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FOOTROTES :

2.

3.

L.

5.
6.

Ee
9.

10,

Titles of M. Sc. papers
2. 'Phenomenclegical dualism end Schutzis dynaxic parm
presented ic Seciclegical Theory Seminsr; L.S.E.; Lent x%”’?ﬁ%
b, Thlienztien as a Pheromenclegical Comcept!
presented to Seciclogy of Religion Seminar; L.S.E.; Lent Ters

Mead, G, H.; Mind, S
1934

Schutz, A.; Reflections on the problem of Rﬁm’aﬁﬁe ; (.

Fer a pood summery of Schutz!s thesry ¢ Relevance see
R. H. Grathoff; The Structure of Secizl Inconsistencies;
(Hague: Kijheff, 1970); = 1927 :

! Society; (Chicago & lendon: U. of Cmcag;s Press
;eé €. W, Morris; pg. 48

Heidegger, M.; Being and Time; (K. Y. & Evanston: H&r?er & Rev@,leéé}
tre Je. Macguarrie & E. Robinson ‘

Wilden, A.; System and Structure; (london: Travisteck, 1972); pg.265-268

Saussure, F. de; Course in Genersl Lineuistics; (Phil. Libr. Inc., 195¢) -

Boned, J.; Chance and neceseitr; (Glasgow: Wi Collins Sens, 1972); tr
"TTE. Wainhouse - '

Munz, P.; When the Golden Bough Bresks; (Lenden: R.K.P., 1973); LSE R/WL20337

nste. I will sumarize Peirces catagories without making specific references
due te its simplicity end the fact Wilden sumsrizes Peirce
in malkding his ‘camparison to Lacan.

opeit. Wilden S.&5.; pg. 265. note. Peirce would abieﬁt to his phﬂe&cgky
being called & pragmatism after going so far to make a2 point -
cf changing it's neme to pragmeticism in response to the pewm .
sion of his ideas by everly zeslous follewers, perhaps including
¥, James, Thus 1 hmre taken ihe liberty to correct %ﬁé%*a
aeac*zptmn af P‘eirae 8 vhzlweg‘ay. , :

?hsw origin, oppositien, md unity. For another sm:ia ées:cz’iptmrz ef -
dichotomies see 4. J. Bahm; Folari % diglectic, end Orpenicity
{(Springfielid, I1l.: CC Thomas, 1$7C); LU BB0S.7.B25 .

Ii is very difficult to explain the effect of the identificaziion ef thirdness
with the mind (in e mind/bedy duslism), but it gees semething
b;ke the foliowing. Thirdness is initially a term descriptive

{ the relation between polarities, perhaps signified by a deuble

&%‘%ﬁ’ -
Q@——>

This mere relationship ig, so tc speal, pulled up znd reified
by &n identification with FIKD an entity transcending
the body of the inditial polarity




1.

16,

in this way Peirce makes the jump from the descripticen ef
dyads to the positing of trisds.
3 Peirces eymbol for

//i::*’”“’" the triad
@ © o

fhe Justificgiion fer this jump is then seen in retrespsct
because the triads seem to have a difficult to define mentszsl
element which dyads just den't heve. That is te say ithey produce
‘meening', The identificalicn of this .wenisl element initrinsic
to triazds with the asswption of mind wade o bridege the gap
between dyads & triads is I believe Feirces most oubstending
error in ihe development ¢f his overall philescphy.

see distinction page between first erder and second order (bybrid)

mediation which 18 related {o the two types of relations
between categories pictured in Figure 1 A&B.

see Peirce, C. S.3 Cellected Papers; Vol. £8; 'To Lady Welby!;:pg. 220246

{lorden; Cxford U. Press,1958 jthe number 59049 is taken frem
page 232,

He gives enly tentative proposais in his lelters to iady Welby

Peirce, C.S.

Peirce,

P

'
s

s

The whole process smacks of the initial defining of ezch
ef the €4 hexagrams in the I Ching. The system itself only
suggestie so much and from then on how things come cut
(what falls where) could oriy be determined by mysiicism
or chance. Peirce leaves the full elsboration to ‘future
explerers’. (Peirce, C.P., Vol. VIII, pg. 232)

Spealdng of the I Ching, it is interesiing to sce Peirces :
own unintentional version. cf Peirce, C.P., Vol. V, pg. 251-262,
peragraphs 311-323 . '
. | %
To be sure how can we guestion. . . "All that springs from the}ﬁ\

-—an emblem of Yertility in comparison with which the holy
phallus of religion's youth is a poor stick indeed.¥
(Peirce, C.P., Vol. IV, pg. 251, paragraph 310)

;5 C.P.s Vol, VIII; pg. 225 .

Peirce aleoc szys earlier in the seme letter, "Disagreesble

as It is to atiribute such mesning to numbers, and to a

tried sbove all; it is gs trve as it is dissgreeable”
(Peiree, C.P., Vol. VIII, pg. 221)

It is the stiribution of ‘meaning’ te the trizd 'zhove 211t

with which we are most concerned hers.

Sey C.F.5 Vol. I; pg. 175; paregreph 345: (london:Oxford, 1931)




i8.

19. Wildeng

20,

22.

23.

ool Do 29

S.&5.; pg. 275.

: Pg. 27k,

S.&S.; ?gn 2?50
Zl. zeee my Tirst M.Sc. paper (cf. footnote 1.)

The relationship between Imaginery & Symbolic is one of differing

logical Types and thus of a Meta-language to its base
language, '

It is interesiing to note that standard game theory provides us

with a model of the process of dizcriticel adjustment
among elements in the synchronic whele. Game theory at

its simplest describes a two eleweni whole {(twe pleyer
geme}, bui there is zlways the possibility of complicating
things by adding any number of players. In gaeme thesry

it has been ghown thal the moves of players.crly when
taken in sequence,allow diacritical adjustment to cccur

as the chosen options of ezch player in turn effect

the choices of other players. This diacritical adjustment
is related by K. Howard to & first order bresk down

in the concept of rationality. This is equivilent io the
idea that a synchronic-diachronic system cannoct be
teleclogical by it's very naiure, because it is dizeriticel.
cf. Howard, N.; Paradoxes cf -Rationality; (Cambridge,
Mass., & London; MIT Press 1971} ISE R/WA20L91

Even though we may szy, ofcourse, that every compsrison or conirast
£ ¥ 8&¥F; s Ty ¥

of this sort helps sharpen cur inteleciual tools.

¥erleau-Fonty, M.; Phenomenclogy of Perception; (London: R.K.P., 1962)

pg. B12

¥erlesu-Fonty; P.cf B,

Empiricism ys Rationalism arise in exactly the samwe way as the

Peirce—Lacan commative viewpoints come ints being.

//;7SER?HES;832\

PETRCE LACLR - ~connative opposites
EMPIRICISH RATIONALITY -—denctative opposites
AN ——
ambiguous (cf. footnote 61.)
origin

There is really mo difference between

FICHANGE vs WO EXCEANGE  AND  UNITY vs ERTEROGENIETY

LACAR PEIRCE




lacan's polarity is simply a more sophisticated versien
of the age old dichotomy that Peirce adepted. lacan's
polarity is 3u3uﬁmsL ‘sociclogical' versicon and can
really be reduced to the phizOSGyth3l s more basic duslity
of Peirce. That a:somc sort of unity embracing the
subjectsq engaged in exchange must be the foundstion
upon which that exchange takes place. If there is no such
unity then there can be no exchange

o2

30, The relationship between Imaginary dichotomles generated in describing
things with language and theXFinary cppositions projected
upon the werld by persons speaking within a culture and
the generation of meaning in the process is what is being
guestioned here. )

ties universe of discourse
“‘ng generated

% ' 2 © W S
w ’ = t origin before
v binary oppositicns
o o <= :

O ) .
cultural imaginary binary
hotomy icbotamy cppositions
in looking in structure
at world of language

31, Momod: C.&LN

22. fActually the likeness is only on the surface.

variance - unity
Vs vs A
invariance ~~ heterogeniety
the real correspondence is between
structured ___ hetercgeniety
chance V ' vs
vs L= B
necessity —  unity

However the difference is a matter of l@glcal types and
is at any rate argusble. The guestion is i correspondence
'R! is correct, then what dichotomy of a hlgher logical
type widerlies the Lnlny~—Hete“sgenleuy GyPOSit»GD. What
ever it is it would be stacked in succesive levels to
form something akin to the teleonomic filter, and thi
would corresfunﬁ to the realm of the imaginary belween
) unity—heterogeniety.

it
Losw

i3

z

letercpeniety
+ructured chance)




One suggestion for nomination to the positions of 4 vs ot A
might be "*aeﬂ ty vs non-idenity'; for what is unitery

rust have it's foundation in the principle of idenity
nlnazrg it into a whole, single manifeold, Where as cbvicusly
what is hetercgenious has no identities operating betwesn
elements of the plenum. This would mean there is a close
correspondence between the roles of idenity & invariance
and their opposites. What is invariant is identical from
temporal point to point. Thus the difference is wheather

one intends to map the system on to objective time or

space. This determines wheather one cncsesx idenity or
invariance as ones basic term.

s

.

35. Diachronic change in Saussures paradignm.
36, Neg-enthropy; cf Wilden; 5433 psz.

37. Cailleis, R.; "Unity of Play: Diversity of Games"; DIOGENES; #19 Fall 1957; pg %2
Callois stresses the importance of games of chance. Monod '
model shows us that such games where one learns to siructure
change would be a first step in building any teleclogical
system. It is interesting that he notes that adults are
much more likely to play such games of chance than children
This suggests an order of evolution in Callois categories

of games.
+ 1. Mimicry imitation )
{;~ 2, Ilinx vertigo ) Personality
Lﬁ+ 3. Agnon competition _
~ 4. Alea chance ) Triumph

is to the place of chance in the building of teleonomic

systems Caillois says, "Play is not only the area of

Plimited and provisional periectlon‘ It constitutes 2 kind of ha?up
in "which one is master of destiny. There, the player

himself chooses his risks, which, since they are determined

in advance, cannot exceed what he has exactly agreed to

put inte play. These conditions are valid chiefly in ganmes

of chance". Caillois, R.;Man and the Sacred; (Glencoe,Ill.: -

Free Press, 1959); pg. 159; LSE D/GN 451

.

38, cof Wilden; S&S; pe.

—s g w:

39. One gets the image of bullding a stone well in a rocky country side.

The shapes af the stones all ready fitted together dictate
the shape sought in the next stone to be chosen. The nore
compact one wishes the wall; the more specific the dictates

of the wall alrea dy constituted. The wall is ite own teleconomic

filter and the binary order the wzll imposes on the land-
scape is cobvicus. '

=

ES e

L0, c¢f footnote #8.




33. Monod defines two types of chance in C&N. pg. 111

34. Fow polipeptide chains fold to make protines is ofcourse dictated by
their chance arrangement, but they always fold in the most
economical way which is the smallest bundle and this is
invarient.




4L. Merleau-Ponty; P.ofP.; pe. 333, 347, 36k.

L5. In figure #7 it is shown through an exploded diagram how the eco-sysiem
acting as its own teleonomic filter turns back in upon
itself to cut cut what is tc be destroyed, allowed to
rroliferate, and fostered,

)

=

L6, Russell, B.; The Principles of Mathemstics:{(Cambridge, En g2
1903, 2nd ed.) A
Russell, B, & Whntenead, A.N.:

e
]
’ 5
1
[¢]
}.J
e
l"’l.
5
+
g
s
c-«’,‘
Tk
<
o
A1)

47. Copiy, T.; The Theory of logical Tvpes; (Iondon; RXP, 197133 PE. 2324

L&, Copi; TLT; pg.107-108
Ref: Tarski, A.; logic, Sem&nuwcst Meta-methemztics; tran,
JH Woodger; (Oxford: 1956
Russell, B.; ‘Introduction', Tractus Iogico~Philescorhicus;
by L Wittgenstein, 1922
Kneale, W.&M.; The development of Iogic; (Oxford; 19462)

49. Copi; TLT; pg. 114. For ancther explanztion see G. Keene; Firzt Order
Functional Calculus; (lLondon: RKP, 1964); pg. 4

50. Baleson, G.; Steps Toward an Fcology of Mind: (lLondon: Paladin, 1973);: pg. 250

51. Wilden; 5&S; pg. 35

52. Bateson; STEM:
” ﬁlso note that a similar sort of distinction'ds made by
+S. Koerner; Cateporical “rame@orks° (Oxford: Blackwell, 1970);
pg. 51-56; ISE R/WAI5L90 , between Interpretation(¥C) and
Idealization(ML}. :

53. cf Copi; TLT: pg. 64-88. Appeals to such illegitimate totalities as
' 'all functions of type n' or 'the universe! or 'the nameable!
re ruled out by the ramification into orders

o

¢ more easily said by pointing

chat imeorder to institute a theory of Logical Types
crne must appeal to the very i1l ment totelities that
the ramified thesry 1ls meant to do ”way with. cf Copi; TLT

5L. Wilden; S&S; pg. 122. A11
<

4

tald w
ER TS :
uv G
-

55. This is really a crucial point because it seems that the framing of
categories of the same logical type is precisely where
time & space destroying Objectivity enters the system,
The relaticnship be t'een Iogic~typical description am d




58.
59.

60,

ficult to fathom. Logical Typing serves
aradoxes together into a single node
ipﬁ've syszeﬁ prouez. This ncde can be

[
ot
[
s of
@
LR

Emag“ﬁar* element.which is excluuué from uhe system.of
description by ¢ogzcal typing.

Descripive

esen 9“%;‘* L -1 ' '
A Systen B wdex Systena o
— aﬁa @‘C (=X - 2 c% A;a&x
A ® Gl6)
Thus there seems to be an inverses relation between 4 & B,
4 paradoxical system hides its logical *vplxg and a logzc&¢ly

.

typed system hides its paradoxes. Thus both 4 & B seem to
be ecgually time & space destroying an
interchangezble.

fta

There is a differance of one and only one logical Type

are rezlly Objectively

for ancther example see S. Gooch; Total Manj; (LOndon: é Yen lane, 1972); pg. 163

note alsc Wildenj S&S; pg. 21 Other
i

Mother | | Father

S

see my second M.Sc, paper {foctnote #1)

Merleau-FPonty; P.of P.;

Roger Silverstones critique of Levi-Straus. unpublished paper given at ISE in

the Sociclogical Theory Seminar (;artln/B@rxer) Lent Term 197,
titled "Levi-Straus and Vass Communication' Feb. 1974, pg. 11 &

P
EH

W’}:mmzsmc PARTICULARISTIC
THOUGHT \ , / COMMUNTCATION
COMMON SENSE —— MASS COMMUNICATION |
PRIVI TIVE MYTH
TOOTGHT \

KO COM

TOWICATION

"the model serves primarily to define the middle term. . ." pg. 12




70

71,
72.

Merleau-Fonty; P.of P,

‘uller, R.B.; Operation Marual for Space Ship Earth;(Carbondale & Edwardsville:
Se. Iil. U. P., 1969); pg. 63

lanigan, R.L.; Speaking and Semioclogy:

X & Y might be Science & Art as suggested in R. Silverstones paper.{cf foctnotesg

leading to the exposition of the M.S.H. triune series.
Bateson; STEM: pg. 238
Fuller; QUSSE; pg. 66

Fuller, R.B.; Utopia or Oblivicn; (london: Allen lane, 1970); pg. 97-133
for tetrahedral & octahedral geometry ISE R/WAL3L28

F-l}

For a three dimensionzl example see the structure of ithe light sculpture
on the top of the Hayworth Gellery &t the socuth end of
the Waterloo Bridge in ILondon. At night one can see the
helix strands traced out in the blinking lights.

The Uctahedron is internslly braced by three irregular tetrahedrons.

For those who think it might sound a bit more like mysticism they may
refer to W.B. Yeats; A Vision; {london: Macmillan, L?S?)

(sic)

Fuller: UorQ; pg. 83 _
Fuller shows how two intersecting lines do not infact
have a point in commsn but each swerve to avoid the cther,
Thus one may see that if 1¢3uead of going their merry

way, these two intersecting paths of events were held
constantly along side of one ancther for a period of
time then this slight swerve would be the begining
of a double helix form.
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