11
I11.
Iv.
Ve

Vx'

VII'

THE EGYPTIAN KA

AND

Tt ICAL AN

The Egyptian In Us

The Egyptlan Constitution

The Literature on the Ka

Pronoun Versus Noun; Hbﬁse Versug Tribe
Pharao and Taboo

Osiris and Isis

The Homeric World
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I.
THE EGYPTIAN IN US

The process that created script, temples, the clean
shaveﬂ body, agriculture and astronomy, the mastery of space,
the vigion of office, governmeht, and justlice, this event
of Egypt in which man dared to exclalm, for the first time,
"Year One of Eternity", and dared to put down: "milliong
of years", this process, this land, this cosmlc order and
this orderly place for millions of men through thousands
of years -- was built on the "Ka".

The Ka 1s one of the most dlscussed and most neglected
toplcs of Kan's history. Every fgyptologist has ventured
an opinion on its meaning. But none.has treated'lt ag a ne=-
cessary and indispensable key to our own development. Everj
Egyptologlst was forced to admit that the Ka dominates the
scene of his world. No Lgyptologlst wished to condesccad
to discoverling it within himself.

We have one advantage over the expert. We are inter-
ested in Man more than in Egypt. Therefore, we do not feel
superilor to the Egyptians. ®¢ know that if I had lived be-
fore Mosesg, learned .in all the wisdom of thé Egyptians, left
the Nile valley, I would have been eager té be an LEgyptian
and to rige to a place in their cosmic order; 1 would have
loved to give up my tribal tattoos, my tribal tongue, my

clannish taboos, my fear of the night and my panick of
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the flood of the Nile. I would have loved to bring heaven
down to earth as the Egyptlians did.

If, then, the Ka occurs on every Egyptian stone of,
papyros, I shall regpect it as the rifle bore'which.enabled
the Egyptians to shoot at the stars and to take alms at
eternity. I shall look for necessity, not for éddity,
in reading the source material.

That 1s all. The sources are numerous, they-are eloqu=-

ent, they are unambiguous. But they demand to be taken 1lit-

erally. "Ou l'on egst tres ingenleux, on se trompe presque
| S

togours”, Maspero said. The treatment of the Ka has been
too ingenious. Quite obviously, a century of research com-
mands respect, too. Tﬁe above, the explanations of the
Ka given so far in our literature must be discussed. But
not now, at this early stage. Young apprentices of science
are required to state everything they have read before they
are allowed to say what they believe to0 be true. I have
réad, I dare say, nine thnths of the litérature on the Ka,
and I have learned something from at least one balf of this
literature. But it would kill every chance of understand-
ing in the reader, if this erudition now was displayed be-
fore he has come face to face with the Ka himself. This
then I shall bring before him first.

And to do this, the reader haslindeed to face about.
For, to come face to face with the Ka 1s paradoxically enough
lmpossible without such a resolute about face. The Ka lg,

in fact, the reality in back of a man. This reality, to a
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acdern mind does not exist. 4 child, however, kKnows of no
other. Go0d iz back of s chlld. A man trles 4o face every-
thing, by an set of his own will and reasone. He llves head
ong tﬁe nind tries to plerce the worlde This is wmanlye.

The Xa is not seen there, and the Jods of chlldhood are

not aeen therec. God helds us In the palm of his hand. And
what is & 2od? A (od is a power that makes man act Oor speak
or feel or dle. and hins grip on our nape is the one process
which precedes every word we apeak and every wesning we glve
the thinge we can mece. The "Ka" ls this grip on our nuque.
The Ko ls ununderstandable to aen who deny that they have
been pushed into 1life, are pushed through 1ife and are pushed
out of life by powers beyond thelr controle. As a selentist,
I deny these powers myself; for as a sciontlist, I want to

mut the shole world in front of ne, and leave nothing hide
den in back of me. As a man 1 Know tow well that sclence
itsclf became one day one of these terrible powers In uy
11fe which now pushes me on and one. e all have becone
sclentists at one tiue! A sclentist who is in the grips

of the aclentific lapulse, 1is quite incapable of loogen-
ing his sclence's iron grip over hin by a Pas&iube about
face. uost sclentiste, in other words, repregs the eveatl

of thelr Kae They deny the proccss by whlch a power greater

than we plsces us in our place in the cosale order, by

" taking us by our shoulders and showing us into place

from in back, and tells us Lo be Egyptologlasts or this or

that.

TIC 0

S ) N




-4‘

Ile THE COYPTIAN CONSTITUTLIC

’

The Ka is rendered ns a gesturs of Lwo human arus or
ap the hevering over harzo's shoulder of the bLwo wings

ot the great faleon, doruz, the central Pharasonic Jlvine

It is i aosbt frequent gesture on our wmonwaents. 1t

is
oeosurs o1 tha Palerio atkone, our oldesal Lyyptlan asnnals.
Yet, in ke Alaserbtation of Helmuth doller on the gostures
Asnicte2d on the aonuments of the anclent period of agyptian
Hiatorylz this zoet popular movewent is nol even aentionede
for thiae etrange eontrast -- the Ka, the 10t repre=-

sentoed rosture, =nd the huwsan gesbures all eanuceraled in

o
i

dqoller, == there ls a sinple caplemiatione The La ke | e
The plural later is burned po han . L e but it la

not the ~cature of préyar or laploratlon == ao o gaporfliclad
gpectator alrht interpret Lte Cur synbol is sousllues repe
re=ssnted se L1fting ©p zome tablet or tha serpent which
20ang eon or 1ife cyelce Ji is placed on the [harao's head
as two arw added to hias own conplete an tomy becaouse those
araa are not hin own dmploring or praylng ones, Lul they

arc srn= whlch have opened to him.  In Luxor, the God Horus
is shown as & falcon but in order to show hig relatlon o

harao a3 beato. ing 1ife and of fice, the falcon's wings

1). uitteil. Deutsches Institut in Kairo TC (1937) .
"Die Darstellung von Uebdrden suf Denknlllern des
Alten Relchs"e.
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are changed into two human ar‘msﬁ‘) The twoe hands of/fmms

8)

were worshipped in Nechen o On the other hand, one of nh@

greatest tgyptlian gculpturéa shiows Phareo with tho two wings

of Horus sndéhe-twe-asms embracing his Occlputnj) The two

wings of Horus and the two arae of the Ka then are ldentl-
cale They mean the sase, the act of bestowlng the Ks lie
called neheb, to put on our "nugue". No wonder that this
verb nsheb also was used to signify the yoking of oxen und
horsese
Neheb Ka, Bestosing the HKa, was "the Power who makes
mankind to live by his arﬁs,"s} as "the power who establishes
ny nap@"G). Neheb in fact not only means "to bﬁStOW"ﬁ), bub
as a noun, 1t eans nape. The acceptance of the Ka from
in back is unanimously etated in cur sources. and Lt is
this interpretation which golves the ha's riddle. Horus
bestows the Ka. 48 everybody kinows, sa and Amon sa inherit
the role of Horus aa Lord of the Ka.’ Thot, tL.e Seribe of ;
the skyworld, pives lt.n) Gf the ﬁk& god it was sald in fﬂ
our oldeat texts, Iyracsids apeli 600: fThou hast put thine
two arms in back of them in the form of the Ka so that
&hy Ka be in tﬁem.
In Pyrasids 1653 aton creates the first gods an&

after having nade them, "he put hls srmg ground them and

13, Luxor, plate LXXI

2)e sethe, A¥o 2ts. 58 (1923), 57. This should deserve
closer exasination.

3)e Kalro .useus, No. 138 in G 42, excavated in Chephren's
Pyraald, 1853 by 4. diriette.

4)e Hetternlch sgtele 1I, 21

S)e Bock of the Dead ed., Budge 1i, 270

6)e Erman-Grespow 1I, 201 f; under discreet omission of .
Brugsch interpretations in Thessurus 1, 362; 394 for |
yoking oxene aut neheb is the wvariant for his meaninge.
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his srmg contained the Ka, and by dolng so he gave thex diviae ax=

istence and pormanence.” In Spell 1654 the sane god 1s asked-to place
his two arns behind the king and behind the const uction of the
pyramid, - in the fors of the ha, 80 that the iiog's ka say inhabit

the ryranid. The Ha is "This god in a man.” 1)

The "Ha"® name

of the Pharao is the nawe which he recelves when he ascends to the

double throne of lgypt frou which he can face north as well as south,

and thercby tukes his unique place in the cosulc ordcr.‘ unly Pharsao

has a ¥a, in 'gypt's beglnulngs. 1t le but centurles later Lhat |

other ¥gyrtin g oay share in this disgtinction. all the

attributes of Pharso descend flnally te the rgyptians under hle
But always a distlaction reualns. Pharao be.oses an astral

body, a living o .ber ol the skyworld at ﬁla coronation; other
tgy-tlans cnter the skyworld‘nt thelir doath o.lye The goree
natlo . ® o8 thurao dilc to kls sortality. hen norus, the

fal o fro the aky, bestows the ha on the king, rhorso becowes

an astral deity. This astr L dell, 18 .weded in the wcbnoay
A

Qf'thr heaven of Lgypt because onc function of this heaven lis

not fulfillsd c¢ither by sun, moou or stars. Thure are llai-

tatlons to the gun aud the noov  which bhe sgyptleas overca.ec by
rlacing onc .Lore star in the firoasasnte Sshat ils thils

l1iwitatio 2 The sun, 21 this wurse froa .ast Lo est, ls cou=

pelled tc pass over tie Southern liorizon, wever cain he touch the

reglons of tre North, In thc lorth, the only p rusaent rogeats are

the circuzmrolar stoara, the stars of Charlces idales, of Ursus .gjory

N

and the Folar otar. iternmll, the aorthern and the southern

l)Lacan, Zecucil 44, 91, iraua, deligion 3, 162
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half of the ghy arce elelt, ot rulcd by powers wi.0 never uccte
Kipling has told ue that ast and et shall dever weed excepl in
the souls of brave men. The gyrtlian polltical antheus rans  North
an  3oath and 3Joull an ! North and never the two shall aect except
in the Xa of harao whe: he sits oo the two Llro.ws of South
and North: this Alvinlty @ usists in delag »hat ac othor god doest
golng North and spearing the pelar stur and turnlag south asud woving
with the sun, as Wvli.'nivlnity neang wosunic fuictlion. kyhurao'a
Nivinity was not a luxury, a flattery or empty couplisent. 1t
expreagned the alple truth that wo are divine wheu we cense Lo be
ar accident of blrth ant becone a neecessity of functlon otherwisge
unfulfilled. The Godfs arc the letters of that source alphabet
witbout which birth and deutlt and growth aﬁd deciine, and the
revolutlion of 1ife cannot prucéed- it 30& call Pecoac nueesgary,
you ars o god, in gy tizn. termin.logye. You becouwe o god iL you
are 110tcd wp to ¢ 0 o ogsary function.
. Yow, without Fharao, tic comnes would gut Lo wnited, 3t would
notyhnvy one volee, bhe speoxir, one articulations [ost.le powers
coul? read heaven as well zs cakbhe-the polsy sbar ao  the sun
% would h=ve nothing to suy to e-.¢h others They womld not be on
sveasing toras.xkihxexminmfiore And to this day wherever oo say
that peorle arc not on speasing boras witn cachother we cxpuoci thes
% @o be nat war or to go to war agoinst <ach other. Pha 50 .uade the

northers sky and the gsouthcr. sky spcax in éne languagee iic

promulguted each lew Xvure day the united calendar for the whole

3

skyworld of wgypte uften 35 we read of the echicve..nts of the

&

calendar. The eaperor of Chine down to 1910 proclalacd on
Vew Year's "ay the chor s and officcs of cvery Chincse in the

year to come. In this proclouatio. of "The Son of heaven" the

oc
[:{-1
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the zgyptian Pharao livcd one out it is nob cuvugh to have Pharao
or the mperors of all anclcat cuplreo prociaias the loaws Of hieavesis
ge-underrate thelr role 10 w. aast Lhc. the wouthpaece o aa
rxlating conumic order. The zgyptians asaw couldict in the skles
without Fharaoce g littic as the Jungle or the .dlle vakkey or the
sbapesol iacclea dAd the firaasweat appear onc to the old ;ﬁﬁptiaﬂﬁ.
They =- a3 all savage tribes to thile day -- sas te.siblo batiles
a1t wy 3 golng on in the sky aad on earth. Light Fought day, sun
fled fro. the atara. Stars retrested in the fuce of the sun. Qoon
apreared and vanlshed. There was no peac® In the silese and ahere
there ia no peoce, there ia anarchy and dlsorder. The sun ls unable
to Jiarel this anarchy according to the wgyptis.s:"barkncss is
here for us in ay sight even whilc sa, tie Sua, s o the amy."l)
Pharno changed this by creatling the Unlted ramll; ol Lho Skye
Frox thr first sow at of gypt ¢ notug=-Fh.ruo awd the followers
of dorus soved annually, later overy accons yew fro. the deepest
go:tk to the ut. o3t north, roughly 600 wilus -« ui unhegr d of
#iatnicm for any .olltiinl caterorigse tiva == lu Uhils Liaght of
MHorus he overea.e-the "ap. 1ed”, the Jortixra woustellstloa of

Seth, in the Sky of the Lizby, na? Lo cxtended the cosule unity

to the cac reglon to whilch neithor Sun por .ooa co. cver proceed.
Thin w-2a Phrrao's rrogress thpough bis rezla, laltated by the
} errrulis sclla 1. lGomc, tune Jlerovinglaan clrcuit and ueeu :zlizabeth's
%‘ ‘ "Progreas through fier renlie”

No wonder that it was nuver focgotteas JopfBTrac's progress

from gouth t north m de tnc onc sove in the cosnlc revolutlonsg,

gyptian srcheclogy 22 (193%), 126

SO0
l,

11
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which 2o othrr coamic power did perfor.d, and the cresbiv. of
Pharsonic :gypt conslstcd of this act. Ihis, sotblug else, con=
.stituted gypl. ‘

For eith months, Lgypt ls as divided ag a.uy .thor 600 wiles
of country. For four monthe, :gyrt is uniohablil:;ble because of
the flood of the Wiles For thet ribes, the wile valley was a least
favored reoglo: as they bhad o le ve 1% for one third of the year.
Pharao turncd the 1llabllity of the flood iaty an asact. but in

order to Jdo tihis, bhe Lad to stress the One positive feature of

the flood: that it united sgypt, a.d bavolved adl the luhabitasts
of the vallcy du the identlceald plight of haviug 0 scrauble up into
the higher places £ro. the valley bottos. ue rode thc NEE% crost
of the wave that in tlree weeks rolled duwﬁ‘from ~As ohsntice 40
relugiume Thie waz “the God Lla this sane”

In the temrle Anascriptivos, horus chasce notly the whole

on &hv lediterrancan, ax! the flood ds . loob netod ion dyblos far
to the Morth. This siaual feat is cotiusiastlicm.ly halled by @
a1d Thot, Sun and .oon, who poll are guile surprisede Wi course
they are, s nelther Sun nor «©oa caii rlde {rv. clephanitneg Lo re-
lusium nor return south fro. there, uader btheis ow  powers i the
other hand, this £00 miled long ride, for the trioes, wuas aob acae

aurable iu pedestrian or terrestrian terwse a4l had Lhe aagsitude

&

of a cosalc net; it wa? ooup r ble Lo tihe sua’s wove.eate This
then was the aubloct aatter of tue norus texts to lot horus act

i for sun and. . ocn, as their cjual without witholdiug fro. norus hls
unlque co tribution. Horus had to rank with Sun and J4oon but not

sinply isnitste them! Hever have th. igyptians "worshipped the sun”

leneth of th iile fro. cJlepoantine at the Jiret ¢ub.roet o vfeluslum

as we g0 often reade. 1In the adfu toext, most ofbe.s bransiabed verslon
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of the Horus religion, thie is all stated and Joaepn Uralil

read it there sevently ycars ugos 1-@ Oaly the lugenlousness

~of the "historical" school forbids then to resd. wc¥Wery single

phrase bears out the fact ﬁhab the pgyptlans saw a cosule feat
in pPharac's riding the @ils‘a fivods, that he conversed with
sun and oon on this ride and that he touvk théw first Lorth
and then let then retum Jouth In thelr owa asner.

Three hundred and sixty days have gone byg the five extra
Asys in July durlng'which igla-=Sirdus-=greets the sun, but is
without Oalris--Orion in the sky have approacheds Seth in the
North rulcs suprease. i hos hls day, the 363rd day, at the
height of the divislon. ogypt le divided lnto the particles
of the body of hilw wno la golng to crﬁﬂﬁw the throne “JctJd
Oslrise. Now Horus beglins WJds progress. Seth ls vangulshede
jhea the acashore la ronchied, ha asas Thot &b;ut lioug'
achlevew nts in those terss: "have we not bravellied over
the whole land on thie Nllc?  have we nol bruvelled over all the
sea?” Thot sald: "Theso waters shedil L called the waters of

travels fro this day." 2) In the formuls "fro. this day,”

it is well stnted that Lorus joining the gods has added sowsbliing

to thelr cosmoge Sousething new has been lacorporated into the
world'a pregular wmovenente: Fharao's progress. And BSun and
foon rejolce in this new ally. By the way, uo leags. than four
feativals of unorus' jJourncy down the {llc¢ w:ire listed on the

Palerno Stonees) This shows the preoccupation of the Founders

l).Studien I Wiener Se.pe. 98 (188l), 83%0 f., against Sethe,
Newberry etce see aslso vduard .eyer, Altegeschichte I, 22,114,

2) Journal Zg. Arche 21 (1935), 35 feo Of course L have cospared

Navillis and Brugsche

3)Ch. Boreux, ztudes de Nautlque cgyptleniie, semoires de Caire
AN AR Fatol <Y QL8 e
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of :gypte Horus = Pharao'e boat bore ths cosmlc nauc "atar
of the two countries.”

The Suin asd e coou grested Horus'® achievewent in Felusiump=e

thielr omivregence and Horusg' osnloresence vullested the [lood.

An' thr tewplos mede thls conipresence oi the 8hy visible.

Py owam o one all the yee'r, the emvbtbh wog it solely duriig the

inmun”atlos =nd Horun'! progress. b this polnt, Liw ayulbicael

erterad the liturgye wome did vl foae SUa and .aoon

upatreas back Lo the South. & Live explaaation given was that
yn Attt oon rotarmed via tbe ced Ser Lo oa poant Loutih of wdiu
In “wblia and there found a water whlcr carrled tnee fre. the

ted Teaointo the Nlle valleye Thic geograpdemi lu, csplbillty
ig the a rriorli of the Horus wythe wud ¢<thiuxs it in uwopd
Lelling, 1) Lt 1s the inevitaile shadow of tie lllumin&ting
Horus p rfer nace. 4t shows Lhat polat ol oo Lo cusale egua-
tion of jorus and the atars bro<oc down. wul beveuse we cnn
robe the pednt at shich 1t la dafigiwung W LLBU ale ensvled
t“iﬂﬁﬁliﬁﬁ Low I'npe Lic eguatlos was valld. b hytﬂ Lat sun
and  oon ¢ teroed via the bad Les s aldr oo Boas 0f & gown
henoratly wora by Phogrno=Herua a8 o nesbor b Lus hooveady
Tamily,

Horua transforaed the unruly cuter world Lalo &L ordscldy
rhgthaically noving Great houses whe. the wa culercd Phamo, bLhe
ensule function bhefell nias, the oue functlion throug! which the
univesae beea.s a house, Lhe 36 Deksas in toc sky thls Louse's

regular forss, aad the teiples on sarth, fune tearles in the 36

1) Zrasy . yhlarz, Die sauedcs BRoLen deeres, APCRLV LUl iGe AICHe
I (Wlen 1938, 111 £rf. shinks that Lhe ded Ses got its neme
fro: this roetum passege of $he Sua and .00N.




noura of Leypt now could reflect tals order aud eternity. The
ey Yesr of Faypt bepgan "Wenr une 0f wternity,” "@hen sorth and
soutl were L balance.” 1) To mite sure, Dy s0 expeériacntatlion
conecla that Fhorgo-icrue unitcd, he alsu ig givea Lhe power

to asernarate the twol He ¢icons and cloecen the gutes of tne cosmie
houso, ¢ can sepacrate Lhe lande which: ne unitese€! The sa

thet cxmrussed the experience of the Llirst cosaic offlce in
nasiiad, veoted Lnoa wortal wace FPharao leivl ble 1ifcliae when
the TJod encesansed hils sapouldder fro. la bace gud he sade bhe

gricos one Lou Phe tenkes whico wo Lullo Lo Lhis day still

RY)

redelet thin flrat decemnsary sole ol wny e Loe wordde  The
noondn Toaret tho wWordd, sSalos as weall as madg.e  RULB, caves,
shelter~ were Purtively eacloyeds oot uisteady 12 the Ulesting
foot of the ela'2 wewers.s Grives bulilld no Lousce gince the
exteranl world io in unruly Lurwulle

Pharao made the world of Lorth sad south sabte e welld
yulﬁﬂ Oreetl touoe gnd thie i the raniliny of the nawe Fharag,
i

L Great House. Rigntly Ao we progerve of all tue apyptlan achieve=

T nt the central one thet the ualverse cail be coasider 3 a lawful

A noune LI ons aosa acts sidereallye This az a0 june To “"consider”

i

; avt "alfrat, Ll sinra, ace ol blie so.e roobe W0 consider was
to undcrataat the lzwiul order 00 Loe 8Lars, Lo couceive of the

i Univera:r o0 Lo Lteworle 0l Leardeds

I

\ ) oy Lot un retuen bo tre expoessio ol Lals exporlence of

Phernoe  "re'" eaterod nloe wihen the Dslecn ringed hlas wings arouand

! 1) “halencr 0f Lhe Lwo oountrics."  Sethe Lrams Texte 55 "waat
tel's Igprt Lo batance”’ annmles du Seprvice 10, 242 plcture 50.
"Ptak'e worfe ore the &guilibrium of the two sgypte.” agyrctlache
Zta. 64,39, On jiew Year's bLay, on this beautliful festival, the
Forld 1s Drousht in equilibrium” Brugsch, Thesaurus, 102 .
2) He i3 enlled “The opener of the separation of the two lanﬁa

wren tre £lood recedea ard th- alint anmt Af fha Bode fe o2
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his face fro: in back, when two araes toucued him frow in backe.
Ka m%ng Thou in sgyptiane Is it possibie Lhat the ka siaply

exalts the pronoun klexk m@ednd person singular Lo an entxiy?

All sgyptologists have shalten theoir head at Lbhls. They cannot
deny that ¥a ueans Thou., They caauot deny thnt a0 olier meaning
of ¥a has been found whia wmeans anything rittlug. but that 1s
a0 peoof in thelr oyca alnce this ldeatity rings no syupathetic
note 11 their carse e can only sce bthe proof, ln our sovurces,
For what we firast have heard, in our beartse And the whole 19th
cantury hnd forgotten that siarle fact, whlch ay gencration

has now revindicated under blood, swent and Lewcss LL is the
accented inaight of the new anthropolqu that 1u all of us, the
thou precedes the ego. Hobody can say "1" unless he first has.
been for quite a whilc someboiy else's Thous fThe parents’ Thou,
the chlld resnoads by 1, in lisiting the rirst unlisited pareatal

orientation we gll live [irst because obhers address ug. [hat

kaows of his belng conebody's addreszee long vefore he ever
would think of addreasing hiuﬁelf.l) ie are esliled before we
gpenk, think, snow, Judges

Mationag ag well as individuals aust hear bh@irk“narken Isr&el"il

before they ever become potent to make Lhelr own answole nven

fs late s Aocurent ss the American Declarstion of independence

1) This is not the place to give the history of these aew dise j
coverira. It has been sketched masterfully as "Das Neue Uenken" '
by “ranz Hoscnzgelg, in his Klienere( Schriften 1937 p. 380

Ly own contributlions are "Sprachlehre™ of 191¢, publlished in
1923 under the title angewandte Sellenkundee ut of revolutlon,
Autobliography of westera dan, 1933 New York p. 729 fi. See
Dorcth. zuset in Journal of xelligion 1945.
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facea atout, in a deeent “resscect” to answer objections to their
revolutione The slgners felt called upon a.d reclled.

Buried ng this proper sequence of aan [row Thou o &L Lo
‘e kux to He has been by the age ol :eason, it shoa ld not be
ianossible for a living asoul to recognize tre propylety of the
tera Ka for the first cosmic calling of o tribal chlerten to go
outside nis kindresd and to link up with the stars 1. the heavens
of nipht and dnye.
but 8B thare not a certaln weanneas in the use ol o umere
pronoun for btois groo bt danovation? Lo grassar, porsonal pronouns
arce trent-d with o certaln nonchalance. They are often
"irregulare.” The noolal conditlods of thelr appeamice are nov
discusgeds And that mehes Lt hard to concelve 01 o royal and
rrieatly significance of » wre nersonal proacun. e will take
up this challenre at the onde its discussion will have to be
aos-what b oothyy we shall have to develop the dinlectical place

,of the “gyntian :arlre to the tribal atate of aankiod before iv
‘an beco:e clear why the discoversr oi the Grost nouse of the
Universe could bear hls calllng in Lhe enconutluay exclamation
"Thou," That thrrc was soae pruorrlcty 1a this cholce of the
poor gra. atical pronoun obviougly reguires so.e dissertiag on
pronoung and nouns in general. This our disserbéitlion ssy or

nay not prove convinelng. AL thia point of the discussion it

7

ls caoupsk to stste the purely zgyrtological situation. sithin

it 1t is certain thats
4 1) Fharso's ¥a was bestowed on hia fro. in back, on his
napc, by two ar.se. :
2) Pharao wna the only wortal for o lony tice to recelve & Lfe
3) ¥a is the beatowed nai and th. saac word & sns “Thou."

4) The actus of bestowing the Ka 3led to its reallsatio. as
a noainal entity. This however iz nothing speclal; all




a

5)

6)

7)

8)

)

10)

acts were astabllized inio substances in .g¥ypte "Ka® is
to be explalned in acbu, act 1o situe It ls msthodlically
wrong Lo look for an objective Ka outside the sct of the
two armg bestowling 1t on Pharaoe

The very category of the "objective” did not exist in

Zpyrte  den found thesmselves by answerlng o calls and

by perforuing acts. The acis made the wmane He becane

kim own person in hia actsl Objective behsvior is thinkable
enly for a socieby where the person 1s suppose’ to exlist
before he or she hag acted and where the aoct is not cgonsldered
the realisation of the person but the manlpulation of

thinge ocutside the e rsone OFf such aanipulation the

teyptiang knew nothinge. Therelore they 4ld not koow of
subjects or of o jects iln the w0dern senge of thess terus.

The Ka then aade Pharao rharaOe. e was 1ol the saue
peraon before and after the bestowal of the ka. He was
esantipated fros hisg clammlsh ancestors. He conguered the
rizhts of the deade

Pharao changed his existonce when he nscended the dcible
throne. He intervensad In the henvens by thls acb and

froms then on, and thls sade hizw an indlis penseble agent in the
ciklegtial and terrcatrial revolutlons. He becase the

menber of 8 dlvine household and fanlly.

Fharao was an cgqual of the gois by virtue of his office.
The office conalsted in dolng anouslly what no cosale
foroce dide to unite the southern and tue aorthera halves
of the universe by one sustalned wove dente

As mouber of a divine Unuily, +haveo dispenged wibh the
tatoos and taboos of tno Lrivee.

He ceased to live in but or cave or tent. He founded a
houge, the housge in the gky. A4 house is separsted from
tribal habitats as a wachine ls digtiagulshed fros a tool.
A house gg well as & wschine has cesalc and sclentifiec |
origiag; huts and tools are emplricale A4 houge has certeln
neceasary subdliviglons and foundatlone which are polite
lcally significante This is a new princlples avery

tem le of Zgypt was oriented by tre King. avery house had
gates and doora. These are svents in our relativ.s Lo Lhe
universe which forbid any attempt of a gradusl evolutlon
betwren hut and houses Hute origlneliy are o the psrle
phery of tribal pollitics.e The tribeg ucetl in Lhe open. 4
house ia the center o prolltics. Fharao resides on his
thrones, .
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Iiie The Literature on tha Ea

A bibliopraphy is offere’ by Alan dardiner in s
ﬁotw T on ps 99 of hia "Toub of Aneneshet,” 191561> Thip
aaster of expert hidden incwledge ls rabhier disappolatiog on
ocur ﬁOPifw The Ko is Lo Gardiner “a sniftling wode of haagn
individuality." This gives ua no holre

fven sore dianppointing is bhias translatlapg bhe festlival

Yehebefan by Muniting the dag.” It le certslo thal Nehel does
not ean Lo unihe.  smt AF Gardiner were right, 4 still would

fepl thot we weres ignorant how s rellglon gelecrated the annual

"union of ahlftlam modes of huannn lndividuality.”

Biasing had mone so far oaf Lo see mere alferings of food
in the Xas and to tnake the l1ifted &Pﬁﬂiﬂf the na sign for the
grature of praying and lmploration. Kees haes refuted bBlasing
and BIRREARXRRAXEEARXAAxRRXXEEXER  we Know already Loat the

texts and pletures refute hime dsapero saw “Le Double” in the ba,

&ithout exp Latning why the double baQ&@E g0 aiulgnty, over the
Fgyptiang. Steindorff saw “the genius" in the hs, crzan the

. supply of vital ¢nergye sow they all anslyzed a tiscless, a
petrified na. 2wl mll :gyptian religloen remllzes processces

in actu; the Ls 1s spoken to th Pharso while the god puts his
srag sround Rlve The ha was gepurated fro. Lte occuﬁ¢o“.v inptead

an 8ve L it bhecez e 5 things
Lo

o

Here wr toucsh on the one of the two catmstrophlcal featurcs

in these Alscuasions. Although 4t always was adsitted that

notody but Pharaso ot filrst recélved a £8, and Lhalt be vrecelved it

1) Add: He Hecs, Jemseltsvorstellungen, Lelpsig 1926 pe 75
A. doret, Le i1 et la Civil, igypticnne, 1926 p. 193
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at his coronatlion, the exvlanation af the bha always has pesn
general, not grecifie for Pharsdc. Geneticaliy, we could never

Cunderstond the Ra as loag as we disgcusacd it 1a general and
aiamlém@d the strictly Pharsonle ritual pletures and sentences.
in connegtlion with this lnck of the particalar eventuatlon
the a@cé&ﬂ calaalty nust pe listed: the "bal,” the bird of the
soul, wa= compared witth the HKa. And most autucrs cheerfully
dilacourged on o and bal as on twing or st lepst close relatives.
Both accned o signifly the sgve or slrilsyr nonaensicnl rgyptlan
notions of the payche.

Ye now know fromn <anke that the bal does not ocour belore
the Hew Laplre, 2000 years nfter the hne bBal and havaan have
absolutely nothing to do with cach othere The nllegod parallelism
of Ka and bal has done indescribable hars siace fros this oone
fugion all neo-rgyntologlsts feld @naouru@éd to trost the whole
apterial ng abetruse asd arbltrarye. 1) |

) 81l:ilarly the K2 han alwaeyse been troated neparstedly frou
the Nehob-Kon, the [estival of the firat day ol wiaster whea

the good earth roarpenra fro  under the waters. The newest

i Inveatigatlon of the god YNehebksn by Alan shorter gocs o0s far

as to zevarats thils god fro the featival of tne sa.e nanes
¥o have, then, in our literature, the followling ALIficul=

tien:

- a

41l bal's and all ka's are luaped togeticre 411 Has are

eEplalne’ instead of the Pharsonicka. The festival Nebhebkan and

1) 4 randon exanple is gberhard Bruek's Totentelil und Feelgerat l924r 
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arid the mod Hehebian are Loolnted ead gepurated fron eoch obhier.
Neither the 307 nor the festival are sxazine’ as Lo thnelr

eénnection wity the XKa, whoge "begtowal” ia the nane for a

fngtivallam well am for o God, and leat not lroast whai the Ra
is envisaged, 1t in coagidered ve a statlec entity lustead of an
gvent in Lf%e, an acte

In thle sltuatlion, one thing is pecullarly striklog: the

doainating Laportoace of bthe hs for all wgyptlan Lhought remalos

obscures The ka ls sald to be gowething 0dd and unnecessary.

co it abhrinke in slendflcances  sowhere hes &b contocet wilh
other bpyptisn bellefss  Inatead of follosing it in its posslible
remifientions, the ks, in our iltersture, le trected llie an odd
rellc, an crratic rarity.

Howover, GUr gourcrs aro o unanit da in sbowding us tho Ka

at the heart of the *gyptisn slywor 13, baspero was ithe last
&8y

to nay il abttention to this fact. Hie explasaatioa of ULhe Ha
ag “the dosble 1a not wronge. L shsres wlti. bbhe waole a,pro&ch

of the 10th century the noninnl, normelike conceptlion of verbal,

rrogess=1%1kc acts., The Ra is not a voun in the indlicative. 1t

i 1g 2 noun in ita vocative, that iz dts verbal forae The vooative

: i the imnerative of the noun, that ia that fors in which we do
not arepk of somebody but force somncbody L0 llisten Lo uss

? Gur nice divisilons of all words lo verbs and noung were

%’ :
unknown Tive thousand yenrs ago. The grassar was in the declen-
gion! 2 vocative was an order, c¢om.and or & prayer; s nuninative

was 8 person; o genitive mas a slory; ac a.cusatlve was a thlag.
Hirht through the 2144le of esch word ran tne borderiines between
tenses ant generas verbs. The word could be pshed aeross Lhese

borderlinces inte the fielde of facts or of feelings, Or personi-
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Ficntion or of sotlon, by ihe declenglons.

Lf tne ¥n weaw apoken in addressing Pharaa; it obviously
war itzell of n character which, with ue, verbs havee

Fut our Alexendrian gresoaar lsz to Blase, not the
tpyptolopists, lor thic strange lack of congrucus “goaswetleal”

terame. A goleatifd grosoier does not exlst. 4 sas convinced that

[+

it 13 roaealblec to penstrate into the prieeval layers of our
mind cuer farther L o acientific groomar ean be establlished.

In tve acrabhtlce, contributions to Lt usy ke acceptable
trourt they be more norsels fnsmterpd 0f s well decorated repaste
Tentatively, then, I shall a2d sowe remprus on bthe relation
of the "Ka'" to %the tribal eantecedents ol Pharao in beras of
the evolution of grecoars The preesdlos trratae b of tLhe Ka
Aora not Aerend o1 bhe corvectness of the views wxy%&aﬁ@d in
rart four, I £olt thst they sust be alrod Lo foree our probe
1ena out of thelr departasuntsiizgtlion.  Sltoougs 1 have netupre
a%ly 3t tola wovent the genuiar opinien that Part Four's amggeﬁ~
tions see: true, I atill 2. much lesp Latergstod in xy answer
than in the neeeasity of wy ucthodbeal guestion. Language is
the carrier of hlstor:. all chuuéa& ol a fumdgh@npul charscter
urt find expression in lingulstic structurcase The historical
process, Lben, which orxes :pypt understendscole, ual b thoe
Ainlectlicsl procear betwren tribes and eaplrcs and wust be

exvreased in afructural changes of Luaaiuagis beyoud gypls
the Oreeks and larael liveds They, on the opposite end aso Lo
a-eak, wust have trangcended pgyptian lingulstleslly. if we

co:ld anply the plagers of pre-sgyrbtisan acd pest-sgyptlan graamar
and lansuage we could determine the wgyptian gontribubtion with a
elarity which by a pure introspectlion cannol be produdeds
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I would not gay this in an igypteloglceal enviroannent were
it not for two reasons. 1) The anthropological schooel threatens
to coafuse all the Fgyrtological Lssues by throwing togother
Afriecan hﬁt dwellere and the pyranid builders. The abhorrmhna
of principlcs and categories aso:g the sound agbolars has led
to a most ugsoumﬁ and uneritliesl hunt for sathropolbglosl
® terinl asong “sovages.”  That lohotep the bullder of Zoser's
pyrazid ig reduced to a aere twin of a headbuntiog aw chileftan
or hisz vedicline .as, lg & sad result Of not sshed thie gquestions
here aakedy Shnat la the dlstinctive atep froa tedibe bo eaplire? dhst
ig new 1a spyvpt which did not exlst in Libys o  Arabia?
‘ho e influenged whom, Phnreo the negrocs or tme'mﬁgrmem
Pharno? The rellces now found in Africa contain strong lslanic
glew ntae 211l apree that lala. ds the lapartiog civilizatlam.’
2) The Berlin school threatenn to dlssolve Horus, Hathor,
Imis and Vsirie inte mrere historye. Sethe ad dewberry and delgall
tyrmt@d the Scth rebellion as hlstory.' Brephted read lunto the
P%lﬂrno atone the pre-dynastic kKings of ﬂény centuries, thousends
of yeurs wore 1itrrally added to historye. Uslris become s King,
fforug a ¥ing, Seth a Hing. hy these gaae nen who proved all thls
ghould hnve looked dow . on janetho and Horopollon, is lnexplicable.
Fhelr wcthod la identical. The :zgyptians say literally that a
teurle 1s heaven on earth: "Pherao-Horue has bullt the chanber
which rguals the snree of the heavens with the &un."l) 0P
bluntly one cannot say that the emplrea were cosalo not bhistoricals
The “ialectics fro: tribal splrits to Phargo Lo Jose's
wistory must be dlscovercd before the pirely anthropoioglesl and
purely historiesl schools cun eeasnc to rob the enplretulldsrs of

their place between ancestral and historical existence. of * el
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peculiar leogle, thelr pecullar sclence, thelr pecullar alu. The
empire bullders gnld that they 414 oot zish to orient thelr
lives fro- their ancestors but Iro. the skicse Thoy sald that

they wighed to bull? tesp los not Lobespoles. They ceased b0
tatoo thelir bodirs. Thelr aarried thelr siaters aod perhaps
thelr ﬁot@wrm. They kept sloves Instead of slaying every captives.

The very first ‘pyrtians invented the hleroglyphs of wllllons of
years and eternlty and alaed at n great yeare. Ghicftalos wnow of fourf
or five genecrations of the splrlits ol the deade 4ll tribal ;
anirits are nlaced in govercign governnent and the dead dosine
ate the livingg, in fgypt every desd san goues vader strict
Jutpment and the liviny Fharno sust bulld his own grave in hie
11frtize. FPharao 41 s when he 1s crawmﬁd. In the gribos, every
san represents the whole body pollitliece  cgypt is divided by
profeasions.  ‘hat then ls the nvw princlple whicoh underdies sll
theage gharp breaio?  Is sncient history porhaps like sll history,
full of extrene contrasts and wrre congclous conbradictlons

Rn;ceﬂwary then as today to azeke then thiank and progross?

The 3attle betwren Nouns and Bronouns ls the battle betwsen

. tribea and bppirene Thre viclory of the prououn in «gypt 1is
: goupled with the vi tory of the pxmxsmmxim house principle over

the Jungle prineiplel The tribes meest under trees, in the open

grages, turning inside away fro. the world. The smplres constituted

&

the flratl houses of cosmic signlficance. and in constituting thelr
throne in the aky, they defled the naacs of the ancestral aplirits
L and the ways of apeech at th tribal acetingse They talked anong

the gods of the sky as one of thelr family. And in this new

house of Horus, the pronouns of 1 snd Thou were in opyder as in

any family home.




§ . PRONOUN aND NOUN

The existence of the personal pronouns I, thow, he, %hé,
1t, we, they, in our langusge is & politlical or socliologlcesl
rhenomenon as well as  linguistic one. However does not
all philology the love of the logos lead to an undersizndliog
of n way o%klifa? Pronouns and anouns connect Lwo ways of
life.

The names under which the trlbessen meet {or thelr dances
and on tho warpath, at the fire and under the totes pole, are
fornal nancse e should call thes tltles today If we wished
to awaken the correspeording modern aosociabliongs

Theae titles were fanlly relations and gave a chearldy
soclal almenacks They were often bullt as palrs or correlatives
in thet they exrlained wach other mutusllye. £oys and girl,
women and mrn, anw thelr correlatlons expressed in the titles

siven them which yoked thex in a polarity of "coniuges."
Fathr an? gothir, sister an brother, are couparing for.s;

ﬁhvough thelr efdings in ther (as 1in oth(r, eithcr, ctce) thay

convey the laport nt a-anlng of mutual dependence. The dignlty
of motherhood and fatherhood, of husband and wife explred when
one bees e & "widow"; when One Brother or Siste: diecs, a c¢hild

ceans:sa not only to have brolbte: s or slasters bubt stragely senough

% Aol e
! to be a brother or sister hluselfd [ £froo . ot tlueg ok
x The tribal wocbtln » were spent La formal greoetlings. The

wholr ritual consisted 1. placing everybody under the guthority
of the dend. Teo le bowed eamch other ints forsal positions
by &#ivliog erach othor kmEwmx® the correct nasess Ths quadrille

and minuet “ances of today are the last rolics of the essence
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of tribal speech. In thesc dances, pedple are conblouously
introdueced to each other and theraby iaforn eaci other of

thelr soclal reletlon. To be introduced ¥o sach olher was

the priseval mon's $irst lntéllautual gxoerience. To wnow

who ny father and aother were, was wy baslc tralolng and this

I only leamed st the trival acetlag when thelr names woere
formally called in the roll call. Tribal spoech was and ls
foraal introductlon of people to ench others The tribe's tong.e
apoke to the m%ﬂbﬁra and gulte Literally laogusps was LODEUE.

Ho dlgtinction was beltween the apirlitual zet of the tongue

an® 1ts fle~ha one tongues peroested the whole body politic
whoxe coyes looked down on the living fro. the totea pole and

whoae ghosta were fed in thelr graves.  The Shewman, the medicine

menn, foa on hia lips, mshed out the sacred nases which tled -

the cen ant wosen togethere All things, llke tongue, hand,

arz, feet, path, tree, werce symbols of the political tie. For

t?f tribal stalf of language the aymbollical weaning of » "word"

<p£wvailrd. Tongue did not acan @F or your physical tongue

"at firat" -= g3 modern anslyels thinks. Tongues recelved thelr

nrue because the tribal tongue was indeed the begloning of all

8 ~eech, all consclousnesa. The tribe's tongue, the spirit's

ara, the ary of jwe tice, the finger of understanding, the

womé of time, the generatiou of generatio.s, are the original

& sning of our words. Aad thelr purcly physiologlcal and

anatoznical usge with ourselves ls iny four hundred yesrs o0lde.

The roasca for cur alsunderstaiding of tribal language problems
is slarle. ¥e assums waitonly that speech "orlginally" was
invented to tell stories and to list facts. This ls 1ot g0

Qur evidence is unanlimous o . this point.

Speech ade people
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take thelir place in soclety. It introduced theua to esch other,
The light o. Renson ent-red society not via a desgire to know
ogeself through one¢'s re ighbor. #dan 1is mutual explanatory.
%e cannot try to know ourselﬁes withiout falling slck. e know
each other. If we know each other's nane, pgace, title, role, we
can find our own. Qur peace of alnd then does a0t depend on
our knwhng the worl? or knowing ourgelves but on belng intro-
duced to each other in the right manner.

Philologically, this can be stated in these terms: Artic-

expressing the slgnification

* ulated speech did not uean tc‘é words for things but names

for people. The term nouﬁ,
of a "word", a'iginallyﬂ;;;féﬂhname." And a name points 180
degrees g;z::;% fron a word e'x though thg%y‘ way "sound" alike.
The wall, in Pyramus and Thisbe, 1s O wall. The crown 1ln igypt
1s O crown. The tongue and hand in the tribe are 0 tongue,
O Hand. That 1ls they share in the quality of belng naned and
in requiring our being introduced to them. Of the linguistic

1 veviy: Vanm\gs
triangle: 3p¢mwmr:mwmm‘r?f&ﬂar

o

-
..
obrecty’ werds
we stress so much ;he objects of our conversation that the s peaker

especlally int he sclences, exclusively speaks OF bhils object and
totally forgets that he mmeEmmx converses with somebody to whom

he must have been introduced beforehsdnd. Scientists including
linguists, thlak of language as ® ntalning words, verbs, neuns,
ad Jectlves, adverbs. alan Gardiner does not even mention the

mr oblem of names in his books on the origins of language. But
the "beforehand introduction” was so to speak the only atage

of speech which interested the tribes. Speech overcaue them as

they tried to mgke pesce among each other. 4And Names kept the
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furlous fighys peacefully apart when they wished to engage
in fierce combat over a woman. Names pacified or infurlated,
directed or haunted men.  Man's first experlence of language
was highly realistlc; they exparienced the directive political
force of the rlght names for the right people. Hodern sci-
ence is blind to these processes and exclaims: what ls in
a name! But modern sclence is very sagaclous about the-term-
inele word terminology of its own fleld. 1In lts own field,
sclentiflc nomenclature tells the steps and experlments of
this sclence’'s historical growth. Sclentific termlnology
retains the phases by whlch things have besn made subservi-
ent to our manipulatlion. A4ll sclence begins with a recipe:
Bring together one plece of iron and one equally large plece
of copper . . . Now the tribes' language began: Bring to-
gether one man of the wolf-totem and one woman of the fish

\ totemg$. Speech was a most ratlonal, and elaborate ceremon-

1 lous ritual of name calling, roll calling, dance calling.
aTke caller at a couni} dance, the staff sargeant at a rell
call, the blessing and cursing in calling namea, the intro-
duction by a caller's card, the calling upon one's name and
support, the call to the ministry or any other profession,
and the being called wlth such and such a name, is a list
of seven shades of meaning into which the original meaning

of "¢cell" has been prismatlically diversified, If the reader

-

will use his imagination to reunite all these seven meanings

caller's card introducing people to each other

calling names, cursing (and blessing) foe or friend



roll call of the warriors of the tribe
eall upon one's name for an "all out”
being called "The Bold", "the Fat", by one's name

being called to move swiftly from position to position
in g dance

finding one self called to one's statlon in life:
he will be able to relive the tribal constltution of for-

mal, naming, political speech.

The triangle verbs names
speaker o distener
A 483
e

. g

wthi;;;gs A Tofxfc o@ co nuewsa.((;(/‘a->
words

was heavily underscored on the horizontal lived.

Let us now compare once more the two triangles of mod-
ern science and tribal politics. This will allow us t¢ re-
discover the lost political meaning of the personal pronouns.

The modern englneér, sclentlist, manufacturer, says to

‘himsgelf or others:

Y
I

< 1f 1 take, If I weigh, If I mix, If I sell, If I propose,

If I find.

That is as far as he 1s concerned, he represents himself
to his thought by verbs.

Then he supplements hisg verbs:

If I take Ry two wheels

-

If I welgh by two metals
If I mix By water and wine
i If I sell Eﬁ‘ten pairs of gloves
If I find by two contradictory statements
and here he envisages objects through the medium of wor&;

from the dlctlonary. Verbs and words represent the subjective
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and objective corner of speech, in modern objective thought

and expregsion.

sclentist: verbs

N,

~.. hearer: The anony-

objecti words ~ mous public.
The milliona.
The customer.
Only in one situation of the modern world, this 1s not so.

order
officer

Tese man

objeéﬁiﬁéw |
In the army, the officer must flrst single out definltely a
named group: First platoon, SBecond Gompany, Third Batalllion,
Grey Ca£ Division: This is aore laportant than the contente.
The personsl contact between the general and the unit upon
which he now calls in battle, 1s all important. The content
of an order can be changed. It's address is vital. If the
@éssenger takes the order to a wrong unit, the battle in all
probability will be confused and lost. To secure the loyalty
between a commander and the divislon singled out atrthia
moment, is of absorbing, of absolute importance. In view of
this task, the contents of hls orders appear secondary and
relative and mutable.

The whole tribal order pays its first and permanent at-
tention to the hold of speaker over listener. The monoton-
oug repeated content of the ritual disappears behind the
powerful inculcation of this hold. The savage 1is "human”
excluslvely by receiving a name within one tongue. He has

noxconscious life outside this mamed participation. He
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comeg to mental life as his name is called and as he is
introduced to his opposite number, He sinks into unconscious-
neas as his name no longer explains to him high and low, good
and evil, before and after, 1eft and right. Jhen hig name
1s called, he moves and knows how to move. Names give orien-
tation. They direct us inside the common will. Man has
no will as a human being except within some frame of a larger
comrunity. Names glive feelings. Man has no feelings except
those which he hopes to see reciproecated. Fselings crave
responses. Agaln, responses only can happen between belngs
who move in one field of force, one body politic, one soclety.
But this means, feellngs are healthy only between people who
ea® ared--% are introduced to each other‘by their name!

and intelledt 1s not given to any tribesuman outside his
nane. For it 1s via his name alone that he uvpens up to any
common understanding, ang intellectual process. Hls name 1ls
a secret outside his groupd All names together form the
{ The naumes ﬁre a group's self understanding,

self explanation. They are thelr Encyclopedia 3ritannlica.

fie language of every tribe 1s a secret to every other tribe.

It is a cloged shop. Only members understand each other.
And outside the magnetic field of the' roll call, primitive
man dismisses his consciousness to a degree which has Been

plagued many observers.
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wesiot)  bereff
shen the me:ting is aajuurned,féa(ggums Te | of all

inner mental osrocess, w liveless block. When the surf of the
trib.i guthering rise 5, tnis block is [looued again and wisely
aln intelligentiy Torms w ourt ol tue tribe's Hublic proceedings.
su

This rythm, tu. saégeof tribal inspiring,name bestowing

ceremoniss snd its uismissal from vhe mine of ohe wmen vaen the
eeting 1s aqjourncu, = mousrn suropean observes often in mngland’

in o« seculiur parullel. iHers, the chalrman of o lecture may
give o g.owing introauction of tu. evening's opeaker, sparkling
with 1t und yet t s s me cualrmen may rnot s.ay one per onal
word when h o ana ta¢ lecturer o uom: togsthzr, on the top;c
of the cvening. 4'aly comolet breuk stem stuns a Jontinental
but it is the rythm of anybody stecoew in the pariismentury

tradition. One is not of the sume mina, inside anu outside

1S hot
the tournament, Jjust as o goou tennis player will/no
To plory fermis couxl )
FeWR—pertt® outlsiue Lhe temris Fetes. The formel dress und place
T Quce: ©
of tennis wakes niw swing uls racket. dus 51 the courts,

befvee ntwo Si

he may never aisplay any interest in the gume. This rythmhpust
be brought inte focus bvefore Pronounb can be undergtoode.
In tue tribal meetings, twds or turee times & year per-

] eme on
haps, muen s oke fornaully, eme o mouern sport is not quitefin-

as
congrious W comparison to their ritual. Lines were formed ke coufTsaﬂf

} |) Wllcha
betds, speeches were callea patus, @Ef?ﬁﬁdcﬁﬁ& peogle to each

other, according to thu rules oi the gume. To guote thi# modern

i) )Ju&«eer\) QM@% Q,«i&( The detieny @(/\( Qﬁm.ed. W&&M&m




-

~30=-
expreszion that within society we must play the game and abide
by the rules of the game, may sound flippant. But in this ex-
pression there lingers on the fact that a convention of social
1ife has as unbreakable rules as the code of sportsmanship. The
éldest language of socieby, the tribal“oode, is certainly more
easily understood as playing a game than as using Noah Webster's
dictionary for & compositlon in English. At the disposal of the
primeval clans, there were no words, no synonyms, no rationali-~
zatvions, no reflective thoughts, but s&cred nemes, introductory
titles, powerful invocations. The physlcal aspect of speech,
its bodily influence was never lost sight of. To classify cor-
rectly the sounds at a tribal wmeeting as they hit people, re-
coiled, sprung over, leaped, raced over therbowling green, 1t
is less injuriocus to compare them to balls and trails or any
physical action than to what wost people today associate with
the soundless term "words", A

kThis "game® of flying speeches and flinging names, like
daﬁpé, arrows, or balls, which”would introduce & number of
movements and standpats, "pas" and paces awong the participants,
should be cnvisaged; the reader will realize how it broke down
at the close of the formal meeting. What would tribesmen say
to each other after the meetings dissolved? 7 ?

Or, what could be the charegcter of informal speech, in

-human socletiss at their first beginnings?

This, then, is the qucstion we must understand in its soc-
ial significance before we can understand where and when fa
proncuns have thelr place in the history of language! The one

relation of "formal® and "infbrmal" is our problem.
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The tribal orgesnization created two, not one, situations
for speech, one formal, one informal. The modern tradition ‘
since Rousseau has tried to assert that the informal situation
preceded the formal, that speaking man was informal or natural
firgt and formal at times., The Rousseauites upheld this se-
guence: informal primary, formal secondary, because they
decried all formality &s not simplyzgacondary but at the same
time as eem undeslirable, soul corrupting, freedom endangering.
At the beglnning, they proclaimed to have been the golden age
of informality, neakedness, unconcerni Men talked to each other
confidentially and lovingly, but formlessly.

In this picture of the aborigines, one avowed error was

™me socalled

contained: (Informel man did not talk at all} dpeech was strict,
formula like, sacred, bindingy MNature was speechless, When
Rousseau dresamed of nature, he ascribed to nature one guality
"nature" or "Nature" does not possess: nature has no informal
speech handy nor has natural man the power to express himself
inigrmally and conlidentially or privately. That is the very

thing he cannot do.

dots eof have Zzngg
The reason is that speeci in Lhe home but

in Mas public. It was the intent of speech to connect gener-
ations; over a man's death, spesch ma#éﬂ socliety endure, Artic-
ulate speech never was intended to comneet people who lived
together. Articulate spsech was needed to connect the living
The deacl he o's M@ me Hray Hept alipe .
and the deed. A All articulate speech hails from the funeral.
, Aad Fo 13Kke€
Or vice verse the same- pecople—whe bur}é@ their dead
akire s
bte—spoek. Speech was the product of funerals, burial was the

price of speech. For it was the cncestor, the Spirit of the

c Lt g
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dead who spoke on in the tribe's tongue. Speech, then, is éiﬁngw~¢

% by which a time span is ereated which does

Lucompasses
not exist otherw1sc,756auper/natural time bpan hﬂv@ﬂé;—i%—eaeﬁﬁbh

duechalen , oue
passes the.dead and the llving. An—absﬁraéi}%;rlod imperé%Sﬁgfd cas,

a7l ¢
Byﬁiggfsgaé@@é%“éé)euuaoilunwd by the articulation of an ancestor's

name. It had to be articulate because it was meant to survive
death,

Speech is not the product of our enviromment but the pro=-
ducer of & new environment, cutting out periods, generations,
places, distriots which do not exist outside the naming power
of man.

The animal nature in us, the mare and colt, cow and calf,

chicken and hen, biteh and puppie relation are not speechless,

Animsls speak. But they do not articulate, name, d@elinﬂ¢, speech- \_

ify or compose. Becauce @Me only had to articulate when we left
our given enviromment and measured out an artificiel one, with
walls and partitions, terminals and doors, ends and beginnings.
Q.)Speech of this type, of the human type, is extremely formal,
To articulate meant to gather people into a special and public
situation as they had to be slevated beyond‘the moment and made
to realize the power of a generation, and of a whole tribe. All
articulate speech had %o overcome the resistance of the natural

man, of the bitech and the dog and the puppy in us mll: To

- speak, in the tribe, meant to learn history and politics ﬂf:&&e-ﬂonyraqu

tefETEre .
The modern romanticists think that mother and chila asd-

invent4speeeh among themselves. They deduce from babies the
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origin of speech. This is without any foundation.

The act of speech was the highest act of adult man. A dec~
laration of war, the election of a President, a marriage vow,
ceme next in our days to the first ritual of speech. Man spoke
at extsérdinafy gccaslions, noirurdinarily. To this day, ordinary
folks don't speak. We balk, we gossip, we muse, we whisper, we
hint, we crack jokes. But when do we speak? In Court, at town
meeting, in voting, in the pulpit, in a book, in a letiter to
the editor. It éven with us}is the cxtrao%&inary act bo speak,
And our ordinary 2;223%—13 in shirt sleeves, full of lepses and
missions.

It was all the more =o in antiquity. When the hunter re-
turncd to his wife and children frow the tribal meeting, he found
them ae yot without speech. Man learned the great names by heart at
the tribul meeting. Also, we should mention that they were.tat—
tooed upon his skin., Tu the history of writing, the tatdoos are
wrongly omitted. Man's dances, names, e®e pedigree were scratch-
ed upon his skin, as a "lifetime %Sition" of the tribe's tongue.

\initiated into a formal wa;fgﬁ beart and skin, the men
returned tc thelr squaws aqd taught the womin and children part
of their new wisdomn. The;higéggrxk&j$£§gg;aﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬂdﬂformally. ILU@R’[S
informal speech; means idkfeplacasnoﬁns by pronouns, names bLY
nick-names, verbs by auXiliary verbs,

‘ The core of infurmal speech i1s "thisw, ®that™, "is", "be",
"Dick", "pat", "here", "there",

Why is tnat so? Informel spesch is carried on from day

to day from man to mun. Formal speech is carried on from at

least Year to year from the dead to the living. Americans love

to speak of the President as Teddy. And they love his nick-name
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so much that they forget the fact: they only treasure so highly
their object of calling him Teddy because he isg the twentieth
or thirtieth pPresident of the United States of America under the
Cons tltutiOﬂ of 1787.

A woman may call Dr. Holmes with the nick-name of the days
of their courtship but she has married him just ths same for
the reason that in the eyes of the world he was Dr, Ghiver Wen-
dell Folmes. It is the polarity of her informsl nick-name and
the formal name Dr, Oliver Wendell Holmes in the soclal register
which is the truth of the matter, The informal is explained by

the formal, never vice versal And the modern heresy which says

. 'that "In the beginning people talked informally®, is the great=

est obstacle in the understanding of any history. It omits the
leading half of our conscious 1ife. I1£ philosophizes from the
parlor in an informa! after dinner mood and in this mood for-
gets the formal way of life.

nPhigte~meaning a piece of furniture in the room-- makes
seng if we both see the table, "That® is understandable if
w@\both can point at the chair, But without the formelity of
public life there could ve neither tables nor chairs., And in
fact, tables and chairs are creatures of very eleborate rituals,
The building of a table and the being seated on a chair, were
tremendoue religicus ceremonies of the formal comgunity. IH
the parliamentary proceedure of putting a matter on the table
of the house end of tabling it, or of taking the chair, and of
holding a chair, we may still .trace the full meanlng of ﬁhe two

l‘/"-/“c
acts &5 constitutional processes. A4 table

wadkenr in the enjoyment of material goods bsbwsew—gmopde at a com-

: S
mon meal. Anybody who has ssen soldiers, C.C.C. boys, bums, fight
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for Hfgod, knows that a table first of all commands respect:
Bread on & table is passed around, that ig,it belongs to all.
Similarly, any chalr gives rank. To this day, men get out of
their chairs, when a women stands,

1 havé mentioned taole and chalr to bring back the full
welight of primeval specch once more, Material and political
meaning in a noun was then undivided! The table was t;g}exa‘
presgion of ;Qpclitical cresds, %hat people should share their
bread as cowpagions. So was the chgir the gign th#at a man
held office, The chair, Lo—FB-~mow a commcdi%??,was invented
by men to wuom 1t was e symbol. and chairs and table were
articulated solely because they embodied pclitical sctions.,
They were the produocts of constitutional proceedings, Eﬁen
cooking came into existence as a r@ligious<process.

One uore step we now must teke to grasp the role of proe-
nouns, Becausge chalyr end tuble, sit! and standl, tongue and
hand, three and seven, Harold and brother, were names of con-
stituting order, they were meant to expfess this order last-
iﬁgly. This thsy could not do unless the& outlagted the
present moment and the shifting spot in which they Wgre utter-
ed. Did not these names prescrive the proper ways of approach
for preventing 1ife to end abruptly by morder or destruction?
That nemes introduced the living partners of one order to
each other, was the grand victory over the breekdown of human

relavions. They were the pegs by which man fixed his tent
on this globe. The sypot in which the namos were spoken as
well &s the hour or day on which these nominations oceurred,

becanc fixed, Names created fixed times and spaces. A spcth
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became a place by a name. 4An abrupt second hecamc a piese-by-a

necurrent festival by the names shouted in the dance around the
totem pole. '

iong times and definite spaées are the aims of speech, For
their creation, speech was needad, To speak means to goordiw
nate time and space bsyond the perception @é the five senscs,
Speech originaldy was not "practical®, It always was tréngoendw
ing any given practice., It always constituted a period and a
district not given heretofore., Ths physical universs know$ of
neither times nor spaces in the plural, The universe knows of

no other generations nor lands, Solely through names did men
have fathers and hunting grounds., Where tho table was set, and
the chalr was placed, bhere wus %acred ground. Whers Harold wes
hailed, therc weas the same life, the same tongue, the sawe chair.
And - this sameness through times and spaces vwas the high hope
to be achieved!

Wherever the name Lothar was celled out, the Body Politic
sti%l}was alive, But "this" and "that® point to the present
place and timz and belong to the present moment and spot. I
may say "then" and m"there® to you beczusc we physically are to-
gether. Both of us must be at the sawme spct at the same moment
and look out from it into a "thenm or "there", before pronouns
make socnse,

But we must become formal if Dr. Oliver Wendell Holmes?
place in the history of medicine and in the development of
Boston is at steke. His name and his name alone gets Holmes
outside the environment of his wifs's breakfast table, and bed

fuon Aolfe ‘
chamber. Holmes has debts in history. The pronouns "this® or
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nthen” are undated and unplaced. They wholly depend on physi-

cal coexistence of the people taiking. Now we are prepared, 1
hope, to assess the personal proncuns "I, "he", '"ghe", "you",
etc, andthe,pronominal verb *to be". Let us first deal with
"to bew, because this vsrb has been 1n the foreground of phil-
osophy in the last centuries. Cogite, ergo sum, was worshipped
as creat wisdom by many people; they all have the edge on me
who hes never understood the meaning of this 1little word "sum”,
I em, in Descartes coutext,

Probably, the use of pronouns in old times can be mors
readily placed if a modern man is enabled to léok through the
modern hoax of thiés pro-verbial word, "sun", They are of pre-
cisely identical function and structurs. "Being", "essence®,
ever since the Greeks i3 a great trouble maker. I have seen
Mr. &tisnne Gilsonm folt in ecstasies ov r tin: idea of "Stre,"
Suprems Beling hes bren uscd of God. wa ore told that we all
crave for being. Smmeki Purmenides created the craze for Belng,
I QEKiSVG. Plato and aristotle combtinued the L shiovnme. Phiio=
sophers played with proncuns because btiey were cutsasts of
goclety and its formel laws, re=iigion and polities. Th: verb
to be, "being® is the pro-verd for 21l oth:r verbs. I "writeﬁ
now, I mate" before, I may "de nothing™ hercafter. 1 neaver "am,m
But as an abbreviation, 1 say so. 1 am is the incorporation of
8ll -ossiblt actu into cne éémmon denominator. Being is an
abstracticn arrived at by strivw ing all verbs of their particular
content, Cowmmon denvsidnators always are meaningl.ss to outsiders.

"To be" 1s a word which mak-=s sense t. those¢ who know 1life, death,

war, p:acs, joy, suff.ring. If 1 telil them: I huve been they know
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what I am talking about. 7To be, B s demonstrative proenoun

which stands for the verbs, which I may have enacted and which
and nre conjured up in my ligtener's mamory. But Just as "this"
makes sense eclusively to you who can see me point with my finger
at this table, Being is qulte worthlese to a child who has not
yet acted or suffered. The common denominator "belng" reduces

the verbs for the many actions and passions of a full life to

]

the one srithmetical sum of verbs. It is then a verbal pronoun
used in the informal discussions of the classrcos for the most
formgl acta: There we can s® ak of the "easence" 0f life where-
as it my mean born as an gmeridan, dylng as a traltor, eatling
as a pilg. making woney like Rockefeiler, lying like Falstaffg
or vhilosophizing like Plato. Aand all thege smerging and ex-
isting concrete acts of character Toruing are lumped tLogethar
in the classroom as the eggence of 1lile. 1t 18 fain wonder
that the mo~called existentialists protest asgainst thls aux-
1lliary verb "belng" or "essence" and stress the concrete and
sm@éiflc proceages as the only cones wnlch exist.

I have botnered the reader with toe deadening genergli-
zations of tLhe present day class roow for no wanton digression.
These school rooms of modern eduecation are the centers of
modern informal speech. #ost of the potentlal readers of this
paper had their minds formed in these classroomg. and therefore,
they take the "pronominal" informal discussion of the class-
room on "being" and "is" for the normal starting point of their
atudy of speech. They actually presuppose ithat aan’s first
gentences could have beent aan Ais" good or the world "is"

round, or God “"is" eternal. NG. A wman attacked, the world
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changed, and God thundered, were gpeech~foruing sentences of
formstive speech. Nelther "is" nor "that" nor "he" nor “1"
entered thls orb of articulate speech.

The old tribeqLad their classroon gitumtion, Hoos 70O

the eduﬁational halls znd campuses of our tiuwe, then the smgll
fawily group corresponded. There was found itne primeval ine
formal situation for pronosinal speech which today-lXV®s in
the classroom. With the proper names, already the priumitives
dispensed, in certaln instances. We find in our anthropolo=
gistd records that red Face and white uagle, at the tribe's
gatherings, d¢ say of theanselves Red Face wilil speak, wnlite
Fggle hag gpoken. On the other hand, in Luperatives of lan-

guage, ©0, bring, walt, march, it is as with the Ka: 7The
forceful apecech is woven between the 3p§akaf and nis Obedi-

ent audience to tigotly that the nare of neilther spzaker nor
listener has to intervene; The formsl vocatives of the names

in pelitices were added. Bubt in the {a& ily, they were dispensed
with. “
\

In the family, whenever tne named menbers imparted their
heartfs and skin's learning to the uninitiated, pronouas were
in order; nanes we may suppose were witheld. They were left
ungpeoken 1ike a aword is left iu its sheath zs tie solexnity
for their use was not pressing. The Father wWhite sagle atb
home woula not say: W®White Hagle spoaks. He would say, L
speak this, not white tagle, I was his title to his authore
ity as a father. And so he could say: I tell yous Tiaou
do this. He has told me. Pronouns and inforumszsl speech are

a compromige between the pre-formal insrticulate gpeech suffi-

clent in any spot and momentary groups in which the weambers can
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peint. And the forazal articulate speecci needed in recurrent

and perunanent group in whichthe events wmust pe named to be

identified. Mom ig dothery Daddy, deformed as 1t isg, ree

minds renotely of Father. ”This”, naneless as it is, at

leset heosg am grammaticel ending; so has “that”. Fronouuas,

are not older than nounsg-- as Rousseau and the whole romantic

gchool implicitly lmaglined~- titis! -= but they retraunsport

the gains of formal apeechh Into a prefcraal situstion. The pro-

noun is the compromise because 1t is inforuwale. The informal,

to repealt, 13 avoompromise hetween the lnarticulate and the

articulatrs Animals utter sounds. So does natural wman. bub

both remain inarticulate. Tribesz speak articulately because

they rise above the moment end the spot of bnysical presence.

Names and dates depend on spaces and tlwes wnich go teyond the

five senses of the moment, beyond comnon sensc. Fanllles

and schools are sllowed to speak of me and ye, of belng and

tha§ wang of “‘things and of this and that, because the fulle

fledged aanss for every aan and woman and plant and part of

the globe and date in history are kept on record slsewhere.

This record slsewhere 1in somebody else’s heart, ®s or pigssiing

allows us t2 tatx ~libly of "you «aow that rawous play I aon't

remcber by nane® and ' tirst great battle sowe tiac ago." "Some"

| and "ary” in the classroon, are pronocuns that wave a luxu:icus

\ k growthe They go wit:. "Being," "existence” and slullar abbrevia-
tiong of abstract philosophy and scieance. ne, i, _Inou, you, are

b the pronouns in tnc familys. The loss of "thou" in wsnglish during

the lzst 300 years is of course a wouderfuly illustration of wow
the philosophlical classroom tongue has replaced bthe family

intersdr. kverybody, in "you," is addressed as a plgral. io
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"thou" is personally eingled out. ‘e expected, in our Hewtonian

world, always to speak to everybody as we would spcax o everybody

else. No distinction is made betweren an flegh aid plood and a

‘stfqnger. ~The fuaniest result of the renlacinag of "Thou" vy the
rlural "you" is tne isolation of God. He still is "Thou" ia the
liturgies and realns and prayers. Dut Gal 1la no longer king
since we address the king as "your majesty," not as "Tnou."
Neither 1g God any longer the child in the sanger since we
address sven the child in the cradle as "“you. darling”. among
ug people who belleve in (God must elither become (uakers and
“Thou" and "Bhee" again or must address God as "you" 1ln their
vrestling with Him. At sny time in alstory the pronouns deline-
eate our informal environments. "Thou" awony anglo-Saxonshag
left the informal environnent snd now is é stiff soleun nsae

in the prayer book. The nlstorical derivation of Thou from
the moat informal, personel, situaticn of mother end youngster
end father and sister cannet alter the fact that today tue
wog& "thou" 1s of forbidding formalityl( Its history proves
that the way not exclusively leads from full nouas to deflated
p ronouns. In our casse, ithe pronoun has been elsvated nearly
to the rank of s name, tv tu’ nasne of god, indeed, whicua is
most unmistakably unique and God's slons.

- To 8ummarize:

I, ¥You, we, omlt the nawces of speakers gnd listeners, Just
as "lt" or "thcy" omit the names of the people spoken of. Diouns
and names are extra-polated by pronouns. The realu wheih is
predoininantly pronozinal, is the family of parents and children.
In primevel times, the line ran between tribal asetings and

family fellowship. Some tribes made great efforts to absorb
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"thou" is personally singled out. e expected, in our Newtonian
world, always to speak to everybody as we would spéaA to everybody
else. Yo distinction 1s made between an flesh and blood and a
strénger. The funniest result of tne renlacing of "Thou" oy the
clural "yoﬁ” ig tne isolation of God. ke still is "Thou" in the
liturgies and rsalus and prayers. But Gal 1s no longer king
gince we 24dress the kxing as "your majesty,"” not as "Thou."
Neither ig God any longer the child in the manger since we
addresg even the child in the cradle as "you darling". Among
ug people who believe in God must either become Quakers and
"Thou" and "Thee" agaln or mugt address God as "you" in their
wrestling with Him. At any time in history the prohouns delin=-
eate our informal environuent. "Thou" aaong anglo-Saxonshas
left the informal environaent and now is a stiff solemn naue

in the prayer book. The historical derilvation of .Thou from
the mogt informal, vnersonal, situation of mother and youngster
and father and sister cannot alter the fact that today the
word) "thou" is of forbidding formality! Its history proves
thét the way not exclusively leads from fuil nouns to deflated
p ronouns. In our case, the pronoun has been elevated nearly
to the rank of a naune, tu tne name of God, indeed, whicua is

mogt unmistakably unique and God's alone.

To Bummarilze:

I, ¥ou, we, omit the names of speakers and listeners, just

A

as "it" or "they" omit the names of the people spoken of. Nouns

and names are extra-polated by pronouns. The reala whcih is
predominantly pronoainal, is the family of parents aand children.
In primeval times, the line ran between tribal ameetings and

Some tribes made great efforts to absorb

family fellowghip.
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the'"natural” fellowships by extended feasting, by long vige
itg of one family with the other, by common hunts and the
warpaths. Just as the Roman Church gave 181 holidays to

her faithful before The Reformation, so the tribes extended
their tribai life into the calender of thelr members excess-
ively. However, it was impossible to absorb the natural life
totally. The pre-tribal or extra-tribal facts of life re=-
mained a b_rrier for formal and named speech. The non-forumal
situation alw,.ys was there to cémpete with the formal. And
the pronouns therefore always sap and underumine the solem-
nity of formal names.

This is a perpetual process, never settled. The Flihrer
or Stalin became "He" informally, to stress the irresponsible
situation. One has not sald anything decisive. The pronoun
can be denied outside the realm of the five genses of those
present. The pronoun therefore 1ls a permanent weapon of our
@nofficial private life against our official and public exist-
eqpé. There are no pronouns in public Records. They must
run: February 12, 1830, Tuesday, William Brown died.

But the widow of William Brown may weep: '"He died a
year ago to this day." "He", "a", "this" are three pronouns.
They all make widow Brown‘s statewent informal .

I have usged throughout here the term informal for the
pronominals situation. And I therefore may have not suf-
ficiently succeeded to paint this situation vividly enoughf
in the reader's mind. I could not help his defi%incy very

well as it is so necessary for any fresh approach to speech

that we should see the dual character of speech zs inherent
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to man's higtory. Both, formal martial law and inforwmal re-
laxation, nouns and pronouns, have existed from time imneworial.
It is pure fomanticism to explain speech without the insight
inté this polarity. It is an external polarity, the public apg
the private; the officiagl and the inofficlal, the formal and
the informal both must exlist dide by side lest we fall silent
and have nothing to say. However there is one tera wnich
beautifully sums up the pronominal and informal atmosphere

of speech. And its introduction now at the end way plcture
more vividly the actual clash of two spaces and two Eras, in
nouns and pronouns, namnes and words, titles and nich names,
verbs and auxiliary verbs.

WModern Romanticism loves the term Common Sense. Common
Bense gays, common sense dissuades, common‘sense laughs. What
is the place of coummon gsenge phllosophy, this God of'modern
Man, in his real 1ife? Against common sense, he gives goes
to war, starves, is divorced, oushed around by prow#ers
beyohd his control. But commonféense aiwgys encourages us, 1is
back with us in a time of need. It would seem that €oummon
Sense 13 exactly the sublimation of the pronominal sphere.
When certain time spans and certaln areas of meaning have
become a natural COmﬁon senge moves inside this time and
that space with complete pronoaninal eagse. This 1s this, and
that 1s that, we will all say in a famillar situation. And
"that's all there is to it", is the sublime conclusion of such
faniliar situgtions. Common sense, then breaks a certain
time span and a certain district as the absolutely only

frame of reference and thinks inside these given data.
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A statesman always will have to have one leg in the

comnon places of common sense and the other in the enemy camp

of reality and of new spaces and new times. The politiclian 1is-

satlsfied 1f common sense applauds. The term Common sense neatly

expresses the fact that our senses perceive a natural horizon
of gpace around us within the horizon and our horse gense

has some inkling of time spans for which we should provide.
Commnon sense reglly reflects on a physical environment of
space and time which is taken for granted as though it were
the only natural environment.

If the reader identifies common sense and pronominal speech,
for a moment=- I do not pretend that the 1ldentity 1s absolute--
he will perceive how much linguistics have worked under the
influence of a one sided theory. Common sense philogophy is
a mighty power in the world today. And Common sense philosophy
confuses nouns and pronouns, verbs and auxiliary verbs, names
and nick names, foom and informality. It lives an alleged
ngtﬁral informal existence. It denies the tragic character
of all speech as a construction of a bridées over enmities,
breaks, disintegration and war. It #s% cannot make peace
because 1t cannot admit that namnes must open new paths before

there can be peach.
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V. HOUSE OF HORUS

The pronominal process 1ls postulated by the existence of
articulate speech with its hard forms of naming, entitling, in-
troducing, and prescribing everlaéting orders between never=-
lasting men. Pronouns alleviate this hardness. They "harmon-
ize", The pronominagl process 1s a release of human energlies
sacrificed to the tribe's spirits and tongue. The tribe is
"inhuman"s There is the rub. Once a warrior always a warrior.
Names terrorize people. Today an example 1s the terrorizing
effect of the names Jew, Negro, Jap, Wasp, Geruman, Communist.

This 1s the point at which the e?ﬁre builder's revolt a=
galngt the inhuman tribal system becomes explicabie.

Phie-tg-bhe-poinb-nb-whieh-bhe-capire-builderlis-revets
Where could a man in 3000 B.C. find sympathy for his in-

sight that man should divest himself of his tattoos, that once
a warrior always a warrior was an obsolete maxim? ZR-Egypb
we-find-the-kingla-mother-ndded-46-kis-namey-hinself-marey-
ing;gis~sis%ery-é%arngazene—se%-asiae-as?a-separa%e-elass
sapper%eé-frem-publée-fuadsr-e&ean-shaven—‘ In Egypt®as Houae
of Horus we find the following changes compared with’tribal
ritual: The name of a king's mother 1s'added to his name;

he himself marries his sigter; stargazers are set aslde as

a separate class supported from public funds; No tatoos ini-
tiate the member of the new house. King and priest are

clean shaven over the whole body; the tatoos are transplanted
from the skies to the house of Horus and consecrate the wal;s
of the temples. We find a real obsession with Houges. The

house embodies the congtitution. The "House & Horus", "Hathor"

is depicted on the oldekrst plate of King Narmer. The oldest
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name of Pharao is set #¥:% within a "house" on which the falcon
hovers. Only the king may build the houses of the Gods, with
the help of a special Goddess, Sheshat. The Goddess Nep thet,
Isis' sister, means "the distress of the House" in her hiero=-
glyph. The“experience of "house" was the new thrill of Egypt.
Huts we can see on their pictures-- they had had before, but
not houses. A house i1g oriented and laid out according to the
laws of the cosmosgs; a hut 1is a shelter against the cosumos ¢

The creator of this anti tribal organization (who united
at ‘least some gcoreg of different tribes to a new political unit)
based his claim to authority on his "domestic" gphere. Quite
naturally, because in his day outside the tribe, only this
domestic sphere existed. The last shall be first. The vision
of the HEmpire bullders proclaimed the world their house and
home . They protested and defied the tribal meetings and thelr
ancestorse. They replaced them by divine right. Now divine,
divas, 4 ¢ o s in Homer, are astral terms. The new "despots”
the new Lords of Houses in the sky claimed immediate inspiration,
witgout the detour of blood ancestry from a great grand-father.

This is the strange fact of Imperial Egypt that the Pharaos based

their rights on being skyborn, not father-born. And they expressed

this by the anti tribal symbol of the house where thelr mother

and sister were with them (thls was expressed in varlous ways:

the mother's name was made important; Hathor {which m ans the

house and the womb of Horus) was important. Isis as the mother
of Horus was important. The fact of all these underscore the
identity of the theme: Pharao is "Thou" in a family, not a
member of a tribal gathering. He is Pharao with his women folk,

not with the men on the warpath.
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aAnd this explains the urgent necessity of creating a divine

fanily in which Pharao may converse. Pharao must enter a sky

family so that he there may "Thou" and "Thee" with brothers,
gisters, parents. In the last decades anthropologists have
become used to speak of a "skyworld" for the relig ous cosmos
of the empires. "Skyfamily" strikes me as more correct. Pharao
in order to be relieved from tribal tattoo, had to find an extensive
family, a family infinitely wore imposing than the tribe. The
families had been under the thumb of the tribe. They were the
tribe's creation. They lived by its order and good graces. Children
in the family had no names. The tribe named them. The Eman&ipation
of Pharao's family fro: the tribal taboos depended on his
finding other relations outside the clan. iHe had to goar into a
family groupr which no small clan could treat as its paft.

This unigue family of Pharao was found in hie sky relations.
And the "Ka" spoken to him by tle se relations, made him, not a

member of a clan, but a member of a family wituout the detour across

ﬁpé clan!

| This could kot be more emphatically‘expressed than by the Ka.
All full names were tribal and under tribal ancestral sanctions. As
late as in Jesus' story and genealogies the wrestliag wit. such
ancestral sanctions 1s acutely felt. How strong must they have been
when the first Pharao coafronted from 50 to a hundred tribes with
his conception of South and Nort:r kingdom? So the gods did not
nameg him but they adopted him: Thou art our son, brother, beloved,
sharing bed and table with us. The Ka stripped Pharao of any
tribal "affiliation" and "association." He became unigue among men

because Horus g 1d "Thou" to him. A new era opened.
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Polytheds: was a compalsion. The tribal namescould not be
exploded without a non-tribal home for the ruler and his fawily, his
servants. The "House" 1g the technical tera for such a home which
no longer 1g sepondary tc tne tfibe.

In the tribes, the smallest unity, mothner and her young, husband
and wife and children, is an 1lnspiring consciousness. They are
4 derivative, thse huts and caves and tents and shelters.
In the empires, the gsecondary a 4 derivutive was made the
footstool of eternity: the House of Horus resulted. DBut the
the houge's lord, had to become divine because he had to s peak inside
gome politica unit, gsome orb of dialogue and reply. The cosulc
forces gspoke. The gods arogse and were heard. How? In their returni
The speech of 2 god consists in the recurrenée ol his apparition.
Thig is his manner of speech to man. de can count on him. The gods
recur. ®or the Zgyptlans divinity 1is recurrence. gverything that
recurs 1s obeserved. And observation is observation in its full
senge, observancy of observant servants! These Egyptians wmere more
sci@ﬁtific than the Greeks: they observed better. @f 1s astounding
what ®they did observe in the sky and‘also what they measured, on
N earth. The examination of their measuring and surveyling
capacity 1s guite wrongly omitted by many ﬁodern igyptologlsts who
dread the Pyramldomaniacs.l)
i Rume One more word on "divine.” The ters Divine is nonstribal
x ‘coamic. Odysseus is dilos, Julius dios, because Zeus, tle sky, 1s their

immediate origin. They are of Jupiter's House. The other gods are

1) For an astoun‘ing exampleécsecseces
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his sisters and brothers. This 1 do not hear mentioned when Zeus is
declared to be the fi her of all the gods. But it explains poly-
thetgr. The gods were the first famlly hows ehold of critical, speech =
iné:iring,power. The cosmlc power gave origin to a new linguistic
layer., The terms origin itself 1is the product of cosmic household-
thinking. 1In the tribe, generations were generzted. Now, however,

wherever a divine ruler appears, he has his origin, as the sun, in
tr.e "orient." The word XkxEXf "origin" itself comes frow rising like
the sun. Perhaps 1t is lingulstically a hybrid, keeping the stem of
"gen" in generation, in its second half. Centghn ls tnat the
Latin "genteg" preceded any "origin" of nome as a teamplar uouge of
the Sky God and his sons, of Jupiter, .ars, Rouwulus. Rome copled
Egvpt in opther words woen it "arose" in the Orieant with the sun.

Rome, and the House of tle Gods anﬁxn rose in harmony with the
cosmic forces, and by entering a family ol gods it recelved itsq
religious terminology. This we to this day repeat whenever we speak
of origins. "To mef'originalfmeans to be as old as creation,“ the
pge% Holderlin has saild rightly, for the priglnal is not Er Lo be
absurd or abstrus® or sensat ional but to hear the starsg and the birds
speak agaln with convineing eloquence, and to maxe men benave ln such
a manner that the seasons and the gods may recur forever. The
Pharaonic experiencé 1s the experience of the recurrence of the
divine.
In the 0ld Testanent doah is put in Pharao's place throughout.

Hig history is the polemics of .o0ses against Pharao, as the flood of
the year is replaced by One historical flood, so Noah's rainbow 1is
the oneness of God agalinst mere recurrence. Yet Noah is promised the
eternal recurrenc e of the seasons, in tune grand maaner. This v

polemicsx)of the 01d Testament had to safeguard Egypt's lasting




- 50 -
contribution. Pharao broke wit. thet ribe and leaned oa a fouse. He
was the first Lord of a .anor. The question may be asked why the
conflict of "house" and '"clans'" has escaped notice in the gPfeat
centﬁry of historical research. I have, I feel, goame right to explain
this oversigrty/ because in 1914 I publisned a whole volume on
this political problei. It was called "KBnigshaus und StHmume in
Deutschland" and discussed the imamense and centuries-long coaflict
between the Royal ilouse of the Holy Roman tnperor and the tribesg wheh
bhe Emperor tried to unite as a protlemn of politicgl science. QCur
individualistic age simply had declined to read the sources literally.
Whehever the gources sald "House" "palace"Bthrone" the modern inter-
preter insisted on reading the person's individuality into 1t. The
liberal historiang confused ship and kingship. They confuéed a Pharao
mXkx and a Hitler. They carried thleir individualistic or altruistic
view of gocial life into the past. But the sources show how through
the last thousand years political struggle gradually evolved tue
various parts of One Louse: Chapel, Palace, Court, Chamber, Parliament,
cab;pét, Bureau, caue to have constitutLoﬁa% significance and each of
them doninated tte scene for one or two centuries. The history of
occidental royalty thean was not the history of individual siapeless
qmen but the unfolding of the potential organization of the Ruler's
house. Thig list: |

Chapel

Palace

Curia

Camera

Cabinet
1s faniliar to any historian. The thesis of my volume could not be
den¥ d. !y posing of the real organ of evolution proved convihcing.
Not the individual but the House was recognized as the real issue

in constitutiongl development.




- 51 -

I can assure the reader that I had forgotten these insignts and
explorations coapletely. Thirty-three years, fwo wars, two revolutions
two continents had intervened. This paper was finighed before 1
rezembered the 0ld proble. of medleval constitutional law of my youth-
ful endea§or. However I think there is no reason of concezling it now.
On tre other hand, it does, of course, not prove anytning directly.

All trat it does suggest is that the organization of a ruler's
household, is something very definite and that it offers problems

of sharp contrast to the mmkital law around which all tribal orgaii-
zation is built. It toerefore ia luaportant for aay discussion of the
road fro: tribe to empire to stress tne new princ.ple of organizel lon
which a Dounes, a household, represents in the history of wankind.
Hutg are not housegs. Shelters are not houses. The Housde of Pharao
was g onething utterly new: a hougehold. =~ And it was in conflict with
thet rital traditions. The treatioent of the igyptian dead should
sufficedto illustrate the contrast. In the tribes, the dead ruled

supreme. The loyalty was to the ancestor. He had not died, polit-

ically. This is changed in Egypt. For in :gypt the dead were put under §

Iy
.

jddguent. They were taken to tasi. Su:ﬁ Judgmnent wasg quite unheard

of in the tribal dependence on the 01d man's sSpirit. Egypt coerces

the dead! It mummified them. It made them innocuous by disciplining
them. Strangely enough, this iunovation against the tribal attitude

is not mentioned in our literaurel)o But it is-the introduction of

a last Jjudgment and a righteous judge in Hades which reversed the scales
between the dead and the living, in One house of Horug: The 1living ‘
Horus triumphed over the dead spirits of the tribes as ilaat, truth, was
meted out to thew in the nethweworld. And whereas we concentrate '
1) Blackman stresses the point that the kgyptians believed in an

afterlife before they worshipped the sun. But all tribes buried ‘ o
and fed their dead. Blackman omits the specific Egyptian coatribution.
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cn the strange ideas of an af'terlife, 1in the Book of the Dead, we
overlook the dilalectics between the kgyrtian Jjudguent of the dead and
thet ribal domination by the dead. This may open up further vistas
on Egyotian religion. All we here could do was to grasp rgypt's dia-
le ctical contrast to its precdecesgssors, thet rives. The dead were the

ji ges of thetribe; they were Judged in Lgypt's Breat House of the
Sky. Counpromlises between tribes and empires occur. In fact all

our anthropologlcal material show: the tribes more or less try ing to
compromise with the Household Constitution of the settled emplrese.
But the sound of interpretd ion even of the comp rouises depends on our
willingness to gras: the cowming into belng of a new principle, with
the emprires. This is denied more or less today. DBut it exists.
A pola ity between tribes and eumplres is obvious. [t 1g stated in
our gources. The household principk o1 the cosulc house of Horus
was ooposed to thet rival order and lived frow thls oppositi on
frou beginning to end. Similarly did China live from 1lts victory over
"the\hundred tribeg."

&J On the othcr end of fgyptilan history, Greeks as well as Isresel,
represented another dialectical opposition and thils will help to sherpen
our defiailtion of eunlire. The whole 0ld Testanent is one dlalectical
harangue against the Zgyptian shky faully. Toe Houée of Horus and the
god who leads Israel our of it, are irrecoucilavlrs The "harxen
Israel", I awr 7.y Cod who has led ye out of zgypt, 1s in explicit
opposition to the Ka spoken to hHorus Pharao for taxing possession of
Egypt. Israel stands o4 history where horus stan ds on his cosmic ayth.
The cyclical journeg of Horus down the #ik and the annual flood

of thousanis of yeavs is contrasted by the Jewish nistory of Noah's

flood, which 1is saild to happen on a day, HNovewber 17, which was lmpor-
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tant in the Tgyntian calenday. Nah's flood is gne unigue event in

history as against the Osiriaa recurrcnt flood. The census of the
whole ¥ile valley by Horus 1is contradicted by a taboo on tilie censuse
Thé hieroglyohs are forbiddea. The coustant wovement of the

Tgypt_an Great House through the 36 constellations of the year is left
behind when Israel cel-brated God's sabbd4 h outside the world. Hare,
Israel joined God outsicde the sgky house of the star%azers of Lgypte
The Sabbath tilted over the relatlions of day and year. Sethe has
renarked that the lgyptilans were for a very long perlod not interested

i1 the siawle davy's routines at all. Sun was not worshipped as the
T v M1
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day's star! The day meant too little. The millions aad hundred
thousands an? thousands of years attracted then excluslvely. The
course of the sun du:ing one day offered no plausible help to their

political @ oblems. 1In this sease, then, the sun was not "worshipable.
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The Gresdt Yeax really was the fgyptiaa aim. 120 yeawrs, 30 years,

years were aimed at. Helddpolls could make Ra popular only by conceive-

uHef/

ing of a whole year as one day. This telescoping was the reform

of %he 5th Dynasty. This explailns the/cholce of BQ/-for the

Sed feg ivals, of 120 year s for the festival of correctlon, and the
strance desire to celebrate jubilees.z) Against the jubllees of
Egvpt, the Jobel yeaw of Israel wiped away all cyclical recurrence.
Although probably a merely progracmatic promise the Biblical jubllees
degerve attention as strictly anti-Egyptian. The Jubllee made a
clean gtate. But more obvious and grandiose is the victory of the
one short 8arbathPBay over the Gred Year of 1460 years. It was

the 1dea of rest, of the extramundane gquality of God which made the

ZTs. €6, 3 Thiy iy « majestc and

House of Horus collapse. "In the beglnning, the God of history who
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led Israel out of Egypt and who taught the the Jabbath, created heaven
and earth." The Faxlly of the gods, tne elohiw, were inca porated
"The Beginning of celebrating of the millions of jubileesd" in this
Jahve who united day and aight as much as Horus when he warched

before Israel, but of whoum the Bible explicitly said: "The Sun God
is destroyed duriag ais own day by Jahve." (Ezekiel 30, 16.)

The Hieroglyphs were forbidden by soses wno for nis two tablets
must have used a phonetic picture-less gcriptge. Otherwise the
second coanandnent uakes no sensee. In the case of tne 0ld Testauent
when Sun and .loon were stayed py God, we cau contrast the anti-mytnical
and the aythical concept of the sAles. hLorus tries to lead thne
movements ia the gkies to their cospletion. IHe gupporis them. As
Chantecler in xostand's play, tne sgyptian gods are suppofted in
thelr cosiaic acts by huaan cooperatioi. Iérael's god is found Dby man
outside the coswos and therefore e 1s known best when he stays the
sun and .@oon. In other words, the Creator can go beyoad the recurrence
of his own cos.ic creations. Jah®e is once-ness or better Lie sum
of @ﬁl once-nesses. And man has learned woat nistory is from Israel.
The Houseliold ofihorus is recurrence, eternal recurrernce, and & 80
man learned wiaat cycle, calenday, liturgy was Ifro. igypt. in our guo-
tation fro: the Horus wyth in Zdfu, we found the deficlency of suci
system in the words ”from this day.“ Egypt could not expain any be=

-~

ginning of her history. w«yth suuns creative beginnings. fven gods

~were born. The Skyworld of Lgypt nad to nave lasted since tlae

immemorisl. The PBpre-dynastic" kings which seduced Breated, are

a necesgsary mistake of any cgclical imggiuatim . There would never
have been a House of lLorus without this compulsion. ulancould not nhave
the lights of Egypt's brilliancy witlout the suadow of eternal

recurrence. It is only if we see thiew as corollaries. Tue cycle
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ithe cycle the new orgenization, that we understund the
empires .iuich intervensd between the tribes on the one hand,

and ifellss snd Israel on the other, frow Peru to Feking and Trom
memvhis vo ome.

these emolres cousd rerluce th

(0]

noliticel associations and
eftiliations ol the tobewpole by the cosmic household of the skies.,
vhey peld for this acileveusnt. The price of eternal recurrence,
of « denisl of ¢ne creative "hHiat lux™, the mekin: of o new stert,

lsreel created this missing consclousness turoush the
mabbath woalen took wsn vubside tine mundane cycles into the extra
mundance God. Throurh this one step, Israel deflated the great
yeer wnd flettened Lne carth into = stage on which God could cet
gloriouvsly as on the rirst day of creation, now and now and.now,
without etern.l recurrence,

The Setne, HNewoerry, Breaasted, =il had so much inherited the
Biblical tredition of Onceness thot they reud it back into the
[ i

goyotian nmind., Theilr interpretetion of cosmofiornic acts es his-

tory 1lsg,sc nlausicle to them becouse tiey confused the Zgyntians
i ' ) )

. 5 . - .- Y o 1 - o
with the Jews, the mythical coumpulsion wit <the Ffeith in history.

They Lere chelken by the .o ation or the S»nirit fron one country

to wnother Lecuuse tihe sxodus or Israel 1oL Zgyot had been thelr

clilld's food. However, Tor the agyntlans, the world ended and
vegan 1lnside moypt.  sotiine coild e womitted to heve existed
before or ever to exist neresiter. ‘fhe Empires were strictly emper-
or-centered ~nc tiley coulu not *think" nor write nor speak foom
eny otiner *point of view"., .s Horus saw Egypt and was called uvon
to see 1t, so it ~us. Tripes hed been before, yes. But no land,

no sxies no Iirmement, no temnles, no settled epriculturel fields

were without the Ka of Horus. o1l the attempts of Pharao later on

ever to get outside his ovm cosmic role, failed and had to fail.,
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and gelcel then, over centuvlss, ‘Th@y had to snjoy universal Ioe
spect cad vasas from oll ovor Sgypt.  Our aelbod of approsching
Bpyptisn 1.0 ey must exolodin this caliuing of time for the traine
ing of » sbatd, orv our mathod 1g wiong. ‘Ihe pursdox is bniag the
eyeiy, the euiodar, the hoveebold, Hhe sky function of the rTulsy,
the unlty of tho Wil velley st huve seen achisved boll &% ones
ane sraduslly,. The looline oub for o Pyrasid vo equating the S04
lasael lighiy, fwmw. the rery bepluning, sad the slow groplag for the
pyrside  Jory ove~ oonbturies, poth both are foebe wnd poth hueve to
Ba yreo bersd g ocountly Srue,  Thoe Niles ammuul flood was cole
stituant ©oon Lhe basinnine but the grest Yesr during which Sirius
returns indo cositior with the Sun was guibte unknown Lhon,

o ows aave bistoriesl varsllelig? O oourse, il history
conteling Lhe pome vavedorx., The Chupob was real ot the first owd-
nb@&&kT@sﬁé Ponteeont, She only was real in 3403 o 325, DBoth
faots cre &8 trie end Loth Tacts sre important snd poth fuekts wuet
be beld i evidene o Obviouvsly, the Chaveh hed to seln btims, ihe
Tinite tluwe besore wonle aver could understand woet ke sho was
baliing wunat, Ths eobacombs worg sgsential,

La the pyptisn eyels, the right of Horus to free hlmaclf,
his olaveo w8 hig sherpazors, his worinen during whe time of
the ivandeilon, from thoir tribel obligovions, his K&, his new
Dougsbold weo sssential et the stert. Thls right was enacbod by

w Tlooded lunds, as the ally of sun
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apd moeene L Ther the fleod, he gsat Yhe followere of the new
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rytbm of life into thsir ¢lloti~d individual settlements and

fofthe rirst time, land we: lala out under religious sanctlon,
and give possession
roscvirion only/if he knew how to lay in

But Horus coald s
wait for the areat events oif the inundation and the giorifying
with tre held of nde rollowers who gazed al cthe skies., The

se of ilocrus smbodied thsese features., Thle then

reslm us The Lo
was at the becinning. These were the required primary eleuenls
of WBgypt . ‘here as 1o Egyot before this. They came al_once,

in onc swoop. rhe very 1dec of o united Empdire under cosmic

.sanction, ol & Learing up of the tribal covenants and tatoos,

SEW
j

of an esivabiished howo in ©

o middle of oue house wes of revole

=

utioncry viclencs, ‘hkers 1s 1o vossibllity of having an siplre
without overeldiug «1i the sacred takoos of the tribes, Whis,

the historica. schocl will not se¢ end prefers toc enlarge Hgypt's
beginnings‘bioxwuri; and itr schlevements forwards ad libitums.

But the sources sir ly 4o not apree, The House of Horus 1s there
with tos firet uliv of Tzvzbt. And the Ka is too. Wwe only kuow
of ngpt from the movcont thaet one ruler annually rode the crest

of tle wave dovi the [file, thot ho felt called out into a pariner-
ship with sun -nd roon snd stors, that he conceivedol the world

univerze =20 @

8, and that he tried to deplict thiz universe
in tazwples o1 earth wll over the Wile vulley. From the first,

Horus tatiooed hils with hieroglyphics. e needed this

seript Lo oversoms 600 wiles of tribal diversity. The scripiu's
se2uly outran the spoiwen unity. The fipst dgnasties had no
krnowledge of the Grest Year, but they had the embition of fmillions
of yesrs” oliesdy. They had no pyramids proper, but they wished

to catoh the unity of Sirius and Sun, in one cone of light., Sop-
du the God of the zodaesal cone, then, was one of the central Gods

of Egypt although the historiens relegate him to the Arabla n
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divinization,
Hathor Horus
Sothis lia
Isls Osiris

represent shifts in suchecls without destroying the common frame

of refersnce round Jorus Oeiris Be which qwst hoave axited Ffrom

the Tirsl day,

Osiris and Isis

The officicl coctbrin: today seens vo Lo thabt Csiris can
and should be neld csurt ifrom Horus.and Ra, Peoor Usiris like
like Horus has been deeloroo o have boen o hlstoriesl nerson.
But his deuth 18 seid to have led for sune dnexplicuble recgon

to a permeuent ~recccunation wilth the Netherworld. O course,

he is Tarmmz In Yesopotenin cnd since wadlers to this day soong

G hurds whine ovor n, Usiris as well o Temmuz nlao (re

laternreted oo joar fwabern Fortility S-irites of elither tribal

or Asle Dlnor oriping,.

y

11 shell ot doel with the Termmuze-Osiri: rolstioshin.  Dud

is

[N
\

1 shall insist that we can know seversl oints about Osir

whioch are plossed over, $he discussion of the lant 50 yeerss
Ae  Osirvis, in Uhe Torsm of o muacuyy of super human slis, wos

cerenoniously intygdﬁeud inte the Litursy of the flrst dynast,

Be It is arbitrary that bhie lleroslyph ef-+sds and Hhes the

Hieroglynh of lsis ure treated ig sencrstion. They to ths col-

i

Prary oxnlulin ¢ sthere Noth thelr numeo ope conaiﬂar&blﬁb
younser tnun the founders of Lpypt.
Co "Osiris” hasg heen unitod to Horus and athor from the

beginning of

sayot althoush we do not know nis name, at that time,
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S
reint 4 is demonstretoed through mery's exceavations mentioned
on page 60, Point B cannot be argusd with those who decline to
accept it as self evident. The tw: highest Entities of 2000 years

v s _ﬁ o T
of dgyptian religion arc written - and e

Isis 0si%is
and we are asked to velieve that this parallelism of thelr signs
wos not intended. Ve ér@ not debating the phonetics of Isis and
Osiris at «ll, Nobt only must the unity of writing e&- ags in Chinae
have been greoater than the unity of oral idiom but thers may have
been many reasons navoer bto pronounce the true name of Osiris. The
true nome of tihce eity of Rome has romeined "unbeknownst™ Lo us Lo
thie day as 1t was a carefully guarded seoerebt, Why should we know
the original oral name dedie~ behind ar 'flv?

But Osiris, as a hieroglyph, unswoken ot enchenting, is he
who cruates the thronc, or he who pubs up the sealt or he who mates
the s«at., And Tsis is this seat ,ff e The hieroglyphs describe
the sacred marriage. ‘e offer no sxouse for this thesig. Deyond
evidence, nobody can give more evidence.
is to point €, the evidence is universally known bub hag ale

ways besu coyly suppressed. The evidence shows that long before
there was an *Isis® or v(siris" in our texts, & muwumy lald out
horizontally with his pﬂ&llus erect Bertilized Skl who heavered
ever him,

» Mind you: The female falcon and the mummy mated before we
hear of Isis or Osiris! But when the texts later spesk pf Isis
and Osiris, the walls and the biers continue to csrry the human

iphallus and th@elgrk. Mariette uflearthsd this in Abydos. Down to

the New @mpire, snd the Greek Romen era} the Dawk, not Isis,
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remuined the recavtecle of the cvperm of Ogirisi This then is

the originel form of the gaecred marriage in which Horus is bow

pottenl Methodlenlly, ivhs i nossible to postulate th t this
hovk be more recent thrfi the humen or astral reprecentetion of
Isle. It iz imnossible for tio reasons, One halls from the lnner
logle of the scene, the othor frosm the extornal relations of the

£ e
SR &

=

48 o Reason 1y The seonc that & dead man fertilizes o hawlk,

is the ono end only singulsrly "anti-natural” coneeption in the
[{boen)
mythe It must hove/thousht of as indiswensableo luter but it

could not huve beon introducoc 4o o luter lmwrovement. 1% really
is wn impositlions No mortal ever hnc or over shall ssc such
copulution. Hot Osiri., not Temwsz, bul the havk's semination
frov w corps. we have t. understand before we have understood

the .gyptian universe, All wodeyn Intsrpreter: of the Osiris
religion &gdno thig iswsue, even Hormblower who ot lednst reproduced

TSN g - ¢ . g . . o
tn aublontic scene, ile ulso vointedout that the seninction

of ghe hawk by the phallus is very oloquently deseribed in the
textas, low small must ~ecple foel il this greeb mystory of the
hak’s und the corpse’s mubing sty les then as abmcmnez) and how
profoundly the oypbisns must have Telf this to be & saerod rove
elution of the truth, It was tho groestost discovery of thelr
existence or they would mot have continued this utterly unnate
ural reprecentubtion.

We have o understand why hawlk wnd eorpse eculd or had to

verforn the greatest synblen ritual long before there was Isis

I7. in "Man", Ociober 1937.
&

), Horumblower received sveciul rraise Tor his “darings® photo-

graph in an Feryptoloaical Journall
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and Osiris., The vcrudest”, "most difficult™ and "most absurd"
expression of the rite--the drastic bird and corpse-~ challenge
us, not the late smooth veiled pair of mJj and czb_lﬁ .

“I may not and nobody may ever be able to answer the challenge
to everybody's satisfaction. The rite may remain inexplicable,

If so it still remains true, that the sculptural realitics of
hawk and corpse must be explained, and not the pilctorial signs
of Isis and Osiris.

Reason 2 for our thesg® that the female hawk is the original
recipient of new life from the dead man's phallus, is simple. The
hawk dominates the earliest dynasties, Horus and Hathor are with
Menes, Narmer, Den, Zer, the very first rulers. Therelore, thek
hawk was the Tfirst device for the central rite then mors than
at any other time of which we know,

Anyone who accepbs the evidence so far presented, may now
go on to the explanation of the rite itself. But I beseech the
reader who sticks to the official traditions zbout a separate
Osixié religion, &bout a king Osiris, about tribal fertility rites
all over the earth, about the name Osiris meaning "Joy of my eye”
whereas Isis signifies "seet"-.- I beseech the reasonable majority
of my readers, to stop‘at this »oint. It is no use to propound
to them a trail whose starting point they have declined to reach.
To the unreasonable reader I will speak my mind.

The great task of the first dynasties was to gein time for
exploring the skies, the original myth had to allow a whole civi-
lization to grow! Not astrology but theé discipline of 1life which
enabl-d them to have astrology, is the political enigma of the
Egyptian origins. To make the ruler able to set aside a consider-

able group of nriests, over centuries must have seemed a perfectly
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fantastic underbéking, something impossible. The very cersmony
shich had to explein the impossible, might be expected to look
impossible to us. And so it seems indeed,

A rule which had the economié stability to plan for centuries,
had to make the gwamps of the Nile valley accessible after the
flood to a people who were under strict orders during the flood.

This rule had to be One for the whole valley because it
had to impress all the tribesmen as the one and only divine order

of things. The subservience of many tribeg to the alternating
of the Nile flood made ssnse only if it proved its truth for the
nile=-universe.
The new ruler had to emanoipate all the valley dwellers from
the tribal spirits. He had to overcome thevrule of the dead,
The ancestors.

To me, these dillemmas at a time when no archives, no star
observations, no btemples nor pyrauids were yet completed we call
solveq in the ritual of hawk and mummy.

aéhe Nile's flood and the sarth of igypt were recognized to

offer an unheard of opportunity: the phallus of Osiris, the
dead body, promised Tertility: who before had thought theat the
inhabitable was the source of riches? A new meaning of d@aﬁh
was proclaimed. And this could not be done by natural means.
The copulation of a dead man, sending his sperm upward into i
the bird of the air,(is an unnatural scene which violates all !
food taste and logic. But it is not ob-scene for the simple
reason that it has the noble stamp of necessity. Our real

needs are not obscene. when Hathor Isis says: "My sister comes

to thee rejoicing in thy love; thou placest her oﬁ thy member,

Thy seed mounts into her®,l)

1l). Pyramid Texts 632
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we must pause. Which overwhelaning and unigue experience could

beget such nonsense? And we mugt nause all the more if we come
te think that the relics of this ritual are found all the globe
over tc this day. Or when we reai, "0 lusty bull, Osiris, thdy

little son Horus, korn of the two sisters (The House of Horus

and the Mistress of the Housge) is before thee"l) we have a simiw-
larly unnatural statement of obvious nonsense and yet profound
truth, For the flood dces mount in the air, and the whole House
of the sky is filled by its generative power. The two sistors
refeive thelr strength from (sisris because Night and Day, Seth
and Horus, get organized snd Seb is Nepthet's partner as Horus
is Isis®,

The two scenes ar: equally absurd: « dgad man getting &
hewk on his member, & God to be born from two sisters. And this
absurdlpy must be made the center of our consideratlions because
the absurdity is at the heart of hesarts, in the innermost saﬁc—
tuary of the House of Horus and & global civilizatiocn, the
eiviLﬁ%ation of Houses in the sky. Our interpretation tekes the
gyptians 2t thelr word., 1 believe that they meant what they

said and that they saild what was necessary to say if tribal man

17, Nél&nges Naspéro I, 340.
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should cease to be a nomad, should learn to settle on the land by

the laws of the sky. This interpretation is not of ay making. I 40
not speculate here. Beca se the Pharaonic action had this Very
content to turn a liability, a flood of treuwendous dimensions, into a
blessing. Tribesmen, without provisioas, could &nly dread and curse
and avoid the Nile valley. The new raler did say by actlion that this
cursed and infurious dead corpse was One new fleld of peaceful explolt-
ation; therefore it is not I who speculate on the old Pharos but it la
they who sctually undertook this wholly fantastlic idea of a periaanent
gettleme nt in an non-permanent soile. We well way wonder that ever a
grour of nen had this brar-eu idea whici. implied wartlal law for all the
valley dwellers, m blic feeding, eccleslastlcal estate, the usge of
oxen and agriculture. |

Théd services of the bulls for the fields womf frou the
fields were required in the first dynasty. The phallus ol Usiris
was well chosen to express thﬁzstuﬂendéus fertillity of the priet
seasan, fhe season in which everything grew and case forth. 1 shall
not&lnvestigate here the unified of lmagination contalned in the
ritual of Osilrls, the apls bull, the heiroglyph et.c., etc,

But I say this: the Pharao's drd overtake thie old tribal rule
of ancestral spirits by clalaing that their dead man could do what no
gpirit ould: he could produce life viglbly and avundantly. Tols |
cornge differed frou the buried ca pses of men. It begot living
anim ls and plants. Osiris iz the contradiction to the burled warriors
of 0ld! Therefore he remains shove ground. Therefore he 1ls o ersized,
therefore he is mummified, or the doll of a corpse: The first acts of
Pharao had to spcax a language of pre-pharam ic mens This, the
muzmy of the first dynasty achlieved there was a corps e which claimed

a new authority, it gupergeded the t ribal chieftain's whose eyes looked
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down from their toteupokes. For this purpose anopher a8 syabolleal kind
of corpse mfxm was nmeded to disempower the corpscs of the ancestors.
This corpse was not buried underground but buried by the annual

flood; and behold, this burial Bave the most unexpected result of
a quic. resuscitation.

But there was one drawback to the new emblem of a vital and crea-

tive corpse. When the waters receded, the natural eye saw agaih a
divided valler. In 26 or more limbs, later the amyth divided Csiris,

corpse at his intermment around October l. This was the aytn's
concession to the slumping back of normal wen into thelr cowaonplace
environnent. When iorus had gone by the land broke up to the eyes

of mortal asen into ssall districts. Thilis was caused the repebltlon of
the House in the sky in 36 nomes. The ensuing division of sgypt into
nomes was a fact as esrly as King Zoser. The vallet was one when the
ruler and the flood both declared the valley to bevon@. now could it
stay one? Through the bird's flight. The bird recelved the phalllc
strengtt into herself as she put into tne ruler tu}s recognition of
Egypé's unity. The Bird defied the t erreg rian divisions. lHorus
Prarao reflects peruanently the unity.of the Nile-universe. The

with .
hawk mother instilled ZY€ laws of the ik -flood the son of heaven

Horus the falc@n-ruler at a tlie when the stars are not yet computed,
£he consbbllations still unknown, the tegples unsurveyed, ithe pyramids

untried, And in this act, the ruler is author ized to bulld the teaples

-to compute the stars, to observe the constellatioms, to lwagline

the pyramids.

Becau e he now has been filled witu the cosmic instead of a
tribal experience. He has replaced the t ribal task of contlauiﬁy of
gener tionsg of mortal men witi, the imperial task of a continuity of cropyj

for generat.ons of years andcenturies. Death has a guick turnover
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in Egypt. And this déath scorns inet rlbal cases of death. The uaster

of this new cycle of death and resurrection 1s tie offspring of Hatoor
and the wumay, the superseder iorus. To hia the very floods walch
drown his fat her give the opportunity to perweate tne whole of Lgypt.
It is guite true that later the unity oif Horth and Swth, of uidnight
and midday, whbich inspired iiorus and his fawlly and dusbfounded suh and
moon, became a falt accoupli and beglnning with the [iftn dynasty, the
ritual of Sun and St his, Orion and Sirius etc. capltalized on the new
time gained for observation and study. Now the northi-gouth axls was
suprlenented by the east-weet axis. The @ ear ing of Set, receding to
the North by Horus, was taken for grabted. A new‘loquenca illustrated
sunrise and sunset. Ve have one text whlch reveals tuis translation
from the oli first R yer to the second. In this text, the vallsy of
the Hile is adhered not because of the {lood but bLecause it is & walley
between east and west.
When the mountains on the banks whicn enclose tie valley were separated
Egypt, was createds. The two mountsal ns separate, a god risesia god makes
hlfz1sielf mast er of his body. Comes theliving water widch is 1n the eabthe
But (Lf tre god is not revered) the two ridges on both banks giall be
reunited, reunited stall be the two banks of the river."L)

But when I real this strange creation as w.ll as destruction
of the east-west expanse of Egypt, 1 feel sure that 1t 1s a poetical
transfer fro. the f inally obvious and endlessly ritualized nopthgsouth

P

roblern to the cult of the daily observable east-west course of the
sun. Nobody would ever have thought up this story of separation and

reunion of the rfiver mountains who had not first lubibed the

1) Recueill des Travaux, 37, &4
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whole ritual of separating and uniting HNorth and‘South. Because only
this one was of fundamental importance. The dreawm of an originally
not exlisting East-west expanse in the N1k valley is a poetical after-
thoﬁght; the task of uniting the flooded lands as a unity was serious
political éctuality. And in the wonderful core of the peetical mfkmxw

thowxhik pryamid text: A god rises, a god makes himself master of his

body. Com s the living water pouting in the sky aod on tueearth."”

The o0ld vislon of the Osirit-hawk copulatlon is at work: a god rlses.
A god uakes himself master of his body. Lxactly this the annual flood
did: It allowed man to conceive of the dlsiecta meubra of Osirig as
one body! A god makes himself master of his bouy. Finally he plses.
A great expresslon for the act of copula;lan.‘ In no other way could

" a god" rise and take possession of his body and impart this
commission to the ruler. For this new task tribal men had to be
apostrovhized, pre-Bgyptian men. And they were. ‘Wuereas the
Heliopolitans who could use the east-west metaphors emdld speak inslide
an exlsting Egypt to Egyptiana.l)

. . Fing ly, the late Ogiris cult of tne ind ivi dual soul imported
both the Horus and the mmmExmZxggsolar features of the Hellbpolis
period. But now Osiris had to go down to the dead in the west kike
the sun. Why? Recause all the dead now are brought under judguent.
No tribal ancestors remain}

But the fewale hawk in the holy of holies, sitting on the

~great musny's membrane virile , remaine%ﬁnd miintained the starting

point of Egypt's hi.story in dene time of tue many clans s d its leap

1) In this sense one has to agree with Blackuge who stiresses the point

that the King's daily rebirth as the sun god who goes from east to so@bh

and west is "late." Eg. Arch. 5, 160
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into the era of one mmpire. "

Let us now examine the signs of Isis and Osiris. .. neans
ereator of the two landa, Sethe says. But ﬁ?fg must be, he says, Joy
of the eye! Waat a contradiction! @' ar means to beget, to
create to produce. Is it presumptuous to explain the helroglypn of

M}: as the appropriate sign of this "mate" of the "seat", the
artifi clal mumay which represented the annual fertlilizer of Isls,

of the womb out of whlech Horug sprang? The hawk andthe mummy cannot

be separated, because they together created the periocd of the first

four dynastles during wihlcnh Horus could develop into the Son of Ra, and

Hathor into Sothis, during which the Egyptlians muld develop their

wisdom. The unity of this sacred marriage pointed to a gradual in-

clusion of all thde mysteries on heaven and on eartn witiout constitu-
ting more than a program, an inltial xmxninm vision. The reader 1s
familiar with the instrument called the pantograph. By this tool the
designer 1is enabled to enlarge a given drawing in evér larger dimen-
sions. As the workings of a pantograph, I concelve the incessaat eng
i 1§?éement of the fundamental amyth of hgjpp. On tae fundauental
myth of the corpse and thre hawk in copulation, tne winole kgyptlian
clvilization was conastrued, in ever widening clircles and In everaore
! luminous precislon. The firmament became kKnown until 20008 years
after Zoger evem theréodiac wags known -- a perréct astro-politically
lumury, but a true observation. And until the lsnd not only was
% . well irrigated but even Nubla eonquered, geopolitically a non-
necessary addition, for the fomrdational myth.
The grédual enlarging of the pantograph enlarged horus
until all the skies were ex lored, enlarged Osiris untlil every field

was surveyed and the grains of wheat could be called Hasar's

"Osiris' limbs." (Budge Dict. 588)

The expressions for the dynastlc rule itself testify to
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this story. The House of Horus, Hatlior means uouse of horus, camne XX
first. And the late term "Great House" Pharao was anticipated in the
term Hetaa, "Great House." This term uses He-t, House in the same way
ag 1t 1s used 1n the ward "Het-hbr." In the 5th dynasty, the
stargazers were sufflciently equipped to lntroduce hhe whole order of
the heavens; decans, the solstices and the planets had been observed;
and this found ey ression in the new title for the ruler, Son of Ra,
Sa-Ra. Hathor and Nephthys, the house of Horus, and the mlatreas,of
the House now became Sa-Fi, the two daughters of Ha, Sothls and
Nephthys. When the wky had been fully exploited, the terrestrlan
aspect was developed. Now g new legs sacred term for houge came
into use. Per replaced Het. For the House of Horus now was substitu-
\ted in every day wuse the word Perao, Pharao. 4And with this
gsecularization of the ruler the great model of des h and reaurréction.
the numany could be per . itted to be democratized. 1In the days of
Hathor and the Sun of Ra it would not have been possible thnat tie
average Egyptian took Osiris' death and 1life as his own case. But
undér/Pharao, the great nouse on eg th, tule energies of the Uslrian
vision were unlversall zed.

How would not every one wish to be an Osiris as Osiris'
death before everybody's eye each year was followed by his
resurrection?

The emplresgave all men a new vision of death. The tribes dug
graves and fed the anecegstors so that they stayed allve. But the
enpires da ed to wall the ennual death of the Wegetdilon and with
this cosulc exawple they mmmxikxkx drew desth into the cyecle of
life. They made their inhabltants expect a Jjudgment and a resurrection

in another world. The two relations to deatc the tribal ad imperial
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are shspply opposed.

At thils point the expert has a right 0 demand investlgations
of some related topics: Seth i1s the first such tople. The Sematanik,
the union of the lamds would be another, Orion and Sirius a third, tie
history of the nomesand the teuples a fourth and the attesmpt to end the
Divine Famxily of Horus by Echnaton a last.

I havecollected the material for these investigations and I
have formulated themn. ‘

But I feel that it would be like trespassing on the dous in of
the men who have devbed their 1life to these problems. 1 have a hard
time to rake then admit that wy mettiod is a supplementary one and
that the lack of gone such crftical second approach has been 1njurious.
A good man like Everth has been deterred. 1 doubt 1f the workers
in the field will be plerzed by the outaidef'g Interference. But at
leget I snall not try to poaef as an insidér. [ think that my approach
18 necesesary. 1 hope that I have brought valuable material to bear on
the gquestions which has been neglected and which [ have not misinter-
pret§dl But the duslism remains. It takés the opposlte aet. ods to keep
any department of knowledge alive., Any mere eruditlon at this point
would be like throwing sand into the reader's eyes. What is the real
issue? I challenge the m ti0d8 of the "hist rical” and the "anthropo-
logical®™ sé& ools. Bot&vhave invaded the Empire .of fgypt, the one with
tribsl, the other with hilstorical-evolutionary methods. They have
divided up tie facts of a cosmlc emplire between themselves as elther
tribal or messlanlc. Hdxkmwk Never have tiey glven the cosmic houses
of tie gods a chance to state thelr own case.

This case differed totokoelo from the tribes and from Israel.
And Sotdcoelm is,m® as now the reg er is able to sce by hiuself,

literally true. Byt the House in the sky by an extra-tribal cosmiec
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family, a whole eon was nade to occur between the c¢clans and the Israel-
ites.

Toto coelo differed the emplreas from anything that manlhad done
before or after.

The sky enhanced the LZgyptian, the dexican, tne Babylonian cycle
from a four or five generation consciousness to the .yth of millions
ofyears. It oftes has been stated that the "primitives"” don't
take much interest in the sky. 1t is full of irregularities. 1t is
sinister. It is fragmentary for a Kirglze and a Hopi.

The gky over igypt became orderly andunified and divine in
eternal recurrence.

| THE HOBERIC WORLD

If the mythical house of the cosuic forces and a son of
heaven are definlte hletorisal creations, they must have thelr end, as
all historical for:s.

One or two s entences in Homer snow that the end of Lgypt is as

explicit as its heginninge Homer reverses the Egyptlian order of the

Housae iﬁ‘the Sky. He reverses the measning of the Ka.

Homer has the courages to replace tle house in the sky by a
poetical world. The term "world" is correct for Homer. 1t is wrong
for Fgypt. We quibbled wilth the tera skyworld for the double throne
of Pharaos For a house was rostulated with fir# dimensions, maas&rad
and oriental. The Homeric world emerges! th’?’the goda retire to
an Olymplan Versailles. The palace of Zeus has sihrunk to one apot in
the unlverse instead of belng the universe.

s The world == what 1s the world? Well, what are the gods? The
cosmic powrrs which can glve man his Ka. #hat is the world? That
which dors not speak. Now man posites his own beglnning and end! Tke

reveallng lines of the Homerie world run: from all this tell us, from

g
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wherever you like, ay muse.' And '"Sing, o muse, of the iuan.?

Thege two lines were impogsible in Egypt. These two lines mark
the beginning of a new eon in which man is in the world. 4nd tle

world is the universe stripped of nouns and pronouns.

The gr%mmatical fora which the Greeks culivated to an extent
unknown hitherto was the indefinite pronoun. O0Of the noun, pronoun, ine- {
definite pronoun (some, any, one, a, a certain) seguence, the jiomeric % 
"from wherever you like," im the beginfing of the Odyssey, is a sta tling |
proof. The gods spesk to thee as Izermak has pointed out, in the I
proper time and place. Homer can feel that an el @ nt fills the
universe which 1s indefinite. The world is undefined before man epeaks.
The perfectly horrid dread @f the igyptlans was such indefiniteness.

That was Seth, aapohep the serpent, it was chaos. Somehow, somewhere,
anybody, were terrifying terms of anarchy. 7 .

The Homeric universe executes the change from the gods and Thoa,

o man, by speaking not only of it and things, of "the divine" and "the
human” the being, as neutral essences. Also, here we hear of mahaging
"gomehow" to be that what we have been{"anywﬁy? -= the uost genersal answer
of the humanistlc mind.

The indef inilte pronouns were something else in the beglnning.

They signified "one” or "many" in the strictly numerical scnse. ° Also
how, who, what as questioﬁing pronouns were in existence before thelr
indefinite use in Plate's fantastic number of " " begame popular.
The questloning pronouns in Greek carrles a full accent. The indefinite
pronouns were the same words witrout an accent! The indefinite pronoun
is needed when we leave the soclety of wan and tie house of the gods and
gé out into the world. Why? The world has no nases. The world cannot
be gathered in hy were pronouns by which we quote known things among

connolsseurs of thelr proper naues. The world is a multitude of msny
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"any's" of "some" instead of definite nazcs.e IThe worldd is domer's and
the Greék mind's dancing green. A1l philosophers talik of the Unhe and
the Zany and thereby give away their birtnplace in uomor's world of the
unknown, unnémeﬁ, indefinite {freedou of aaie

"sing o wwened gays Houers Anda t the end of the licaeric world
Virgil “as fully impiem@m&mﬁ the underlying sssuaptions OFf aras and
aen I sing, Virgil begina the Lneld.

The -Zgo has risen, aan thinke that he can speak outside the
clan and outside Lhe house, in nature, in the world.

This la the poetic dreas of all artists, all poets, all phile
osopherss They actually belleve thal the wgo can seke a begluning of
apeech before o group or a god has authorized Lt Lo apeake

The gyptlan fa 1s not refuted by tlc Greeks. It was not the
whole truth shich the evolres dlagovered. The é&ad@r nowever Jay
think that s good deal ¢f thuth was dlscovered wohen "Thou ard lorus®
/wmg s21d by .at!or bto Fhoaree and winen her wings lay around s shouldsrs,

for the first tize. Hot the world waas ﬁisbover@d, Ot the sanye. The

N
.

The House and the fa..ly of the gods were discovered and the tewdl o ad
all the houses la whleh we woar soipgd aind work began to Do builte The
wodern Boulder and Coulce dav as well as St. Peter's in some and Ste

‘arc's in Vénice oing the praisc of the House of Horuse
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