- 8l and are no longer unanimous,the judge defines the con=
cept of "hefty The parties say,one:it ds theft,the other:ih is
notslonly teook the c¢r for an hour for- a drive, Thues the judge
must talk it over within himselfgand ~hataver §ls= the dogles
long may ¢ 11 what he doec,to us 1% 1s &nough to conceive of
conecepts 23 a second layver of speech,

We may saslily <draw the line betwsen uvnsenimous lahguage and
defining lenguags., In the filrst,it matters little who Joes théw
talking. Bverybody feels to give expraeszion to the whole groups
He is = mouthpizce of the life of this group to which hé seems
to t2lk, But a men who def'nes and ures Gondepts,stanils alone,
like a Judge., H& becomes - person. A man vho has the courage
to say -hat he denier hefore he shys what hé oddeptd,always
will make himself henrd snd lesve :n impreasion. This personal
contributlon i: quite rare, But he may,indeed,be sure that he
will forde peopnle to bedome avare of the fpet thgb he tried to
say som-thing definitely his ovwn. Examples of definitionss

Tikil est ‘n intellectu fuod non ante fuerit inmkm in
sensu nisl 1ipse intellicted, (Leibniz)

Adjutrix et libers phllosophiajsed non adjutrix nisi
libera,imo nor liberns nisi adjutrix. (St. Bernard)
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The Third Speech or the Second Phllosophy

That the language of definltions w hich is spoken in courts and
textbooks and classrooms(marksit actuslly 1s written and spoken
daily to millions o f vpeople,=2nd therefore &t is by no mesns just
"Ehought") ,has becom= nedessary when people who did not live toe-
gether in unanimity,had come to agreeménts,ls a phase of lungue
age which the Romans{and the Greeks)found in thesnclent days of
their lingukstic develdpment,from $00 B,C. to B00 A,D, We findl
Latin equippéd with 1t fully from the times of Clcero., There 1s,
however,a third and still higher type of spesch,sn #é#mo tertius,
or a2 second plillosophy that heals the folly of mere definltidns
and ebstract conceptse. And we cah see this rise,within latin,
before our own eyes, The dadly life of Latin teaching addepted
this manner,"the philosophy of the parsdox,” not more than 900
yeurs ago. “hat is = parcrdox? It 1s the fmet that Ak is also
not 4, In logic thiks canno t be truejfor a higher sciende,lt is
the dall§ fect of o ur own lifeys I am what I heve been,and 1 am
not3énd I am what I shall finally be,in a certain sense now al-
ready while in enothersense I am mot all that I hope to be, In
space,# must equal A, But through time it may not, A1l flrst a
philosophy has enal@ised indfcatives only,pmepositéons like:"he
is coming"(snd not "she"), The first philosophy is a loglé of
concepts in space,an% in space,the part A always keeps lts id-
entity with 1tselfl, “he second philosophy,the phidosophy of pars=
adoxxgis conscious of the fact that we ai@o talk at the time
fronts. And here,nothing keeps its 1dentityd

The first scholastic sentences of this thérd type of lengmage,
the sermo tertlius,l can find are the two followilngs

"Paulus apostolus Romanus eb non Romanus est." That means the
apostle belongs to Rome,ls buriled in Nome's suburb,is the
patron of thés city.Ah#l yet he 1s not. He belongs to the whole
fhurch,and not to the Roman Church, He actually has no specifde
Churchyany more then his mester, (The point was of considersble
practical politicel importance et that time). The sentence was
written about 1085 hy Po pe Vietor III, ,

The second sentenc~ desdd with the question of bread and wine
0 n the communion tsble, And the s=olutlon of = long quarrel seid:
FFidelis in communione et ipsum compus quod de virgine sumptum
fult,sumit,et tamen non ipsum corpus sumit." Thesentence &s from
the pen of Lanfrsnk,Anselm's predecessor in Canterbury,ga. 1078,

H&é is and he is not. He eats end he es's not. These are typleal
sentendes of the third sperch., The parsdox(which means "praeter
opénionem”) fre-s the speaker from the slavery to hisown terms
or words, Only in sbout I070,I086,I090;has thls kind of thinking
become esteblished in the occident,snd has remained our dlstinc-
tion tild todasy, It would havebesn impossible except for the con~
disensss of Latin,to put 1t so nestly,

Only by par=z=doxes,is it possible fxarkufor human_gga to study
evolution,progress,converskons,and any dynemle process. In any

dynamic process the same thing ceases to be and yet,1it remains.

Hence 1t is,and it 1s not. ’
The Paradox then is the nsw application of the word "no," In

a definltion,a concept isproduced by négatimg other things, In

the paradox,*he same thing itself is shown in its amblvalence,

us meally having two meanings at the seme time. "Sumus 1d qued

sumus. Non sumus id quod sumusjis theeternal truth about all living

belngd,snd especlally about man with his nev@rsatiated lenging

for chenge end improvmént and self=-fulfillment. But those sent= .

LH
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ences must be kept in mind at the same timegor we shall misjudge
man. haxxkhe .

Now the third 3vesech,the second philosophy,has been achleved
by a new lingulstic equipment,by applying the negation once
move;” But for healing the lucl of completeness in ahy merely in=
dicative stateménbtynot for the purpose of excluding the negated
part,onlys.

Anglicus esty maricanus est., Yes,they aregbut hor wrong to
call them thés way and thereby keep them apart for ever, Hic
neque Anglicus negque Americsnusstsumus Oomnes UNUM.

This £:mous word of the first writsr of the @ermo tertlus,
of Ekhul the Apostle,is based on the paradoxes of hi#s master,

Here are =zome of them: ¥t de vestimento guid sollicitl estlis?
Considerate 1lilis agrl quomodo crescuntinon laborant neque nenfl,
Dico autem vobis guonism nec 8alomon in omnim gloria su: coopertus
est sicut unum ex istis,

Seitlis guia principes gentium dominantur eorum:iet qul majores
suht postestutem exercent in sos, Won lta erit enter vos:sed
quicumque voluerit inter vos major fleri,sit vester minister,st
qui volu:rib Bnter vos primus esses,erit vester servud,

The shiarp division between the germo secundus phllosophorum
that only corrécts indicatives,and the sermo tertius that core
rects the philodophers themselves for their sEortcomings by ome
itting the other moods of spe~ch from thelr srgument,may be
studied in the first semmon of the sermo tertius which was put
do*n in writing by the author himself, Thls text,then,befittingly,
concludes the glorious story of nédgation ss a vehicle to higher
language, This story is a par:lleg to the marchof gero In mathe-
ematics and ¢~leulus,

"Videte ne cuis vor decipiat per philosophlam et fnanem fslle
clam secundum trsaditionem hominum,

e Ezcellentipren vdam yobds Sepomstrpd “1 linguid hominum loguar

et angelorum,caritatem autem non habeam,B.ctus sum velud aes sonans

aut cymbualum tinniens, @t si habuebo prophetiim et noverlim mysters

ia omnin,@t ommem scientiam,et =1 hsbuero omnem fidem 1ita ub

montes trisferam,ch-prit.tem swtem non habuero,hinil sum, Bt si

distribuero in cibos pauverum ommes facult tes meng,et sl tradide

ero corpus meum its ut srdeam,bharitstem autem non habuero,n hil

mihl prodest,

} Charitas petiens est,benigna estjcheritas non semulatur,non

, agit perperum,non infli-tur,non es' ambitiosa,non queerit quae

sua sunt,non Brritstur,non cogitst malum,non gswdet super iniguitste,

congasudet autm voritatitomnin suffert,omnla credit,omnis sperat,

omnia sustinet, Charitas mamguam ewxcldit:sive prophétise evac-

uabuhtur,sive linguae cessabunt,sive scientis sestrustur,

% EX parte enim cognoscimus,et ex parte prophetumus, Cum autem venerlt
quod perfectumést,eVScuabitnr quod ex purte est, Videmus nunc

ber speculum in senigmate,tunc autem fecie ad faclem, Nunc cogsk

nosco ex parte tunc sutem cognoscamf slcut et cognltusisum, Nune
, sutem munepmt fides,spes,charitsgttris haecymajor sutem horum est
' charitas.(l Yor.I3).

The question of peace bs a ques-lon of udanimity. As long as
we speak in the name of our group,ve do not endsnger the unanie
mity and that 1s the pescs of the group., Any Ng,however,that we
have to say,breaks up the unanimity of omr soclety,hsnce engenge
ers itr péace. Man found that No must be spoken,and yet,the peace

must be kept, So,the courtd came into being,wkth their decisioms




(6~

based on defined concepts,on negation,und yet peaceful,
The quarrels between whole groups could not be ended by judw -

ges. A new pover anticipatéd unanimity +ill it dould be resched

in reesl common langusge ageulin, The ~hole description given by

Poul of this new power,is,in the lest snalysis,nothdng but a means
“to"cover the hiatus between the unanimity lost snd the unmnimity
to be resiored finally, Charitas operstur cuando llngus communis
gecundum tradltionem hominum periit. Tharitsd spernit se ipsam
inter gentes separatag,inter inimicos non habentes vacem mutuam,
ugque ad radasdeptam linguam commuriem, Unanimitas petltur cum
germone utamur, Sed quia unenimitas saepe in verbls non iam sst,
per interlocutores supplénda est. Non posmsumus logul hodlé in
mrxrhitorbe tantopere divido nlsl supplendo patientia nostra am
lacunam 1llam quam cermo deficlens non supplét, IThe enim fit,ut
sermoni temporis spatium credutur cuo dur:nte nove lingue communis
creasrk et crecceré possit, Ad prpducendsm hanc crectionem nova m,
omnis homo suam linguem r-lin.uere,et ling¥:re gommuniori sicque
efficaciorl patere debet,

hatlones et prefedilones verlae fentum diligunt sermones suad,

ut lingusd slterius egoent,ex qua vhres novas ad restaursndsm
unanimitsatem applicrsndas haurire possint. Sermo. L:tinus et fuit

et hic est fons rejuvenandi nethones inimices et separatus,

Bt omnis mens liberatur lingus secunda ite ut loqui possit:
"Patrius sermo s=2rmo meus estjpatrius sermo meus sermo non eske
Clrscis mea meag classis éstgclassis mea mea classis non est,

Et sicylingus secunds profiteaming,ut sermone tertio libarahte
uti poscshtiy, Magnam Chartem Latinam conseripsimus spe commoti
vos,lector nogter,hac via profundiorem unsnimitatém inter homines
producendam petifuram esse., “uht autem vise sermones tres:infantis,
adoleseantls,adulti, Infanti lo uwendl ars communic-turjadolescentl
definlend® studium explieatur,adultl sanimdl lingusm privileglum
impartitur., Loco privilegili,igitughune libellum fnscripsimub
noming Mignae Chartae libertatiny Anglilae,

Eugen Hossnstock-Huessy




