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A NFW METHOD TO BRING GENIRAL SHIANTICS INTO IRIMARY SOHOOL  FDUCATTON

(See the Summary in the foresoing Issue No, 107)
Lecture given in Sydney on the 3lst January, 1947,
Ladies and Gentlauen,

The scicnce of Serontics may seem to nany as being superfluous, We appear

€0 be familiar with the meaning of vwords and if we do not know the meaning of a
certain word, then ve look up the dictionary.

This seems simple enough for simple meanings like a table for instance, but
ther e are complex meanings which are described in dictio wries in words which
in themsclves are complex in meaning, Morcov e, various dictionarics may give
different definitions, We my ask 100 people about the definitions of the
following meanings and we might get 100 different answers, Such words are for
instance - democracy, strong goverment, self govermient, govermnt by the
people, pressure group, superior racc, living space, Reds, Nazis, Jews, Roman
Catholiecs, ete, ete,

We nust realise that such words os the ones mentioned above are dangerous
and inflammatory and they have threatened anl wreckal the peace of the world a
number of times, Let us realisc that the German nation, a group of 80 million
pwvple, hard working, amd intelligent, have been "pooned" by words uscd by
Hitler and his propogandists and this in turn Ias brought death to mny millions
and misery the world over,

You mey say that the war is over and Geraany may not rise again, Wall then
let us look at the present situvation, In Greece, Greek people are fighting
Greek people, This is a poor country and they are poor people., Vhy & they
fight and kill each other? Apparently those who fight for communism in Greeco
are exhorted by many words and many promises,

fgaln you may say that this concerns Hurope only and Furope is vexy far
away from Australia., Let us have a look at Australia, We have peace hore and
no harsh differences in political opinions  But look at the title of the last
Forum of the Air "Can Democracy Survive without a strong Govermaentg"

Now I suppose many of you listen to the weekly Forun of the Air, T have
often wondered how many listeners must have got completely bewildered by the pro
speakers who present very good reasons FOR and by the con spealkers who present
very good reasons AGATNST,

'fho then is right?” many listeners must lnve asked theaazelves, There is a
story of 2 men who listencd to the Forum of the Air, The Tirst man is very
much impressed by the pro speaker., "He is right" he said to the second 8.,
When the con speaker had finished, the first mn said "He is right too", "3gy,
the second mon said,"both cannot be right," "ihy," said the first mn, "you
arc right too,"

Now the 4 speakcers in the Forum "Can Demooracy Survive without a Strong
Govermment" brought for the following arguncats -

(1) Democracy connot survive without a strong govermment, Pressure groups in
this country will destroy democracy, :

(2) Pressure groups are part of the pooplc, The Govemment rust nediato and
reconcile the divers opinions of the population, If we moke Govornment
strongar, democracy will die on an ovardose of strong Coverment,
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{8) I do not sec why we must make Govermont strong in order that demo cracy
. should survive, I think democragy hos survived womderfully. We do not
need any strong Governaent.

(4) Goverment has already too much power, It has eneroached upon the dano-
cratic rights of the individual, If we want denocracy to survive we sust
take away power from the Government ,

fe can well imagine that even intdlectuals could become bewild ered by
those 4 different opinions, all well argumented and all opposing cach other,
Surely the bewildement of simple people mist be far greater, but the siuple
people are the ones which go to the polls and elect the Government, To~day
we have prosperity in Australia, but if a depression should come with Jjobs
and bread difficult to get, those di fferent opinions mentioned above, could
take on a dangerous meaning and could even bring civil war, Ve cannot
imagine this happaing here and let us hope it will never happen, but
exactly this situation is heppening every year in a number of countries and
consequently there are riots, bloodshel, over-throw of the gover maent , dictator-
ghip and much nis ery,

You way egain counter that I am painting the situation too bleck, Surely,
L do so with regard to Australia, but again we read the pepars and we lnow
that the violent happenirgs which I have mentioned before are oc curring daily
in a nunber of cowmtries,

But let us forget sbout war and civil war and political strife, Lebt us
inegine a country where peace reigns ag for instance Australia, Arc the
people here really happy? Thoy have their daily bread, their job, their
home cote, Apparently most of us arc miserable for quite & tinme , although’
enjoying peace and prosperity, Why ig it so?

The answer is, that although we may not have ony immediate financial
worrics, we lave other worries, Someone in the fawmily has hurt us at the
brookfast table, We go to the office and someone is hurting us egain and we
Sy hurt somebody else. Now by "hurting" I don't mean physical harm, We are
hurting ourselves with words and the "wounds"™ which we are inflicting upon one
snother do sanetimes hurt mare than any physical injury,

Let us then realise that words arc poisoning the relations botween humen
beings. "You are lazy",.."you neglect me"..."you are a fool",,."you are
etupid",,,"you arc a failurc",,."you are a pig"..."a bastard" and so on and so
on,

When we realise the misery whidh human beings inflict upon each other
with words, we night begin to imagine how wonderful a tool could be by which
uost of those hurting words could be made harmless, Imgine that we would
have 2 discipline vhidh would be taught in the primery school and the second-
ary school. Children would learn not only not to be hurt by such words, they
would realise how nonsensical it is to use such words which are in fact false-
hoods, TImagine that no one is quarrelling to-day that 2 + 2 = 4 or perhaps it
is 67 We do not quarrel, because we have learnt to opcratc the mathematical
symbols and we know what thoy neen, Imagine now a new watheantics, by vhich
harmful words, as the ones mentioned above, could be written down in some new
symbols, Operating these symbols children would realise the falsehood in such
cquations as "you arc a fool",,,"you are a failure",,,"you are a pig" ete,
Should such a school discipline be available we may realise that it would be
of prime importence to teach children the operation of this algebra of thought.
We could well dispose with other school items which arc not so important,

The qwe stion now is whether senantlcs as a sciece is so far advanced
that it can be tought in the prinmary school., The answer to this is no.
Unforturately the books about scmantics available at present ar e writben in a
high-brow language which the vommon men cannot understand, least of all
#chool children,

I maintain that I have evolved a senantic nethod which cen be taught
in the primery school, The "expert” may smile and ho way say that I am not
competont enough, After all, I am not a linguist, but a chanical engineer
only. However, I maintain that just because I am a chemical engineer I am
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more competent to invent such a method than a linguist, Firstly, we engineers
talk differently from the other high-brows, We talk, not for talking sake but
for doing something and we do it, Besides this,we chemists hve evolved a
"lenguage" vhich is totally differend from ell other lanmages, Wewrite in
chemical symbols, They have not only the same meaning in all lang uageg, but
they provide mathematical operations by which truth and falsehocd with regard
to material things can be Tound out,

Furthermore, I am not only & graduate of & University, I em also a graduate
of the German concentration camps and I have seen what words used as labels cen
do, The prisoners of the camps were sorted out 2 ccording to dif ferent labels,
Reds, Jews, Catholics, lMonarchists ete, and they were treated, not acocording to
their differences as human beings, but acco rding to their wholesale label
attached to thea, I have seen senseless killing end nurder anmi it is o niracle
that I an alive to-day. Yes, I have secn what words can do to human beings and
this experience has driven me on to evolve a method to teach senantics in the
primary school, I would say it could be t aught ever in the kindergarton,

I am speaking t o-day to people who belonz to the Society of General Semant-
ics which has been founded by Korzybski in imerica, We have read together his
book "Science amd Sanity" and you will rerembor thet it wekes no casy Peading,
We have all leamt to handle Korzybski's structural differential, by which we
have realised that various words are abstractions being on different levaels,
For instance, we could teke as an object a_table. Trom this we can g to the
meaning ol timber, ancther levd of abstraction, From there we zo ko the
meaning of timber industry and then to the plisht of the forest worker, A1l
these meanings arc according t o Korzybski on diff erent levels of abstraction,
Or we can go from the meaning of table to furniturc then to Purniture industry,
then export trade, currency problems, national wealth, Again words on differ-
ent level of abstraction, according to Korzybski,

Well, I have learnt to handle the structural differential but it has not
7ot me far, We could disagree on any of these differant levels of abstraction.
without our various pro or con arguments being settled one way or anothor, In
short, much more is neoded to dissolve futile arguments, Moreover, we need
some rules which arce so simple that even children can apply then,

Before I explain my systai, let us realise the confusion which to-day wists
in the meaning of words, In spitc of all the well-meaning dictionarics or
rather because of them, As you know, whon you look for a word in & dictionary,
you find that it hos not only one meaning, it may have 10 differ ent memings or
more, Here are only a few examples,

We may have diffarent words for the same men ard his activity, We may call
him a famer or a peasant, or a food-grower, an agronom, an agriculturist, e
may have the same word and mean dif ferent achbivities of diffarent porsons, A
hostess in a priwate home or an aeroplanc or a night dlub are diffarent persons
ard do diffarent activities, Yet all they do is to serve ad this again has a

very wide meaning for vexy many dif ferent activitics, Let us take the low-

breaker and let us realise that this word has a very wide meaning, It may mean
a man who commits a wardoror onc who Just crossed the street when the red light
was on, Then we mgy have the same word, neaning different things and different
activitics altogether., For instance ascéle way mean a balance, erladder or a
musical tone sequence, Even the very same word may have d ifferent meanings in
different countries, We know vhat & table is, but in Japan the tables arc

so low that we would name then a stool only,

Coming now to translations we know how mudi misunderstanding cen be caused
and has been caused by translating a word which has a rumber of nmeanings, Ve
may well use a different meaning in the translation snd thus change the nesning
of the whole 5 entcnce, There is onc prowerb for instance which we took over
from the Romans and which the linguists have especially taken to their heart,
This proverb goes :  Exceptio probat repular:, This Roman proverb has been
translabcd into Bnglish in the following words : The exception proves the rule,
Now, proves has two weanings, The exception proves the rule may mean (1) that
the exception is an affiruation, a proof of the rule, This means that the rule
is correct because of the exception., But prove has also another meaning and
this is exactly opposite to the first meaning, A provins ground for motor cars
is a place where motor cars are tested, To prove in this respect means to probe,
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and what the Romans actually wanted to say with the abovementioned proverb is
that every exception to a rule tells us thet we sowld probe into the mle and
see whether the rule is to be altered ar abandoned, In short it pmeans that
every exception is a warning sign for abandoning the rule, This is the con-
trary of what the first translation means,

Now I remenber the German translation very well, In German the Roman word
of probat is translated in the first sense, namely "the exception affirms the
rule, "

'Dic Ausnshme bestaetigt dic Regel, "

You see that the Germn word means affirmation, It does not meen probe or
proving any more, And the German word "bestaetist" has now only one meaning,
the exact opposite of what the Romans wanted to say, Nevertheless, we rust
realise that this false translation is also rampant in English countries vhere
it is believed that the exception is a proof for the rule, although it should
be just the opposite., Every rule isa rule only vwhen it has no exceptions, It
is quite understandable that linguists have taken to this poverb, In gremmar
there are exceptions to every grammetical "rule",

Other bewildering sitwtions are created by different wardgwhich express the
sem e meaning, yeot create a different impression., We can call a certain instit-
ution a prison, a reformatory, or an Institubte for social rehabilitation, And
it may mean the same prison house all the time, In certain countries the War
liinistry has been renamed Defence Ministry, though everything, the men and T eir
actions are going on as before,

Certain words dhange t heir meaning with the time, Then Captain Cook sail-
ed to discover Australia he had sonc hrushes with the Governor of Rio de Jan-
ciro, who kept some of his sailors in prgson, according to his diavy they
exchanged "memorials," Now we have many "manorials" to Cagtain Cook in Aust-
ralia and what he meant under "memorial" we call to-day a "memorandum",

We may have the same man, ding the same action, and yet we may name him
differently: a soldier, a patriot, a fighter for freedom, or a rebel, a bandit,
a killer,

All words can be called "labels" for certain things and/or their actions,
And these labcls influerce us very nmuch in our thoughts, as the last exsample
shows, The veary same label my create diffarent thoughts as for instance Jew,
Roman Catholics, Commmist, ete,

For all these perplexities, the structural differentiel given us no solu-
tion, except to teach us that most of these words are on "differ ent levels of
chstraction", But agein, not cnly does this not help us; Korzybski's teach-
ing is quite difficult to grasp, especially for simple people, and foranost
sor children, Although Korzybski claims that his teaching can be imparted to
children, his book gives no himt how to do it, Here, I believe, that I lmve
gone a step forward and have ovolved something which can be taught in the
primary school,

In order to leam %o hardle ny device we mst leam a Few simple rules
which should seem self-evident for everyone. Here are these rules,

No' two humsn baings are alike, BHven identical twins have some Aiffer-
onces, especially in thought, snd they may quarrdl with each other because
their mind actions diff er,

Not two meterial things are slike, Not two stones are alike, not two
flowers, not two blades of grass, though they all carry the samc label,

Not two actions are alike, Two stones falling nay shov dif'ferences in
falling, because the circumstances are never the same, FEven if we consider
the action of a machine outting precision scews, we may find under the
microscope that every screw shows tiny differences, because the cutting
and the metal picce was different, however so slight., Indeced, I know that
o proportion of such screws (vhich might ve quite 0.X. for certain purposes),
might be unusable for certain precision instruments,
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We have words (labels) for all the things and all their actions, So, my
little gadget must contain a certain symbol for material THING and a gymbol. for
physical ACTION. I have chosen the square u to stand for THING, as it indi-
cates a crystal, the most hamonious way in which matter presents itself to our
eyes, And I have chosen an outline of a cone A to stand far Action, It rese-
anbles the A in the Latin word Actus, and it reserbles a volceno, the first

vigible sign of subtorranean Action on our earth,

But apart from words for THINGS and their ACTION, there is a third group
vhich do not directly denote a THING or an ACTION., Rather do these words
express an EVALUATION of certeain THINGS or ACTIONS, Such words are zood and .
bad, risht anl wrong, beautiful and ugly, etc, ete, I coll these words human
EVALUATIONS ard for then I have devised this symbol V, It may stand for the V
in the Latin word Valers, Value, eValuation, It may alw resamble o cone
standing on its top ready to topple over, a situation whidh in physics is termecd
lebile, And indeed EVALUATIONS are very lebile, and they moy topple vhen
challenged,, What we consider to-day right, other men may think of being wrong,
To-morrow we my have changed our mind, though the very THING has not changed
at all, and so has the word for it,

Herc then is my little device for the kindergartean, the prirery, secondary
school and even for the university, In addition, it could stand on an of fice
desk, or a conference table, and cach time a controversisl meaning comes up,
the debaters may point to it, Once we debate about a material THING and/or
its ACTION we may come fo some agreancrt by measur ement g, 08 sclientists do,
But if a contested statement contains an EVALUATION then we may never be shle
to convince our opponent, if he only stubbornly sticks to his own and opposite
EVALUATION, To-morrow, however, he may have changed his mind.

I have made my three symbols out of plywood and hung them on a stand, In
addition, I have painted them in different colours like the colours of a traff-
ic light, Groen is the symbol for THING, something which is safe in neening

g0 to speak) as we can touch a material THING, point to it, phutogreph oy
and come to an agreement of what we mean,

I have painted the symbol for Action yellow, to indicate that we have to be
on our guard and watch and observe the Action performed by a material Thing,

Then we have the symbol for odValuation, vwhich is dangerous as other people
may have made exactly the opposite eValuation, Therefare the red colowr, ~ 1
Dangeriii These are the debatable words, and sbout these we must be WaLY »

Ther are the ones which create opposition and misunderstanding, As said before,
such words are good or bad, beautiful or ugly, ete, etc,

But I shall show now that even with simple meenings we can encount er oValu-
ations vhich may create a dispute, Let us take the meaning of water, We
point to the o symbol, Water (u) is a mpterisl THING, To water mears a cer-
tain Action by which water is used, as far instance to water the garden, the
lend, ctc. But then we have the meanings of watery (V) and wet (V). They are
certedn eValuations derived from the Thing and its Action, but nevertheless we
mey differ. We may call a surface wet (V) vhereas other people may deny it and
say that it is only damp (V). We my refer to a certain liquid (not water) as
being like (V) water, Watery (v), and may find people hotly denying that
petrol, or nlycerine, or ccrtain alecaline waters from certain wells are like
(V) water amd watery (V).

Let us take water in Action, as we see it in Rain., Then we lave the mter-
ial Thing rain (o) and the Action toc rain, From this we derive the &Valuation
rainy (V). Now we my call a day roiny but other people would disagree with
us, ard they might say that o few showers d not yet meke a rainy (V) day. (Z
Of course, in their statement we have the meaning of few (V). How few is fow?
And how more than few showers make a rainy day? So you see, all people would
agroe as to what rain (o) and to rain (/\) means, but they might disagree as to
the eValwtion word derived from it,

And now give me statements to analyse with this little gadget, You must of
course bear in nind, that vwithin the shart space of this lecture I could only
acquaint you with my idea and with the problems with which my work and this-
gadget can deal, I hope however to lave more oppartunities to show you how my
idea and this gadget works, End of notes,




