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o " agsthicr

Am.ém in recent tines’ there has been ali b;n. unanimous agrée-
B " ment” that the plvblm of llnglup origin w111 never find a sultible

context, for mod.m\mnmgnum, G. ‘Revoss has tried, in his forn-
ilation of the Contact Theory to rui.nuodm:- the proble into cone " :
- temporary thought. .H4s Theory estabitahss & spm\lhtiva pvolutlon— B i
2 : »lry sequence- of language ngrowth from uw ‘earliest rorms to the . P
nore highly developed.” While his loqlunue 15 aduittedly theorstical, ’
Rovesz, atteipts to show that all avadlible evidence:tends to verily
" hts hypothetical order. * ' .
.. . The Contdct Theory, however, 13 developed without sdgquate’ R

ntmtion to the tnd.ltirmll problem of ’mbld-body i.n(.crudnn' s

55 ¥an? m,u ‘activity is pmblmm especially insofar as it b'ems >

- o “ahvehicle" for thought. ‘The problem 1s how physical speu)h pmom- ,. ’ e
. gave rise to, or were the fesult of, or vere originally incorporated

with, ‘the processes of abstract thought. nav‘m' insists that his ’ P
Umu'y is based on nsithnr an Cuph'ld.!l nor & rationalis viev, '

but: does not ndqun'.al,y ul.ruy how he’achievos this,

25  Maurdcs'Merl vonw'- the bastc veak-
T T nesses in Ranu“- Theory by d.imd.ng nuurm' dichotomy and pro= . - - 4
g NS Vvidlng & suitable method for lppmnhi.ng the oritical noment of lang
Y . i

¥y ew . © utgs origin, By means of the ph-nmmluicll deseription, Mérlesu-

¢ . Pty .et,qp:u to wicover the."gromds" of consciousness, andin so . "
dotng ntroducds his corlsopt of the Mbody-subjeot”, the practioal )
sythests of mind andbady vhich vo "iow" by ;Lm 1t, This body-

L g . T G e’ B B s e
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mbjeot?, i ite preconscious‘a

g d-order” or n i« u:a is se
of 1m¢\ug-. Herlnn—Pnhty muutu that man has not outlived this
level of "prl.mxﬁvu being"r. The "hody-mh;m@“ Bﬂlﬁ-h\l!l} to bf
arestive Prioh Lo cmmtous awarensss, Conselous thought, merely.
discovers what 15 crut.o&‘tor it by the preconscious 11fe of. the
uuum '

If we grant Eevolz's mumdn that linguage origin Vs’ & oraste
ive act, 1ike thoss creative 6ts Which ooour'dadly, an xmination
of humn oreativity should provide seme insights into ths progess,
ccording

which gave'rise to hunan’ spéech, Tils oreative process,, s
to the accomts of the more eminent minds of both Art and Solencé,

involves & dyn'n\do shich 15 hidden from the censcious mind, This

d.mﬂe can be deseribed, in Herlem-Ponty's teras, as  tho procans

sclous activity of the "b«u-suhjmn d Lo
Soén 1n this context, nan's langusge continues to originnta

" from preconscious creative acts which giye man spsech before his

N dileovur,y of it-in rational terms, . Thus, by lnidlng‘bamrtcs'

dmow.q and by removing primitive man from an avolnt.innsry

conhxt, the hng\l-ﬁo probl- can become & nanmpon»qun.ian. N

P ¢t
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1.

\ INTRODCTION \.\
'If?hnilmmn;mmahdllhmlu i »
are agreed,' it 1s that the problem of the origin

; of huun speech is ltﬂ%nulnd " (1). 1
‘ This problen of language origin vas recoguised very sarly in the :
: Mstory of Vostorn' thimght; Eythagoras and Plato, for instance, be- . - 3
-ldeved that langusge arose out of "inherent necessity” as a form of 3
*oatursl gusture", while Domocritus and Aristotls argued that 1t vas 2
“estabitanad by don® or "Solut: have contin. &
usd: to be confldoting and umtmnrﬂh to the po: f frusf gt

o nbmdomnt of t)lo probhu 1.|1 more nolﬂt times,

Generally speaking, put\ theordes of langusge origin has boen | i

| A
into four ) »mm‘&l\\ phloso- |

4 phioal; and Eh Purthet sub. have been mads,

of the anthropologloal, for instance, into imitative and cntogenetic;
and the onfogenetic, in turn, intb six distinot theoriess the "abbling
\ theory", the "child spesch theory" the "theory of prychologlosl dis-
position”, ete. (2). The problem, then, at least in the past, has
| 'o._rm,a.y been taken sericusly. : s

Yot some nodern day names for, past theories reflest, perbeps,

I less than serious approach to the issus, mmmzwmn,.‘\ 3
for inst from natural of joy, surprise, etc,, has been
labelled the "pooh-poch"theory. Thoss who maintain that language began

| v
through nan's ixitation of nataral seunds ‘are said to adhere to the

e Story of Langusge, p. 2, |
i B A
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"bw-unu" theory, meu other uxplmdons are Nfsrr«l to by such

~nanes" as- "dd.ng-dvng'\.‘ tasta",” "sing-song”, and "yo-he—ho" ).

The ain of the praunt ux-Nhs 18 not to mummarize, paraphrase,

defend, or refute Arw of Utol. theordes, This has llreldy been ‘done
. Hith an i.nton!lty thnt hll often -velvod into ragé, even to the ntcn?.

ot having umnm dinnmtod in uruln leamed socisties as a bham
for Aeldmlu diacuauiun. " | X

One m-n: ory, however, does deserve’ Atuntion. The Contact.
Theory, dnnlnp'q\by 6. Reveps, stbompts to make "the problem’of languags

origin. a more !uihhlo one Tox' reputable cmsiﬂerltion, and does so

- with a1 thl daml ‘that has become lvlillble through tlm careful find

ings of -%dam mmh, Chaptar One of Gur. dlscussion dnoludes &
sumary of this theory aa a u’hrnng polnt for. further analysie, -
|In Guapter Tvo wo concentrate on ‘aspect of the Contast Theory

" which are philosophically problemstic, and find that these problems

are.given elaboration and clarification (not as peculiar to'the Contact
Theory, but as general problems) in the phenomenology of Maurice

MerleauPonty, This supplies a mothod which

seens more appropriate to the problem of origins than Revess's method
of retionsl themtization, and also. avolds Revess's tendsncy to view
man a5 & rationsl antmil vithih the contaxt of ewlution, Glven thess
o tdvantages, ¥o may begin o view the problem of lunguage orlgln n

)y
& new conhx'.

The intent of our 'argument', however, is not to stress the apparent

O >
3. M..Pel, The Story of Language, p. 25.
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. falures of the Contast Theory. One. of thé merits of the theory, in
fact, 45 ‘that 1t leidd us far encugh and consistuitly enough into the
,mldumluuuﬁu.”mﬂ*muwﬂq .
‘mu:_.nm‘i-.h;‘u; The theory iw pertisps most interssting
4n'ite suggestion that the origin of languge was a grestive act. By
Yocsting the probles within the speeifls centaxt of humn crestivity,
m--uuu-uummuvnqmm-rnmunr-

“ther nslght 1ato the languge problem; Thls exuxination provides the
thess of Chapter Three. ’

Our discussion does not pretend to effer solutions, It does adin -
to mke more axplicit (at least te some extent) m-. difficulties which: :

soe to be “to blame for the frustrations that efforts to deal ,
ith the em have 1¢d to. Our final claim 1s that the origin of

language 1s mot an irrecoversble evant in mn's primitive past, but
a continuing process out of man's primitive presemt - a process fully
of

T BINDI



% R . ,/' CHAPTER ONE - THR mmr/ﬂmn '
A In b Mmm % Reviss uh-nnu
the vardous theorles of Tanguage origin’ (1), amd clatns that all thess
theordes are insdsquate, \He then sttespts to uubn-h nore fossible
grounds e which to base speculation abopt the origin problom, Eis oon-
siderations deserve special attention t,en-:;. affort .“‘-I firat of all,
& nore contemporary atteapt (195!:) to deal with the problem, and b- makes

\ Wo of . considorible sxmt. of EpLrioil dats, aore recently mde -v.u_
#hlo by mdern reséarch 14 the various hman'solences, These dita ave

MQ only hrcughl to bur upon conclusiens of previous utoexdos, bllt’ .

Aln relied’ upon to pnﬁdo Mdlﬂu. Lor Lhc construction of a'new th”ry.

_ the Contact Theory..
t, while Revess nakes, use of empirioal dita, e also nchmlodp-

the of a narrowly c approsch, and instats that "what

1s proved to b.un.ecm’uwn'-x- of axperience 1.

an Swportant
detail, but not a Md.n one," (5). Be holds that certain questions - '
eamot, be answered Af e confins curselves solsly to st 1s empiradally
provable, Thus, A!Lhuugh Revess s .\&mmnn. he 0111‘0 his work "a

pht 1 and pay 1 i " (6. i

This recalls Kerlesm-Ponty's intention 4n m_m.gut_qmgm
"to relate phﬂmopw to psychology i.n such a wny as to ukn the existance

of the one compatible with that of the oum-.t' (7)} Revess: 18 ﬂuﬂq

!

. 20-81,

4, G. Revess, Origine wnd
5. Told,, p. 80, . ‘
6, Ibid,, Preface, i . 3 3 ok
7. Mawlos MerlewePonty, The Primacy of Percsstion, p. 95. . . 7'

of Langu,

\onT BINOIT




* the begiminga of langusge in & muck broider context, thn yr.mn-:.y

~.” Revest

A g-ut. dexl of unt.iei- v)‘xieh he bririgs in oommon -gunn fen-
Q:urlau m-u. m- m-pf.. from e,n, fatlure of their ori;smcm and-
ul’hcmtl P nbsm. theii- coricepts’ to mﬂan smalysis, : Sode thieories %
have ukg- 'uri ' to roter te conddtdons’ n-uunuh antecedent to '

1.n;ug-, somo, % th fory of ‘language, in 1t oarliest -ns.femuann
.u... tothe- caysel Cator which offasted the um‘. mtpr.un‘u.u
_m verbal m. xt is d\mm‘u. h- ng‘onu, to umu tha mm op

are considered. Therefors his ovn u..ary takes them a1l into cm_nlder
ation 50 a8 to properly 1oe.u “and apeodfy the mf_z piotlem, m“nmz.

he 1san’ tton vhich. 3 “-'-huncm

a

achioved. This become's mu.. ho explatns, by noeing the problea’.”

. frm a ‘philosophtes ﬂwpei.nt. : -

Another’ phitlosophically interesting foatire in ‘the. d.vgapmz of

s tluur_v 48 hin rejsotion of M‘dﬂthnﬂ “rationaMst md mpiris
olst do!tﬂml. while nuo‘ni.d.ng thlt both offér important in (hta. @)

His hnp. is mc. hs own' theory, reconciles tha two fundamental polit.tu

Wo shall ses :um- how n.rluu.rm,v Held the suse’ Kcndof monauuua-
possible,. (9). -

8. G, Revess, nmm_mmm.az_mm . 65-66
&.s.-w,«-.».;s—as.' ST A

LS . L i




MR, T N wsl . . oua
- P e Se Cem o chaSSEGE

."eupiil.mh—ktlillu;tlag and to sbp

_satlaritios ith other thinkera," (10). Byt our metivation here 1s
uﬂhtumﬂ)ﬁl. Our and soncem u\aumu--fmmm
of l‘mn‘. and aspoctally that part of l.rlu!-?mv‘l philosophy .
" - which has some bearing on the topic, Nerlesu-Pority had intended to'
Nt : brﬂ.n;hgvhhorhilnhudvlnninlbooknkhhcnluhnnlld
.. Bxpresstan, Ho unfortanately &4 not carry out his intention (death A
Y mmtod.hi-), but bs interest in the question 1& evident throughout ' ’
o Merloau-Ponty did = -

his onpl.t.d booka and published nat.u. Becar
- . “riot brink his views to a edmhnu r-m:uu.uu. whﬂo nn-n (a con-

teixporary mib{l.un-ranq) dd s  own; because the two mun ,arq L
iy of “ bothr payohologlats of a 'philossphical bent's and because both clais 8 b
» ‘ rm?i- the r-umu.t—-pmgm views; it becomes tantatively cou- '
pdungugxnnmuaumm. ‘sven though his vork 1s @t the - -

. prizary concemn of our discussion, The origin of language, ‘of ‘odurse, -
< has Jong been asa topte for investi- \ %

- . gation, Mnn. ‘then, who -puam.y sttempte to bring the problem
o back into modern thought as & deserving un.. becomes & good
5 . potnt for further reflection, espectally stace his insights potnt out
agay of the reasons for provicus sbandemant of the. .A o
The attempt in this chapter shall be to swmarise Revess's Contact

" Theory, noting those aspects of it which have the ost significance. in
* Light of Kerlesu-Panty's views, which ‘shall be discussed later: . - .

\eHT BINDINE



. 117 G..Ravess; Mnn_mu_tf_h_ﬂnrg. pp. 86-137.

L, . s ; g

"B nm--'/um-,a‘: ‘that & ‘basto and\tnstinotive need for contact, 4n
some 'rox- or ancther, is a vital requirement for all forms of animal e ~ -
1ife, inclading man. (11).. This nead may ‘be. felt and satisfied in dif-.

. forent ays, gving rise to varying runu of contact; all et vhleh. il -
hwmr, are related by u:. undarlying “contaot \u-go which u:a,y qu in

en-nn “The most prﬁduu and stuple contaoct nnd 1s physical and 1s ; ‘\ 43
nthtiod by wnonl nmt. l‘h- most complex 1- lan, <
What Revees proposes t5 do 1s to exemine the various forms of somnd
_ contact, in an attespt to afrangs th in ‘soue order, such that each

t:'po of eentlut may be soen as ll.lgliﬂ.y more mr.mmm, mature,. Ql-

" complex than the consequent ome. This lrrng--lt into stages, of smu.

Alght. have 11tde to.do nun any order in which the-varions types of

somuioation xight bave -m.n; evolved (if they did indeed evolve),
Tet, Af the onder established on,such a speculative basis can be shown
to be amniun with the ‘acospted facts of blologleal evelution, and . .0,

with ﬂu dnh which have been by 1

cal, and lingulistic studtes, then the mggested ssquence winld: gatn

some oredibility, On the other hand,’it may be show tatagven
stage-in the progression should not have succeeded the one suggested as

1ts tmmediate source, bocause oo, wuch sviderce sesms’clearly to the ceoe

contrary, .If this were the case,  the proposal would seew to have 1

morit, . Hence the initfal hypothesis is subject to relative 'verifics-
t4on!. or Fejection,  sccording to its.degree of plausibility vhen measured

e o - ¥ ' /
against:all available evidence, x ‘ i .

|

A\enr BINDITE



Revess, then, is not trying to proye that langusge necessarily
*' evolved, from nore primitive types of social assoolstion, but he does
- suggost srentully that bis fhoory doss not go. against -u;n & posstbils.

ity. What be i nost emphatio about is that, 1f soke pon!un- steps S g

of evolution are traced, then thise steps must be chosen asoorsiing 'to
sone prifioiple, or some essential quality, which all the stages have

LI in comeon, The principle whiah n.nn 5 ommm ahooses, md\moord—
Ang to which he groups the kinds of comimication, 1s the peed for oom=

h l and the hluncﬂ'l sffort to achieve 1'. He examines t):ll kinds

of ummt, even on thelr precomrunicative level, and then reflectively
Maseifias the forms of communisaticn lnto stages of pre-history, protos
" history, and linguistic history. On this Basis, distinotions are mads
between. various categories of empirical data, wrtil be defines language,
in its. state, ‘as & tri- form of syabolte Somminii

aation, (12), - o . o .
5 : By uniting the forms of commmicatioh under the contact principle, )

Revess belisvés that much confusion is avoided. 411 animal sounds do

e 3 a0t ortginate out. of & caitact requireasnt, W wust recognise, clains

Revess, "the piyohic foroes that are st the root of both lingaistic

sotivity and the g-mt- and growth of language,” (u). Mere sound
o ieaie siayed & Hecessery #6le 1n-Lamguage rm.uou. for 1t s the.
medium through which langusge evolved; but 'thts does not qualify . " o
soiny shutaseres s, Btk oo, By. Tocoguising "the imer forses ]

12," Ibid., p. 124, { . o
b B2, : SN L,

13, Tbid,

Flowt BINOIW



that, must have governed the entire process of development”, the ixport

5t dinttigiton 6an b mle bebwesh ownd sl mwenis beloniing u,ﬁ- .

communicative stage of langusge genesis and those with other motivation,

0nthis basis, Revess suggests that some_ M.zxe ph-vnu-nu, even though

they may be ighly devsloped and habitual, oéumot be viewed as having

any cauml influmce upon langusge grovth, To have suoh in 1nfTanse,

the sounds xust be & means of satisfying the contact meed, and -gn'

originate from this need. - Ths an ‘errer of past speculation has been ‘

as ixportant influemces in speech growth, -those vooal pro- . | \
dustions which ‘bava only an external and mperfioial siailerity to sot: L

to constru

Wl lenguage, Rovess's own findtngs lesd hin to use three classificatios °
of uct,m contact sounds (m.ﬂlli.ng the oamtact need)s
L ; (1) nonocssmumteative sontact '\ 3
(2.)  sommuntoative contaot (non-verbalf - : £
. (3.) u;mum. contact (verbal) ‘ e
€., (1) Non-comrunicativs contact ocours in what Revess calls the Contact ;
(r, Sound, m;\hzggnn‘u aninals of all speotes, but espsotally ucm - |
i aninal

. Thess Sounds seem necessary for the feeling of sscurity and

funotion in bolding the herd togsther for purposes ofsleeping, swarm-
; ‘

ing, feeding, migrating, eto. They are not commnicative sounds, for

they sixply glve the asurance of co-presence, | The snimal's place, as
it INH, il’iﬂ part d'ﬁ.lud in terms of Contact Sounds, ~ul. Iﬁ!-.

vhich together provide some kind of vague coviroomantal “harmony” or )
sultablility. This form of contact sesas the ot dévold  (pogtape oom- \
Pletely devold) of ‘any degres of individusl purposs or :.n_unun. P
1s diffioult, however, to 560 liowContact Sounds serve the purpose of

LT BINDINRE



'« noed 4s apparently. fal€ and the cholcs of ways and means to fulfill

_ the need seems to result in some sort of ‘conscious decisich and avire-

"'oscirs agitn.in his dcloﬂption of the ‘seond type of ‘somd cantact;

" 1a ‘this Ciy, WlEh'1s "an intended indication of vital needs," (14), ' |

"holding together" or "providing the fesling (f security" inless some

' fnm of am—unient.lnll 15 involved, Rmal sesms to. be rafarrlng toa

uaund influence similar to the pm,, that mu eons-to play in th8
mllul's environment. The animal makes mo nﬂurt €0 smell the vay Fo
does to oth.l‘ lniullu. Yot Slllvll an iupoﬂ-lnt factor, l.n ﬂxe animal's

uocid\hulﬂa. The Guestion is tﬁ: what extent, 1f nw. the animal ‘
s .m\. of! the influence smell has in hs 'socisl functioning! of '
to what nxhnt munm or Antention, for i.munuu, 1s Anvolyed in the
Kind'of 'emmsnuon' that: anipal ‘soent somstines appears to entadl.,
A prnblam here is how to specify activities which are corscious
ones ‘arid those which are biol.uglnl only. ng beating of the. hdrt 4
is an exinple of & blological aotivity with no element of unnseicmmu v
aurdngly required for its process, For soms o\t!g-r activities, Bewavis, :

ness on thé part of the 'subject'. Revesz recognizes the nesd for sée:, -
ing’tho differsnce in the two kinds of activity, but stresses also that

an easy 18 an fioation of the lssus, This problen

vhich Ravess clalma is on the level of commmication,.
(2) " The'most archialc form of aotus) communioation (non-verbel)

The' context ‘of tha, Cry 1 mors.perticular and manifests a degree of |

1k, * Tbid., pp. 134£L.

floxn BINOIN



" . Lo 1,
indtiduality not in evidence in the Contact Sowd, The Cry Telites
alvays to a relatively specific kind of actiom, ;\qdr.d to neet a
relatiyely speoific nesd; and-is accompanied by "inner excitement® and
« Taslisig of axpoctation;’ The Contact Sound,”of the othbr hand, neets ' .,
a more constant of general need, and is manifest nore as a comwunal
~ or group phenomenon, It seems thit whereas we might be .mnit\i\u in
sqrhi "That-was a Cry", we should rather refer.to Contact Sounds in ., -
the plural, or in the collective as a "general. hub-bub", ete,, With
no:"spectal acousts or motor oharasteristica". Even so, the Cry, al-
though- 1t is semevhat Batter dafined thin the Contact Smmd, e stall :
 uncancentrated and vague; but 1t 1 already direo tad." It doss not -aim (
at contact with definite individuale; 1t 18 morely an endoavour to n- : %
duoe he envirorment” or more ganerally sposlcing the external werld,
to te by sons 4] riate sotion,” (15). ‘Hance the

Cry, although 1t 1s not yet'a lingulstio phencmenon, is closer to verbe s
" al comwunication than is Contact Sound, in that the Cry is directed,

has J 4ntent, is g and and has disce 1
acoustio and motor characteristics, Most Sninals, ineluding man ' , make

use of the Cry, as in ories of alara which are not addressed to u-nnm ;
individuila; Sating calls whioh bave no specific-directions and infant .
or{es which are denuiting though niot explicit in aim,

But, how does one stage (Contact Somnd) Telate to the other (the .

Cry)! Or are the two stages related at \1111 If the Cry is "an inf
i S

15, Ibid,, p.-158.

Frowr BINDITC



i = (g

Andicatien of vital noeds", what is the nature of un\;m, and
in shat vay does 1t evalve (1f it doss) from the level of mere Contact
Sound? The question again ist how does what is basically "biologloal®
aifferantists into vhat 1s to sows degres "conscious™? | The qusstion
becomes even nore explicit in the nature of the Call,

(3) e Call is a nore specialised type of Cry, "based on the
ability to u.r}u. significant signs to particular persons By/ means of
& wordless (non-verbal) indication of the desired ata”, (16), The Call ¥
requires the l;onln of. dsortuinatory pevers, to the extent that in- |
dividual, or u-um.. parts of the' environment are wmud. na

demand for a specific eo-opmuv- act, ;

Widle the Cry is purely instinotive, uucd.\proond- l‘m-ux-
perience. The Call, according to Revess, can only resilt after the
aniaal "lesins" from its activities, and frow the "world's responses"
‘to them, mam&rm-ﬂn—zmum-um‘nm
Thus &' mating 'eall’ 4n its earliest manifestations, may be no mere
thina eryamudwmm-':n—tumm. The repetition
of patterns then ensbles the individual to recognize that part of the
envirormant which his -ndpr;duﬂ—-ununipdnunruﬂn‘t-t
satiafactorily. The Cry thus becomes s Call in finally being sdiressed
to-sppropriste mn-;:u. = '
. Because some do nhn into Calls, oome hmm-. ol elther,
are annnu to classify as un. or the other; Althauh the onnu

16, 'Toad., p. 16} PR
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'd;fr.rha.b_mu_m e tuip ok e eakly gradped) Thi dhbe kind of
Aaturation, claims Revess, takes place in'the. 'langusge' ﬂonlupuqt: .
_ of the humin Infant. There ssems to be a period dubing which be doss
not. distinguish hiaself frow his envircument, yot he makes noisss when
ho Lo wmwell o unconfortables mot, Howaver, vith aiiy ‘evident intent
"to_ communisate or to sppesl to hls surroundings, Yot, at same point,
.the same types of cries, under the sams typen of conditions, do become
directed with some"degree.of intention, and the child’does uu};-u 0
. 1ovel of awareness and expectation not evident with his sarliest activity,
Onoe agein the unansvered, question about this maturstion process
18 posed 1 the Cry 1o related to the Call, what s the nature of
this nlldmlhip‘l Waat. 1s the dgmato! sccording to which one stage
diftarentistes. ints the next? T4 cotld bs alaimed,of avurse, that. the
Call 1s not ‘a ‘more-specislised’fora of Cry, but s pherensnon vhich ori- X
" ginates rither out of fts own d@istinct ‘and indspendent 'dymaile’, tiu_
question about the origin of langusge wight also'be asked in ths pch
spective. . Language way. bo approschied as a phenomenon whloh: doss ngt
_develop eut of related (bmt 1
of but which 1s nt in kind fros otiier ayftons
of ‘sound ‘oyntact. Revess's hypethetical sequsnce has not yet resched

spectalised and less. Gomplex) forms

the language stage, Although the Cry and the Call are considered By
Revess as forms of communication, ‘they are -un nm-nn.nhuu. .The

: nrlé stage of lingulatio communioation, does- appear m. "
and thus the problem-of relationship b.u::':\m,n ‘Bacomes s orusi:”,
otal one. | - . iy ¢




B Hfier e s

0 () e faret mg. of unguuuo st cation béging with vhat .

Revess calls an Imperative language, The nu ‘of thh Inmperative llnm

marks the Smimm of word.use,  Revess 1s caretul to distinguish be-

tisen -mx-m 1n Bl dmlapf? Languge, and the Linguistio torms
of the tzyp-r-uv- language, . Between the two, in fnot, he places mouur
stage %eh he desoribesas "language “rﬂ:\\.q primitive structure",

. v :
Bo teos the history of the word, then, as having three stages - the

irchaic forw, the prindtive form, and the fully developed form, Revess

would have us ‘guard against, trying £o'"bridge a.gap" betwssn word usage

4n modern languages and the initial use of sounds in the archaic ling-

uistic sense,. But he hopes that the “gaph between the Call and thes
irshite “Inporative language is visble in « possible Fevolutionary"
-qnme. 25 would bo ‘tho gap" betuodn, the Tupsrative language and the

prixitive language, and finally betwoen prixitive langusges and a modern

ons, Hovever amall, of, course, the "gap" cammot.remain a vacwm, Revess

claing" to have establistied at Least a bisis for dsvelopment in the wnder '

Lying contact urge, which .u forms of otferenication stem from, but his
£inad trostaunt of the Problem (a problem which reours in sach of the

" stages) )/(.g-u) best taken, up at another point.
D. Ap‘rs,\gdu their origin in'a need for sontact, another comon

'a)unutlrhuc of the Cry and Call is thetr ny-nun quality, This

" quility 1s only vaguly: present in the Cry, and porhapa. (but ondy porh-pl)

not-emmmcmmtsmm mumcmumderpumm
esting dvq‘w of derelopment. and ute. with domestiosted wiimale (those
which 1ive on.a falrly intimate basts with man, and to s larigs extent

freaT BINOIR




| romonss pertains, or the place where the response 1s to.bs concentrated |
. )
1

. chlnﬁ@.

gty

shars his mﬂrwn It 48 oé-on for such antnals: to oomisine gos-

ture and phonetic uturanoo to, express their ﬂlﬂr‘ in eaum-ud

[
form, -The request can be complex. enough to axpress (in the Call) a ‘I

|, nighly spectalised atn suck that.only a ‘well-defined responie satis:

" fios the demand; to require adtion by a definits individusl indicated
by gesture; and to indicate either the 'objsct! to which the required

or carried out, (17).

| The domestic animal?s nonverbal imperative fs the highsst level

| of ‘oommnioation antecadent to languago. . The moat, prittive languages| |
| stutted havo a'dogres of odplextty, hturity, and différentiation whioh
‘\ far surpsss th6 potential, proaise, or capasity evident in nv Kinown / '

“Hndofuﬂ.lll

of such -hm me
ot 3 fe
| they have alresdy’attiined the thres essentisl functions which are, |

~ 5
|Revess claims; charsoteristic of ‘the more highly developed languages;

‘m-x;. to sak quastions,’ dessribe sitastions and ovents, and to order
Tor comand (the n
\(13). These 'early languagss’ dre also knom to be yablie in woid and

lnd

..-m and to make uss of distinguishable parts of ap..eh whioh may be -

“The only bastio sixilarity which some luniguiges have to antn=

a _commnication’ 1s the use of the imperative, And it is here in the use

£ sounds “that hl“ an imperative function that R-t't_n sees

‘17, Tota,  pp. 16316k,
18, Tbid., p. 61, S LR
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21, Ibid., p: 182

- for. just as the i dve’ the highest achi 1n antmal
communication. Revest claims:that the ‘imperative, for iristance, is the

begin touse them, Even when they use nowns meaningfully and intentione £

./ action or other. And this ocotirs in spite of the fact that adults v [

’ ks

’ : 16,
"14nk! between animal and human 'world,

J ) . .
Since men and antmals seen nost direstly able to camsanicite on .
the level of command-respense (in‘the sense of being able to establish

some kind of contact system which enables the two species to’ o»oponéc

in organised leuvlb)! ‘it seesis tenable that apy differentiation from X 1

aninal to husan 'langusge' would ‘occur across the imperative 'channel's

comwunication, 1t:is also the most primitive or earliest form of human

node ‘through which m:,dﬁ; £arst grasp the significance of words and .

ally, ‘in the early stages of lengisge scquisitlen, thess nouns furiotion

in fast as iuperatives, sach nown being & request or demand for sms. - ;

"teach! children nouns as hames of objects, MCbservaticn has shown, ©
clains Revess, "that of all phonstie and gestural exprossions acquired by - ‘

‘the infant, the very first is the understinding of imperative words."(19).

"Hothing but aotivities or commands. dguoerning ctivities (apart from . .
s g
alls,. which produce .a: reflex turning toward the ‘source of the stisulus)

- will clain the child's itmon.\" (20)., "Some time wust elapse before

mwmd.f'ndhdwd-mdhgmd-dﬂngemlumu\dnduhl‘
A . - v

room for the  and v of 1 o (21),

19, Tosd,, p. 181 ° . . . 1%
20, Ibid., p. 181 L > ™ ot . :
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" dofined oF cloaxly separated from exch ther, both nouns and verbs funct-
+ doning as inporative @xpressions, (22). The first spesch gostures of

: ‘ - ‘.
0
Further -ddmun for the "yrlvrity of the imporative” can be lmn

. i.n those hn‘ugeu in which nowns, ‘adjectives; and verbs. are not clearly

doaf mutes are also of an imperstive natwe. Similarly ohildren with‘

nmhl daficlencies or distarbandes which show aphasia seem capsbls

for » Yong tine of erpressing amd tnderstanding only in imperative. :
um. (23). In linguistio science, Scaliger was the first to point ' k =4

out the priority of the 1n phyl and NE
Rovess finds' support, for this view fram ressarchers incluitng W, Wt '

F. Madther, M.  Breal, and C.’ Brockelmann, (24), ’F\n-thﬂmr-. m i

perative gmrd.Ly dsplays the 'root of the word whioh my have various

forma: ‘15 never absent. 4n ary verbal Languge (whils other modes-are);

18 capable alone: of expressing a complete sentence (in all its uses); - . ¢
‘18 1y of an sxperiende (whlch is Moloser ¢
o the archeiype of lng: than the vo, vidoh : S !

presupposes an objective attitude, more dependent on the uuuoev')x
18 not "multifunctional in the sense of being able to replace other

modes" (as, say, vhen the y oan express an in "fou
Vill, (" thus 41us 1ts loes and nore A
or, on); and nn-l:l:y the imperative Moén-

4:nu- to b accompanied by pnm. and:artdoulatory expressions of &

22, moid,, p. 183, ;

. . P <
23, Tbid., p, 184, i ¥ * :
24, :.Tbid,, p. 184, :
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Tace and movement, a of archaic

* beokuse they are constituent parts of the langusge of present- day - _
priitive peoples.” (25), “
Had we no such evidande potating to the prlority‘of c} tuperative,
¥ vould nonsthsless bo inaliried to posit Lts precedance on 'otivimstan-
t1411 grounds. The kind of contact provided, for sarly min, by the
txperative form, would TWIfA1L an cbriously, more iaportant need than
could be'net by elther the interrogative or the indicative forms.

Since his survival suppossdly depanded so'much upon nypnpmu action .

i 4n defense, in mnti.ng. oto., 1t ssems muu that, simple and exaot
action. _wrdl Were a’groater than d t ' or

. questions, It 1s certainly probable that early man, for survival, -
depended upon various instinctive urges reinforced by:the use of a - :

bighly developed non-verbal imperative which mntum differentisted
into a "transitional-form which can be fittsd in betwsen the' non-
nmmc&nmdm--wwxumw

( ative and ). This early form ~
s S % . )
. of language would have the $h . of an’ impe 1 -(:6.)
But rio such imperative language has ever been found ‘even among

the most prinitive peoples known, No language has ever bsen found
*just begiming', The imperative language which Revess-describes.
vill 1ikely never be shown to. be:more than a lypothetical one. But

.25, ' Ibid., PP 180-15‘6. %

. Py g 3 ST . .
26, 'Tod,, p. 187, » . \ {
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 ulstio iuporative can be shown antogenstically, and on the basts of\

411" othor spesch sots" and fthe wm@ler the priority of the nn.- 7 o

1 stic history, also ,' stically” (27), nmu 1s 1.a to sus-
poct that 4t visy be tb.lvng,h the  inperative mode unt the c-u can :mature

Lnum-odnafum-mnm«hwuu i o Dnecl?.hinod.. ca T Ty

, although imperative In 4ts first mant t this nnd? of

(ll Rnnll.l 8 it) would hln hld the potonthl to Msﬂnﬁlh hlfq

word, gesturs, and -

Suoh e--nmm 15, the genersl m.mu of uu Contdot. Theory.
Tt provides's theorstical evolutionaly sefusnce,'vilch has, adoording -

to Revess, the suppert ot ‘sound empirical svidence (most of widch we '’
'hln had to omit hm) Its ldnnhgnl over pmvm&’ theorles are,

1ts qnn-u on "the forees’that are pé lud.

nstesd of paying, too. wuch; isttentiod to.the medtum staslt, 1.6
and .unum (ze). The theordes mentioned in the introdustion: hnve )
not been e-nml mn@b in Q.ruu.u the llng\ugd phmmmnn anan x e

organion vn.h a purpose, nnd bave t.lm: uuht the orl;in o! hnmn
1in ‘vooal -xohuuom, u-r mnu, or. mg (n pnrc n—prudpn). chnu e,

27, Tota,, p, 124, ‘V ¢
28, Thids, p. 220, .
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R CEY o,
un!.lporunt.b Hari*s sarltost ‘Lariguige nay bave -nvmdod ke mm.
v singing, o babbling but 4ts! most basis foatires
“- weve-its growth fron the néed for mmz. and its Suporative quility, s

. or uzlllltiuﬂ

both of ilh.leh vo -h-n ltt-pt to relate, in the fo].loﬂ.u chlph.r,

‘o n.rl..u.rmr,y'- cormq:tl o: the bod.y.-mma and un U .p.‘-u.‘.;. Lt
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CHAPTRR TWO - MERLEAU-PONTI'S VIEWS ON LANGUAGE
IS . e % : .

A Viatever the advantages ofithe Contact Theory, thers are Gertain

philosophical difficulties which it leads h‘lld scknowledges, but

fails to develop and mest in & totally cbnvinoing vay, It must'be’

' olaims, or supposedly lhv!ld clain, to be mich more than --m.od-

adsdtted that thess problems perhaps would not meea'as scute wers

the Contiot Theory not vieved fn the iightof ahother attept to

deal with the problem of language origin; ninely, that of Mairice.

Merlesu-Ponty, THs latter's a'mm, in fact, may be sean as an

lpprnprhu = adequate method of meeting the major ‘problems. -mh .

the Contact. Theory brings into focus, Whils theve are miny details

in the tuo dpproaches which are-in strong conflict, it seeas that

4in a broad and general sense, Revesa's disoussion of language orxgxn

uubu-hu excellent mdl for mmsr speculation, and uut

Nerlesu-Ponty's Philésophy, of at least thit part of it whioh 1

most pértinaat, indioates the fora nd ccatent such -pmu,-um ‘should -

bave, ey e
The. critical mosent in Revess's theory appeas to bo the potnt

" at which ‘the wpin.‘ueu Iiporative Laigusge bogan, * The levels of

prior to, m-' ol bave been vioved as differ-

mt.h'.‘lonl in degrees. from one -ni.huhtivn of the contast no.d to
another, The issue ﬂﬁl the nnguuuc Inperative is that as hnmu

"4t should reflect the thought processes of the human wind, and ‘thus

Afioation of another type of commundcation (the. comunisetion of

\
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29, TeAd,; p. 133,
e

intasls). Revess.is careful to note that we should et atstake the
hypothaticsl Inperative languags as & fully dmlopod ‘oney nonetheless,
at some c#itical point, consclous thought must be seen (in the context
of ths theory) as developing.from the bastc blologloal contast nesd,

and & problem 1s posed as to:how bodily processes interrelate with

. munul ones,

Revesz Nsomlltl this problem lnd olaims that, while & diclm-
tomy must be acknowledged, care mut be uk.n in hw thiu dichotomy.
18 viewed: .« 7

A firm distinotion must be made between objectives -
sot on the basis of rational and voluntary decision -
and those' tovard which the individual is compelled ¢
inyoluntarily by blologically based drives, One

mast nevertheless guard against an error x-uchin;

back to Descartes which has been aggravated by . S
Ppeychodnalysis and which has triusphed in Behay-

Lourism; " (29).

Vet nat ek, ‘wariie B.mn. by Limdting tho 1dea of consotcumens

to higher Plaoing the ol 'unu a bellight
zone, belonging m;ﬂmr to the sphers ef wnly phvniul phonm. )
nor yet to the p!snmm of consolousness.” (30). What is conscious -
1s¥not,, ‘eo?m}., to {u.-.,.. necessarily "clear and d‘lath\ut"‘ or
intellectualized. Thers are -fdl'?'l which have been labelled 'uncon-.

scious' or 2 _which Revesz des as ces of

"dn-k and confuzed” uonueinn-n _but nonethsless forces of Kl

sciousness, - He. Iilhn to. indiulh ‘that the nesd fo!' contaot can céme

Thid,; por 134, T Ry w0
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- 23,
"ty m. uanmunmu of the Armnl at least as a 'dark presgure'.” (31).
5 Am:auh this n.rn may be. bastally blnleghul, 1t 43 it the sume
time somswhat more, and doss besoss manifest on some Kind-of slusive
opnloim level, This mnifestation "s so primitive that it is

"quite 1 1e. to ‘provide an adequate’ lingulstio for-
mulation or the contact urge." (32).

What seems to Happen 18 that, in its conmtrltiﬂn tpon dter-
erentiition. and hypothetical svolutionaiy stages, the Contach Theory
_hox‘!nl“tu be_gulded by some uch principle as: the mallerthe 'gap'
the better the -ﬁme_-. It appears highly unlikely that a blolog-

" ically based drive should diro‘cﬂ;‘pkrojogt Ateelf as "olear and dis~.’

tinetn 1 ot a complex biologleal process La moré Teade,

u.y ansoolated vith-a "slight glimmer” of vagus consclonsness, And e

rn- the 'glimmer! & biight light! oan amup. Thus Revess ‘asks

s to niote that, in Bis theory, "care u taken that. the gap betvoen
o, individual stages be as sull as pounm.n (33).

‘Although there 1s something spposling (porhaps) sbout. this kind s |
of "nlnwing dovll" tb.o basic munlq !ﬂint of nuhnm
an inter-relationship betwoen vhat x- abstract or dmutertalyund’

vhat 45 5 comorete or p!\’dull. he traditional probles of how "deal "
lnd rdal ‘ odn interect 18 ..u'.r;;-u,,
.u-pun. to m.bu.n "d-mn" ar 1dnlh.y or phystoality; If

‘3. Ibd,, pa 134 o By
32, Tod, pe 152, R e B o ! -~
33 Todde, B 199000 T s o S '




.“ ud:-ié "dogrees” af consciousnoss, we.refer, perhaps, to degrees

of glarity but not, 1t sems, Yo dogroes of 1dexlity. )lur’dul ve

S ro-unn.to supposs that consciousness, -in becoming less .clear
t1d dtatinct, becoses more and nore phystoal. . |
""" In the hope of providirig & raconcilistion Setmn rationalisa
and ewpiricism, the Contact Theory further fails ta clarify whit

. position or viewpoint 18 to be maintained as ons choodss betwéin
the two. The theory attempts, in other words, -to establish a med- :
Luting posttion Without establishing Ats om growds i the affort
to do 'so, The argment too easily sdopts "-pirlcll evidence” ‘and
then "rational evidence", from either point of view, nume sufr-

1oimt " attantion to 1ts om methodoloky. . 5 #
A r-unmg feature of the theory which bﬂﬂﬂk raises dw\lhf.l.
fiully proves to ¥o an sset in the Mght of Maurioe Merlesubmntyls s |

contributiens, (o may reoill fhit in his discussion of the distrib- ; ’

-ution of the fol
stages of
_by;infants and sometimes by adults, And although the hypothetical

s 6f contact, Revess points out that the earliest

Sative contact, the Cry and the Call, are still used

Isperative language has not been found s such, even ancng very primc
itive soclal groups, the imperative verb 1s‘still a common fora in

Can Lungusges, and i, moresver, the firet lingulstdo fim (fystionally) ’
ussd by oilldren. Revess has .\{»Lri-d to_astablish tiat the Oy, ‘- .

the Ave Call, and the ocour as sonssquent

stages of language develoment in ohildren, Wy then can we.not

oinoentrate on these stages of desvelopment in order to uncover the

. process of language arigint ® 2 : &
P - .




* - It appears that, howsver fruitful such endesvours my prove,
ﬂ.hﬂt_humtlmmonnhmwlpt;tdodcr‘
development since its first employment, and that the cultaral situ-
\ation in vhioh 1t makes 1t to reash o
about the original state of the language,' Yet/it is signifioant
\A-numtun-sm-mef-mm,mm

fashioned man and made hin human.” (34), "One cannot escape con~
ceiving of man from the very beginning as a thinking being, and
therefore as one endowed with speech,” (35). Revess apparently holds .

1

that a5 soon as'a certain animal began to think, he used langusge;

. " and vhen he firat iised language, he began to think.  Moreover, Mevery
new word, every new nomugv..‘ and every n¥w linguistic expression
owss its existence t6 a crestive husan act; and it wast have b;cn‘ e .8
esseitially so from earlisst times.” (36). This e find is Revess's '
final description of the sot of linguage origin, "No fundamental o t
dstinctien omn be made between the ‘originil creation of Jangusps 5 e
and the ;mun acts which ocour daily." (37).

In view of mutLﬂtl 1t must be asked why it is necessary .

(relative to the problem of languige origin) to axamine mcuimm{
ﬂu‘ devel t from oant;n. to comm-

untoative non-verbal bontact, and then to communicative verbal contact.

. 36, Toad., p. 210,
35, Tod,, p. 211,

My " 36, Toid,, pp. 211-212.
3. oy, p, 212, .

; s
3 4 !
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Prom the very. start mn was, in Rovoss's viev, a. thinking siimad endowed
¥ith speech, which he still is; Languige vas & for of commnicative

contact whieh could be seen in relation to other forms cative -

»
contact, which 1s still the case: and langusgs was’
croatiye aot 1ike the creative acts whigh

d.u,y in every
new vord, conoept, o Lngulstio expression, It woulhgsea thit
"exteinal" oultural sltuations would not be.s contrituting fustor
to, the busto "ner dymamic” of the crostive act. Wiile cultural
r.c_hm may have a bearing upon £he nature of the crestive "product”,

- the crestive );mau (in Revess's own view) remains fundamentally
the same. It appoars.as Xugn g,h'.é Revbss contends .that of all man's
cFeative acts, the lunguage ot was his first and: definitave one,

Fonce any ‘insdghts gained ints the nsture of himan creativity, in
any fors, would be R ) 4Ansights as well into the nature of ] .
langiage origin, This ‘suggests that the 'dynamic! ur'lmgﬁm origin Sty
10 nat burted foraver in probistory, and that 1t 1s upon thi natire ! P
of Ehome creative acts, vhloh cocur datly, that nunum mut b
fosused; 1n urdor %o throw more 1ight not caly upan the-origing of
Aaigusge; Bub also upe the' Fecibring origine o mwin, )
Thus tae Contact Theory locates the problem of the origtn of
hr;gnlg- ina l'posma and mesningful csntext of Himan' orestivity.
~In whatever vays the theory may £all short, 4t nonothsless astablistes

' inportant atas, if enly by bringing sertain dffieultles Anto focus. .
! In the following sectins of this chapter,an atteapt will be made
to indicate that Maurice Merleau~Ponty's tr-ltngnt of the pnhlm’ : L
of ‘origins (espeotally of ‘Langisge) has mush to offer 1n oversomtng - * i Xy ¢

oy
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is that tradition and consclo

" in that it "dige" beneath man's consoicus levels in search of their

" language origin -to. be an important one for the phenomenologlat’s .

oW Bk

these difffculties, In M, um.' Heioulttes are: (-)"uaa lack: °
of & censistent method and point of view iw approaching the critieal ¥ uly
-mmt of language orlgin. (b) the fallure to give sufficient nunuan
and analysis w‘ua{ question of mind-body interaction, and (c) the
falluré to pursue ‘the ides. that languige origin was a greative act,
14ke thoss oreative acts which ocour daily, ) ;

B, In Herleau-Ponty's view, & central difficulty in nodern thought :.

s gnore their origins. .His cim

thought was largely an effort td change-this situstion.. Philosophy, -

he held, should seek contact vith@rute Beng". His particular '

. /.
style of philosophy has been 1 as "an 0

groy « We would expect the problem of. - . '

. Husserl, a 10) vhose thonght waahald. 1n
high regard by Merleau-Ponty, mogﬂud oo st fimien of th'pre i
Blemt . e

"I do not wish to elaborate here on the problem. -
of the origin of language...salthough I am per-

. .feotly clear that a radical clarification of the
“mod of belng of ideal coxplaxes finds here its
last condition.” (38).

We have noted how Revess, in Fttempting to desoribe how the .
blologlesl contact urge surfaces in censciousness, spoke of & "dark
Prodgure”, 86 "prikitive that it is quite ixpossible to provide an
’ adequate : of it, (39); Merleau-

3. M. Merloau-Ponty,  The Primoy of Porception, .84

39. G. Revess, The Origins and_ ofL giage, P’ 152
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Ptmfy. on the otner hand, saw phmuumncg an attempt ‘to explore

An/.i "trml.lltc" the "darimess” of pnnﬂﬂlw reality, Thus while

Rovess ‘s0ss & problem that Ls finally teo cbscure to deal with,
Morloau-Ponty sees the same ares of difffoulty as a most sultsble

one “for, phi Their of view sem to relate

to their differing methods, . AT
: " =

g .
"erlesu-Pontyls-mathod does not sttempt. to expliin, or give

rltiuml l.lulylll but rather % describe, The attempt to describe

N foms ulo purpose of "runkontng the \unn experdence of the vorld
of whiah soienceis thb mand-ardur expreasion,” (40), Submutlution

or Lh-utiuuan, thn lttc.!pt to explain the: vorld S.n hml of !‘ltidnll i
or logleal ‘systems, mich as Revese's Contact, Thesry, results; for

‘Morleau-Ponty, in en Wabstract|ud #gn-1 i which

he ‘compares to-a geography in r.\l;bim %o the land or countryblde

vhich we uu"l‘uxporhnc. without. uw solentific explanstion of it. (i),
In tring to desoribe the world we should not 'b,. "looking for what'

1t 15 as an-Adea once 1t hus “baen reduced to & theme of dlscowrse”;

. Vo should rather be "lqoking forwhat it 13 as a' fact for' us, befors -
any M}iuﬁaﬂ." (52). Wndle theories and systems (suoh ‘as the
Cantaot Thecry) try to Tecemstrust experisnce into soas logieal forn;

. phasomenology attespts instead to glve an acoount of experience as
it 1 m (not a3 intelleotuully ‘werked out). J The rerltdng sacout.

40, M, Merlesu-Ponty, m_&m&m P, vild,
b Toidsy e ix,
42, “Ibdd., P. xV,
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13 not to bq wibaited Vo, acrutiny G Baius of Rathaeitionl o8
logloal prineiples, It wust remain an nm{n or deseription that
is "\mdarM" in terms of ltl lmlldl i-ll eonlelouln-u l! a
. process of experience which one can Mduplicate® over and over wgal,
vith hopefully more and nore insight, This 1s not, in Herlesu- Ponty's
viow, to abendon instght to ths empirically glven, nor to; ackioledss
. that insight is ‘the way" i.n mch liM orders 0}‘ Lﬂhﬂﬁt' experience;
“it s l‘lﬁlﬂ‘ to acknowledge as i.nllﬂ!b “!At mah is fully liyed,
g The sxpsrisnce we ;9 15 what. 19 real, and oan be "dichotomtrsd"

only in an arbitrary senso, apat from. ths vay we dve 4t Thus,”

e

. pheriomenology 154 desoription which demends no, other verificition ;
than being .nomund bya Lmy__mm consoioumess. ) *g
The' phenomanologlioal desoription, howeyer, is never odaplate.. . ) :
ﬁm 1 ‘roveals 15 not & complete world of objsctive Inovledge, but

"2 world.

strange and paradéxiosl,” (43). ' Thls mystery ia not

to be exp avay on some "second-order lavel", or given. soms

rational "solutien”, This Revess's attecpt to ostablish o theory
of language origin -uulq £al1 -short of Merleau-Ponty's expectations.
Howaver, insofar as the attempt describes the Language phanosencn,
1t sucaesds} for the desoription brings to' light at least a process,

apon which further refleotien oun taks Placs; This ot of Feftect::

1on wust ! mdr A for'At 1s a "dtal or

infinite meditation,” Thus "the ;  niture of

and the 4nohos wiloh has sur 1t are not to

1 Toid, pe xal.| e el

et Bivorv”



‘be, taken as's sign of failuse, they vers inevitable beoause pheno-
3 A :

menology's task was to reveal ‘tho-qystery of the world and of resson.” ().

posited verbilly, and gives the impression of Mescaping from existence
" "into'the. universe of things said," (45).. The verbal desoription is-

+.But’ the

7 calls for 1s

menological ascount has the weakmess ‘of & "secend-order" or scientific

aceoint, suhas Taross!s; for both are mere representatims of viat

ily not the

©1s sotually lived,

" omenology is nerely lp]umt. The unimn of lunguage rests upon’

"the

. and the- -..m; ‘of um.,-
pression, take plics rownd a core of prisuy mearing "in the silsnce

lifc of

it

Acootding to Herloau-Ponty this "atate of separation in phan-

of primary oun'-uo\u_n
- supply after "thinking through” an up-rhnao.

l;o‘ning' whioh oaotrs, for instanos, in ndllunv-ring "in ny actul’
" presence to aialt; the fuck of &y conscloumess doh 18 in the

1-.; Fesdrt what the word and-‘the sinsept ‘of conselousness mean," (47),

(6.

well as, t!mwtnof-unin‘md -

58 type of ‘meaning Merleau-Ponty ‘speaks of becomes ~clearer
An He dlstirotion betuoen the "Spaskcing Vord" and the "spolcen wird",

s,

45,
4.
| w7,

Tbid,, pe
- Ibidl, pe
Ibid,; p.

o4, b

at,
XV, '
v,

e Bivors

In a sense, .the phenoe

""" Tho meantng nr words ©

This !.l not a lunj.ng which we
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both of hich are tised by the 'body-sbject'. In ‘the latter concept
. We shall also discover the synthesis between raticnalian and empir-

iciam which Revess sav was necessary, and olaims to have achieved,

_even though the enpirical body as well s® the ideal mind remin base
4 H il g

leally necessary concepts in his theory. Merlesu-Ponty, we shall

soe, provides, or reveils, in the 'body~subject!, a "level of being

that meet's Revest's nesds, and is tent vith the nologiosl

method,: ) ; .
€. In his Phenomenology of Porception, Merlesu-Ponty rejects trad-
1tlonal empiricien and rationaliam, as did Revess, and attompts to Mgst
to theiroot! of mind-body syntheris through an origiml examination ;
of Ehe act. of perception.. Fo finally claims to have dtoplaced tha‘
rind-body dlohotory dltogether, and offars & now. Gonoapt, “the "body~

subJeot!, (48).’ But he aleo cleims to have schieved as mmoh in his
losa of 1 and ssema to dntend giving

llngluga the special sttentim that Husserl had 4n mind.’ "In trying -

48, . It can be noted here that (as.we shall see) Harluu-rmq uses

. phrases such as "condition of my body ", physioal gesture”, and
"brute being"s wiich may be easily interpreted as having a purely
enpirioal meaning, Suh an interpretation, however, is mislesding.
Often;. too, in Kerleau-Panty's usage, it wonld mislesding to inter—
pret such terms. as "mental" or."mind" as meaning something in the
purely rationalist traditien, This is partioularly confusing in
some of his explanations, for he often presents a view as he thinks
a rationalist, for instance, might: present it, At other points, he
uses empirical terms as though he were an empiricist, Yet on other
oceasions, and very often, he uses the game temminology, neither in
the retionalist nor in the empiricist sense, but in the peculiar
sense which he himself intends for the concepts. Thus the reader,

1sm™ or "pure empiricisa" boclnls of an mrortuu mdorutmding
of some of the writer's koy concepts, *

By
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; ? o . ! 32,

to descrdbs, the phenomencn of spesch,” HMerleau-Ponty suggasts, "we
shall have the opportunity to leave behind us, once and for all,:

S e the 1 subject-object L ("&9).

Thmconuet 'l‘hoo'ry also hopes to.leave the d.iehchmy bthi.hd,

b\l'. does not quih clarify whlt. it inblndl to:lsave in.its place,

The human ‘speesh.act, ‘in Revess's vhw, has pmmr foundations, . “
ot 1t must transcend those foundations tn order, t becoms & process
of thought lnd ennloloumau. thhcr empiricism nor rationalism -

oan lllw for such.a difforsnthtion Id.thout nrlously quli!ying .

1tsom Basle ‘postiion to:such. an m.a.c that its.viow 18 no Longer
a b

empiricist or umnnut one. - Ravess redily admits- his

idll!.ngm *ﬁo mike ‘such q\uliﬁeniuna. Thus ‘the Contact’ Theory " - ciy

15 prosantad /u néither an empirtolst:dostrine nor a rationalist one,

But the Gnly| disofmiable "meeting place" yithin this theory.is’the

£ "dark ‘and pfimdtive" reglon which 1 ‘too vagus to be grasped aid
" given ratignal eluitoation a5’ a part of ouh cognitive expérience; - :
G The complekitiss of highly structured physical, biological (and

) : s
y chemioal and rical) pro gl rios to & ndirk

Y Able, but ) ninutely consctous, b

pulhu-J This 1s the need or '.h]\n‘go for Contact, which becones

more anid nore ‘consilous.as 4t makes Ltself manifest, in more”complex /
S Zd begins to achievh elemantary lavels of " isuch

(pm/.p- too mmi) 18 :
* Contact’ l'hnr_v prerides betwosn the traditionally opposite docm...s. 3 o

.neum the menuﬂhtion which'the .

49, M. MerleausPonty, The F of Perceptdon, ps 174, |':.

S Biver




 falls n betng sclooti, It 15 not & pmm.:uu gynithests, for

TR oamnot .mbnsh 4 unity by, "narroiing down difference it

modified empiricim and a modified. rationalism cun give riss to some
novel viewpoint uml:i:, in 1tself, is tenable as a it Losoidonl poss
.uml. then this novel ‘Viewpoint must bear the burden of defending
1taelf from its own resouees;: No sich porition easrges from the
Contact Theory.- 4 e 4 ° w

¥orl gau-Fority's treatnent of the two buimll: divergent: vievs

also’ attempts 'to, shov ‘that ratther e 1s om-.ot»xn m.u. bit o

thnouhhnleemln alenent, ‘ot truth 4n i, xumul view.
(vhinh follun n.mu:l,y from his method), 18 that u:- ‘expirical w
1s somewhat other thn ‘the 1dealists grant, -and thnt the ideal, sdnd
A5 somewhat other than either the: -pi.rlailtl or u..nm .mz. +
A reconcilation oun’ ‘occir, he argues, only if we.( in ‘the phenomen-
ologiul method) exaxine ‘huasn ut.uu s wo L—dhtaly Lve 1t

&
rather thln in hﬂl of some lbnt.rlnt mmmctlm of it,. The

interaction of 'mind' ‘and 'wrld" oan be ntlenllly analyeed, Bat
) should be understood’ m-t in teras of 1ts 1ivd beoaning While
realists have viewed the mgg_ of this beooming as an indeperdent
reality, idesliste bave, g.mm.y unt the meaning of roality s 4
. projsction of =ind,  Both viovpoints fall ta give muffistent (1 wig)
: preconsélous 'body-nbjmb', nd do
ot acknowledge . the preconsciously. constituted neining to vhloh

" attention to the 'hidy!

. ~consaiousness must refer.

)



“ranl ," clains Herleau-Ponty, "is

of something," (50), and starts frow & primitive meaning which 1 -
alréady the:

ing 1s rltimnl}] struoty thﬁ bo:tv dlpl.y undergoes '-phdn&l’

., and from vhiah . '-naud-order' (intellsotual) moan-

i mnnmo‘p-gnuxy,'m«_: t cdyses (irf his sense) to be l.bocb. .-
 The 'hody!}, foit Herlesu-Ponty,ds & 'body-dubject! vhich contimually -
situstes 1tself and matntadns a dofintte modulation of existanse,
" “Such "e1tusting” 15 a "becoutrigh whish does not Feveal itself oxp-
Lsttely to mnuiaumnls. but s the hidden ground of conlciaxumsll.
Our Msacond-order® abstragtions have 'split!" husan naturs into -

two mb-um,u that have no "ﬁ.erd.t" tomdntiun in. the li.ﬂ.ng

an,’ vhose most immediste svareness of hinself is as oo betng. # : b
Stntlarly wo are capable of isolating nr&mm,\upoeh ‘ot speech,
2810 shall £ind Nerlaau-Fonty has done; but thess aspets ‘of spesch
do not. pexlly ooour tn declation. In the faculty of expression; ve it
find tn mu:. ciportince that the notians of mott1aty énd tntell- i
Lgenoe are basieally one, “and catinot 'be 1ived as separated vays of
boing. While m refisotion ve aay detach oursslies, us subjeot,
fron-ourselves as: obect, wf can never live that detachment, How- -
oyor wmih T reflsct upon wyself as sibject, 1t 13 only as subect
isioirviate thet T have ever been oapale of reflocting.” On\the other

 hand, however uctl T think of ma'lr ‘as physical motility, it is
only by thought that this notility boaones thikeble- - the Rotility
T thtnk 10 nover moro.motidAty a8 suoh.. - "The body 1 not. in objeat.

50, Ibid., p. {ﬂg. o .
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and vague,. It is llwl mﬁm o an what it 1s," (51). .

. smvu,y speaking, havmn. H.rlu\x-l’onﬂy dou not totally ‘cone

demn npiudd ’Orr,ndotuli.- He 1n fact memiul ‘soience and

\
other 'locand-eni’or luﬂdﬂtl as utr'lo]\y‘ valusble, ‘What he

wishes to ephasise, it seems, 1s that m-uneuz ‘systems should
not ‘be "reified®, ‘o do not live withn qmu or' dootrines, but' ‘. 4
through our experience, from vhiah dntﬂnn and systems cnbe | . s

Y lbltruhd. It is this. uvod upcrlno- thit is real. If sclentific’ . i

‘incompatible with the theoretical version of the othar; it is the 8

Lor logloal theorles have difficulty providing a. aynthesis between

ind 'snd body, 1t isbecause they sttempt to Felate in Mexplatned” LR
I N e .
xind to an "explained” body. If the theorstical version of one is

ity of two_ th 1 versions {hat must.be .oh‘o'wmg.a.

. 7 i

w much -nknm'hdaumt. ot the sans ‘tine, s mads, MerleaudPonty - .. -

3 ﬂud vorlim of bod; or of llnd. but. which un. its.own’ prlbvicll

R SPR A R ; ;

clains, by & unified Bod,y-mhj‘ct that Mhnows" 1tself, not as a theom

synthe:

/:
&1'-1 f.hh view, the Contact Théory is no Yonger sn t.bq wkm-d s

ahh‘ of hn tn uhoou sbetween hm imu-pnublu pentionu.\beth

of Uhinh it_ \riuhal to utilize in h.l doulnyunt. The nood fnr aa\:—

hut ‘can be rud&}y lneopM as a need or raq\dr-ant “of t.hn intentionn
a1 body-subject.’

But, 4t at least pla

8, of course, does not solve all problems,
the {mportant ,,"hiploginll" “wrge ‘on & level
> it




LR # Ao J L e

T : 3%
*“of being which 1s not purely ebjective, ind to which Merlesu-Penty
attributes all the abilities Q.mm-y tof an st of erestion mok )
. n_a')mun speach, w-n\ueﬂ achieves this end will now be

o - considet

D, In keeping with his atn of "digglng bensath ‘our cognitive 11fa", .
MerleauPonty cannot agres ua.r,im_gn.p say have arisen in the fom .
< of er;nmuvn, for this becones a regressive explanation, .If men ' "y
agreed wnong themsslves that Gertain sounds should have - certain meanings,
they must bave had sdie form of communicition to beogln with, and the A 3
) arigln of that form Secones tself a problem, ste, - *Conventions are a
1ate form of relationship between men;. they presuppose an ‘sarlier fom.
" of commmioaticn, and language must be it back tnto tils. ouinr i, e

intercqurse.” (52),  This distinction in langusge between & lats form
* andan sarlier form 1§ an inportant sie ¥h4oh Horlosu-Ponty makes fre- - .

Quently in' various ways, Revese found a. nn!.hx- dhumuun nocunry.

_sithough his formulation of it, nd B roasems for, 1t, are by no mesns
AN Aa.mm to those of Karluu-PmQy. g
3 The {n14131 Taporative Languige: forws, n the Contast Theory, 5 s
e ‘? ro postted as the scurge fron whick less printtive, (and ‘tinaliy,
davllcp-d.hn‘\ngemv Iemnanmmem.mw Ly
; Anvolved oqn-nun of a'matirs langiage ¥ith \nich men (scmtimes) i
& 'nmm- caloulated thoughit and’ cereful Tationality, must have had ¥
ordging in less 'Yefined! gromds, The gromds dn the cantaot Thiory,

© although .ahmmpa. retn hypothetical and out of roloh. Ravess

o 52, Tb¥ds, p. 187, e P




. - :
#av 1o reason to suspect that uu language process should any longer
require 1ts sarlier forna (as such) once the process had different-
iated, Thus his distinotion 1s « historical or ig-_pnrfl one. For
Merleau-Ponty, however, the 'groinds' of the originally greative
Langusge agt are never lost for as loig a5 éne can Mlive" such &

Homent in 1 . on reveals, for Msrleau-Ponty, that

the human speech act oonUnu-s to originste, or "swell up" from 1'.!

hidden mm-, as the body's natural inhntie{\ to l!ph , and that
such axprossion in grestion, Ths is not to say thit .;n-,r uman
utterance 1s an original and novel e, Merlesu-Penty contends that
‘there.Ave o types of human speech, both of which are w
-plvyud.

Ho'at tines, refers to ‘the Monoeptual or delimiting lnning of
, Mords™ as bpposed to "emotional contentt. The emotdonal, dontent
“he variously desortbes.ss-the word's ~...m.1. sense", "tho spesking

vord", 7 spesch”, ‘or o sposch”; this 15 o be
dlstingulshed from "the spoken vord", or thes word's "ssoond order”

(4ntallsotul): sl o referred to as
speech™, (53). It 15 the lewsl of the Speaking Word which seems
to constitate for Nerleau-Ponty the "ourrent of intercourss” whers

vo must search for husan language 1n ite earliest mantfostations,

The word's gestaral saise, he ‘triss to ‘show, 1o the word iteelf.
{On. the preconsoious level ‘of | m-c.m.‘ where Laiguage has 1ts -
'gwmds\-ndmun mmmm—u—mm. Speaking

53. Toid., pp, 174199, : ' s i AL |




g ba . / 5 .
: integrated in the gesturs, and cin anly be thought of

° . : 38,

Words "extract mdﬁ{hnl!.y express. . /@btional essence”. (54).
1}
This 1s zore cbvious dn ths case of those "phystodl" gostures
- which we generally think of la\tml" ones; L.s.; 4 mile‘ora

gesture of anger, It is a mistake, n.rlnu.rmc.y.goms. to take
% ™
such gestures as the signs of emotions, - The mum\h\ou\phhiy

separate. As used and Mniumly upluy.d. an angry gesture " :
» not make.me think of anger, u 1s anger itealr," (55), But how
7' does another person's anger becose meaningful for ms, “unless I
understand the gesture as 4 sigl. -
The ! or grasp { atd 1) of such & gesture

“1s ‘posetble because 1ts elgnifisines 1s & potantial state of uy ovn
being, Had I m‘i.ﬁm angey myself, ind vere T ineapable of ex:
ertiniisy’ o exVeselng angor, then T should be whable to vrovorly
'meh" the - nnm ;utur- o! another p-x-lm, axcept ‘perhaps to
“think;about! what the gesture 'meana' in other terms. Statlarly, -
s ol who 1s Sneapable of ‘sdopting & 'sexial attitude’, s bl

-~ ua.unm(umrm.'wv ‘onie) from buman ‘sexual

_gostures; The gesture, inoider to have A1l or 'lived’ memning

as gesture, M colmﬂ.do lﬂth one's ovn Minner possibilities”. \

lﬁrlu‘-?ulv argues that, on the lavel of the Speaking Word,
it s the same with words as with gestures, Just as'a “Iltnr- 1s its

own_ meaning, 8o is the word in its géstursl sense, '.The obvious difs

b Toid., pi 187 iy Sl
55, Toid,, p. 184, L . S
7 : i

v




“forence 1a that, while m;.gmnm are seen, voosl guturu are

hoard Anatesd, . ‘But hearing, too, 1s 'taken W' in & responsive

"phystoal’ P,‘r‘wul.. What I see a8 gesturs fives meaning to my body
a3 & possible’gesture of its owni similarly what I hear has mesning
4n beooming & condition of my body. . This kind of 'gestural langusge’ )
has its source on & vagus pre-conscious level and is not R
. thought prooess in its "becomitng". The whole d:uﬁ.eulw. Herleau-

Ponty Glaims, "is to concelve this aot clearly without. confusing
24 vlth'a cognitive operatian. (56)." "The act by whioh T Lénd wpe
sl to ... (18), ,.mist be srreduosble to anything slss. Tetnit ot

(... th.u'kind of blind recognition vhich precsdos the Lhtelleotuil vork < .

ing out “and elarifioation of mexning.”’(57).: S el

E. But uiless the Speaking:Hord of /the body-subjest 1s°s somitive

- operation, or unless there is mm.u,y a thought process behind .

1¢, what mikes ‘speech ‘any more’ than mare sound? In the Contaot

(SR Théory, -the early lengusge of man vas posited.as a hypothstical

L ' Tperative language; tut no adequaté clarificatim was given of the i
Process by vhich the use of the Txperative Becosss more than'a none FIPN P

ratiopal procéss of commnication, An epsential foatire of language .
g 1s the thought it "oarries". But the Spuh.ng-ﬂotd. as suon, Ntakes .
. place® ona ous 1--1. and As 1t Geems, alss

nonerational, Thus neither Revess's hypothstical Inporative lang-
usge, nor Merleau-Ponty\s -Word, seem to'have been given. - -

56 T, B85 ‘ Fgeyen o 2
57 Toid., p. 185 !
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a ‘diacernable relatio with the prooe of thought and retion-
ality, In each.case there is a "dark".or "primitive" urgs which

G 7 nanifosts itself finlly da verbal commmioation or as husan ‘dpssch 5
1in Herleau-Ponty's phrase, s "lnt.hwtin‘léowh".
o R:av"l, a8 we have seen, deoidsd that the prt;e 5 vas £00 ob-
scure to fully explain,’ n.u.m.mgy. oni the other hand, does riot
© atteabt €5 axplatn, But be doss ‘try £6 aximtine the act of spesch
and m\rhloribe the process In such & way as to "brhlg to conscious-
ness" the way ‘spgech "happens” in experieiice,
NaE i oty gae s (U K16 desiription) that  spoveh wdoms
plishes thought rather than being the result of it,.(58), Careful Er
o e * * observation, he holds, will verify this, Vhat misleads us into bel- P
Lorisg that we think before ve erpress 13 that previous axprossions '~
and spesch processes are reoollscted in o knd of "er, Langusge”
which we istake  for -_auum.; other than langisge u.q-m Iewe e
ever express &' thought Which cosurs to us befors spoalding; 1t s . T
o) no ore than a'prior orginisation of.Meilant words" that, e utter., '
Ve £ fact "speak to ourselves® in vord foras which we hive alresdy

- oreated by utterance at some previous tis, No thought comes to’

us vordl sly,45d 1t 18 vory oftan the cuse that no thoight is
' couplets (not even silently) until 4t is Muttered", . We oan never - !
< Aﬂnﬂymmyﬂﬁnx\mmhhn o TR AT A S P

our own meaning. in thought, and then decide upon words to express

thit meaning. ' There are times when,- after expression; we correct

B, ToAd,, pps 7CE. . . . . o , i




thnumtuvmmwmm-,mxmt

for FREPHEIS Lob

 ourselves, claining that we "didi't mesn that¥, ‘This seems to mply
that the words-we use are not aluays the thought.or meaning we intend, .
that.we hive a meaning or thought separate from the words ve have

used, and that these vords are not 'in fact the thought we had. o
this case the thnilghe/d;u/- soum to bo souething that we, have apart
from the words ‘themselves. -This situstion, however, throws into
doubt the very point vhich it appess’at first to make. If ky

becarreat, in saying "I know what T vant ta say, bit T oua't say

46,7 ‘But the clu. 1% apposts,’ ¥ould bs more correctly put in the
¢lata that T lmuw L vant to:say sonething, but donft know mz 1t
is, wnd T4 know what 1t s pmiuxy because T h.v-n't found

th. words for it.

The intention of the' 'hody! here s to’rientate itself in" |
extstence through a phonstic .amn. The acoomplished offentation, - '

‘in the phonetic attenpt, 1s somewtat, inadequate ‘for. 1ts Litention;. T

and. further speech gestures must occur in the'way of ldj\um.nt.
i % . 2

I the ‘orfentation wers alresdy ‘achioved in scue:kdnd of consotous
but vordless Lhought, then the ‘sane kind of ‘adjustasnt should not

Prove necassary n one's prlnto "thoughta'; but, e kiow that ‘the |
sams kindof adjustnent is often nesdsd, - One-doss feel privately, . -

st tinés & "mental openness” which s ‘inadequstely filled; what
one 1s "thinking® s not the propar intention of orientation wlch <.
‘the Moody" requires, If one does:not allow that this isa require-
asnt of the 'body-subject!, theions mist poxtt a thoight behind
the iradequats oA s bocoms Aiivolved in l"cgnunuéls.'. Given

" Ao



the_"bodily" origin of the requirement, howsver, and its existential
manifestation in speech, one more readily: llll;as sense of \.h. whole
natter, The procass is admittedly an intrdoate ons, plagued by hab-
1tuil tilusions, but 1t sesms the falrer clain, sccording to Merleai-
Ponty, t.hft apsech umpu-m thought; rather than thmght,”upeoah.
Thus, while it is co:-unl,y held that e derive sense from lang-
uage because of the.common stock of meanings which we bring to it,
Herleau-Ponty believes that the opposite is true of gestural-language.
 The Spesking Word oreates ‘Lts own meining, and often changes the
meanings which vo alresdy have. Even in "everyday ook there 15"
in, cl-mnt of surprise and novelty. In spite of "steck 'phn.a.*
"p.t nyup" and "-.1.1 u:.k" (ml -even mu )uvn origins) ‘thers
1s at least a measure of ersgsmuty 14 dadly conversation; If one -
ncatches m-.m in'the st of speaking, 1t 1a certainly not usually
the case t.hft one £inds his vords are being: chosen a M one has
M vhat to sy, In fact, spontansous nmvorut.lun often
ficatches” an individual saying what he "didn't mean" - & realisation

that oocurs as. dafter thoiught. 'Taare sems to be in these situations
"m-rpw between "levels® as éne apeaks, u.mu. adgusts, oor-

Yeots; quilifien,ete. But the thought is, it aoens, created by what

is said. Thers is a'difference, of cpurss, vhen there 18 nore do-.

1iberation, and one thinks silently (in words) and considers the

result before saying what one wants to. The effect is r.hq to a

degres 1ike that of & ;mp_ma sposch and should be considered as - -

"assondaiy speech, or spoken word",. ‘But thare 1s alvays theBF:

nary prodn&nq". kknri‘ 4n prepared speech, the initisl Mlanguage -
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formation 1ssues nm somevihers, and 13 then consciously assessed
and, reproduced, ) )
Merloau~Ponty's position i# that the "\mav;ru‘a of linguage"

18 preconsolously constituted as the gestural vord, Tt is the ore-
atlon of the body-mubject as one of 4ts vay of being in the world,
Tho creative result s sound, ‘but 1t s more thn this in the sense
thit, one’s angry snarl has ‘an imediate meaning in one's omn exper-
lonice. other than what one r-ﬁm_._l‘ 1y e The gosture
s Uvedasa wn't-r, ¥ay’ of being, and'the Speaking-Hord is a
gosture, The meaniri of the-Spéaking-iord is thus, a0 to spesk,
ghven; bit this 1s not 1ts Yationsl medning vhich stens from's sec-
ond-order "working out".

It ve adit the coniept of 1, belyeubSenty and gve credince
to-the "dynanto! of the Spasking-Word, there 1s et Toss disiculty

' vith the 'gaps'-which the Contact Theory. atteupts to bridge. There -

tre still aiffieulties, but the conoept of differsntiation beconas
nore managesble in view of Marlseu-Penty's poition; a living sym-
thesia 1s consldersd as gven} & method is suggosted vhich dossnot

confine itself to_arbitrary systems, and .which places the concept

oftorigins! ‘1n the context of the contimuing pra'mt‘. &

Tt appears that Revess, s aslcing how languags originated, while
Worlesi-Ponty vis asking how 1aNgige driginates. The primitive
for Revess. Mnlu'-\lhl an outlived pllt. while for Ihrlnﬂonw
it is the basic core of puunt b-i.ll( An attempt follows w !\m—
ther relate’ thelr positions with the ain of providing nore desorip-
tdon of the langusge Process as it-ooours in Wseqondary ‘spesch®,”




‘Meflean-Ponty's acoomt of this relationship will be dealt with later,

" thare are different "-#u"‘or "levels" of thought to ba acknowledged

; gtvel "kln laun\lnt of the “intecedsnt and olﬂ: forms of lln[\ug-"

sl AT

which 15 the realn of soientifioc: discourse, The mement of orisis
in Yangusge origin has not yet been fully oluotdated, Tt 1s not
cloas' what, the peaning of ' the ‘Speaking-Word 13, as thouglit, 1f we ot
are to dlstinguich 1t from tie thought'of thh spokenword, . . [

F. As we have noted, uor_luﬁ.?unq ‘ladns that speech adcomplishes
thought.  But there are two kinds of spesch,” If the body-subject's

expression in the Speaking-Word sccomplishes thought, is it (the
thought) the same’ as that of the spoken-word, which oosurs ratiomally

on a "sscond-order” level?! Glven-the two types of languags; or spssch,

there 1s difficulty in detersining.uhat 'thought” means at oy gin;l

tiuer

» how doss the meaning of the. Spetking-Word differ (in
tors of "thought"). fron’ the meaning of the.spoksn-word? 'What, in
other words, is the relationship, if any, bgtv;c? tho " thought® of )
"authentio shosch™ and the thought" of the. second:ordor levalt g Sere !
|

First, bowever, it 1s to be noted that Revem also discerns that

1n the process of linguage development,
In spité of his effort to.provids an evolutioniry. sequonce uhm. d

Revesz &neu not accept. the ides’ that there vll an animal vdthmlt

Tanguage that could be cohsidered human, .Hention has already been

made ‘of Revesz!s clain that "man made lenglege". and "langusge fashioned
man ‘and made him human®. Ho'adopts the view tha there vas "noman .

without linguage and,no: language without man,” .(59), : He also argues




s,

that. thought and upnah form an inseparable dulity, that thare can

bs no ‘speech thout thought, and no thought. Without a. spesch "process”
of some kind. (60), Revest adnits that there are cases in which people
geem o have what might be mistaken for vnrdlué ‘thoughts, .as when

someone anticipates or recognises & move in chess. Sich thoughts,

however, are, acdording to Revesz, d.pmdmc upon & capactty, of
some sort, for language: .
7K thorough study of all the varieties of  thoight p
...including wordless -thought, presupposes the . ;
‘linguistic funotisn in.every conceivabls tnstance,” (61);
| Thus the "nseparable duldty" of uwughc and specoh appears to bs

'l chin

part of what 1s :-.n,y an “Anseparable trintty, and R-v
(Abovl) nust_be extended to the view that (1) man mads lmg\llga and
‘zupu‘ne. and that (2) language and t.hou;ht fashioned. nan uuhudo

Q him hwn. ‘ALl th'eu - la.n. thuugh(.. “and speech” ~ seem. bo be mut-
ull; eoqpl-mnhry 3 :
Tot. elaovhere Revess saens to sigeast that v.m.m mm. bo

given some .m of ‘pracedence, as nam 1 vors & precondition

of speech and i.n some sense & prod vhieh odours b mlmgﬂ‘st.‘

He claims; for instance, that "cho u »
&.ouhc 1s unknown® (62) ;. that "lpuoh 14 Antroduced by. thought. .. i e
pnmnd and controlied by t.hmxght' (63) , ind' that ”"'ry aot of o

of sp"ek without, previcus

60, di; p. 100 : : d
© 1. DA, p. d00E LT R N :
62, Toddiy ped9, L LR ;
63 Tota., pitoes T L : :

oI



speach 15 prepared and scoempanied by a thought, process,” (64).,

" Butir thought thus precedss, prepares, and controls spesch,
and, at the sams time, cannot exist without speech, thers must be
sosis form of spesch which lends extstence to the thought which 1s
s13d Lo prepire and predods spasoh,

There seems also to be &t lea
. gonihi difforence botwesn the thought. which preperes spesch mdl

the thought which the Prepared spesch axprosses.

That language has "levels” 1s made -xpum by Rovess. in the |
|
| various "stages™ ‘of ug theory. ' But these lovels seem to be volu

/
fonary in the sense’ that levels have ocourred have been'seme-

how-outlived or (vagiely) lost; s with the Tnperative language,
tarobato! Lunguage,

WAt first linguage sorved only ‘for xutusl
communication and the influsnce of one mn
by another...At a higher level...it also -
 becans 4 means ‘of ordered thinking, ., "(65).

. Revose also: distingulshos botveen. the "original p\ll'punl" and the
"-mnd.r, purposes” of languager 7o . \

"The original purpose of language, to which it
owes it -xhtcnua -nd in part it development, is
t of mental conhet, bf !.nhh

indi vidusl oo-uniuﬁnm. by mean \
s change of thoughts and the tru-fcr of wm i) (66)

How 1t can also be shown. that apart from the
. primary purpose language also has other purposes.
The mcndnq pruposes of language nm. to the . \

6, Toid., p. 9. i N
65, ‘Thid., P, 212,75 : L & .
66 Dodygpl 8 ; o
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" aseee Tent.’ f1alds of montal activity, snd sspech
to thought,.." (67). v o

Vhile 1t appears that, in this distinotion, mur activity and thought -. :

ocour on both levels, the levels are again. vlwed as ovolutionary ones, b
u thv are vlhen Revesz alsd’ suggests thlt man has evolved (1n spme-

sense from "man"): : § 5 L

& +
.« | . "Stone Age man started off with a much more .
. prhu‘.lkin mental constitution,,.(than'modern man)

and

™Man has.,.experienced a mental...evolution that
has completely recast his individual eAmeth!," (68).

-\ " Revess's. findings are that all thres (of Ehought, language, and
Y " man) have urlm-gnu Josals of stagesol a”.'lopmt. e o Mo{
’ oithlr of the Qﬂ"'. of emu-ua. remains probl-ntln in thl conbaxt
Tl s ?ﬂmnim. Hor does it become: clear. in Raves's consider-"
l ations that ve oan dgnore the necessity of having, for a-spoech ast
_Mm some sense invh.lch thmuht procodel spuoeh. and nt
" needs speech for its own formilation. a8 .

. In the fouaving ssotion Revesz's "levels” will uk- m’dmifi-

"1 cance outside of (.hlir ovulntlnnn'y conhxt. It vlll also’ be seen

ﬂut hrhuu-l’m(\y vas avare, after dd.rm'.im fre! Plato; that; ;oven”:
*though tpooeh uanplhlul cbought, Lhonght -unt nut enly. nunode

- speech, ‘but Lln Atsalf.
G. In the Coatnt Theory there s an mum diatinotion b.pmn "

i aado-angiage® s "aan-aade-by-Lariguage”’, and ‘lso betwen °
4 » tapirate o-on-a- b gh 1'“-. “Stnce. thare
7. ToAdy, p. B UL n

66, Tosd., p. 6 g B o
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Was "no man without imm.." there 1s a need for sonb concept of

Pman” (-un\ut. llng\ugn. who made 1 ity ‘).‘ tradi
) seem to arise here, elpwlxlly 1n view of Rovess's implied "insaparable”

trinity of man, thought, and language. The eone.pt ‘required seens
to.be of "man’ who 18 pmugnmw (cﬂgniuon requires thought which

requires lmg\ugt) but 1s nev'rthclcu orm.sv- ("he!!. creates language- :

at-first, and hence nm-nde—by-lmg\u;u). i .
Harlosu-Panty's body-subJect.: 4s ve have soen, s precondotous; — .
pmognﬂ.in both "th\:)lght" (in a sense which is further examined ;
bolw) and -otu.u.y. and nront" ‘the gestural word a5 & way of be- *
condng (the:
vy ot becoming, 1a crested by wiat it drestes). It sesas that by

» 12 a.sense, too, in which the body-subject; 1n/this

positing the body-mubject as Revess's "aaneiho-nads-langusgo-at-rirst”
vo_supply ks’ discussion with a concept which he somis-to herilidmed
but did ot make explici€. - Similarly, Herlesu-Ponty's SpeakingiHord,
" or authentic spesch, provides & Level: of 1ived meantng, suitable. for °
 "prinitive becoming!, and taken 4a "language-at-firat" can be ‘the

"moans of offgéred thtnking" which Ravess requires for "language-on- '

achigher-lovel”,

% But, while ﬁn om'u:optl of the body-subject lnd lumnﬂu spemh

are hllpm there remains the di.fﬂ(mlt.y (for 'bo'.h H.lrloln' ankv

‘and llansl) of ostablistiing how hns\un could dnwlop without g;g__
" thought. Marleau-Ponty's olaia ‘that spesch acoomplishes thought .
sound p‘rturu"..

poses & problda of Fecognition, The body-subject
as_moch, could be ho more than mere sound without sone already exist '
ont gmmnq' o Tocognize mors, than sound 4in these Mgestures”,

INDIN




\ : : R .,
. \ - . “ ‘,.
To say that vocal activity -eeo'-plhhn thought in to boco-c engaged
in the uu probl\n th-t Rvnu ﬂ.ndn when the biologleul cmuot

' urge onlvu (onntu;l];) into a oonnivul verbal tmnun.

3,

what it waints before it 1s md'nc.d and conwtauly recognised,

lhrlun-l’qxty. ltb-pts ‘to meet this pmblq when b-.nqoxtl
that thought be defined ce N

™n terma of that strange power which it posseses

of being ahead of itdelf and of launching itaelf B
and being at home everywhers, in a wurd. in terms

of 1ts autonomy." (69).

The problem 1s nunthll,y the same”paradex which tho polrits out
“In the Hano, and which lbrluud’mv interprets, u,rouw-x
"How will yousset. about looking for that thing the s
nature of which 1s fotally. unknown to.you? Which, '
. among the things you do. not know, 1a the one.which e
you propose to-look for? And if by chance you should

stumble upon it, how will you know that it is indeed
that thing, sinos you are in ignorance of 1tt" (70),

s the centre of human M wust pre-’
form, ‘or in some sense, "think" its aims before they oan be ma.-

This the body-subject.,

aised.ona ratioal level, The body-sibject; one might say, "l

. There is, in other words, a thought process (of some sort) which .

zm_m 1n the lnhlhctnl sense, u Merleau-Ponty
i
nﬁunrln puts it:

"Unless ‘thought itelf had put into things what

> it subsequently finds in.thes, it would have no
hold on things, would not think of them, and would
be an-"illusion of thought"." (71).

65, NorlesusPonty, Toe Prenomenolor of Perosption, p. 71 .

70,  Tbdd,, p. 37 . L
7. “oid,, B . : ¢
.




mlunimrtofﬁnuohumm.hmt'&w‘ht-nhhﬂmd
in torms of its autonomy”, The Speaking-Word or authentis spesch,
15 not the result of a cognitive act, Seconda¥y spesch, howsver,

1s ve. The rel between aut and sposch
13 thought 14seLf which begins Erecemectously abd manifests iticlt
23 Spesking-ord in which the body-subject recogrises, o & second-
“order level, the thought vhich 1t has crested.
Language has often bun‘dnuihd as-an organic whole, It con-
stantly nhn‘n as Wrd‘l, phrases, and certain forms or styles of
X expression 'dle ent'.‘ and new modes u’ expression develop, Earlier
 mention vas xade of Heloau-Panty's clain that the Speakdg-vond
*niot only srestes 1ts own sesntng, but often changes the meanings
which we alresdy hnv‘ax and al“!ov- s clain that "o fundamental
distinotich can be made’ between the original creation of languags
and the creative acts which occur dl;l.y.' (72). "Every new vord,

" every new concept”, clains Revess, "owes its sxistence to & crekte
ive human act; and it must have been essentially so from earliest
times,” (73). If we can indeed make no Mduuuunm-
v.;t.hnxl.énnl creation of language and everyday creative acts,
ve- 1hould porhaps consider at least scme general views ca the maturs
of creativity, especially u. the um of Herleau-Ponty's clatms |
for the autanomy of t.bn.ht.

72, G Revess, The Origins and Prehigtory of Language. Pc 212, v
73, Toid,, p. 212, y

50, i

*



CHAPTER THRER - THE CREATIVE DYMAMIC

Revess, ve recall, makes use of cqq@gxﬂ- ovidence to estab-
11ah the "priority. of the ispérative’ and relatss the origin of
y Langugs to expressive commnds whith yere seme kind of attempt to
* "erder" or bring about & required pttern or style of axistence at
& given tine, He empliszines the "imerforces™ which have govemed,
languge development, and sess the origin of languige as fundamentally
the gime kind of cretive act as those creative acts that oom dadly.

e finlly porits the need for a lypothetiosl Inporative lungusge. - ]
! r‘ Jot.ho abundons this Ixperative lenguage to the reals of, the

"nlﬁoyl" as far as mdern mn is concerned, In:so doing, he tails

to pursue the possibility that, since the creative act was the con-

taxt i’ widoh language devalgped,. thn an exexination of gthor orest~ _

1ve aots ugaé throv at least. sems.light upon'the original language .
"";-pm.m. o seas to brisg the oritiesl sement of Languge origin

hu view (as a gpestive -n) bat fails to analyse'it..

in essmntial ohirecteristic of NerlesuPonty's body-ribject

18 thit'1t 10 greativs, The preblem with its crestive becoxing, howe

.m-, 1s ‘that "thought®, in this ;n'oaa
..3010us level, We are fortuwnite, thn, in that the himan oreative’
2 in its vid and &;qumt 0

), wust: funotiom on & precon-

*" has been described by others, An axaxinstion of these ﬁur{pt.tnt,

say swply for us whitever w hope evess ight huw ackisved in

- . an.amilysis of kis om;- and, at the same tine, we may ses to What
axtent ‘the descriptims teod to- omfirm Marlean-Ponty's mggestions,
especially Ms parsdoxical claim that 'W’ wmust precede itself.




Vo shall look Latar to more dramtis acosumts, but sinos, apart

r@. instances of "genius', all men spposedly thnk and ‘use langusge,
1t 18 usefyl to acncentrate on a deseriptive analysis of the cheative
thought jrocess, not as confinsd to a pirticular discipline, but as
experdenced in & more general sense or in a less ‘spectacular context,
The mu’muﬂumm or not there are different types or

** styles of thought, or to analyse the virious 'ways' of thinking would '
be teo ertencire & tak in thess coneldsrations, but it may be poss-
ible to determine thn‘t for almost everyone, at least on occasion, '

4 level of intelleotual .'euvm occurs, and is oreative, outside . v

" the realn of rational thought,
If 1t 45 swposed that & Mline of thought® follows from, say,
%6 B to C, vhare C s some mrt of ccnclusieni than before the
*arrinl" of C, or 2 to the of B and

© prior to the avireness of C, i astirity (of seme kind) 18 respon-
Hible for C's produstion, £ we ware to desortbe what "takes place’
between B and C'(if anytidng does take flace) we should, 4t may be
supposed, be desoribing what a part of the "thinking process" is.

But oan tids ntermediate stage (Lf thers 1s coe) be desoribed
45 & consoleus processt It is diffimlt to recognise anything: titere
wodiate befare soms kind of consequencs 1s already dsrived ind 1s
"there" to be assessed, The "source® of the conolusim, or the
pno.;. which brings it to mind, 1s net sasily eluctdated,

One may, of course, follev' an established method, But an
explicit mathod alresdy known is & method which, in some instinces,”
vas & product, of origiml and oreative thdnking, The diseerery ‘of

/
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sush & methed and the recognitinm of it as a reliable one, requires '
4ts own exawination, After the methed is knoewn, ‘hm-vu. 4t does
" ok offer the 1m0 Kihd of protlem, ;
The various "lhpt' m- huunn, taken to find the product
.of 23 and 17 would in all probabilities make no 'demands upen ons's

pationality, To find the' produst; one mrd.ly utilises a mechan.
4cal method req no demanding rational m One accepts
the answer as the method ylelds it, beglming vith 7 tines 3'is 21,

s:.uu-xy one may perforn certain exercises in logic by making use . '

of « truth table, The conclusions reached again rely more upen the
1 . sinple logic.of winor stages than upen the rational grasp of a total : o = ]
prr‘won. Conclusions, it n-n,' ‘f'! reached, not with a total logical o .
argment in wind, but more in the belief that the‘kethod 1tselt rields

the answer, . '

In bther casss, however, the intervening requirements (it ) -
between B'and C, by which one resches C, wust aduit either (1) thought

processes behind the process from B .to C, or (i1) a rational and

onsol of the dire of thought in a mere or
less willful ‘manner, \

Inthe latter-case (11), wo becams inwl.nd in Merleau-Ponty's
(Phh'l) parader pointed out earlier, s Mnt of view implies
that thought must is some sense preceds itself, We shall not attempt
to dismiss this rﬂndu_x, ‘but .shall nmuh it again in seotioms B
and C of this chapter, :

ummmuhnuc,mmtchmdumnu

If wo aduit the former case (1), tliat there are thought processes i
w!



Co S
Gome, then it seems that thought cocurs en s rather vagus "lewel"

of consotoumens, or elsa ve begin te ntertadn the latter ise (11); .
namly that thought 1s deliberate, in which case we beg the question,

If wve are to say, on the other band, that the "vagueness” of what

ocours between B lml € 45 the remilt of some such exercise as "think.

*" ing in the back of ne's mind", we st41l have to insist upon alust-
. dation of the process as'a rational one, deserving to be called hunan

théught, ‘or eles desoribe the process as semething legs'(or more). ‘ g &

The oritiosl question 1s to what extent ve can maintatn that the BT
Process 1 & ceneolous ane, or that 4t has formal structure as s cog- - - - §. |

, . nitive act before there is some sort of C given to consciensness,
In other words, 1s it .poulhh to oatoh "reason” building the bridge,
_'or does she merely test what 1s constructed for her' through .some " g
other Mul s y N i
- N There ire problems here which we do not pretend to solve. How-

* ever, insofar as human thought, in its everyday occurrence, at least
" sometimes, looks for novel solutions without recourse to mechanical
‘methods, it seems to involve a verification of  those solutiems,

by, reasen, ealy after reason has besn givs soluticns to rerify.

To say ‘that reason herself posits the  solution for her om conrid-
eration, without, betng able-to "cateh her in the act of portting, ;
before Q.h. lolutinn. is to adwlt that she 'urh\in\wl hdden from ) ] L |

conscious view,
It 4s'in this sense that Merleau-Ponty, who gave Hogel oredit
for "inventing” thit resson which is more encowpassing than the con- .




soloup intelleot (74), olitas that "deliberation follows deotsten” (75),
\ ¢ 2 : 4 .

the decislen being assigned to the "precogmitive” level, and the ..
sment of the decision, by reasm, cowing aftervards, There

bas been an inoreasing attack, ainoe Hogel, especially by those

who have bun oalled axistentialisty, agiinst the  exaltation of
1s given impetus by the
witness of uu more eminent sctentists and mthematiclans; It is

conscious Peason. The .emk, we mn 8

* less nrgridng. pertaps, to find that éreative artists have also
' given ubd.it'ror their originality to sources that are non-rationsl,
That artists rely on the "Muses”, or upon "madness", or.that ‘they. K

T i

are "dreamers”, 1s more_or lei

an’scoeptable and establishied potnt © ;.\ .
of Yiew, But that this nsouraen of areative inspiration 42 a for : \\
of huun "intellect”, or a level of "thought", is perhaps less afe < -

firmed as & popader beltef, g -7 )

B. Jacques Maritain, in a study of oreative intuition in art A.nd

Postry, axanines what he calls *the preconssiens 1ife of the dntel:

Yoot ind mggests that Winy discovery vhish redlly ‘reveals & ne

 aspoct of betng 1a bom in & flash of dntuitivity before being o

oursively | tested AM Jﬂlﬂﬂd.‘ He_speaks of "the primeval Imﬂv
) of the intelleot™ wiich mm“l itself "far beyond loglgzand con-
cepta®, (7).

7%, M. -‘IPWMI'J. Seng o Non-pens, pp. 125-126.
75. W Merlesu-Ponty, slogy of e 43,
76. Jaoques Maritain, Crestive Intultion in Art snd Poetry, p. 55




«
"The universe of concepts, logical commections,
rational and rational in .
. which the activity of the intellect takes definite
form and shape, is. preceded by the.hidden wo:
of an inln-a and primal preconscious 1ife,” (77

Maritain recalls f-hlt Aristotle also posits "the Iﬂltlnm of a merely

active and perpetually active intellsctusl anarey.. the intellect

. agent," which. Aquinas further suggested was the “barent part of'
otch indtiAdul'e ... tntellostuil struotare...the prinal quiskentng
sourcs of all his intelleotul stivity," (76). . Thts preqenscious
intnllwt. uoording to mm:.. 4s not to be aonmud vlth ‘the
Froudian \mmsoirml. whtoh 1s "n.mbmd into a wr].d o! its own

‘. apart from the intellect.” The latter 1! held to "be deaf to tba
intellect™, and is "the uncenscious of blood. and flesh, instincts,

v‘umhmxn. nuplnol.?c?nllod 4mages and desires, munltie _—“
orfes,.."s 1t 1s "the sutomstls uncansoious” as opposed th'the "Il .
Lukdnating Tatelloot", -(79.) w4 )

“. Aurthur Koestler also suggests that "the hmwg. of memuim

nentation has alvays been, thers,” Ha refers to L.L. Vhyte's book

" on "The Uncansoious Befo: ,
an hp‘nn&n pedigres, reaching buk to antiquity"s

Flotimus - "the absence of & conscious perdiption
i3 no proof of the absence of mental activity,"

o Freud" to show that the wnconscious "has

ILichtenberg (18th century professor.of physics) -
thinks, one ought to. say, We become ‘avare of
representations vhlah do not dapnd on us.”

7. ., p. 68,
78 Totde, pp. 7071,
79. Tod., pp. 667h i, B

o7




Wilheln Wandt (19th century experimental psychologist) -
"Our mind 1s so fortunately equipped that it brings.

us the most important bases for our thoughts without
our having the least knowledge of this work of elabora-
tion, This unconsoious mind is for us like an m-
known being who creates and produces for us, and °
finally throws the ripe n-ut,- 4n our lap."

Iic'.wh- (19th century philouphnr)- "Cansodoumess
the last and latest development of the organic, and
h consequently' the most unfinished and lont pow-rm
- of these ERvery
arises from making conscious the mnn!.num 8.
The great basic activity is the wnconsoious, (80).

ihat s notable is that sach of thess individuils refors to thought-
pmolhl or rational activity which the individual does mot ofipeiously
control of onder. They sese to hold, vith Neadsloy, that b most .
uporunt"p;n of mental nun: the essential 'wve;;- on viich think- P
ing depends, .is woonsoious mental activity." (81). Bich seems (at
Loast 1n'a general sanse) to agres with Lamartine, whose cbservaticn
was: "I never think « wy. thought tihinksfor me," (82), These thoughts,
"thought not yet conscious,” (as Fichte puts it) "none the less posit-
ively oarry the q:oui;ﬂo uhmmr.of Intelligence.” (83).
Ho mall Banu s referance u ‘the c-mmn error which chare
lnmul '.hm(ht. as that which is "clear and distinot", lon"‘.hr .

cally thts same orror. the " S ", Since
“thare hus Bewn 4 groving tondancy to.relate thought b6 the M

80, -1, L, Whyts, The Uncons roud, PP, 150-46L; Sos.. v
" s Artir :% AT T

81, Tod., (Konstler), p. 152, i
82, Do, p. 150, P e n WAL
B, T g 166 ' i




rational, or to-¥lew it as & process ¥hich acours exleusively on

What Merleda-Ponty oalls the "ss ad-order * level of

S0 At is that ‘men of lehnca "in the populu- imagination. ., appear

./- sober ice-cold logioians, elestranis brains mounted on dry sticks,® (84),
Xoostler, however, suggests that many of the grest original discovaries -
in soience and mathematics have been made, not as-a.result of a log-
4011 and conscious thought' process, but as the result of a ‘sudden
aid unexpected insight that vas a "flash" of regognition’bursting
into conselousness from an mrclnhd éontext, , Togloal explanations
_pnonl'lq nf.r. not to the prw.u of di—senry, but to the  process.

: of urulnum after ‘the dhunvary 1s'mde, Speaking of sclentists,
Koastler mys: . . - S0 8% 4

", ..iF one were shown an anthology of typical extracts
-fron thelr letters and autsblogrephies with no names
‘mentioned, and then asked-to guess their profession,
the 1ikeliest ansver would be: a bunch-of poets or
musioians of & rather romntically maive kind,
themes that reverberate through their intimate
writings are: the belittling of logic and deductive
reasoning (except for verification after the act);
horror of the:one-track mind; distrust of too much °
3. scepticim r all-too- *
. mnim tMnH.u‘...hh sceptical. reserve is
< ted by trust in muon md in Imocnloionl
. znidmu. W (85),

Suc of the numerous examples quoted hy Konﬂcr are as Iallvnl
Henri Poincare, one phase in th

- 'of his' Fuchsian ‘funotionst "the 1dea ‘cane to me; without
.mun‘uqrer-rtmm- u-insuhnp&ndm

{8y Totd, B 151,
85, Tbad,, pe 186. e il




way for it.,,I'd¢id not verify the ides,..but I.felt -
a perfect certainty,.,0n my return...I verifisd the - +
nm)t at my J.oﬂnro. 4 ., [

and -

"Ia' regurd to xy other reseirches I vould have
to say malogous things.” (86),

Karl Friedrich Gauss, ifter proving a theores vhich
for four years seemed insolusble: n last I mmd-d,
% not by dint of psinful effort but so to speak by
h grace. of God, As a sudden flash of light, the lnigl
vas solved,..For my part I am unable to nams the nature -
of. the thread vhich connected what I previously. lmew
vith that which made x micoess possible.” (87). d i

) }}mmn,u&nmuamc of electric current ST
15 nameds "I gave Auhantntj&y...lhldfamdby . . 3
chance a \solution, and knew that it was correct, e ;
without being able to prove it,..At lnt. 1.do not
know how, I found 1t.% (88), ¢

‘xu-un- Sives many other examples and em-- that "The quotaticns

‘oould be continued ind.ﬂnlhly. yot. "I cannot re¢all any explicit

rw.-cm. to the contrary'by any exinent mthematican or physietstt

t that 4ous or ] o  thinking dMl m
(89), " Quite contrary. to the view of the selentist vho oves

log:\uuy m- mp to M to his conelusion, H.vm‘.d.n. one or the
puun creative ulnun-. went so far as to say uut "no p-th
Loads from wperisent to dacovery,” Insteed of gaining new inslghts
from the security of carefully daveloped ratienal tenets, the disover-
of, ocording to Binstedn, foals "as L€ the grouwnd had been $ulled "

8. THAL, p. 115116, ; 2 ' N
& Md.,poti7, T :
8, 'Tidd., p, 117, g
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h'v-md-r one, l{iﬂm(i‘r-fmumfahimnwuhon. upon ..
which one could have built," (90), L g : »
Thaws Kuin olains that some m_m-{. is inberent tnmost  ~
clentitio dise before new s or theorles - (p-mug- : E
mm).'nm‘,-pnn‘.a; Kuhi 45 ot ‘90 cmphatic i stressing the 2
mmnmmumm-umumw bthe O
.Moluhthlt'leMNym,ntluﬂhdrn i 1 .
{bafore 4 crisis has daveloped faror been explicitly récognised,” s § H
nd that -mt interveisd botioon the first ssmse of trowleand . L |- |

the roouml'.lm of ln available tamate mist have bun largely.

i wnim." (91). X o L i° il 4
* It appears that, not only, inart, but also-in science, there : :

1s ‘considerable vitness to the VAGY tit thers Is sme preconscious #
"ehiought Lows1® vhioh "pute ints things vhat 1s subequently fownd®, -
To aveld the "Cartesiin Catastrophe, of couwss, Ve cumot josit this- © | =
yﬂeuudm uuvlty as mere biological or bodﬂ.y processes, It can-
hmmmu&.uﬁvﬁ.vo{nmﬂnw-nbmt‘ .
c.,nu.b_mudquuumm--mm i ;

X 'Mel.-ndhnmpvri_nnhnnwulwuv_cm. %

) there 1s & sense in which an attempt to recover the "birth process”
. of languge offers special difficultiss, As Revess puts it, "Language
& A-mnn-aa.mnumuu’or th--ihd ef.-n. mm'uni- e

90, Tims Kum, mmmmmm»-u- b

91 - Toid, Bi 86 : . e o




Mddn in u:o distant’ darkness of an u-mnv-nhh antiquity." (92). w "
Honas 3¢ 48 HEFE fo view 1t solely in u&g ot "pnlanLdAy" T
creative nm. g
The problem of -h;||ug' "beginnings", for the 'smuvidu.-i£ vho' 4
_born into s unm;n;onlgm. does. ‘m;t soem to bc\ the una"probln as )
the firet uso of Langusge ty thore whi" LittLelly oreatad that cxltire,
" e assmption :1;,'-"‘*' #a Langiage ‘4a already in existence, it. 1s

not the ume ‘to ask how people learn or adopt that Tangiage, as it 1a

"'t ask how'that language vas at [iret developed, before’ there vas, a ar >
lingiage, There is an disweed difference between man Jearning languigs .
and grositing Language’ Vidle ve have ources with which

to.stady the former (£or almast svory. ohtld Teams & luiguage) 1t 1s |
vg_inorl;uy sl that the original creative ot by vhich Janguags I
to-be.oan never b ‘r;emud. Nchethelsss, 1t 1s worth studying S
ostanetbly pure.case of hnx\up-}m‘ toase Ar tie ariginl
oreative language-sot emno'.b. in fact amvlnd. . L, . Lo

mnan.h.mndn-uemomnrnuug.-1um1n¢ume i 1 oo

of Helen ml-r. When she -was taken uu the tubonhp of Miss Sullivan,
' mhmm--m.ﬂ by neans of & mantal alpkabot. Buf) she

.roper’u, "I ‘dd not hnw unt T'vas -p‘u.\n( a vnrd or even tht words

existed; I vas sinply lddn‘ =y Hngers go in minkey-like inftation."

The oirousstances wnder vhich she discovered: that imitative hand’play

kunnt th!.u- b.;un as fonwnl 2 L_

92, G, Revess, The Origine wnd Prebetery of [anguags, 7. 1.
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"Soneone vas draving vater and my tescher
Placed my hand under the spout. As the veol .

ovly, then rapidly.
T stood still, my whole attention fixed upon the'
motions of her fingers:" (93.) E (J

Up to this point Helen Keller was not a language user. Her porception

was limited to smell, touch, and taste, She oould nejther-ses mor
hear, She was "human", we may suppose, nnly 1.n 4 potential sense,

Hor experience was empty (and alvays would b-) of t.hiny uun and

things heard. But under the conditions rlnerlbod above, 'lun hllor'u

experience for the moment consisted of meaningless finger-play on one
band, and the ‘meairingless fesling of vater on the other, when she

_ could nelther see Miss Sullivan nor hear her (and’had never seen or
vy *

heard her):

"Suddenly I folt a wisty consciousmess as of something
forgotten = a-thrill of retuming thought,."

It 45 interesting to note that at this point in the description the
concentration is upon neither the finger-play nor the water, nor was

"there anything for this ssven year old'glrl to see or hear, for is

vht follovsattributed to, or seen, in terms of anything Miss Sul-

Ltvan nay haye been dotng at that :specific instan

¥ n\d luob.ov the qntny of language vas
reveal

od to me." £
f-ll-r dau not vepture to -qy how '.h- luugc \‘- aom'ptulsud,
or indiuh the gource or form of her "h:e\dn"' but

/

and ').u ‘following five quotations, fm m- Helen Keller's

93.
) quoted in Arthur lontl
P- 223,

. .

i
i
!
!
i
1
i
i
i




"...T know'then that, the partioular bit of fin
play meint the wonderful cool muu.ng
floxitg over ny band,” - )
The-assootation ss0aseluple enough,  Hles fust have been
: hcpdn‘ for sime tine that Keller would ke it assootatin, but 4t
* -vas Keller who had qo nake it Whatever Mg Sullivar may have been
Lhin.\d.ngltthnun. vrvhawnrmwhnnbuntmnghda.
Kellor desoribes the instant "miracle" inr terms of M consolous~
ness: - “‘ ‘

"mt living word avakened ny lwl, gave it lig)
Joy, set it fres...”

What is pulsun‘ 18 how Helan Keller m.-., without
57 & millo, or the sowd of & congratadatory ayliable; ety she oould

snounn‘-mt

be aware in the and ingléssn of all her

‘that this instant was special, . It seems that, as she wu"’lnlnmod",
the external vorld vag avakened for hers 5
y "As we returned to the house each objlet that T
totched -seemed to Quiver.with }ife, ' That was because
% Iaw mmm.—.g vith the strange new dgh'. that
sa had coms to me, " s

. : After uquirln; un. "strange new d;ht" Keller m'. on to Tearn
& language, We may tuppou that Miss Sullivan vonld bave at'thin point

hvﬁtod whtdnr signs she wished for the "nal'l" ‘hich Keller was

s bk
% oager to learn.. What specific hnmn she learned wis not as
important as the fact that she h-d nqu!.red the, "insight" mu-r,v

i .

s
to .hun ons,

nw would ltnu the inporhnu of np.u.um in x.uar'- !
axporionce, and mggest that the development that. ‘took place as Keller
was given other l;nul, was cruoial to the lnﬁdng axperiende, It L3

iy - s

atall T



. . A 64,
" certainly cannot be argued that her aoquiring of a voqnbn].ir: vas of

‘14ttle significancs, But it may have been & differant kind of signifi-
cance, * Not only fron Keller's own account, but also as witnessed in

her frensy of Urikming! aftorvirds, At 4s obrious that the Joy, the
thrill, the 1ight, the dwakening, ocourred at the vater-spout. She ‘
bad toviched bjects befors, i engiged in fingor-play (lthough moan-
ingless) before, but Lnadhta]; after tho ntcr-upont. as she nturnod
%o the ‘houds, each objest that shé touched semmed to "gidver with 1ife"
4in her "-mn;e new sight",

Bgt. how did Hal'op Keller Jnow! Miss Sullivan was powerless to
xplain things to her, Keller had no way to thematige her expsrience.
How could she oven "say to herself” scmsthing to the effect that "this
}-1-n-g-o-n-p-d.-o-y is a 'name’ ‘for water, or -represents ater'i
She did not yet have a "nams" forﬂn’.‘.hphy. or a nams m ’nlu.‘.
As Miss Sullivan touched Keller's hand with her fingers, Keller had
no visual or verbel concepts for 'fingers’ or 'hands'. or *toushing!
or 'play!, but an'avareness of some kind, or an axporiance, the moan-
4ng of whioh could have besn no more far her than the |imediste Living
of ft. That Lived-experience could, in' fact, pein nothing - it vas
itaglf, " It the exportends ™went wvay® and Keller vanted 1t baok,
how could she formilate the "motion® of nnf:’.u; 1t back, or conoept~
ualize the thoughts "I want."? She must hlvvo felt a difference be-

. twéen wanting and having, but what was her n‘eﬁon of difference! How
“could she bs avars, apart fron the living of it, that "Wow T hiverf
How ‘could she know that she felt a nged? K11 sho could feel for the
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moment vas a living without a name, or more specifically a feeling -
Vithout-a-name ap & "way-of-being" that was perpetuslly black and -
stlent, However much of a miracle hid u;um'vnw she nade the
dtstinotin batuasn the' feling on the che hand, and the fesling
s bl Bt et 1ok (e Aoned £ il s
nection between them; 1t 4s evan more startling in her Mdark-and=
printttyo-silamse? that she should nake the "Juxp" tor "Other feel-,
ings also have names" and "I must know them", " Whtle she nay not have
conceptualized these thoughts, there was cem some gense in which
sho "imow" what she vas after, and had alresdy mde the kind of ab
straction that is singularly husan, ! s
Viataver the Mextermal olrainstinces® (incluing Kiss Sullivas)

had "brought” to Xeller, it seems that Keller hérself "brought" some- =~

thing to these same circumstances, It appears that her act of Loarning
was in some sefise an sot of greation as well, In Horlun-l’m\v'-.
terms, of course, it was the emf.in aot of the bod’y-lubjnt. and
iok.&. SopALELFS o5 sosona-aidee: (asasetanaly: vetionad) ‘ons, The pre-
consolous act resulted in the Speaking-+ord, the meaning of which vas
1tgelf and the Jiving of 1t. This Speaking-Word was for Helen Keller
woro cbviously a gesture, and her language a 'gestural' one, But
1t would be poinuen u olaim that yooa] gestures have less potential
as & nhioh for !.lnougo and- thw‘ht. The type ot gesture 1s not as
important as ﬁu fact that with (tl om lived mnln: it groates a
world and is . vv-of-bud.ru. i
The lohhv-nt of being lb].' to fix weteteoer i.n her world,




;nn in the absence of the thing it stood for, enabled Keller to
--control, and manage, and put togother more than the ;-«u.u. Keller
found in the gesture, for horgelf, somsthing which she could "hold on
to." 4 ) . .
The previous instance was no lenger in conflict with the more . {
vvlﬂ;d presence of thg\: "now", for she hld\u_nhhnd another way of j
being, 1n that. the past could be reteined in the sixplicity of a ]
nane, ‘ - "
One cannot fool.or live sadness in & moment of Joy, but one can
2poak . Joyfully of his lack of 'sadness'. Thus the world becomes more
than the noment, It becomes the manipulative world of language.
But if Keller had some kind of awareness thropgh her rnl’_ing-,
was it not polflblg for hu‘r ta' ﬁcdl, in a "neutral™ ln‘-n;t‘ some

A .
foeling, say of sadness, that she had previously had? It would seem

that if such a "reeall” were to-occcur, it would have to be in terms
of the foeling 1tself and the reliving of it. Moreover, such & means— -
of retaining the past would be purely introspective and subjective,
o "f1x" a feeling "out there" required a "vehicle" to "carry" it.
It required, for instance, & gesturs, to make it manifest spart ffom
14s61¢ and the mibjeotive living of it, As suggested sarliar, the
screm of pain doas not merely represent ‘the patn, it is an intagral |
' part of the total living experience, 'lb recognise the screan as

something separate requires, first of all, that it be there, and

while 1¢s "ooming-to-be" may not have besn'the result of any rational

Prodess, onde it hai come-to-be its being there oan provide a "grownd" °
a




for Ah-met_ion.; The imitation of the seream without the pain, for
instance, could be-the precondition for its being used as'a 'name'.
But a feeling without gesture (of some kind) 1s self-enclosed and
wexpressive, Foeling itaslf camot 'miterialize" in the'form of
feeling, \n noi. Keller, of course, could not m her ovn pl\ydu-i
gostares, or hoar hor vooul cnes; She could not mall or tasts’them, -
50 she was confined to fesling thes, Thus her atteapts to express
Were capable only of "falling back upen themselves” in their initial
"forn', There was no "raﬂdus"'. For her’ thers was no gestural word,
Kellor's miracle at the well occurred after a moment of intense
concantration, In the flux of her feslings, two wers predominant and
oscurring simultaneously, At first the sudden inpact of the water
pouring over her hand must have been a distinet enough fosling to
surpross whatever other.feslings she may have had at the time, Tt
vas enough, We may. supposs, to "saturate” or complotely permeste and
enbody her experience for the moment. A/gfi.nat such a total and com-
Plote Mackground® the finger-play vas thrown as a conflicting "now;
While the "full" and engrossing experdshos of the pouring vater vas
sufficient to Mabsorb" her total momentary way-of-being, that way-of-
‘being called for npnn‘llon. It found a vehicle in ths distinct but
stmiltansous fosling of fingorplay, Tho Mngarpley was not Kollor's,
But the: fesling of it was, and the feeling against feeling, mds so

. mudderily distinet, placed one in being as & sign of the otber, The

fingerplay, as "residus” vas something she could recreate, not as,
fealing but as gesturs, She had acquired a manul tongus. Cbjects

_would now "ldve" for her because she could. make them manifast in her

N P




\
om orestivs activity, She had found a new vay-of-being for both
herself and her vorld, . '
But Lot a8 suppose that Mas Sulliven bad fullen nto the well
when Keller nade her-discovery. Would abjeots for Keller have gme
* on quivering vith 1ifs, .or vould she have lost her strings nev sightl-
‘It seoms ulikely that she would have acquired the languge which
 Miss Sullivn enabled hor to adopt. But would she have made any kind
of linguistio dovelopment vhatever? How far would her strange new
FAeht have taken her? It is perhaps futile to speculate and guess
‘at 1ikelthoods, But would 1t be at ledst pogeible for- someone with
'Keller's linguistic aptitude, Af glven the added impetus und profound
advantags of the world of viston wnd of sound, to gin the "strangs
new sight" through an indspendent creative act, given any nusber of
conditions which could possibly bave motivated it. And once baving
been "awakened” and "set. free” could not such an.individul influence
othl.n to acquire the same "vision"? Then could language develop from
thls vislon? Vo do not knov, What we do kmow s that, as Sapir puts
t, "There 1s 5o more Mnngmmmé about langusge than its
\mlnud.lv." "We know of no pwplo !.hnt 4s not mn-ud of a fully
developed languags.” (9#).

It would appear, in any event, that the "discovery", such as Helen
Keller's, vhich 15 the seed from which language can develop, is mot
0 much "passed on' as self-produced, However much Miss Sullivan
was able to da,;mt of het own genius, in setting up appropriate i

9%, « Bdvard Sapdr, Langusge, p. 22.
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conditions, it 4s difficult to maintain that at the water-spout she -
passed on a vision,

D.  SUMMART AND CONCLUSION 3 7

In considering the problem of language origin, Revess has varned
us sgainst m‘ Merror reaching back to Descartes”,  Revesz sees the
orlgln of language as a greative act out of a consolousness which had
1ts preconditions as a "dark pressure". .This dark pressure is n;d to

"have made itself felt out of the wnderlying contact urge, 'Thus the pror

ble is approached by "pushing it back" to the "dark and primitive"
region, where the demand for apluuums becomes presusably’less acute,
rises from

As Rav.u has it, thought, which is inup-nbh from language,

conseiousnel which has developed from a "less clear and distinct" cone

sciousnes:

which has developed from the contact "urge", which begins more
h
or less as a biological "tendency”. In this way the Contact Theory relies
e s
upon a regressive nlihluuén, and finally begins to ignore its problema-

tie to avodd D my, Revess
vmah.y.naﬂ' languige devel 80 that "man-vho-mad
Language” 13 placed in the prixitive past of pre-bstory, and Manguige-
at-first” beoomes & lost language, The "clear and dlotinet™ thus merges

With the "dark and prisitive” in a kind of synthesis that is supposedly
loss dAfMoult to sccept than the evolution. of that which 1s "distinetly"
nind froa thet which 1s dofinitely matter,

Hnrlem-l’mq nore firmly !‘Aau the u-ing nuntud.\ounnl ine
herent in the hnmo problem and mumul more ﬂplinlt.‘l.y that para-
dox 15 gagential to that problem, Eis attampt, moreover, ‘s not to
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thematize the primitive past,'but rather to'recapture the primitive
prosent, Merleau-Ponty s less inclined, than is Ravess, to isolate
Ran in modern tines as's secondoorder ratlonal antmal,  Ee insists

that preconditions are problematic and attempts to "bring forward"

the prorsq.c.ﬂn reality that cunfutuhl the "grounda® of ration- -
ality, ‘

‘hnu "nmdl" were recogniszed by Maritain as the "mcmnim
 11fe of tha inhlltot". . proecn of sind vhich 1s rational and in-
telligent, bt wnknown as a ‘gingcious operstion. . Koestler slso refers
to the slan and from the basts of clatns
made by -ny major creative thinkers, um. the c.mmn orlurlon

for séptatnty,tand the conseqisnt relisnce upon consolous reason as
|

the soirce of nimtiﬂu nm;hz, are academic misfortunes that have

blinded us (o a realn of m,mgmo that underlies the less product-

'm Processes of conscious thought. Keller's "Lhrul ‘of mumsn,

thought seeas also to have had precoghitive grounds,” It is diffieult
to argue that the Mthought” vas returning to Keller from Miss Sullivan,
Mias Sullivan may have supplied motivating conditims by engaging in
physical activity, a type of activity she hnd m(uod in vith Keller
befores but it vas Keller who had to be umun. and find in that
activity, or give to it; her own revolutionary synthesis, for herself
i.n her own vague consciousness, The preparatory \iiimo of such a
eyntheis seems scmohov to have yielded the same "dark pressure” or
"prisitivo wrgo" of vhich Revess: spatke, and which Kellor cills "

misty consciouste .
But 4f we posit that original insights (such as’first "Langugs

TE



insighta") are for corise bya "iitellentt,

ve do more than dismiss g' ai ! ny. Vo hnv-’

; atuu sane time, a trichotowvhiohinnu way ‘Temoves the basic prob-
len of ‘interaction, Oirs cannst be a tansble trichotony until we have
shown. the vurld our "Iillh’i‘ Unk", . Wo cannot stand on kup!.n; it a K y
guarded secret, especially fron ourselves.

As ¥ have seen, MerldauForty's "alssing link" in. roz- hin, .
an obvious one, It 1s ourselves as we "lmow" ourselves in our living. ’
This 15 not & fational knoving. To ask for thds kind of knovledge
18 to allow reason to isolate harnu from us in her own rﬁﬂuuon.

" ° ~— Ressonforves urmmmw—b-mm—mmmm Wt—

. allow us to dismiss it, In many ways, Marleau-Ponty takes thl ides’ of
"nuoqal man" as a myth, or as a "second order" fabrication \Mgk;

1s a severe limitation of the. fullness of what-we-are, Thus, for. him,
there is no "liw dichotomy to begin with, Nor is there a real
trichotomy., There is instead the 1ived unity of the body-subject,

e s bt i 8

with precoriscious thought: as its oreative 'dynamic'.

Thé confustons stemring fron the ‘tendency. to. 'dichotomize' ire
enupoundod, in the consideration of hng\nga ‘origin, by the mdency
to 'evolutionize', What Revess calls langusge "on a higher level",
Merlsau-Ponty describes (at least implicitly) more as language on o
Yinited Jovels and while he sgrees with Revest's view that language

must have. primitive preconditions, he claims, to-the contrary, that
these preconditions are not outlived. Nor does it seem, in Merlesu-
Ponty's view, that the preconditions are-as limited as that which ~




. the linited "stuff" of consclousness and-spoken word. . So, in on emsof

" 72,
procesds fron them. Man's use of Llinguage "on a higher lsvel" (to;- =
Revess) s, for Merlesu-Ponty, grounded in the "language" of Brute ,
Being, and the "svolution® of the former from the latter is soirtin: <
ous, *Revess's "mors fully developed" language is Merleau-Ponty's .
"spoken word", 'This "secondary langiage" is established out of
"authntic spesch or. "Spetking Woid, which 18 a precognitive act

. |

" out of primitive béing. But-this "authentic speech” 4s not.a mere .

product which we abstract from the sct.and "give a meaning to". It
1s the preconsciously conoentrated attempt of the body-sibject to
"utilise® a vay<of-becoming. ‘This "word-in-the-speaking" is both more

and 1ass than & reticial exeroise: it is iire as'a noventary style-of- *
bacoming wkich Ls its om, Lived mouring, 1t 18 lsu 1n betng Jeas
Lmited.  As Merlous-Ponty Fita. 3¢, there 18 8 -nmu.n to the Speak- -
ing-Hord which "falls back’ upon the Mgrounds” of preconsciousness,
It 10'this "restdus® vhioh is left in'momentiry surfeit of the wt
("Iike a vave which Pmruu beyond its own nnw) and, at & mp-
orary dgfance’ fram its precognitive aonfines, takes on meaning 18
1ts ways, the bodyasubject establishes & "layer® of being for itself,
distinet from itself only as "meaning” 1s from Mliving",

It 4 Revass's evolutionary spprosch also tht prevents hin from
pursuing, in human orestivity, the 1dynanic! by which hnmuxs qame 7
_to'bs, By many accounts, this ’tlyn—ln' involves a precanscious’ structe

uring; We do-not ndnmlly lmc' either the 'forn' or 'sontent' of.

this preparatery process, ae-p?. that we uy tend to cd.\ it "thm;ht"

by virtus of its product in consciousness, But the generally accepted

Wt o o




.that basis derives from differing points of view, The origin of lang~"
* .uage, for Revess, 1is initially basio to his'concept of rational mn

order) language, which has long outlived the ordginal amt!.ved act, e H 3
* man must . gt41] use language in an originally crestive sense. before v jad

" nore lixited ind dofined than the body-subject is. Merleau-Ponty, it

difference betwoen the oreative aoti of modern man and the erlginglv
languge act hluuo. the. former ‘stex from an established "layer” of
svareness that lenguge origin mist have precsded, . The origin of
langiage 13 n_ot"/j\ut another" creative dot, but- 18 the forerunner
‘of many other types of human creativity, Ravess 'dnd MerleauPonty
somm o agren that the orlgin of Lunguage 1o basto ‘in this senee; but

in a long process of mln&hn. l.lnpqc. for annn, ig an accomp~ -
lished fact. Man, of whktever culture, now learns an alresdy exist- .
1rg linguage. Ho aduits that people still ‘use language creativly

and. d.nlop now \mrdu. ph.run, and expressions, But they have a
langusge: already, to work froa, Tho present reative act, in other
vords, stems from the novel use of tn alresdy established (sscond-

The difference for Nerleau-Ponty 1s most important; In his view

he adopts.a’ "second-order” language, The body~subject's culture is-

m-.‘. would bave 4t that men first engages 1n the language process by
preparing, thirough'his "autbentic lpmh" 0. use &Y second-order
langugs to uhich he ts axposed?, :
\The body-subjeot "aligna" itself in bein;. not only by "pujoct-— A l i
ing", but also by "taking up'. . The body-subject 18 mot ordinarily . ? t
passive; but contimully sesks ts ovn meaning in reception as well o]
a8 in axpression, It "takes up" gestures as possible eondiucnl_ for

|

(




. itself on ttl lnnl ar 1ived huni.ng. In receiving the gestures, '

vogal or ouamu. ur tho oulture i.n which it Mun. 1t takes for

itself that oultural mr—w;.
" But where there 18 np .mmmd Lingugs, ‘the body-mubject's

v creative pnm-, or its nuunun lpuuh. ve_assune, would ummu-

A a8 attempts i "become", with, corisoquent. sedinentation's And it ia-
 bere, in this pmcl: of bocouing that we must. search foi: the ‘dynamio!
of 1m¢u.,. origin, Plato in his own eciliar] !

way, thc{ lnng\uga arose out of m—uo gnture" thn we polit that "

u:m\m nio given language to mime, we.moan, vf courde, that’

thero was m lnond-ord'r language to take up, But we w assume at,
(hu same time, in t.hl context of- HoLlu\hPmt‘y'l views, ‘that,”1f thers
. Wers other body-subjects, then thah- om "lut.hmuo speech” céuld have
been. thn‘

ans through which they oonld togat.hor Jestabilish a comon
“dimn'." An being. Proconnio\u thought eould thus ﬂ.ﬂd in* th.
nrasidus® of such 'beconing! sonbthing whERh 1t <ould ftake & hold.

oty Tt 7 . . |y

‘rhu'n the probles of language origin has been vieved in the con- .

“text of two unfortunate inﬂmou in ndorn thought.  First is the :
. Mwl\\uomry vlw of man 'dthmﬂ. sutficient distinction Betwsen his
"second-order iml of Being,’ and m. w level of primitiye -

. being in vhich f,h. Zemr is pcumiom ‘There 15 a_tendency to eqnn.s .

sonly for, min on 4 ritgonal devel, To search for insights into hn(u;n W

* " origln on this level may well bs futile, for in terns of its orix.\n

' v» hn:\un does hot bogln e ucmd-ardcr rational - exercise, Its. .

ratiom] evolutien vith humin-evoluticn. The equatdin holds, hwnm. Tk




Sl Loa b s

priritive beginnings, however, ‘arernot buried in tha primitive past,

: . g :
but rather 4n the primttive prosent, It 1s in this context, as Merleiu-

Ponty fas attenpted-to shov, that the 'dynanio’ of the originil sct
“may be uncovered, N - Y ~
In the docond pi.iu. mants "bioxonauﬁ'i;;g.fnsngs,’ before ks’
attatnent of 1.n;u.- and unonghe, have been viewed in terus of m
. Physical, as H dhtinet realn in Dnelms' d.lchow Henca the ‘or-
gt of - nmm conissioysnass out of this "atorial! basts Fas been ,

problematic, We' hln seen that Kn-luu-l’mty'u preconscious bm—

subject dAffises this distinotion by being the 1om of the "):rgoun-

scios 1ife of the “Antelleotr, Without suoh a locus,: cmluia\u thought,,

.in the distinot realm of her ru.chohv. is hnod vuh boing ncn ofa
Lm t.hnn a cmwr. The emmt of her dAnmrl

fnr-.d for Im- ina ’dynudc' which she’ lm-nlf aou not uonuimlly_
control, - Tnsofur as the 'dymantc! of language origin must ilso be
the 'Me' of thought, ‘and as lang a5 vy Lsplate thought in this

. dichotony, ve lose stght. e nors of ‘the "grownds® whers ormmf
ukathokthrt“ - T e ey

EerLer montion vas mado-of Mahtle s hwmpe of y,n. ununm

mn@' whioh Mautras 1gter pointed to as "the primal quickening mures

Lof ;u...mun.«tm M"-iﬂ'-\y-" {95). Oar“d.umu&m hn ‘Indioated y
& videspread acknowledgement of soae guch basts force, -uoh, though
not Gontctons,beard the:"apeotfio character of inum.-m. .

Y Phb. as v-11. nu-lkd (notably g\au\- ﬂx_ugm) unt uung.

¢

95. Sn-ym.y.vsé.' ghe SR




come-to-be a5 a limit of the wnlimlted, and that the dynamic which

caufies the mixturs is Comilo Reascn. This Reasen governs not only

 human ‘coming-to-be, but universal coming-to-be, Tha "process" of
beam; 1s therefore (lnr Plato) one 6f Unitation; md uu ocauss

Mhuon s a buio, more -than humanly-conscious Intellect.

‘If we again try to avold. Descartes! dichotony, Vo discover mc

the origins (or the coming-to-be) of the unmm. for mnneionm; 8,
:15.n0 less peculiar, in the final analysis, than tha mgxn of mgugo.
Persoptio, m, Felies upon the body-subject's ‘preconscious 'nporlﬂml'
The dynanto ont of ulu.nh the wniverse takes forl" n eenucimunuu, as

".the "Bl vorld" 6 parcaptien, dous ot syl staelt in acascious

e r
Muntho_ nlndnnd d-order reason are more |

Qmu than un-url. m ‘oreative acts ocour outside of cons- |

cloumess, - | W -

Even as M"‘(or thunul'od). aots of, percopuon;. which are

ways of. ’op-nlng' on the world, are in every Gase also a 'elunng' or
. M‘ There 1s
and "mw@.mcmummm mst bo{lmﬁng. s selection from or

munuqﬂn: of the totality’, Man hears by "becoming' deaf. "Blinding

" visians", it would seem, are also more than motaphor, Bright 1ight

sense in which A1 sounds tog-thor are silence,

. but alvays to ‘a point.

m the pupil. Datkness apens. men's ey
of novisten, - The derkness befors coleed eyes is nlinited.
oIt h -a--vm in this senise that the unnun language aot,-in

Harlun.?mt,y'- vuv. hn mch in oc-on with mry means nn has of
ping a d-ord Lm‘\ugehnotmbupno-
. ) -
ston, bit also Jinitation,’ To use Sapir's terms, it is both a fetter




. . ., . G

‘and ;.kq. ‘Just a8 Plato's conoept of b.uo.m (4n the, Ml)

1;1'01“! "l.h!_.t"' and "Cosmic Reut‘m".’ 30 a1l conscious knowing,. for
‘Horlnu;l’un\yj involves the. dynamic of "théu;ht?eﬂrg 1tself" which
must’ be defined "in "terms of its autonémy". If we accept that there

s pnconuciuul thought (nof to ddxv consclous thnught). languags can

be seen originating out of Brute Being which, in.a oreative process

of becoming, modifies itself. for consciousness in the "r;lidno“ of :
1ts contng-to-be, ° e Telwa o

But if we l;wlha reason in the isolation of Deicartes' diﬂhvw

md Hevolutionize” man from the primitive, llnmgq oﬂg:\.n must cbviously

“be rvlulhd toa ruln of "imconnhh muquty". And lif our cone
sideration of this problen has been an kttempt to esiape from’the "Plate’
-onic Cave™, ws should have to regard Descartes and D-ndn as the Non-
Dymnio Duo.

* . This 18 not to_say that the origln of langusgo 18 not & probln.

or tht 1t requires no elucidation apart from  that which.Maurice

x-rlm-)’anw hu given it, -But deen as s creative act Irhioh'canun\lol

to originate h'e- ‘manls primitive pmm., the ‘origin of langusge is
not the same problem that it has bm muumn,y for 80 many, for

" oo long . i .
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