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is power ; and the use of theorems (which, among 
geometricians, serve for the finding out of properties) 
is for the construction of problems ; and, lastly, the 
scope of all speculation is the performance of some 
action, or thing to be done." 

I shall go on then, in the next Lecture, by the use 
of theorems to the construction of problems, without 
further insisting that these problems are those upon 
which, wittingly and unwittingly, we spend our 
whole waking life. 
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LECTURE II 

THE AIMS OF DISCOURSE AND TYPES 
OF CONTEXT 

I repeat, however, that there is a prime part of educa
tion, an element of the basis itself, in regard to which I 
shall probably remain within the bounds of safety in de
claring that no explicit, no separate, no adequate plea 
will be likely to have ranged itself under any one of your 
customary heads of commemoration.- Henry James, A 
Commemoration Address at Bryn Mawr on The Question 
of OUT Speech. 
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LECTURE II 

THE AIMS OF DISCOURSE AND TYPES 
OF CONTEXT 

I N MY introductory lecture I urged that there is 
room for a persistent, systematic, detailed in

quiry into how words work that will take the place 
of the discredited subject which goes by the name of 
Rhetoric. I went on to argue that this inquiry must 
be philosophic, or- if you hesitate with that word, 
I do myself-that it must take charge of the criticism 
of its own assumptions and not accept them, more 
than it can help, ready-made from other studies. 
How words mean, is not a guestion to which we can 
s'!kb accept an answer either as an inheritance from 
common sense, that curious growth, or as some
thing vouched for by another science, by psychology, 
say- since other sciences use words themselves and 
not least delusively when they address themselves 
to these questions. The result is that a reviv. edi•~ ft 
Rhetoric, or stw1Jb9f yerbaLunderst,anping.g.,nd II1~- "_* .. ~ 
u,,.uderstanding:. must itself undertake its own inquiry ~\~ 
into the modes of meaning- not only, as with the ,....,.,,"'\ 
old Rhetoric, on a macroscopic scale, discussing the t.\..". 
effects of different disposals of large parts of a dis-
course - but also on a microscopic scale by using 
theorems about the structure of the fundamental 
conjectural units of meaning and the conditions 
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through which they, and their interconnections, 
arise. 

In the old Rhetoric, of course, there is much that 
a new Rhetoric finds useful- and much besides 
which may be advantageous until man changes his 
nature, debates and disputes, incites, tricks, bullies 
and cajoles his fellows less. Aristotle's notes on the 
forensic treatment of evidence elicited under torture 
are unhappily not without their utility still in some 
very up-to-date parts of the world. 

l\._mong the general themes of the old Rhetoric 
~here is one which is especially 12erfin~t J_o our in
quiry. The old Rhetoric was an offspring oLdis-

ute ; it developed as the rationale oleleadingumd 
Eersuadings : it was the theory of the battle of words 
~nd has always been itself dominated by the cqm
~_tive impulse. PerhaRs what it has most to_te11ch 
us is the narrowing~d blindjng~i_gflu~nce gf that 
.ereoccupation, that debaters' interest. 

P..,rrsuasion is onl~ the aims of dis
:ourse It p~s on the others - ~pecia!J.y on that 

osition, which is concerneci to state a v~w, 
~~eo121e . to ~ee or _!£_ d£_ a~y
thi!:lg more than examine it. The review and cor
respondence columns of the learned and scientific 
journals are the places in which to watch this poach
ing at its liveliest. It is no bad preparation for any 
attempt at exposition- above all of such debatable 
and contentious matters as those to which I am soon 
to turn - to realize ho.w....easilv thP rr-.m J-.~.;.,_ :_ · filse 
can put us in mental blinker,§ and make us take. an-
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o,tntr man's words in the ways in which we can dowp. 
im with least trouble. 
I can point this moral- call it defensive if you will 

-with a small specimen from one of the many little 
books which in the Nineteenth Century attempted 
a reform of Rhetoric. It is from Benjamin Hum
phrey Su;iart's Practical bQ~c, a little book written 
for and used for a few decades in the best young 
ladies' seminaries through the middle of the Nine
teenth Century and now as dead as any book well 
can be. Smart is discussing the conduct of exposi
tion. He has listed a number of faults commonly 
committed and comes to the 

TENTH FAULT To BE AvomEo, namely: Forget
ting the Proposition. 

"Of this error," he writes, "the following instance 
may suffice : 

'Anger has been called a short madness ; and people 
of the weakest understanding are the most subject to it. 

able tba.t.,_when a_djs.muam js in th'zmpng,l 
· · • enc.e_what_h_e_wantLiu \ 

~nt. This arises from his pride. He will not 
own his error, and because he is determined not to be 
convicted of it, he falls into a passion.' 

Here, (Smart comments) instead of going on to show 
why Anger has been called a short madness, the 
writer wanders into reflections which have no neces
sary connection with the particular proposition. 
He should have reasoned thus : 

'Anger has been called a short madness. To be con
vinced that the appellation is just, let us look to the 
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effects of anger. It disturbs a man's judgment, so that 
he inflicts an injury on his dearest friend, who, the 
next moment, he loads with caresses. It makes him 
run headlong into dangers, which, if his mind were 
clear, he would be the first to see and avoid. It is true 
that anger does not always disturb the mind to this 
degree, but that it always disturbs the mind in a degree 
proportional to its violence, is certain; and therefore 
it may be justly characterised as a madness.'" 

What necessary connection with the proposition, 
may we ask, has this sketch of some scenes from an 
early Victorian Novel? And whence comes this 
certainty that anger always disturbs the mind in a 
degree proportional to its violence? However, it is 
better perhaps to take its lesson to heart and remem
ber that anger is not the only warping passion. 
Risibility and tedium, too, I think Smart would have 
said, can disturb the judgment. 

Warned now of the dangers both of forgetting the 
proposition and of the 'short madness' that the com
bative and other passions induce, let me sketch, to 
use Hobbes' words, azthemew about me:wi~ which 
may be useful in constructing the most general prob
lems of a new Rhetoric. 

I had better put in another warning, though, here. 
What follows is unavoidaQ!y abstract @d general in 
the extreme. It ma..y~~~her illustrate the 
diffu:.ulties of communicating._!Yith such highly_ab
stract language__than ... achleY.~omrgunica
tiPn as we would wi§h. If so the fault will not lie, I 
hope and believe, either in my stupidity or in our 
joint stupidity. It will lie in the abstractness of the 
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language. It has to be abstract here. What it is 
trying to say cannot, I think, be put safely in more 
concrete terms, for it is not talking about this or that 
mode of meaning but about all meanings. And I 
cannot here start with illustrations, because all things 
equally illustrate what I am saying; and how they 
are to be taken is just the problem. But, after this 
bout of abstractions, the applications I shall be mak
ing in the later Lectures will, I believe, clear up this 
dark patch. In brief, how we use this theorem best 
shows us what the theorem is. 

If, then, you seem in the next half hour at times 
merely to be hearing words as sounds that come and 
go, I must beg your indulgence, or buy it with the 
promise that we shall come out again to practical 
problems in the everyday conduct of words. Mean
while this very difficulty is an illustration of a chief 
practical problem. 

What I am now going to try to say is something 
which, if it is right, we all in a sense know extremely 
well already. "It is not sufficiently considered," said 
Dr. Johnson, "that men more frequently require 
to be reminded than informed." I shall be trying to 
remind you of something so simple that it is hard 
to think of. Something as simple as possible, and, to 
quote Hobbes again, "clear and perspicuous to all 
men- save only to those who studying the hard 
writings of the metaphysicians, which they believe 
to be some egregious learning, think they under
stand not when they do." And it may be comfort
ing to recall that Lotze began a course of lectures 
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on an allied subject by saying that "The simplest 
of the conceptions here employed, that of a thing 
and that of its being, however lucid they appear 
at first, on closer consideration grow always more 
and more obscure." For 'always' I would say 
'for a time.' We return to lucidity. But now to 
work. 

have two sets of problems in view : one set I haye 
jµst been talking about- the division of the various 
aims of discourse_, the p_uxposes for which we spea_k 
or write ; in brief, the functions of langua~ The 
other_set_@_E._roblems goes deeper, and, if we can ~et 
it_tightly, the problems about the language fu!lc
tions are best approached_ frol_!!_j t. I can indicate 
these deeperpr~blems in many ways : What is the 
cq_nnection be~e_en the JUind and the world by 
which events inJh~mind mean other events in the 
W..Qrld? Or "How does a thought ~me to be 'of' 

hatever it is that it is a thought 9f ?" or "Wbat_is 
the relation between a thing and its nam,e ?" The 
last indication may not seem to carry as far as the 
others ; but they are all the same problem and I put 
the 'name'-formulation in because an over-simple 
view of naming, or rather a treatment of words in 
general as though they were names (usually of ideas) 
has been a main defect in the traditional study. 
These are, you will see, really deep problems. As 
such we shall not expect any answers which will be 
satisfactory. We must be content if the answers we 
·get are to some degree useful- useful among other 
things in improving themselves. 
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I can start the theorem safely_l>_yJE.!!_arkil!g that 
we are thin~eeculiatly_r.esponsive _to_o_ther thin~. 
To develop this we have to consider the peculiari
ties of our responsiveness. We are responsive in all 
sorts of ways. Some of these ways are relatively 
simple, if cut short enough ; as when we jump at a 
loud noise or respond to changes of temperature. 
But even here, if we compare ourselves to ther
mometers, we see that our responses are of a different 
order of complexity. A thermometer responds, the 
length 0£ its thread of mercury varies with the tem
perature, but only with the present temperature -
unless the thermometer is a bad one. What has 
happened to it in the past, what temperatures it 
formerly recorded, and the order in which it re
corded them, all that has no bearing upon and does 
not interfere with its present response to changes of 
temperature. We can imagine, though, a ther
mometer that, whenever the temperature went up 
and down like this, M, did something that could 
only be explained by bringing in other things that 
happened to it in the past when the temperature 
went up and down so, M. And correspondingly 
did something else whenever the temperature went 
down and up, w. Such an imaginary thermom
eter would be on the way to showing character
istics of the behavior of living systems, of the systems 
which, we say, have a mind. 

Now consider our own minds' simplest operations. 
D~ ever respond to a stimulus in a way which is 
not influenced by the other things that happened to 
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us when more or less similar stimuli struck us in the - -- - ~-----
East? Probably n~yer. A new kind of stimulus 
might perhaps give rise to a new kind of sensation, 
a new kind of pain, say. But even so we should 
probably recognize it as a pain of some sort. Effects 
f!:Q!!!. _!!10re or less similar happenings in the past 
woulc!...£ome in to give our response its character and 
this as far as it went would be_meaning. Meaning 
of a lowly kind, no doubt, the kind of meaning that 
the least developed animals live by. It is important 
- and that is why I have started so far back with 
these elementaries - to realize how far back into the 
past all our meanings go, how theY..g!OW out of one 
ano.tlu:.r_nmch_as-an_organism grows, and how in
separable they are from one another. 

I can make the same point by denying. that we 
have any sensations. That sounds drastic but is 
almost certainly true if rightly understood. A sen-

, sation would be ~omething that just was SQ,_o__ILits 

o.w.n, a datum ; as such we have none. Instead w~ 
h~~onses whose character comes 
to them from the past as well as the~present occasion. 
A perception is never just of an it; perception 
takes whatever it perceives as a thing of a certain 
sort. A.!i!hinking fro_!!! the lo~es~ tQ.... the highest -
whateve~e it may be - is sorting. 

That is an important part of the theorem because 
it removes, if it is accepted, one of the worst troubles 
which have distorted traditional accounts of the 
m~1ings of words.-=-the troubles that gave rise tQ 
the N ominalist, Realist, ConceE_tual controversies 

.. ~ ... ~~. 

AIMS OF DISCOURSE AND TYPES OF CONTEXT 51 

best known to us through the great British philo
sophical battle of the Eighteenth Century about 
whether we have and how we come by abstract ideas 
and what they are. This theorem alleges that 
m~ing§., from the very beginning, have a primor-
4J~enerality and abstractness ; and it follows Wil
liam James in saying that the lowliest organism-a 
polyp or an amoeba - if it learns at all from its past, 
if it exclaims in its acts, "Hallo t Thingembob 
again!" thereby shows itself to be a conceptual 
thinker. It is behaving or thinking with a concept 
- not, of course, of one. Its act is abstractive and 
general; disregards in some respects the former sit
uations and so is abstractive, and applies in some 
respects not to one single thing but to any of a sort 
and so is general. 

The theorem settles the Eighteenth Century prob-
lem by standing it on its head. That problem was, 
How do we manage, from this particular concrete 
thing and that particular concrete thing and the 
other particular concrete thing, to arrive at the gen
eral abstract anything? The theorem holds that we 
begin with the general abstract anything, split it, as 
the world makes us, into sorts and then arrive at 
concrete particulars by the overlapping or common 
membership of these sorts. This bit of paper here 
now in my hand is a concrete particular to us so far 
as we think of it as paperish, hereish, nowish and 
in my hand ; it is the more concrete as we take it as 
of more sorts, and the more specific as the sorts are 

narrower and more exclusive. 
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The next step in the theorem takes us on to words 
and their meanings. If we sum up thus far by say
ing that meaning is delegated efficacy, that descrip
tion applies above all to the meaning of words, whose 
virtue is to be sll_bstitutes exerting the powers ~Qf 
what is not there. They do this as other signs do 
it, though in more complex fashions, through their 
contexts. 

I must explain now the rather special and tech
nical sense I am giving to this word_'conte~t.' 
This is the_Eivotal point of the whole theore!ll. 
T_he word has a familiar sense in 'a literary c~t,' 
a.s the other words before and after _a given word 
which. determine howJ!. is tQ_be interpret~d. This 
is easily extended to cover the rest of the book. I 
recall the painful shock I suffered when I first came 
across, in a book by Dr. Bosanquet, what he called 
the Golden Rule of Scholarship, "Never to quote or 
comment on anything in a book which you have not 
read from cover to cover.'' As with other Golden 
Rules a strange peace would fall upon the world if 
that were observed. I cannot honestly say I either 
practice the Rule or recommend it. There is a 
middle way wiser for the Children of this World. 
However, as I neither am nor hope to be a scholar, I 
have no occasion to practise it. 

The familiar sense of 'context' can be extended 
further to include the circumstances under which 
anything was written or said ; wider still to include, 
for a word in Shakespeare, say, the other known uses 
of the word about that time, wider still finally to 
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include anything whatever about the period, or 
about anything else which is relevant to our inter
pretation of it. The technical use I am going to 
make of this term 'context' is none of these
though it has something in common with them as 
having to do with the governing conditions of an in
terpretation. We can get to it best, perhaps, by 
considering those recurrences in nature which state
ments of causal laws are about. 

Put very simply, a causal law may be taken as say
ing that, under certain conditions, of two events if 
one happens the other does. We usually call the 
first the cause and the second the effect, but the two 
may happen together, as when I clap my hands and 
both palms tingle. If we are talking about final 
causes we reverse them, and the lecture you are going 
to hear was the cause of your coming hither. There 
is a good deal of arbitrariness at several points here 
which comes from the different purposes for which 
we need causal laws. We decide, to suit these pur
poses, how we shall divide up events; we make the 
existence of the earth one event and the tick of a 
clock another, and so on. And we distribute the 
titles of 'cause' and 'effect' as we please. Thus 
we do not please to say that night causes day or day 
night. We prefer to say that given the conditions 
the rotation of the earth is the cause of their suc
cession. We are especially arbitrary in picking out 
the cause from among the whole group, or context, of 
conditions - of prior and subsequent events which 
hang together. Thus the coroner decides that the 
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cause of a man's death was the act of a murderer and 
not the man's meeting with the murderer, or the 
stopping of his heart, or the fact that he was not 
wearing a bullet-proof waistcoat. That is because 
the coroner is interested in certain kinds of causal 
laws but not in others. So here, in sketching this 
causal theorem of meaning, I am interested only in 
certain kinds of law and am not necessarily saying 
anything about others. 

Now for the sense of 'context.' Most generally 
it is a name for a whole cluster of events that recur 
together- including the required conditions as well 
as whatever we may pick out as cause or effect. But 
the modes of causal recurrence on which meaning 
depends are peculiar through that delegated efficacy 
I have been talking about. In these contexts one 
item - typically a word- takes over the duties of 
parts which can then be omitted from the recur
rence. There is thus an abridgement of the con
text only shown in the behavior of living things, and 
most extensively and drastically shown by man. 
When this abridgement happens, what the sign or 
word- the item with these delegated powers -
means is the missing parts of the context. 

If we ask how this abridgement happens, how a 
sign comes to stand for an absent cause and condi
tions, we come up against the limits of knowledge 
at once. No one knows. Physiological speculation 
has made very little progress towards explaining that, 
though enormous strides have been made this cen
tury in analysing the complexities of the conditioned 
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reflex. The shift, the handing over, is left still as 
inexplicable. Probably this 'learning problem' goes 
down as deep as the nature of life itself. We can 
suppose, if we like, that some sorts of residual effects 
are left behind from former occurrences which later 
co-operate with the sign in determining the response. 
To do so is to use a metaphor drawn from the gross 
behavior, taken macroscopically, of systems that are 
not living- printed things, gramaphone records and 
such. We can be fairly ingenious with these meta
phors, invent neural archives storing up impressions, 
or neural telephone exchanges with fantastic prop
erties. But how the archives get consulted or how in 
the telephone system A gets on to the B it needs, in
stead of to the whole alphabet at once in a jumble, 
remain utterly mysterious matters. 

Fortunately linguistics and the theory of meaning 
need not wait until this is remedied. They can 
probably go much further than we have yet imagined 
without any answer to this question. It is enough 
for our purposes to say that what a word means is 
the missing parts of the contexts from which it draws 
its delegated efficacy. 

At this point I must remind you of what I said 
a few minutes ago about the primordial generality 
and abstractness of meaning and about how, when 
we mean the simplest-seeming concrete object, its 
concreteness comes to it from the way in which we 
are bringing it simultaneously into a number of 
sorts. The sorts grow together in it to form that 
meaning. Theory here, as so often, can merely 
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exploit the etymological hint given in the word 
'concrete.' 

Il. we forget this and sup~ose that we. start with 
discrete impressions of Earticulars_ ('fixities and defi
nites' as Coleridge called them) and then build these 
up into congeries, the theorem I am.recommending 
collapses at once into contradictions_and..ahsurdities. 
That was the fault of the old Hartleian Association
ism I complained of last time. It did not go back 
far enough, it took particular impressions as its 

. initial terms. But the initial terms for this theorem 
\:~'~l'1'\ 1 ar~not im~ssions ; they--;~ings,_teCQgnitions, 

,;v-.-~ ~~ l<tW!i Qf response, recurrences oUike~behaviors. 
~ w><. t-f:;'-"'\. A. particular impression is already a product Qf 
. v,..Y>1 ~ .... ~-~ cQncrescence. Behind, or in it, there has been a 
::'<-"": ·~i /" coming together of sortings. When we take a num-
of .,..!<' her of particular impressions - of a number of dif

ferent white things, say - and abstract from them an 
idea of whiteness, we are explicitly reversing a 
process which has already been implicitly at work in 
our perception of them as all white. Our risk is to 
confuse the abstractness we thus arrive at intellectu
ally with the primordial abstractness out of which 
these impressions have already grown- before ever 
any conscious explicit reflection took place. 

'l:hings, in brief, are instances of laws. As Bradley 
said, association marries only universals, and out 
of these laws, these recurrent likenessess of behavior, 
in our minds and in the world- not out of revived 
duplicates of individual past impressions - the fabric 
of our meanings, which is the world, is composed. 

first problem, I think, should be this. How, if the 
meaning of a word is, in this sense, the missing parts 
of its contexts, how then should we compare the 
meanings of two words? There is opportunity for 
a grand misunderstanding here. It is not proposed 
that we should try to make these comparisons by a 
process of discovering, detailing, and then compar
ing these missing parts. We could not do it and, if 
we could, it would be waste of time. The theorem 
d?es not __B.retend to give E_S quite_new ways of dis
tinguishing between meanings. It only__Qars out 
c~in practices and assumptions which are common 
and misleadi 
--- ~ The office of the theorem is much more negative 

than positive ; but is not the less useful for that. It 
will not perhaps tell us how to do much that we 
cannot do without it already ; but it will prevent us 
from doing stupid things which we are fond of doing. 
So a theory of evolution at least makes it more diffi
cult to believe that The Dog Fritz in the German 
account really did the children's sums for them, or 
reminded them to salute their 'dear German flag.' 
So even an elementary physics puts in its place 
among superstitions Mr. Gladstone's firm belief that 
snow has "a peculiar power of penetrating leather," 
a power not possessed by water t For lack of that 
knowledge of physics in Mr. Gladstone, Lord 
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Rayleigh found it quite impossible to persuade him 
it was not so. 

The context theorem of meaning would prevent 
our making hundreds of baseless and disabling as
sumptions that we commonly make about meanings, 
over-simplifications that create false problems inter
fering with closer comparisons - and that is its main 
service. In this, it belongs with a number of other 
theorems which may be called policeman doctrines 
- because they are designed on the model of an ideal 
police-force, not to make any of us do anything but 
to prevent other people from interfering unduly 
with our lawful activities. The organization of im
pulses doctrine of values for literary criticism is in 
the same position. These policeman doctrines keep 
assumptions that are out of place from frustrating 
and misleading sagacity. I shall be illustrating the 
restraint of these bullying assumptions in most parts 
of Rhetoric later. We had one simple instance with 
Lord Karnes' peacock's feather, last time, where what 
was discouraged was a naive view of imagery as the 
stuff of meaning. 

We shall have others in discussing the claims of 
usage next week. Preeminently w~at the th egu;m 

wrn il&dismuwge js Q1Jf habi t oU-11Lz-ias-as thgugb, 
jf a passage means gpe th jpg jt cannot at the &ame 
· an anQth 

Freud taught us that a dream may mean a dozen 
different things ; he has persuaded us that some 
symbols are, as he says, 'over-determined' and mean 
many different selections from among their causes. 
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This theorem goes further, and regards all discourse 
- outside the technicalities of science - as over-de
termined, as having multiplicity of meaning. It 
can illustrate this view from almost any of the great 
controversies. And it offers us - by restraining the 
One and Only One True Meaning Superstition - a 
better hope, I believe, of profiting from the contro
versies. A controversy is normally an exploitation 
of a systematic set of misunderstandings for war-like 
purposes. This theorem suggests that the swords of 
dispute might be turned into plough shares ; and a 
way found by which we may (to revert to Hobbes) 
"make use to our benefit of effects formerly seen -
for the commodity of human life." 

next oroblem concerns what 

That problem, the analysis of sentences and the 
interaction between words in the sentence, is my 
subject for next week. It is there that the most 
deep-rooted, systematic and persistent misunder
standings arise. 

A third set of problems concerns rivalries between 
different types of context which supply the meaning 
for a single utterance. These start with the plain 
equivoque - as when the word 'reason' may mean 
either a cause or an argument. I am simplifying 
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this here to make it a type of a really simple am
biguity. Actually in most occurrences it would be 
much more complex and not so easily cleared up, 
as the shifting meanings of 'cause' and 'argument' 
themselves show. The context theorem of mean
ing will make us expect ambiguity to the widest ex
tent and of the subtlest kinds nearly everywhere, 
and of course we find it. But where the old Rhetoric 
treated ambiguity as a fault in language, and hoped 
to confine or eliminate it, the new Rhetoric sees it as 
an inevitable consequence of the powers of language 
and as the indispensable means of most of our most 
important utterances - especially in Poetry and Re
ligion. And that too I shall be illustrating later. 

Of course ambiguities are a nuisance in exposition 
as, in spite of my efforts, you have certainly been 
feeling. But neutral exposition is a very special 
limited use of language, comparatively a late de
velopment to which we have not (outside some 
parts of the sciences) yet adapted it. This brings 
me to those large-scale rivalries between contexts 
which shift the very aims of discourse. When the 
passions - the combative passion and others - inter
vene, either in the formation of an utterance or in 
its interpretation, we have examples of context 
action just as much as when the word 'paper,' say, 
takes its meaning from its contexts. The extra 
meaning that comes in when a sentence, in addi
tion to making a statement, is meant to be insulting, 
or flattering, or is interpreted so - we may call it 
emotive meaning- is not so different from plain 
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statement as we are apt to suppose. As the word 
means the missing part of its contexts and is a sub
stitute for them, so the insulting intention may be 
the substitute for a kick,- the missing part of its 
context. The same general theorem covers all the 
modes of meaning. 

I began tonight by speaking of the poaching of the 
other language functions on the preserve of pure 
exposition. Pure exposition has its guardian pas
sions no doubt - though I do not know their names. 
But they are not often as strong as the poachers 
and are easily beguiled by them. It has been so 
necessary to us, especially since the physical basis of 
civilization became technical, to care at least some
times for the truth only and keep the poachers some
times out, that we have exaggerated enormously the 
extent of pure exposition. It is a relatively rare 
occurrence outside the routine of train services 
and the tamer, more settled parts of the sciences. 
We have exaggerated our success for strategic rea
sons - some of them good, because encouraging, if 
we do not too much hoodwink ourselves. I have 
aimed at points tonight to be merely expository in 
my remarks, but I know better than to suppose I 
have succeeded. We shall find, preeminently in the 
subject of rhetoric, that interpretations and opinions 
about interpretations that are not primarily steps of 
partisan policy are excessively hard to arrive at. 
And thereby ~ re-discover that the wo:rld.= so far 
fmm..h.eil!g a solid matter of fact - is rather_a fabric 
of fQ!!Yentions, which for obscure reasons it has 
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suited us in the past to manufacture~and support. 
And that sometimes is a dismaying re-discovery 
which seems to unsettle our foundations. 

Anyone who publishes a book with the word 
'Meaning' in its title becomes the recipient of a fan
mail of peculiar character. In comes a dribble of 
letters ever after from people who are quite un
mistakably lunatics. Indeed, it seems that the sub
ject is a dangerous one. Intense preoccupation with 
the sources of our meanings is disturbing, increasing 
our sense that our beliefs are a veil and an artificial 
veil between ourselves and something that other
wise than through a veil we cannot know. Some
thing of the same sort can happen in travel. Anyone 
who has visited a sufficiently strange country and 
come into close contact with its life knows how un
settling and disorientating is the recognition of the 
place of conventions in our mental world. And the 
effect is deeper as the contact is closer. Few men 
have come into closer and more active contact with 
an alien world than Colonel Lawrence and when, at 
the end of the Introduction to The Seven Pillars of 
Wisdom, he writes of the selves which converse in the 
void, he says, "Then madness was very near, as I be
lieve it would be near the man who could see things 
through the veils at once of two customs, two educa
tions, two environments." He is writing of fatigue, 
and the page reeks of the extremities of war and of 
the desert - the desert which pushes man down to 
the limits of his endurance. The meditation of a 
single code of meanings is not so devastating, and I 
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have seen already enough of Bryn Mawr to realize 
that it bears no least resemblance to a desert. We 
may then continue undeterred by the implications 
of my fan-mail. 

The subject of the next lecture will be the Doc
trine of Usage and the Interinanimation of Words 
and, as the rest of the course will be literary rather 
than philosophical and will attempt rather to prac
tise than to theorize, I may close here with some 
lines from George Chapman about the theoretic 
principles of Rhetoric, the conduct of interpreta
tion and "impartial contention" and their proper 
relation to action. It comes in a poem entitled 

To Young Imaginaries in Knowledge. 

This rather were the way, if thou wouldst be 
A true proficient in philosophy 
Dissemble what thou studiest until 
By thy impartial contention 
Thou provest thee fit to do as to profess 
And if thou still profess it not, what less 
Is thy philosophy if in thy deeds 
Rather than signs and shadows, it proceeds. 

I must apologize if in this Lecture I have departed 
from the spirit of his recommendation. 

I 

11 

I 

II' 

·I 

h,, ... 

~ 


