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JULIAN HUXLEY ANSWERS

When Huxley left Sydney he took with him a number of issues of my Semanto-
graphy Series, and the Notes which I had prepared for our meeting. Later on,
I sent him my further writing to London., In Merch he wrote from Delhi., I do
not lmow whether he had received the material sent to London. In his letter,
he told me that he had talked with the Director General of Unesco abouk ry work,
He advised me to ask for a publication grant from Unesco, This I d: § However,
the result was the same as that of previous approaches. This time, I knew that
the refusal of the Unesco men to do anything for my work was final, I had put
great hopes on my meeting with Huxley and my disappointment was profound, I
cursed the whole set-up. I found it useless %o dsbate anything with Huxley or
with anyone else. The financial side of the whole brochure was another WOrry,
and as my approach to Huxley had brought no result I was in no hurry to finidh
ny writing on this sibject, It was only the persistent request from some
libraries for the Huxley brochure which forced me to finalise this writing, I
therefore decided at last to answer to the critical remarks of Huxlg and here-
below is my letter ® him, I prefer to have the reader read my letter first
in which I have cited every remark of Huxley and immediately my answer to it,
The text of Huxley's letter then follows, I prefer this arrangement, because
the reader might be interested to read only what Huxley said and might not be
interested to read my answer, In 1951 a comroversy was fought on my wark in
the Sydney Moming Hereld (cee Series No. 61), A lefter from a retired profess-
or of geography was printed by the Herald under the heading of PROFESSOR'S
OFINION. That Professor was ignorant of wmy work, ignorant of its advantages,
yet he was a professor and therefore his letter harmed my work, Fortunately
the Herald brought another letter by Mr. David Donaldson a Sydney University
student who had studied my work and written an article sbout it. He answered
pointedly to the "Professor's Opinion.", but people are greatly influenced by
the utteramces of a professor "who ought to know", I prefer therefore to give
my answer to every critical remark of Huxley, and after that I give the reader
an opportunity to read the text of Huxley's letter, Should Huxley reply, I
shall make it another issue of my series, But I have to finish the brochure
for the libraries, This issue ends it,

Sydnegy 8th November, 1955

Professor Juliam Huxley
3). Pond Street, Hampstead
LONDON., N.W.3.

Dear Professor Huxley,

‘xactly two years have gone by since we met, and I sincerely hope that this
letter will find you in the best of spirits and health., In my previous letters
I have thanked you for the interest you have shom in my work end for the comment

which you have made on my writings about our meeting which I sent to you. I
have duly acknowledged the detailed letter of March 6, 1954 which you wrote in
New Delhi, and I have thenked you for all the good words which you had for wy
work and for your endeavours to interest the Director General and his first
assistant in my work, I promised to answer in detail to your critical state-
ments which meent very much for me coming from, what I consider, the highest
authority on some of the problems involved, I regret that one and a half years
had to pass until I, at last, am writing the promised letter. The reason for
my long silence will become obvious from the following paragraphs. As you have
made a number of comments on different aspects of my work, comments vhich may
have eseaped your menory, I shall cite everyone of your comments amd refer to
it.




The Importamce of Semant araphy.

*" You wrote: "I agree th.t your semantographic method provides something
of real importance,"

Many thanks for this praise., It has given me a tremendous uplif't and has
bolstered my courage in the face of heavy odds, of which I shall tell you in
the next paragraphs,

Aid from Unesco,

You wrote: "I think that a full account of it ought certainly to be

published, and I hope that you way recelve some support from
Unesco for this purpose,

I have spoken to Dr, Luther Evans when he was in Delhi sbout
your work and gave your documents to his chief assistant, Mr,
R. Maheu, as well as telling him about your work, I think if
you write direct to Monsieur Maheu at Unesco, 19, Ave, Kleber,
Paris 16€, asking for support from Unesco for publication,
this would be the best thing.

T felt elated at your message and thought that now, at last, my work has
been put into the right hands with the right recommendation by the right men -
you. My disappointment was cruel. The Unesco officials, ineluding Dr, Evans
wrote back, declining every assistance., In despair, I asked that at least, a
short account of my work should be published in one of the issucs of the
Unesco Courier in order to informm educators in different parits of the world
thot such a system exists., Dr, Bvans, in a personal letter declined even this
small request,

s few months ago he visited Australia, I asked for an inberview, but he
ignored my letter, I cennot find words for expressing my disappointment and
for condemming the attitude of the Unesco officials, an attitude which prevaile
ed with Unesco since its ineception, and since I offered my work to Unesco 6
years ago,

Now, that Unesco is 10 years old, it may be proper to assess its achieve-
ments, The Tfact is that this world-wide organisation commands the best
educational and scientific breins of wankind, and the result is that now one
single new idea has emerged from Unesco, or has been introduced by it., In
the words of one of your colleagues Professor Laencelot Hogben, F.R.S. : Unesco
has become a comic synonym for Fiasco,

This terrible disappointment is the real reason of my long silence, I
have gone through similar disappointments with other scholars whom I approach- —
ed, but in your case I hoped that the highest officc in the world has at last
been contacted by you with the strongest recomncendation on your part. The
result is Nil,

Studying the fate of the men vho pionsered new ideas, I found that they
met with similar disappointments - unless they had a powerful sponsor. Take
Charles Darwin for instance, Last Saturday, the Sydney Morning Herald
reviewed a new book, "Apes, Angels, and Victorians" by Professor William
Irvine of Stanford University (publ. by Weidenfeld and Nichols, London),
Irvine tells of the vexations which Darwin felt when he found out that
Wallace had come to similar conclusions with regard to the theory of evolu-
tion, In all fairness to Wallace, every reference to this theory should be
a reference to the Darwin-Wallace theory, Yet, Darwin was, and still is in
every mouth, Wallace is forgotten, Why? Because Darwin had a powerful
sponsor - your grandfather Thomas Huxley,

But this is not the whole story, The fact is that it takes more than a
generation until a new idea proposed by a pioneer is not more considered as
ridiculous to be treated with contempt by the authorities of the day, The
Darwin-Wallace theory had become respectable for scientific circles, because
nearly two generations ago, Lamarque had proposed the essence of the theory,
And Lemarque was not an obscure outsider, He was a salaried scholar, who was
paid for thinking these things up. 4And he had no trouble to get them publish-

ed. Surely there were some men before him, some of then his contemporaries
who had influenced him in discussions, I have mede many seientific library
researches in the course of my activities in the patent field; studying the
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history of a number of new ideas, Just give me the mongy and the time to roam
in the libraries, study the letters of Lamarque and the contemporary not
published menuseripts of other writers, and I shall have no difficultiecs to
find the names of others vho have thought in similar lines as Lamarque,

In my case, another 50 years might have to pass, until salaried educators
mey begin to treat my idea seriously, When Braille was alive, the French
Academy rejected his idea, his headmaster forbede him its teaching, his
colleagues sneered 2t it, Today, all blind menkind writes in Braille, and
Unesco officials of the various Braille comnittees are hopping arcund the world
from one conference to the other,

90 years hence, or 500 years hence (educators are slow with innovations ir
new educetionsl idess) seeing menkind will write in Bliss and future Unesco
(or any other reme) officials will spend the texpayers money in travelling from
one conference to the other, promoting Semantography, It might not be Semanto-
graphy. My initial work might be forgotten and some other tescher, & Kr.
Teachkins way have proposed his Teachkinogrephy, Of it may be a Monsiewr Tesch-
kineau, or a Herr Teachkinitzer, or Teachkinini, or Teachkinoff, Novhere is
theft of original ideas mors rampant than in the realm of science, in spite of
all the bibliographies which busybodies attach to thelr writings, Of course,
of course, there were other men before them, but their ideas were "half~digest-
ed," "crude," "inconclusive" ar other "human evaluations® (see belon ) readily
ot hand to diwminish o ploneer's achicvement,

As you see, one and o half year have not diminished my dismay end snnoyance
ot the freatment meted oui %o me by the Unesco busybodies, And you moy be dis-
mayed and amnoyed at this letter and may stop reading thers and then, Well, I
hope you will go on rezding, end I hope too that you will understand thet the
oniy way open to me is to fight for my work., salready great libraries are
collecting 211 wy writings, I hope you will react nobly to this letter, I
shall now refer {o your statements one by one and give you the necegsary inform-
ation of what I have to say to them,

TH-1, 3

Sementography for mwactical purposes and for Ethics,

You wrote: "I fecl it e great pity to mix up two very different things, as
you do (a) the practical value of Semantogrephy in certain
definite spheres, and (b) z whole theory of ethiecs and semant-
ics - this quite irrespective of the truth of the ethical or
philosoghical theories concerned." '

Before I go into this, I remember the saying of the grest physicist Boltz-
nonn who sald: Nothing is more practical than a zood theory, Paraphrasing
Boltozmenn I might zay that nothing would be mar ¢ practical for mankind than s
good warking theory on Fthics, which people cen readily apply and use to all
their doings.

Now, vhy have I launched on theories of cvolution, ethics, biology, eto.
when I have told you about the aspects of Senentography? The reason is obvious.
If you were an expert on fire prevention only, I would have discussed with you
uy simple safety symbols for fire prevention in public buildings, railway
stetions, cinemos, ships, ports, etc. etc. I woulin't have thought of bother-
ing you with theories on sementics and ethics, Similarly, if you were an expert
on legcl insurance proceedings, I would have told you about nothing else but
the semantics of Semantogrephy, I would have demonstrated to you how vague,
and ambiguous words in insurance policies which lead to endless lesel proceed-
ings could be easily eliminated,

But you are one of the world's foremost biologists, more than that, the
world's most advanced pioneer of a new ethics, derived from new biological
theories, I simply hed to show you these aspects of my work, Indeed, this
wes the reason of my approach to you,

It is interesting for me to see within you the same evolutionary trend in
thought vhich occured in my mind when I Pirst contemplated the aspects of
Sementography, es you have done when first confronted with my work., Indeed, I
was firmly determined to evolve Semantography for only "certain definite spheres",
nenely for safety symbols on the hishways and elsewhere. It did not enter wy
mind o indulge in questionsble theories on ethics and semantics, whidh might
indeed endanger wy whole work, ' ;
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I therefore started with the first symbols, showing s door, gate, portal,
proceeded then logically to the symbols for entrdce and exit

4—.-——? -———--—; ’

Then I drew the outline of a wavy flame to mean fire + By combining two iy
symbols, I came readily to the symbol for fire exit .

Then I thought of the symbolization of a warning sign found in every train
all over the globe, I% reads in & host of different languages: IN DANGER
PULL CORD, A cord can easily be outlined, equally to pull in using the arrow
downward, But how to outline the weaning of danger? It has no outline what-
ever,

This set me thinking, I found that the meaning of denger is utterly vague,
Indeed what on: pcrson may consider to be a danger, another person may werd it
off with a laugh, declaring that there is no danger at all, But a cord will be
a cord for both, 4 door will be a door to both, fire will mean fire to both.
Only with regard to the meaning of danger will these two persons vary. Indeed,
wany times people have pulled the cord, have brought the train to a standstill,
had to pay a fine and had to listen %o 2 severe admonition that there was no
danger at all,

In trying to analyse the meaning clements (I am essentially a chemist who
has learned to write chemical semantography) which constitutes the complex and
compound meaning of danger, I found that the meaning danger contains the 3
meaning elements, namely (1) fear of (2) future (3) events. In ny system these
3 (let us say) meaning molecules, can be further anzlyzed into their meaning
atomes, (so to speak), I do not want to weary you with many symbols, I shall

only indicate the analysis of these 3 meanings, An event is a physical action

by a material body (and this means also o neurcn in s material brain in gpace

ond time, The meaning of future is sywbolized by my time meaning thus:)( which )(
coumbination can easily be divided into Easti showing the parabolical line

stretching to the past words written, and future, showing the parabolical line
towards the space on this paper where the future words will appear, thus (

Now to the meaning of fear, This is a biclogical mechanism implanted by
that mysterious dame, Mother Nature into every creature frou complex man to
%o the one-cell anoeba. 4 kind of S.0.8. warning signel, which acts even in
many plants, I interpret the morse signal of S 0 S in this case as neaning ;
Sense of Survival, or Sense Of Selfpreservation, We know now that the reaction
iz completely unconscious in man. His eyelid will flick when an objeet comes
near to the eye, and it will do so even before the person has time to conjure
up the meaning of dan ger in his mind. We also agree that &l1l those natural
reactions are co-ordinsted in the brain cells, That lcad me to put as the
Pirst symbol for fear the outline of a humen upper skull, under which the
brain is housed, thus N , Incidentally it outlines alsc the cranium of higher ==
amimals, and they too have evolved many words (cries, shouts, whistles, etec.)
when feelingz fecar and danger.

48 you see, I started off with simple symbols for a door and a flame and
presto I was faced with difficult biological and psychological problems, It
was a challenge, which I had to meet, There wes no way out than to proceed,
"Fear of fubure events" means fear of something which hadn't happened at all,
but which some minds imagine that it might happen. Imaginetion again refers
to a uwysterious brain mechanism which ensbles men to see ivirtually with closed
or even open eyes) future events as they wight happen. Gonsequently the syabol
for imagination must carry as the first symbol eleaent the mind symbol, thus
imagination 0, fear O danger @ , as well as other mind O meanings like
Jealousy @, cnvy O, hate M, reason M, conscience N, ete, must carry this
svmbol 0O,

Having thus established the class of ming" meanirgs, I had to realise
that these meanings vary between different persons. One mind may fear 0O,
the other not though the physical phenomenon is exactly the same for both,
One wind may hate © a certain situation, another nind may not, Or in other
words: two different minds may think differently., Expressed in a terse
formala of Semantography we arrive st the first rule for mind N meanings:
O1 # 72 vhich mesns in every language: my wind is not equal to your mind,

The second and last rule for mind O meenings followed easily, Mird 0
meanings wey change with even the very same wind at different times, A
person wey be gripped by fear O when thinking of his financial difficulties
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during the night. In the morning the fear M may be gone though the difficult-
ies are there just the same. In order to express this second rule in my symbols
we must enter the time)( sign. We write “15] # 01( or in words: ¥y mind yester-
day is not equal to my wind tomorrow, I shall think differently at different
times about the very seme thing.

As you see, starting with simple safety symbols, I had to arrive soon at
the meaning for reason and reasoning, From here to the meaning of conscience
was only a step, I dreaded this step more than anything else, I felt that it
will bring me into conflict with all the churchmen and also with most of the
scientists, Worse even, the lay people who have been told that conscience is
the guiding principle in our ethics and religion, would be utterly repelled by
my findings, But there was no way out, I had to go further zhead or abandon
everything. Yes, I agree with your words that "it is a great pity to mix up
two very different things - (a) the prectical value of Semantography in certain
definite spheres and (b) a whole theory of ethics and semantics." I hope that
you will see from my explanations that there was no way out than to go forward
in the sezrch for symbols of a new medium for mankind, From the leter para-
graphs you will see thet these symbols, when taught in scheool to human beings
who grow up, must have grect beneficial effects in bringing sbout & new under-
standing of wan and his mind.

Freud's Bro and Superego.

You wrote: "Freud's Ego is not synonymous with reason and rational thought"

In answer to this I have to cite Freud's own words fropn his book "The Hgo amd
the Id" (Hogart Press, London), There he said: "The Bgo represents what we
call reason,"

You wrote: "Conscience is not identical with what you cell the supermind,"

To this Freud said: "Consideration led us to assuue the axisting grade within
the Ego, which may be called the Ego-Ideal or Super-FEgo.
Behind the Fgo-Idcal there lies hidden the first and most
importent of all, the identification with the father,.,
perhaps it may be safer to say with the parents, s a
child grows up the office of father is carried on by
others in authority .., their injunctions and prohibi-
tions ... continuc in the form of conscience, to exercise
the censorship of morals,”

In my search for a simple symbol for Conscience, I need not follow Freud,
There was the simple realisation that a young mind iz influenced by other
minds in &ll matters of conduct, That other mind way be the mind of the mother,

he father, the teacher, minister, in any case, to the child that influencing
mind is superior, It was the simplest thing %o do to put a higher mind symbol
on, thus: R}
N

This simple symbol @ shows us vividly how it is possible thet a good boy
vho has been influemced by his father (who s been influenced by his minister,
vwho hes been influenced by the teachings of Christ (though semantically differ-
mtly interpreted by different denominations)) will be reared to be a good
Roman-Catholic, or Protestant, or inglican, and then another superior mind may
take over, the mind of Hitler, or Lenin ami presto the good Roman-Catholic boy
will beecome a rabid Nazi or Commo and will kill with a clear conscicnce, But
he way even kill his fellowman and remain & Catholic in feith., In all the
religious wars and massacres humsn minds have been influenced by fanaticel
superminds and have killed with a clear conscl ence in the name of Christ, or
Jehowah, or Allah,

Bthics, morals and conscience.

You wrote: "Ethics, morals and sonscience are not identical,"

At first thought, it may seem that these 3 meanings are entirely different,
And here we encounter one of the most rampant samantic fallacies of human
speech, Just because different words are spelled and pronounced differently in
the very same language, we lave been led by our language teachers to believe
that these different words have different meanings, What is the difference
between a fraternity and a brotherhood? What is the difference between Liberty
and Freedom? Whole books and treatises have been written about this difference.
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Compilers of books on Synonyms have been busy to point out those "differences"
in spite of the fact that "synonym" means "same meaning”, The trick is per=
petrated by simply using different words to explain those imaginary differences.
In the fnglish language there is a Teutonic word for almost every Romance word,
hence Liberty and Freedom, Fraternity and Brotherhood,

There is then one thing to do: open the big dictionaries and search far the
differences in meaning for those differemt words: ethiocs, morals, and con-
sciemce, When we analyse the verbiage we find that one word is explained by
the other and vice wersa, though the trick is hidden by using a great many
words, But in essence we find that Fthics means a set of moral principles,
dictated by our conscience, DMorals means a set of ethical principles dictat-
ed by our conscience, and Conscience is the set of morel principles dictated
by our Ethics, and so on, '

&

Recalling my simple symbol o we can then easily reslize that what one mind
considers moral and ethical and conscientious, another mind may violently
deny, aml even the very same mind may differ, I know of course that such a
teaching would have brought me to the stake in the dark middle ages ard to
the firing squsd in the dark modern ages, but fortunately I live in Australia
and not in Russia ond can therefore question the teachings of all superminds
ineluding Lenin, Stalin and the other despots who have tumed semantics into

& new weapon, They have influenced their followers with new ethics, morals

and conscience to gas, deport, destroy millions of people for "the liberation
of wankind", just as previously mess killings have been taught for "the great-
er gloxry of God,"

Semantosraphy and conplex ideas,

You wrote: "I fail to see how the method could be used for sme of the
more complex and subtle purposes for which language is
required - unless the number of symbols combined to make
one word, another number of symbol combinations, is so
much increased as to reiove o great deal of the methods'
convenicnce, €.g, inmy own subject evolubion, development
and transformation ell have slightly different meenings,
Again conscierce is not identical with what you call the
supermind: nor are ethics, morals and conscience identical ;
yet you bave one gymbol for 211 Thus, while youwr system
should be very veluable in regard to simple actions and
concepts and accurately defireble terms, I don't see how it
could be readily extended to cover more complex ideas,"

- The length of this explenatory letter may be axcused by vy desire to show

- you how my system can be "extended to cover more complex ideas.™ Again, I

wish to emphasize that it is not necessary as you fear to increase the number
of symbols "as to remove a great deal of the method's conveniences, " Unbeliev-
able as it seems, I operate with less than 100 symbols, If the beneficial
effects of Semantography will be nothing more than to meke mankind realize
that the mass of verbiage used by the lovwbrow and even more by the highbrow
cxpress similer meanings, only differently expressed in different words, I

think that menkind would have made a grest step forward to the improvement
of human speech and understanding,

The first step is the realization that wmind © meanings have slightly
different mcanings in different minds or in the same mind at different times.
This explains why you consider that Freud has a different conception with
regard to the mcaning of reason ™ and conseience ¥, Hunmdreds.of books have
been written abﬁut the differences in the meanings of ethics 0, morals N,
and conscience "', and millions of debates are gaing on in millions of honmes,
classrooms and lecture halls about these weanings, with no opponent willing
to give in, Mind O meanings are just like that, We have no method to ueas-
ure their extent, because they exist only in man's mind ard have no counter-
part in nature, Vorse even, we are not swre whether some of them exist in a
rerticular wind at a particular time, A womén may acouse her husband or lover
cf being envious O, jealous O, hateful 0, revengeful N, cruel 0, ete. ete, and
the man may honestly deny these chorges and say that those wmind meanings
simply have not entered his mind. But the warst is that the individual hin-
self or herself is never sure what goes on in his ar her mind, Many minds
may believe © that they are filled with the noblest desires N, motifs 0,
ethics 7, morals 7, and in reality they uay be driven on by selfish gains.
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Or a s:nsifive mind may zceuse itself of sins O, passions N, low motifs O not
knowing that it is a victim of its conscience imposed upon it by a puriten
father or minister,

. Once we realize the terrific harm in husan reclationship vwhich is infliected
with these words upon untold of minds, once we realize that such heated debates
accusations and self-accusations lead nowhere, or rather lead to the breaking
up of lives, marriages, friendships, ctc, we may gain a glimpse of vhat semanto-—
graphy can do to the thinking of mankind,

Now to your meanings of evolution, development and transformation in your
own field of biology. How do they look in symbols? You way be flabbergasted
to learn that the meanings as such (without reference to a particuler field)
are expressed by one symbol only, the interational arrow Symbol ey v
Pirstly let us realize that we con spesk of evolution, development and trans-
formation of the means of transport or cinema entertainment, or crime publica-
tions or indeed anything, In all such cases, the arrow symbol is sufficient
to express these meanings, In particular we would have to add to the arrvow
symbol the symbol for transport (2 wheel), to cinema entertainment (eye, (™
pleture, wheel meening wovement), ete. all easily pictured with my symbol
less than 100 in numbers, In the particular cese of biology we would have to
add the symbol for life to the symbol of the arrow (see later).

Of course, the studeat of semantogrephy would have to know how the arvow
syubol has to be interpreted. This interpretation is simple, An arrow indi-
cates a movement of & material body in space and time, Time itself has only
one definite direction, Time goes on. Space however has infinite directions
and we know that not one direction is wore favoured than the other in an
absolut e sense, Directions in space are relative, The arrow as sudh ——p
means forward in ordimery speech, But forwsrd wgy meem in any direction. We
mey sy that mnkind goes forward to a better 1ife, or goes forward to ultimmte
destruction, or forwerd to the abolishment of all individual liberties, or to
the erection of greater and greater slave labour camps, and so strong is the
neaning of forward, progressive that adherents of totalitarian doctrines will
interpret if o2& wraning their and 'their. only partitnle? creed, declapiig all
other beliefs of being utterly backward and regressive, Not only scientists
feud with the same words having different mesnings,

In your particular case of biological ew lution, we spesk o a d evelopment,
evolution, transfarmation to higher aml more complex arganisms, but we know that
evolution, development cnd transformation may teke the opposite course and
evolve, develop ond transform into more primitive organisms, Of cowrse, with
you these meanings are 'slightly different" as you say, simply because you
attach to then slightly differsnt meanings wheress other minds may take them as
to mean the same thing, & movement of material bodies in space and time, You
yourself may change your mind sbout the slight differences in these meanings,
This is realized by the fact that the arrow expresses forward with regard to
what one mind calls forward, This howvever is not nscessary, because the student
of semantography knows that sny mcaning as symbolized by the arrow is vague and
relative and subject to the evaluation of what one mind declares to be forward
or backward in relationship to his particular frame of referece, With this we
arrive at the symbolization of human evaluations to which the mesning of forward
belongs, This I shall explain in a later paragraph., I wust oxplain in the
folloving paragreph the symbolization of Life with reference to the following
statement of yours.

The Meaning of Life in Semantography.

You wrote: "On page 7 of your letter you utilize the completely unscient -
ific concept of a Life Force - while biologist have been busy
analysing the various processes udexrlying development,
evolution,, ete., and finding scimtific explanations (e, g, in
Neo-Deryin TNotural Selection on 2 Mendelian basis as explana-
“tion of evolution.,"

I shall incur your greatest displeasure if I assert that you yourself are
a vietim of the megic of words, in as mudch as you take vords for explamations,
As a student I believed that the scientists have explained heaven and earth and
2ll {things around. Darwinand you figured highly in the beli-f - until I
started to work on Semantography and tried to get at the real meening of words,
Then I came to the conclusion that nothing ke.s been xplained, We have only
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found words for mysteries and in "explaining" one mystery we have used words
which are used to express another mysterious phenomenon. Stones fall, Why?
Because of gravitation, Gravitation in turn is that force which makes stone
fall, Todey we say that gravitation is die to tle curved space-time continuum.
Does this explain anything? Of course not, The mystery has grown greater,
Mendel found how offsprings come off. But why do they do so? No one knowsg /
Why do genes mutate? No one knows,

In my search for a simple explanation of the meaning of Life I have
searched,through the books on biology which I could find, I was looking for
onexplanation of what Life really is. In many books I could find nothing of
this, but only intricate descriptions of how life works in various organisms,
4% last I found the only honest answer in a book on prehistoric 1life by the
Harvard paleontologist, Professor Raymond., In describing the evolution of
Life on this planet he said quite in the beginning "What Life is no one knows",
It is a wystery in every sense of the word, and we have not the slightest clue
to it, in spite of the wmany theories,

I may weary you by referring to the old Paley gquestion, What scientists
are dolng, confronted with on intricate mechanis: built with emazing skill,
purpose and wisdom as for instonce a watch, is to describe (and above all
nome) the various axles, cogvheels, sprinzs and how they interact in great
grandfather clocks, smaller time picces or minute wrist watches, As to why
they act so purposefully and what or who has built them so cleverly, the
scientists will not venture any theory, but neither vill they admit their
utter ignorance, How then is the trick performed, how is humenity made to
believe that the biologists know? Why, by a wess of verbizge of course, by
talking in highbrow terms and in scientific nomenclatura which the lowbrow
takes as coming from some sort of revelation,

Of course, I imow that such deprecatory remarks are anything but "sciemtific®
but I have seen scientists throwing deprecatory remarks at each other and not
bothering about scientific concepts (see later), I think that it would be more
fitting faor the biologists to admit that they don't know what Life really is,
as Professar Raymond had done, There is a force at work which operates purpose-
fully and with amazing intelligence, Whether we call it the Life Force or any
other name is irrelevant, iny name will db, if only we reslize that names ard
words do not explain anything of this great mystery,

Realizing this, I thought that any syubol will be as good or rather as bad
Tor something, the nature of which we don't know. In any case, wy symbol
‘iosen 1s better than the English sgywbol compourd composed of 4 sourd sisns,
wiely L-I-F-E, I chose therefore the circle of the sun, without which no
Life is possible, indicating with this syubol that warmth (whatever this may
be) is necessary, To this I added a vertical line which should indicete an N
upright standing humen being as the highest development of Life on sarth thus: Q

Mind evaluations in Sementography

You wrote: "Granted that there is a great deal of aibjecetivism and relative-
ism in regerd to cthics and aestethics, 'beautiful' and ‘ugly?,
'good' and 'bad' have also @ objective component - at least I
would strongly maintain so,"

On the forcgoing pages I have d alt with mind-meenings like reason M, con-
science 7, envy N, Jedlousy 7, and other mind reactions., Now we come to a
particular reaction of which I maintain that it causes terrific sorrow to the
human race, This is the particular mind activity vwhich we nay call mind Jjudg-
ments O, Let uz consider animals vhich have no articulate specch. Some animal
may intensely dislike certain food, certain liquids, certein other animals or
certain meambers of their own species, Some may growl or snarl, saying what they
think, But only wén has invented specific words by the thousands for his judg-
ments of what he considers sympathetic or antipathic to hinm, 'Beautiful' ard
'ugly', 'good' and 'bad' are some of them, We moy consider hottentots as being
extremely 'ugly', They would think the same about us, But among hottentots,
as well as white people, two different winds may judge the very same woman
'beautiful' and tugly'.

With the words 'good' and 'bad' it is even worse, I shall deal with thenm
in the next paragraphs and at the end of this letter I shall show you that I
coree with you that there may be "also an objective component." Of course,
here we hove another judgment O word, naucly 'objective', Its meaning is
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purely fictional, Whatever we think is subjective to owr thinking, to our up=
bringing, to the working of our mind, The linguist and philosopher have fomed
an adjective from the meaning of ‘object', whidch is something which exists out-
side of our brain and independent of what we think about it, As the linguists
have taught us how to write, spell and pronounce and combine words we heve
then at liberty combined them to form the most bewildering arrey of vague mean-
ings and thoughts, We have been taught how to fom edjectives fram objects
and how to use adjectives, But the linguists have not taught us that ad jectives
are deadly weapons which inflict untold misery. This recognition, I think,
will be brought home by the use of my semantography., I shall then show in the
following paragrephs how the adjectives 'good! and 'bad' or ‘evil' have indeed
brought (and s$ill bring) untold misery upon the human race.

Chisholm's theory on the coneept of Good and Evil,

You wpote: "Further, I entirely disagree with Chisholm (and with your
acceptance of his views) sbout the bad effect of our use of
words like good and evil, etc; the concept of god and evil
is the cause of humen strife. This appears to me just nonsense,"

Befare going into this, let us consider your utter frankness in using such
2 deprecatory remark about a fellow scientist, Or in the words of P, G. Wode-
house "let us drink in the sight": +the former Director General of the United
Nztions Wducational, Seientific, Cultural Orgenication, acousing the former
Director General of the United Nations World Health Organisation of talking
"nonsense", )

For the layman this uey be & wonder, a bowilderment, or & devilish delight,
secirg scientists behaving like this, TFor the student of Yenantog raphy the
solution is simple, You say tlat Chisholm tslks nonsenge. But Chisholm would
hotly deny that he talks nonsense, Nonsense of course isa mind ® wmeaning, It
does not refer to o door, a cord, a teble, It does refer i & i gnent O of
two different minds about wind reactions namely thoughts M expressed in words,
Furthermore, at the tims you thought O and wrote about what I told you of
Chisholm's theory, you julged O it as nonsense O, But to-day nearly 2 years
clder, you may think differently according to the second mind rule of semanto-
graphy, Mey be you have changed your wing, May be you are about to change it.
For this reason I am writing this lonz letter to you. I want to influcnce your
mind, I want to change your thoughts about Sewantography and Chisholm,

Let us then realise what Chisholm had in wmind, the come ept of ®Evil in re-
ligious strife snd war, Granted that e witchdoctor, medicineman, pope,
cardinal or bishop felt that their territ ory was threatened, and their liveli-
hood twoo, what did thgy do to induce their s dherents to tace up arms ard kill . -
in cold blood and clear conscience fellowmen aginst which they had no grudge.
There was one word in all lansuages which wes used %o Judge P the enemies.

They are 'evil' and extermine ting them, eliwmincting thea from the face of the
earth was 'goad', And thus Christians werc told that Jews ere evil, and = =
Mohamedans were told that Christians are evil, and amony Christians alone there
were countless messacres, though all bolieved in the some God and the same '
Christ, It wes only because the other sect was labelled "evil', This terrible
word works even to-day., Extermimating Capitalists, or Comnunists or Fascists

iz good because they are 'evil' and their cre @ iz 'ewil!,

But it must not be bloodshed which is caused by these judgments. In every -
village of every country there cre bony fingers pointing at other people " 5
declaring them bad end evil and in wnseguence uany lives are ruined and much - -
migery is caused in almost every family where quarrels are centering around the
words "you are bad, that's what you are i"

I cannot understand how you can sy that Chisholm's theory is nonsense, He
1s a psychiatrist, You deal with living crectures in general, He deoals with
hupen minds and what perverts their thinking, No one can deny the terrible
influence of the concept of Good and Fvil, Think about it ard change you
mind :

Chisholm's theory of War,

You wrote: "Chisholu's theory of war is pure speculation; orpsnised war
is doubtless a late product, but intergroup hostility wes
aluost eertainly prevalent from the out set,"
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Here I see that you are referring to Chisholm's theory together with my exten-
sion of his theory, I wish thercfore to meke & clear division as how far Chise
holn went and frowm where I sterted to go further. Chisholm did nothing more
than to refer to the fact that the concept of good and evil causes havoc in hupan
relationship, and leads even to single amd wholesale murder. He venbured no
guess as when this tragedy started, He said that this goes back as far as "we
Imow anything of the humen race," Never did he even hint on what I found later,

1 laboured for years on the comcepts of conscience, of good and evil and all
that, I found only that these meanings are W terly vague and vhet one mird may
consider good, the other may judze bad and vice versa, Chisholm's lecture
bolstered my courage sd my conviction., I was then intrigued by Chisholm's
remark that the tragedy goes back cs far as we know anythiing of the humen race,
But surely, I thought, there was o time when those words were not yet invented,
when human speech consisted only of inarticulate cries, which were slowly formed
into specific mesnings, I studied therefare books on the evolution of human
speech, I was intrigued by a saying of Bertrand Russell who ramrked thet it
mst have taken untold generations of mankind wntil it was resl ised that two
boars, and two girls and two turnips have something in common, namely the
sbstract meening of "two" (2), Similarly I argued that it met have taken
unteld generations of mankind until it was realized that two bad snakes and
two bed tigers amd two bad smells have the abstract meaning of "bad" in common.
after that the clever ones, the witchdoctor end medicincmzn fourd no di fficuluy
to attach this abstract meaning to anything.

Having arrived &t this juncture, I studied the oldest records of wmen. The
records of the last 7000 years were full of wars ond vietories, The monuments
ond frieses of the antique show soldiers slaying each other. And the texts are
full of the evil desimms of the enemies, In contrast I found that the pre=-
historic cave paintings of paleolithic men (estimated of being 20,000 to 50,000
years old) show no sign of humen vier-fare, They show battles 2ll right, but
bzttles ageinst anmimals only, This drastic difference must have significance,
Apparently to kill his fellowman sgluply did not enter the mind of paleolithic
man, Otherwise he would have glorified his victories as he did with his
victories of animsl hunts, Then I found that other archeologists came t the
same conclusion, namely that human werfare wes sbsent in paleoclithic times,

But they went no further, though they went further then Chisholm, It was I
who went further than the archeologists,

We are all reared in the belief that war was, is and ever will be with the
husen rece, that it is part of human nature, indeed mrt of Natwe in general,
And the best mwroof is that all the species are waging war against each other,
But one archeologist Paterson said something which started me on a new trail,
He said that "it wey even be thought to be & sinister peculiarity of the human
species thet hordes should pursue hordes of the same kinmd With & persistent
purpose of rapine and destruction,”

"A sinister peculiarity of the lumzn species ?" How is it with other
species? Then I fourd to my utber amazement that indeed warfsre within the
sawe specles Of animals is utterly absent, Lions don't kill lions, tigers
don't kill tigers, wolves will roam the wintry forest howling med of unbear-
able hunger, but no wolf will kill cnd devour a fellow-brother—wolf, Only
man kills men,

Having arrived ot this fact, the strange absence of pictures of humen war-
far: in the 30,000 years old records of men took on & new significance. Perhaps
at that time the abstract meanings which led to bloodshed on a large scale were
not yet invented. Man lived and thought like the animals, that is they don't
kill their own kind, May be "intergroup hostility was almost certainly
prevelent from the outset" as you meintein, But this does not necessarily mean
that hordes set on exterminating each other, Animals just don't d this,

Intraspecific killing amon : the animals,

You wrote: "Though camibalism is rare in animals, it is by no means
absent - and it is not the same as intra-specific killing
which is not at all uncommon - e, g. in sexual fighting,
fighting for territory, etc."

Cannibalism amonz the same species of animals is rare as you said, It
happens sometimes in extraordinary cirecumstances, But s exiel Pight ing does




not lead to the extermination and eating of the rival, On the contrary, The
loser retreats without having been counted out by a referee, Death may oceur
only accidertally, as when antlers become entangl ed amd both fighters die of

. starvation, Fighting for territory is rare again, and sgain it does not lead
to extemmination and killing.

In contrast to this, the newspapers, the documents, the spesches, the monu-
ments are full with the talk of war agpinst the bad people and the necessity to
kill as many of then as possible,

fs an afterthowght you added "By the way, some ants also have organised
warfare," This has caused me a great deal of reading, I have found that there
are thousands of ant species, as different from each other as a mouse to an
elephant (to speak of size only, but salso of different featyres), Then the
experimenters did some incredible thing, They put two herds of different
species of ants in one sack, mixed them thoroughly and then poured the dazed
creatures out on the ground, This does not happen in nature, where in most
cases herdes let other herds severely alone,

I will adnit that I ventured ona ground where I am not an expert, But it
has happened time and again that outsiders found a new trail by thinking in
unorthodox lines, I am an outsider too as far as linguistics is concermed, It
should have been the job of a linguist to conceive semantography. It should lave
been the job of a biologist to make us realize that mass killings among the same
species simply does not occur in Nature, except in the human species.

Once we r ealize this, a new breathtaking hope opens up for humenity, Humen
warfare is not part of human nature, is not part of Nature at all, It is in
the word of the great psychiatrist Chisholm a mind perversion, a disease, an
epidemic which has engulfed the minds of man only recently, let us say during
the last 10,000 years - "and we have learned to combat diseases and epidemics
once we have found the cause" said Chisholm, I believe that I have found the
proof for Chisholm's theory and also the tool for his proposed prophilactic
treatment of mankind, The tool is Semantography which teaches us to recognize
the vague meanings which differ in different minds.

Is there also an objective component in the meanings of 'beautiful' and ‘good '7

You wrote: "I would strongly maintain so," armd I agree with you. ILet ne
then end this overlong letter with what I think, In order to find the object-
ive component let us loock at Nature and at the creatures vhich have no vague and
ambiguous words, theories and similar verbiage, We find then that there are liv-
ing creatures which are apparently on earth for the sheer expression of beauty end
beautiful, I refer to the flowers, What I have not said in the previous pages
is that two minds may readily agree to the same mind O meaning baving the same
mind reaction in both minds, White men and hottentots and people of all other
races may heartily agree that many flowers are 'beautiful!, that their sight
gives a sense of joy to our eye, that their smell gives a sense of joy to our
nose, and their fruits give utter satisfaction and the meaning of 'good! to our
bodies and well-being, And this brings us to the killings among different
species, We can well imagine a planet where there is such an abundance of
naturally produced food that there is simply no necessity for creatures to kill
other creatures. Nature has provided an abundance of many fruits which are
produced for the taking, leaving the creature, which gives the fruit, intact,
and going on living, Imagine that Nature provides food within the mother
animal, a wholecsome food which constitutes a great part of the food which we
human beings consume in the form of milk, butter, cheese, etc, Many species
are herbivarous, and I can well imagine that a lion can be brought up on food
prepared from naturally provided food, not carcasses of other animals,

You said somewhere that we human beings are now trustees of evolution and
it is up to us to shape our destiny on earth. Can we then observe the "objec-
tive component" on earth which must be in the meaning of 'good' and 'bad!,
Yes, I sayy and we can do so by studying biology. The one-cell amoeba is com-
posed by myriads of atoms and they all co-operate in order to keep life going
within their society, the one-cell amoeba, Then in the course of evolution
organisms grew more and more complex, A heart was formed in which myriads of -
cells co-operate  and the heart in turn co-operates with the organs of the
lungs, composed of myriads of cells, and they in turn co-operate with other
organs in the very same organism for the well-being of the whole society, This
then is the natural meaning of 'good', co-operation among individual atoms,
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molecules, cells, organs, organisms, and socicties of individwl organisms for
the common good, Anything against this nmatural co-operation is 'bad'! and this
is killing of living creatures, Granted that a sudden abumlance of grasshoppers
or tigers will bring about great killing of plants and animals, because the urge
to live is overwhelming and therefore the fedling of hunger in living creatures,
But these are extraordinaery circumstances like a devastating flood or fire, The
usual trend in living creatures is clearly seen, Thowh there might be an
occasioml regression in evolution the natural trend is to higher and higher
orgenisms in which co-operation is on a hisher and higher scale,

The biologists hav e deceived theasel ves and us by looking at ewolution as a
happening of chaotic, though fortuitous chance, But here is another angle to
look at, "BEvolution means co-operation," This is my angle and it my sean
utternonselse” to you anl other biologi sts and millions of intellectuals who
Lave been reared in your belief, But let us look at the happenings which occur
when a living creature, a plant, a tree, an amoeba, a fish, a bird, an animal
or a human being gets hurt, A portion of the body got injured, some cells are
destroyed, others only partinlly and infectuous foreign matter has entered the
body. If no preventive measures are taken, the body will be ultimately destroy-
ed. But in most coses this does rot happen. An alarm is sounded throughout
the whole body, thousands of cells are hurrying to the scene of the accident,
others are manufacturing preventive medicines which are rushed to the injured
fellow-cells, As soon as the body gets better, thousands of cells are busily
building new bark, new bones, new sceales, new skin, new hair, rew feathers until
through the co~opemation of all cells the camunity which forms the plant,
animal or man is well again, If this is not co-operation through community
effort, than I don't know what the word 'co-operation' means,

In doing so the individual cells, built of individual atoms and molecules
show an ingenuity and wisdom and skill and purposeful action ruch higher than
the best human engineer can show., This is & splayed most strikingly when a
new organism is built from one single cell within the womb of the mother
animal, The most cowplex engineering feats are asccomplished in building a
seeing eye, a hearing ear, a pumping heart, a breathing lung and many more
nost ingeniously constructed instruments, not to forget the device by which
the rew organism will ultimat ely be capable of bringing into the world other
organisms, Here we have co-operation not only for repairing injured parts,
This co-operation is creative in the highest sense, the building of new co-
cperative devices and bodies,

Let us compare this co-operative community effort with the o ~operative
actions by many human beings in building a larger organian, a humen community.
somehow they imitate the wisdom displayed by living cells, They build a fire —
bion and organise a fire brigade to combat inflammatory occurrences in the
body commmnel, A hospital is built for similar purposes, A central brain,
the town hall is organised to co~ordimate the community effort, etc, etc. In
this comparison there is only one great difference between individwl human beings
and individual cells forming human beings or lower creatures, They have mot
evolved articulatc language and abstract speech, Consequently they are free of
the officials and super-officials who set themselves up chbove the others by
means of vague language and thus hinder eventually the wniversal evolutionary
trend of co-operation., Those kings, conquerors and commissars, those prelates,
priests and atheist officials incite and hypnotize the others by means of vague
language to kill other individuals, destroy their communities, wipe then off
tle face of the earth for the greater glories of Christianity, Judaism,
Islamism, Buddhisa, Pascisn, Nazism, Communism and other thearies composed with
vague words, In this destructive process scientists have played an important
pert. There is no theory, no metter how destructive to the humen race, which
has not found some salaried scholars ready to uphold and justify it by weens
of a scientific theory, How did they do 1t? Why, by words and by words alone,
words which were uncommon tc the common people, words which surrounded them with
the nimbus of the "experts" who know. There was nobody to tell the common
people that the 'knowledge' of those 'experts' is no knoviedge at all, but
only new-fangled words to stand for unexplained mysteries. Those new words
were made to be taken as "explanations,"

But quite of'ten, 1t was unnecessary to invent new words, It was sufficient

- when someone said something in common language, provided that someone is cone
sidered an 'expert' on that subject., Now, you are an expert, Aind thousands of
time during your 1ife you have said: "When the fish were left on dry lmd, they
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they grew legs and learned to walk," It was as simple as that, But how Huxley
how? Surely a fish cannot grow a leg on his own free will, Neither can you
grow a feather and fly, Then there is no other 'explamation' than to realize
that the myriads of atoms which formed the myriads of fish throughout myriades
of years began to build legs in order to enable the organism to go on living
when left on dry land, Then those clever cells went one better and built
feathers, made the body lighter and induced the whole organism to become air-
born, It is the most phantastic nystery of the universe.

Not satisfied with those amazing engineering feats, tlat mysterious and un-
explained Life Force (or you may call it what you like) began to change things
far nothifd7fut to create beauty for beauty's sake. The most gorgeous colours
were menufactured by those individual atoms and cells which form the cormunities
of some birds end fish, much in the same way as humen comunities create beauty
and beautiful cities. Surely the bird and fish cammot make colours on their own
free will, How then do they do it, how?

Are you at a loss for an 'explanation?'! Surely not. No scientist is at a
loss, It's so easy - words, Just words, and lo the mystery is explained. You
are chiding me in your letter with these words:

"You utilize the completcly unscientific concept of a Life
Force - while biologists have been busy analysing the
various processes underlying development, evolution, etc.
and finding scientific explanations (e,g, in Neo-Darwinien
Natural Selection on a Mendelian basis as explanation of
evolution)" :

You are fooling yourself if you think that this is an explanation, 4&nd
surely the laymen not trained in semantics will be fooled too.

The biologists have deceived themselves and humanity by vague words, They
have thrown upon us the slogen of 'Natural Selection through Survival of the
Fittest!, In their ignorence of semantics and semantography they have not real=
ized that fit, fitter, and fittest are in themselves utterly vague, The corm=-
unists ard fascists, and &ll the big and small dictators have taken their clue
from the biologists (and Charles Darwin is a deni-god in Russia) that fittest
means Pittest in brute strength, that is the fittest bodyguards, bayoncts,
battalions, bombs and bombers, The opposite is true, It should be said that
Survivel in Life means survival by the fittest in comunity co-operation. Sur-
vival of the fittest animol in excruciating circumstances means survival of
that animal in which the cells make the most strenuous cammunity effort of co-
operation, That completely unscientific concept of mine, that my sterious and
unexplained Life Force, brings about a mysterious and miraculous co=-operation
of cells which make them invent , build and repair new orgens in order that the
individual creature may go on living ond produce other creatures in:ever wid-
ening higher co-operation of individuals and societies of individuals., We have
seen time and again that & group of men thrown upon & deserted island end re=-
lying for survival on brute strength only, have usually murdered each other,
Only those communities survived whose individuals co-operated with each other in
order to survive and thus followed the natural phenomenon which evolution
presents to us,

I am sorry, Sir to bother you with these many paragraphs which others may
have written to you thousands of times, You know all about it, But the others
who told you the same thing are displaying the evolutionary trend which makes
human trinds more and more sdvanced in their quest for truth, What I have said
has been thought and said by others before me, In particular, the idea that
humenity is now in the process of giving birth to a planetary orgeanism is pro=-
pounded by Professor Oliver L, Reiser of the University of Pittsburgh, who has
deeply influenced wy mind,

Ending this overlong letter, I recall that I started with simple safety
symbols only, was soon forced to deal with abstract and vague meanings and had
%0 end up with the study of the evolution of speech and the evolution of life
on this planet, In the course of this study I believe I have made a breath-
taking discovery., As all this concerns directly you, I had to bother you.
Professor Clyde Kluckhohn, the eminent anthropologist of Harvard, commissioned
me to write an article on my findings based on Chisholm's theary on the cause
and prevention of humen warfare. I attach this article, Perhaps you give this
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letter and article to a young biologist so that he may follow the evolutionary
trend and go forth where I have left off, Perhaps he will realize that human
warfare is not part of 'biological warfare,! We MUST eliminate human warfare .
WE MUST! We must realize tlat humen warfarc is a mental perversion caused by
destructive vords,

Yours sincerely,

Enclosure: Cc.K. Bliss, B,Sec,
Semantography Series No, 85

"4 possible proof and tool for Chisholm's theory

on the cause and prevention of humen warfare,"

Having now conditioned the reader against the prejudice of a "Professor's
Opinion", taving said what I have to say to Huxley's remarks, I present here-
below Huxley's letter in full,

¢/- Mr, T, Consalves,
Ministry of Natural Resources,
Government of India,

New Delhi,

March 6th, 1954,

Mr, C. K, Bliss,
5 Maroubra Bay Road,
Pagewood, Sydney,

Dear Mr, Bliss,

I have now at last a moment to write to you., I read your documents with
interest, and agree with your Sementographic method provides something of
real importance, I think that a full account of it ought certainly to be
published, and I hope that you may receive some support from Unesco for this
purpose, I have, however, various comments and criticismg.

(1) I fail to see how the method could be used for some of the more compl ex
and subtle purposes for which language is required - unless the number of
gymbols combined to make one word, another number of symbol-combinations, is
S0 much increased as to remove a great deal of the methods' convenience, e.g.,
in my own subject, evolution, development, and transformation all have glightly
different meanings, Again conscience is not identical with what you call the
supermingd; nor are ethics, morals and conscience identical; yet you have one
symbol for all 1 Thus, while your systan should be very valuable in regard to
simple actions and concepts and accuratdly definable terms, I don't see how
it wuld be readily extended to cover more complex ideas,

(2) I feel it is a great pity to mix up two very different things, as you
do ~ (a) the practical value of Sementogrephy in certain definite spheres and
(b) a whole theory of ethics and of semantics - this quite irrespective of
the truth of the ethical or philosophical theories concerned.

(8) Further, I cntirely disagrec with Chisholm (and with your acceptance
of his views) about the bad effect of our use of words like sood and evil,
etc; the concept of good and evil is the cause of human strife, This appears
“to me just nonsense,

(4) PFreud's ego is not synonymous with reason or rational thought,

. (5) On page 7 of your letter you utilize the completely unscientific
concept of a Life Force ~ while biologists have been busy analysing the
various processes underlying development, evolution, ete., and finding
scientific explenations (e.g., in neo-Darwinian Natural Seloction od a
iendelian basis as explanation of evolution),

(6) Granted that there is a great decal of subjectivism and relativism
in regard to ethics and aecsthetics, 'beautiful! and 'ugly', 'good! and ‘'bad!
have also an objective component - at least I would strongly maintain so |
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(7) Though cannibalism is rare in enimals, it is by no means absent - and
it is not the same as intra-specific killing, which is not at all uncommon - €48,
in sexual fightings, fighting for territory, sic,

(8) Chisholm's theory of war is pure speculation; organised war is doubtless
& late product, but int er-group hostility was almost certainly prevalent from
the outset, (By the way , some ants also have organised warfare).

I hope therefore in any future writings you will be carefil to separate the
practical and methodological importance of your Semant ogrephy from any general
theories about ethics, social development, semant ics, etc,

Yours sincerely,
(Sgd) Julian Huxley

(Julian Huxley)

P, S,

I have spoken to Dr. Luthen Evens when he was in Delhi about your work, and
gave your documents to his Chief Assistant, M:R, Mcheu as well as telling him
about your work. I think if you were to write direct to Monsieur Msheu at
Unesco, 19 Avenue Kleber, Paris 16 asking for support from Unesco for publica-
tion, this would be the best thing,




