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posed by the double helix., The heart of the thecry will be an analysis of

G. PBatsson's Uheory of meta-communication advanced primarily in, YA Theory of

Play and Fantasy".
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The triangular relations represented at each level of ithe double hel

N

N s

are called ”incérnate" because thay participaze in syntheses in three
directions simultaneously in which none of the elements of the triangle-are
lost or disappear. In other words each apex of the incarnate triangle is
simultansously a syntheses fbr’a lower level of the double helix, ard a thesis
and antithesis for a higher level (except for top and bottom levels), and be-
yond this the apex participates in a mediation {as mediator or mediated) at
its own level. Through all this the triangle stands unmoved. Whereas on the
other hand in dialectics viewed cutside the double helix frame work at each
stage of a new syntnesls the thesis aﬂd antithesis of the previous stage are
lost to sight. Thus as you move ?evel to level elements disappear and new
ones appear, These'triamguiar relations are epemeral whersas throuz ughtthe
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framevork of the double helix we may keep track of all
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he elements of
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nt levels simultansously. This is what leads us to call the trianguiar

relations in the framework of a double helix incarnate.

The goal which we nust set for ourselves is to frame a semiot tic—-semantic

o

theory which has no raference to any dualistic foundation as we can see

5

at the basis of Peirece's semiotic., For Peirce the sign mediates between




object and interpretant or thought and in this way Is a linking agesnt in

a dualism of ¥ind/Pody, thus Idealism/HMaterialism., What is nsedad i3 a

48 Hevlesu-Ponty tells uvs the
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meaning mush arise out of the gaps betwesn alementia of the message. On
the obher hand we must be able to show how Pisrce was right in saying that
%

Meaning is derived strictly from triadic rellions. His own semiolic
viplated this premise by being based on an implicit -—— hidden dualism. This

reiangla )
is where the incarnmate <N  shows its real value. Ii's foundation is a
theory of logical itypes not a dualism between Mind/Pody ,or any other

duality for that matier. The fact i3 -Hhabd the Mind/Body dualism may be

easily explained in %,assrms of a theory of logical types and it is this that

‘-r-(;&\rﬂ

gives the incarnate L. its inner strength. Merleau-Ponty in the struciure
behavior introduces a theory of logical types to explain the “antonomy

of anizal and human hehavier in relation to their physical and orzanic
bases,  These three logizal levels are as follows:

HiMAN LEVEL PERCIZVED SITUATION - WORK

VITAL oy BIOLOGICAL LEVEL YITAL SITUATION- INSTINCTIVE REACTICON
PHTSICAL IEVEL STIMULOIS-HESPONSE
What is important fo us is that on page 210 he concleves that batwsen

any two levels the upper would be the soul  and the lower the body with

-y

respsct to each other. This is precisely how levels of logical typing are
related, Fach successively higher level is a new realm of MIND, >
a new level of systemic integration, with respect to the body of those
levels lower than it, We aa? now say that Mind/Body duality is a re-

lationship between hirachic levels of control and must rot be reified

into an imaginary dichotomy. The incarnate triangle refers to jusi one
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level of mind which seen {rom a higher level may be ssen 23 bedy. It
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is the advent of meaning in this level temrorarily defined as mind wikth
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We will find ourselves analyzing the article "A THEORY OF PLAY AXD
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FANTASYY from two dirsctions.in this sectlon we will extract from it

3émiaéic)a§d in the nsxt zection we will taar ou
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Bateson's thougnhts are in some wWays very clear and precise and in other
ways confused in the way they are developed. In rathinking with him hope-

fully the underlying profundity of his thoughts will be mads more

L]
&

> L 13 * P ) = & Y 3‘
apparent, In this article he describes the following "triadic caﬂstell&%pn”,
"

15 saya that ,5§§¥wa¢a% with a simple derotative stalement (The cat is on
f‘\ o

the mat) there are two conbrasting ranges of abstraction in which cne my

travel "One range or sel and these more abatract levels includes

-

those explicit or Impliclt messages where the subject of @ discourse is

4,

language. We will call these meta linguistic ... Ths other set of

ot
&

78

“lavels of abstraction we will call meta commundeative ... In these,
7
subject of discourse is the relatisn batween the speakers®,
Unfortunately the Yiriadie constellation® doesn'i remain-so simple hecause

both these ranges of abstraction have a tendency to mldiiply thensslves and

%

Bateson is forced to add three other elementa o hiz system, One i3 the

pheromena of "double Iraming®. "Ihis double framing is ... not merely

2

a matter of 'Iframes within {rames' but an indication that mental proceasss

resemble logic in needing an cuter frame to deiimit the growund against

(3

wnich the figures are %0 be perecieved ... w2 suggest that the nsed for

s

this outer limit to the ground is related to a preference for avoiding the

. g
raradoxes of - -+ L abstraction”,

We will refer to double framing as a Meta-Meta linguistic level, On the




other hand Bateson is forced to add two further levsls in the raalm of

Mata communicative abstraction. Meba communicative statements rafer to

*

the relationship betwsen spsakers. In discussing therapy for these re=
lationships between speakers which have become pathological Bateson says,
"Before therapy the patient thinks and operates in terms of a certain szet
of rules for the making and understanding o messages. After successful
therapy, he operates in terms 0f‘a different set of such rules ,...I%
follows that in the process of therapy, there must have been communication
at a level Meta to these rules. There must have been communication about
‘a change in rules%, Interpreting this alongz the lines of Bateson's
theory concerning the levels of 1earning€? we nay readily see that there
are two further ' logical categories outlined here above Communication and
meta commnication which are Meta Meta communication concerning the rules
governing meta communication and Meta-Meta-Meta Commmication concerning
the change in those rules. Further complication ensuss when we emphasize
that Meta Communication and Meta linguistic may either be in implicit or
expilcit terms. Msta communication when it is implicit concerns the re-
lation between speake?aﬁgbut when posed explicitly .in terms of a
denotative statement it is revealed 23 a communication abouit the previous
communication which elicited it. On the other hand a Meta Linguistic when
it's implicit refers to a specific frame that delinsates a particular
context in R relation to the commnication in question, bui when

posed explicitly it is a statement concerning the language of the pre-

visus commmication.
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IMPLICIT
relation betwsen frame and
speaksrs ' contexi
2  Secondary Def, ) 4 Primary Def.
ELPLICIT
communication ‘ concernin
about previous ' . languags
communication

It might be pointed out that the diifference beltwsen Meta communication
and Meta Linguistic comes to look very itenuous when we consider both their
primary definitionsa (given initially in the article and thsir secondary
definitions (taken from contaxt later in the articls).

The difference beiwsen implicit Meta linguistic and Meta commmication
is merely a matier of what sort of context is being referrsd to: the con-

ation between speakers or the contextual relation batwesn

%:
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speakers and something else. On the explicit side — a denotativa
statement about a particular communication is conirast to a derotativas
gstalement about the medium of commnication which carries that particular
commmication,

low what I propose is that ws look at this mess of typifications in

1B 55
terms of imcarnate <-  in order to sort it out. Thess would look

2,

something 1like this.
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The two added elements of Style and Elezance are taken from Batesson's
Information in Primitive Art® and bscauss
t, even though they appear in anolther con-
text fit in here guile w2ll, We cannot be satisfied by only going this
d Explieit

for the distinetion beltween Implisd and Exg

7,

far, ws must still account

Meta communication and Meta lingnistic Terms, Hypothesizi

Frieacin
Meta Commnication te rm in any &5 is Explicit then the Meta Linguistic
T M N
term will aubomatically be Implicit and vice versa, we may derive two
t/Explicit structuring.

“

alternative configurations
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a different gort of strusiuring in the wilfary elements of Communication,
Style and Elegance. This other sort of strucburing is in regard

to their being open or closad in Heldegger!s languagzs or more pPrecisaly
"Put forward®? (presented) and “witédrawn“jl Explicit/Implicit rafar to
whelher the Meta linguistic or Meta Comrmnisation ars implied outsids of
denotalive expression or expressed in explicity demotative terms. On 3he
other hard Commmication is always denotabive when it is presented but at

o >

Some times it is withheld from exprassion as a sort of ailafnce with respect
to wnich other elements are @xprassgdi% Conirarily;ﬁty&e is slways implicit
bul at some moments it is presentaed as a strong atwosphere while at other
rowents it is withdrawn and hardly noticed, Elegance i3 neither Implicit

or Explicit but merely a relationship betwesn tha present style and pther

3sible styles, Elegance mav ba present or withdrawn. For anythinz to be
L ]
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withdrawn does nol mean its fotal absence bub mors particularly its

pressnce held at a distancs, FiGuie 4
COMMUNICATION __ STYL@ __ ELEGANCE COVMMUNICATION __ STYLE ELEGANCE
{ é !
. 9 ‘,,. ' s P
OFEN CLCSED OFPEN CLCSED OFEN CLC37D

It should bes roted in passing that the further structuring of ‘Eﬁemﬁica%,isﬁ,
style and elegance gives us four permutations of structuring in their izi’ter-
action with Tmplicit/Axplicit structuring.

It is evident that %@3 have bafors ué a complex system of elements which
are siructurally inter-relsted. What iz left for us to do now is to under-
stand pracisely what these elements refer to in communication and beyond
that what their value %o us asz a éaemiotic theory is. In ordsr to elucidate
thig we will refar to a ?fart‘mx‘ set of diagrams which show the relabtions
bebween these elsments in the concrets speaking situation. Bacauss of the
complexity of the diagrams we will build them up in stages and discuss
each stags. Basically thers will be two composite diagrams each re-
presenting half double halixes A and B . in Figure 3 |
These will further be broksn down into sudb diagrams showing the building

complexity as one advances up these o two helixes from level 1 to 3.
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oW that we havs complicated things sufficiently in sur two

]

of the lﬁi%*?ﬁiatmaﬁ of Blsments in Structures 4 and B

it is left to us to untangle matiers step by step. First by defining
carefully exactly whal each of these elements refer to and Zhen by
showing h&w they combine to form the diagramatical relations shown.

A communication is any dé?@uﬁﬁi?% message which arises within

the systemic interaction of two or mors body/subjects in their speeific

+ran v)%::f :j:
phsnomenal milieu. Such a message may be spoken, wriliten or-bsmpesed-

by means of a work of art. It is the result of stracturing and re-

-

dundancy produced in such a way that it revsrbasrates in tha-
communicational situation between the imaginary palaritiés of'subj%o%z
X and 2. As soon as a communication is evident in such a system we
also notice that a certain sympathy or empathy or understanding is
ealized babtween speaker and listener. Mead calls this the advaent

s

significant aymbmiz.?‘GL* comrmnication takes place in terms of

by

o
significant symbols. It arises through a particular interrelation
batwzen a communication, a meta communication and a meta linguistic
element, That is to say that a communicatisn is meaning lesa outside
ils relation to a meta communication and meta linguistic,

In structure A ths meta communication elemesnt~is emphasizad
is Explicit and the meia Iinguistic element is Implicit. This means that

the commnication that consumes meaning is made in rslation o a ceriain

pecilied context beyond the relation betwssn subjsets X and Z. The

]

ecommmication directs both X and 2's attention to this context and calls




o

attention to this context and 2alls for a meta communication about tha

rets communication (a communicaiion absub the pravious specifiad
communication) may either be a compent of Z's or wore rarsly a further
comment of X The firat form of the comment would be conversation

z 2

and the secandjtﬁgagﬂi. That is, X, "Hice day to day'. 2, "Ysp", ZTven
such simple conversations involve X a degree of meta commumication whers -
in 7 comments upon the relation botween tha spscified context pointed to
by the communication and the communication by affirming its truth. The
reply is Just as much about agresement or truth as zbout .the weat%%r.

Meaning is generated by the rising above the mere ce%anlsat eonbext

e%
<

relationship and making an assertion about the truth and that relation.

¥

At the next level in structurs A Ws ses that a further order of

4

she first order meaning is ampli fisd through

3

3
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ansrabed,
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3s
setiing it in the context of a larger context. This larger contaxt is re-
Terred to as ML or the Double frame, An example might be sesing the
aforegoing statement and answer in terms of a whole cowversation., T%

might in fact be the opening remarks leading into a conversation, per-

haps it 1s a standard opening for a convaraabion. If so then in that

2

larger context we can ses that the meaning gensrated between C and MC

raly on certain ﬁp@ ified rules governing the opening of conversatisns
which are implicit in relation to the larger explicitly specified larger
context, The larger context of the conversation is in turn related tn
he spscific phercmenal situation aacvﬁwﬂngbet@@en subjests. X and Z.

wenomenal sitvation is the concrete eitz nz and influsnces which

direct and underlis the specified layer context. For instance whether

K




on baging inside or oubsids, who is 9itiing or standing

bt

the conversat

nere, What everyone is wearing. Whal sort of objects ars ready—
B z (Y]

to~hand and what sort of projschts ars at hand to be engagad in by

either participant. All these concrste debtailed elements which may

Bk

be referrsd Yo, or not taken up, or igrored, bui which are latently
Shyle A

%

resent all the time, contribute to what T would call the style-ef tha
situation. Sizyla is the ?elaﬁiga betwesn what is explicit in the

Mata Meta level of meaning and the concrate phemomenal situation,

AL the third level of strueture é an even wore general meaning
is generated by the simple greeting we are using as an exampla, This
drawn

is on the level of change. If attention is drzwn to this level what
is noticed is that theg Rules governing the formal structurs of Level
I are always subject to change and this rossible change in rules for
generating meaningful discourss has direct relationship to an implicit
possible triple frame conbext for the situation, The triple frame is
thz possible alternative larger contexts (MEL) which could be created

s the relationship betwsan

Yl

by a simple change of rules. Elegancs, then,
what  is explicit in the Metad level and Style. It refers to a criteria
for Judging the merits of differsnt sebts of Rules and the styles thay

would ersate in respset to a spaecified concrate situation,
eriteria are creabed according to assthetie preference and economy of

mean3 and  beyond these two on the basis of how this specific concrate

sitvation is related to others both similar and different which arse prelevant

to it in terms of the Cultural Milieu,

W
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This then
to structure B w

s

abructuring,

like "What does that mean¥., A meta linguistic siatement {(Zxpiieit) is one
which concerns the medium of the communication per se. This explicit
Heta linguistic commentary on the medium of commmnication is a sa2lf
corrective device which allows refinements in mubtual undaratanding to
occur, Meta linguistic commentary always takes place in a specific re-
lation which is implied to exist batween the two zubjects at t@&ptingﬁo refine
their mutual understanding by sharpening their tonls of comr ﬁicaﬁi;n.
It might b2 said that such refinements always meanims a sharpening of the
definition of the implied relation baiwsan the speakers, When
subject Z asks what X "means” he may be really asking implicity what the
meaning of their relationship is that has given rise to the communicated
meaning which one of them did not totally grasp. Thus ine reaﬁing the
clarity of mutual wnderstanding always inmpliss the tightening of the
bonds of mutual relationship making the two imaginery individual subjescts
feel closer,
At the second level of Structurs B we have then the referenca to the
rules which allow meaning to emerge. "What do you mean", asks further
if those rules by which commnication takes place have besn contravensd

or changed "without my knowingz itv, EQC is the explicit formulation of
L &y

the relation between X and Z in relational rules which are the basis for

v

Lu




implicit transformational ; gramatical ruiles governing tha gensration of com-

munication messages., Styls here stands oub as ths relation betws=en the

conerete phenomenal situation and the rules governing the relationship
as it stands between X and Z. Such things as whatever they ars in bad
together or merely eating lunch and a myriad of other concrate detaila
vhich are latently but graspable in gvery conerete situation when related
to the rules governing the relations between the subjects in that

situation gives a definite style to the proceedings and to the act of

sharpening conversational tools,

gent possibility lurking within the inner recesses of the communicational
situation, ML represents the explicit rossibility that indsed ancther

g2t of gramatical rules may be used or an addition to the existing sst

4

has taken place, Thns the shar pening of conceptual tools implicitly re-
fers to a Grammer for crea ting meaningful statementSe————— this
sharpening must refer to (explicit) the man vany possible grammers which
might cause changs in the communicational situation, Hers we are not

5

referring to merely other permutations of the transformational Erammer

system, Here ths other posaibls sub-grammers are those which relate

o

Relational rules M< to the transformational grammer complex, It is

.

the readaption of Relational Rules (M2C) to the transformational grammer

which causes a modification in the rules and causes greater understanding.



iz the relation betuwsen the atyle of the concrate situation as it stands
and other possible styles which would be created if indeed another re~

* a-?- iw Zv L2 » ¥ A (3 o F g -
Iation between the ¥ 0 rules of relationship and the itransformabional

the poasibiliiy of bringing

[#]

granrer wers chosen, Dlegance i
to bear upon t&eae rosgible changes eriteriz of economy or aesthebics or
cultural context in order to direct the formation of mutual understarnding
in specific directions., Mubtual understanding bebtween parent and child,
man and woman, or friends, can grow only in culturally specified ways.
Tarongh these two explanations of structures A and B it has be-
come evident that structure A4 is directed oubwards toward the increasing
of the range of what is communicated abouhb. Wheresas structure B is
turned inward toward the helghiening of the amount nnderstood per commune
jication interchangs. Betwesn thesze Lwo structures there obtaina a
findarmental reversability of emphasis. They are interchangeadble, It
is this interchangeability which allows comminication to be buili up
and refined. TEvery conversabtlon is a process of constantly changing the
emphasis which causes 2 reversal {rom structure A to B and back again,

It is this which allows z conversation to dsepen and widen as it ls

arrvied on. Besides this structural reversibility with reaspeit to

[¢]

mplieit/Fxplicit dichotomy, there alse operates ancther fundamental

=4

reversitility betwesn openness and closure with respect to the slements
of ‘PYeommunication”, "sityle" and "elegance¥, This means that the
Implicit/ Explicit c¢hiasm operates in relation to a mors basic

chiasm of openfclosure. In communication there is a continuous rotation

between the messages made tublic and the pregnant silences,




The positing of a measage, speaking a sentence, making a face or

geaturs; all these take place as an opening oubt into an OFEN of what is
- s * 2 e 3 3 % E{,:) 7.7 P 3z s ,
closed up, folded in on itsell and hidden. What is closed exists

as a potential unrealized until its dis-ciosure. As the message, sign’
or sentence is released it gradually opens out and is made pudlic,

£y
g

Thus for communication there is a basic raversabllity between its
prasence as g closad potential of a situation and its expressed

»

is

podo
P

presence as an opening ocul or unfolding of this potential. Whatever
by degress opened oub or clozsed up thié‘cpenimg or closurs takes place with
respect to an YOPEN", which is always pressnt as a cleft betwsen orvening
and clogurs. This OFEN is primordially given, When Ycommunication®

is in a phase of closure then it is possible for 3iyle to beiﬁoﬁiced
within the OFEN., Style too, may be a closad potentiality or may open

out as a fundamental element of the concrsie pheromenal communicational
situation. Flegance itoo, at even a higher melta level may be opsnsd or
closed, Ibs openness zs an elementry possibility for a stylistic change
pocurs along with the copening ocubl of the Yecommunication®, Eléganca

closes as "commnication' becomes closed and sty _le begins to open in its
turn for only one siyle may be apprehended abt once. It is the opening

cut of style in a commmnicational situation which makes silences pregnant
and it is the fuﬁéamenﬁal'yaversihility batwasn opening and closing

with respect to the basic OFEN which makes silences se full because in
them there is the ever impending threat that meanings will arise anew.
Closure is never complste nor is it ever totally done away with., Things

are only open or closed by degree in respect to the WOPEN",




The opening and closing of "ecommunlcation® is the fandamental

2o

reversibility of any sifuation of concretes communication, Within thia

res A and B opsrate so that they enter both ints
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the silences and messages., An implied element of either 4 or 3
structure may be indicated in a pause. An explicit element of A or B
could be the next message. In comversation A and B siructures take part
in a fundamental chiasm themselves., The conversation may advance
ocutuard to embrace another subject and then have to deepen to allow for
this new breadth, Beynnd this there iz arother reversibiliiy batween
speaking and listening. This reversibility like thes others is net an
iron clad altesrnation of rales but on the contrary the fact that sincs
both conversationalists are living the meaning of what is spoken,zither
could Just as easily be the speaker or listener. A person may answer his
cwn question or question his cwn answer. On the other  hand what is an
opening of communication for one subject mizhi be an opening of sityle for
the other. Thus it is bscause the conversation must take rlaze against
a plentitude of unexpressed latent details that it may be lived in many
ways and still contain a unique and indisputable meaning, Silsnce is
not just a vocal silence but a lack or cloaurs of a significant gesturs
or look which would lead o a mutual understanding and the generation
of meaning. ILooks and gestures take place againat a background of de-
‘motative communication and thus they are the implied meanings which are

genevated by segmented langnaga,

£




AY any rate we are left with fous basic reversibilities in come

77

munication *° Ficiane 7T

iw_ng} Structures A ard B

OPEN/CLCSED

i\‘ﬂﬁww%gﬁa-jaﬁt X and Subjsct Z

Implied in this overall structure is an smalybic sequence by which
communicational structures are built up and elaborated., This three-
fold sequence corresponds to the values attributed to the thres points
of the incarnate triangle.

FIGURE &

OPEN | [EXPUQIT| > |[IMPLICT

Hers we see that it is the OPEN which undsrlies opening and ¢losing of
"Commnication”, "Style" and "Elegance” which is important to us.

The OPEN corresponds to the consrste, phenomenal situation bafore a
vord has been spoken, It is the fertile soil in which meaning may arise

at any moment bul as yst has not, In order for meaning to arise, elements
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of an incarnate itriangls must bs mads explicit or expressed togather,
Haanin 4 - Led  Ehwrniioh ginadh s ad P o mrima Tyt pon
“s -..&.ag L3 Ccreat wﬁuf}%é} Juen @J\g—‘ BRZI0o0 ol Lonwrale i’@wa.b&%ﬁSf’&pS,
Once meaning has been generabed then it may be recalled or racon-

stituted by indicating the relatisnship which Was once expressed in sone

2

Way again, Thus once meaning has be

4
9
3
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it may be easily implied

through minimal indications of the relationship which once called it into

bzing., In this wWay w2 have derived a sequence of the coming into being

of meaning and langnags, ;
FIGURE S
CGPEN CLESEO
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You will mote that this is the very threesome which was the level VI of our
double helix in Ssction II and which wa rejected as fundamentally ine
adsquate as an ultimate explanation of ereativity. What we must uncovar

is what underlies both speaking and languags which allows both creabion
ard sedimentation of @aradigma,L At least now though we have shown how
reversibility enters into this basic triu:ea With this we have unearthed
the fact of their ingsevarabls intertwining. fThe erigin before Speaking

is the OPEN wiHyin whizh the constant struggle ensues betwsen the opening

out of new paradigms in Speaking and their closing up agalin into sedimented




area stages are 2ll folded in on
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structuras, We must
ons another so that the ?éég@é@ﬂ@ﬁé@ patween speaking and sadimentsd
langusge i3 nob one in which a simple separation will suffices. Sedimentsd
language is the basis of the ereation of new msanin g and newW meanings,

the erigin of ssdimented langnage. The opermess befors spesch i3 the

origin of both spesch and language but at the same time it is what has

%

been spoken and is being spoken which dafines the realm which iz still
G ;

oren on ths hi%heriéi&e of all speaking. It is the process which undar~

lies both speaking and language and alao the origin before speaking for

wihlch 1t Is erucial that we grasp. This will be the theme of & the next

~

szction, For now, however, it is necessary to return to our semiotic
and guestion how meaning actually arises within the incarnate triangular
relationships we have specified.

So far the incarnate triangles we have developed have remained un-

mediated, Quite simply it i3 their mediation which produces meaning,
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Any of the %hree apexes may mediate the incarnate /| and with the

Explicit/Implicit distinction that zives us six different mediations,
Hers, are we in the realm of speaking rether than langmage? In the

2 7 g
realm of generating original meanings rather than re cons<ti %ﬁénnﬁ

old meanings? We can not go back to the first word which might have been
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a shout, We can't even lmow meardngs or paintings which are crsated
without refsrance to any Z?i%? meanings or paintings, Thus how do 7you
separate newly creabed meaning from resurrscted meaning, Tha slenants

uzsd to create new meaﬁimg are ripped cut of other contexts and

annibalized like parts frombroken down vehicles. They are used like

24
tools made for another job to create these new meanings, New peanings
& .

are interspersed beiwsen and surroundsd by hackneyed exprsssions and
cliches untdl it is imposaible to separate what is new from what is old.
Thus we must speak of the generation of meaning some of which are re-
constituted while otherz must be created for the Jjob at hand. Here we
wani to aoncentréta upon the generation of new meanings awong those re-
constituted. We will hyrothesize that old meanings need only summary
indication of the relationship which gave rise %o them while when new
meanings ariss the relationship must be expressed in full, If this is
true then we should be able to spot new meanings by the fullness of the
expraasion of the relationships which gﬁngrate them,

Meaning is generated by the §931+*rg of the relationship betwsen

any two elements of an incarnate xﬁ& . These two elsments then call for
the third element in order to make the triangle whole. Baiween the two

‘ v
elements 1ies a gap and the meaning »ises out of this gap as ths third

elemert of the incarnate £ makes its pressence known as an absencs. This

latent element of the incarnate triangle medigates beiween the two
expressaed elements who's relationship is specified, The hy;ct‘egis is
that in order to recall and resurreet already constituted meaning all that

would really be necessary 1s a slight indication of perhaps just one of %he

clements of the incarnate triangle as a shorthand indifation to resurrsct
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and imply meanings alrveady given. As an example we could say that given

£y

S

an opening out of a commnication with a specified relationship to a

“ g

nguistic element would call for its completion by an

foin

meta 1

¢
&

mplici

gds

explicit meta commnication, g?ﬁhen I was young we had respect for our
elders” (commmication)/ "he zives a glance toward some noisy kids near
by" (meta linguistic implicit) => ealls for meaning “You really don't like

kids do you Grandma®{meta communication expliﬂit}§ This example covers

4
the first mediated triangle inm Figure IO . In the second a commmication
with specified relation to a meta commmication always calls for uﬁ%

or indicates an implicit meta linguistic context. Zfi love only ynu“
(communication) "thatls a lie® =§i makes reference perhaps to "another
woman" {(meta linguistie implia%EL In the third a known explicit meta
communication and a indicated implieit nmeta linguistic statement will

eall for a eommunication. ??ycu dontt like me, do you?' (meta commnication

explieit)/ 7glance at arother woman across the room” (msta commmication

dg

im@liciﬁi}calls for communication basing opened bhetwsen the ﬁpea%@rvand ha
who is addressed to reassure her that indeed she is liked.

We could go on to give examples of all of the triangles, but this paper
gotien involved enough as it is, The Ffact is.that adding the other two levals

nd the open/closad distinction gensrates 35 modals of meaning and nuance,

o

We von't go through 2ll these here. From this though it is possible to sse

that besides the generation of new meanings, thess mediated incarnate triangles
provide the basis for the flow of conversation. Fach incarnate triangle calls

for some new element to be layed ovar what has gone before it. The calling of tha
7+ two expressed terms for the third is at the same time a calling for the

conversation to be renswed; for the new meanings to be elaborated in relation
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to azlready established onea; . for the dialechtic of widening and deepsning
to be extend to a new leve

What we have developed then is robt a Piercian elassification

of signs but a classification of semiotic contexts in which language is
3
contimally folded over on itself again and again, We have a2 classification

of _these contexts yhien In their layering allow meaning new and oid to
arise, It is these multiple contexts which ars important within the |
dizcritical mass of language not the diacritical elements themsslves,
'They are merely anoncmous differences which taken on significance only
in the flow of multiple contextis over their surfaces. It is these con-
texts in their intertwining which decide which difference makes the

z

dife re;fzce,z‘
The last point to be made in this section is %hat language
conforms to the variance/invariance struchurs which produces chance and
necessity via the teleonomic filter in the Monod theorstical system.
Phonemes are arbitrary combination of binary articulatary elsments
which are held invariant and are reproduced.invariably.;i Words are
arbitrary combinations of these phﬂénemes, Sentences are unique com~

binations within an imvariant transformational grammer, These unigue

individnals are tested against a rigid envirommental system which demands

"

it ]

that they express a meaning in relation to %he situatinn ther are uttered
against meaning does uot arise trom the structure of wvariance/invariancas,
Meaning is the teleonomic filter which arised from the interlacing of

variance and invariance with respect to a conecrete situation. This

teleoromic filter separates the pool of struciured chance (speaking)




designs which add to the order ready pressrved in sedimented language,
What meaning creating structures sre added is vi rously spscified in a

negative way through the system of restrainis that sedimented language

is, This provides for a quasi purprseful evolution in language toward
26

greater and greater precision,

The point is that Meaning cannot arise out of the sterile structuring
of variance/invariance on many levels, Meaning arises as this teleoromic
filter of meaning plays agzainst itself, the concrete phenomenal situation,
the relationship betwsen speakers, their relitionship to ot & er contexts,
the rules by which their relationahip and langunage is structured, and
other possible situations, rules, relationships, contexts, languages
ete. Thus it is the playing off of the telsoronic filter of language
against 211 these elements described by Bateson that meanings are
generated arising in the gaps batweesn the purely diacritical distinc£igns

27 iy ems
of language. Blacritlca%gmeans to bnus%@rlle outside any meaningful
relationship with speakers in a situation. Once denotative meaning has
arisen in this way then the complex of meaning/denntation is again
played off of a wide historical setiing to generate all other forms of
meaning and nuances. All rnot specificall 1y denotative meanings attached
o othier signs and symbols of any sort are the product of a play of
meaningful language and spealdng against a wider historical situation,

% i
The reverse is not the case. The word tree/ with its signified is the base




upon which all symbolic or representational images of tress are fournded

9

sk

to have meaning,languags makes all other signs and symbols vossidle ard
p] foe) g o &

.
s

plauvsible, This is why spoken languaze is so imrortant.

This is true because all other meanings must be translated into
langnage ultimately. Meanings from subsidiary sign systems may arise
in themselves but they arise with language in the background

of the concrete situation otherwise they don't ariss, Beyond this 211

culiural gyztema and even Lhe congrete nabtural world itself are meari-

E
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systems in relation to the background of language. The origin befors

speaking is a pause in speech and this gives everything in the world z~d

the world itself meanings of their own.




