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10, THE PHILOSOPHERS O MANKEIND

Dear Philosopher,

You are invited to take part in a fascinating philosophi-
cal venture. ;

Whatever you or your students write about it - be it a
suggestion for improvement or the most damning criticism -
1t will be printed and will go into important libraries which
have already given standing advance orders.

You will receive enough copies of your and your students
writings for the needs of your institution.

Kindly take the time to read this and the attached leaf -
let and catalog. Please circulate it among your philosophic-
al friends and students.

THE BASIC NEED FOR YOUR CO-OPERATION

Philosophy has fallen in disrepute with the peoples of our
planet and their politicians. Whatever money is allocated
for scientific research goes to the practical scientists who
can produce practical results of benefit to mankind.

At last, here is a chance to show to the world that philo-
sophers can do likewise and can claim the same attention.

THE BASIC IDEA OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

It concerns a practical tool of immense benefit to mankind
that is to every boy and girl, every man and woman, every
layman and scholar, every scientist, doctor, engineer, edu-
cator, etc.etc. Philosophers have talked about it for three-
hundred years, since the great philosopher Leibnitz conceived
the idea, but it was considered a mere philosopher’s specu- -
lation, impossible to realize. This has been done at last,

A philosopher in Australia, CK.Bliss of Sydney has devo-
ted 14 years to this problem. According to Bertrand Russell,
and other eminent scholars,Bliss has proved that the problem
can be solved in a simple way. But much more remains to be
done and Bliss is a retired man of advanced age.

The philosophers of mankind must take over the perfection
of this tool. You may be the one whose name will be 1inked
with its perfection.
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THE BASIC PRINCIPLE OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

Practical scientists have become more and more specialized
They know more and more about less and less, They have lost
sight of the great laws which wunifies the most diversified
phenomena of our world,

Here only the philosopher with his broad vision can help.
He can recognize those trends which are in harmony with the
unified laws. He can reject those which lead only to chaos.

THE BASIC AIM OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

Our world is in chaos, a chaos due in part to the chaos
of the specialised theories., And the trend is towards more
chaos, indeed towards the total destruction of mankind.

The solution of Leibnitz’s problem has far-reaching conse-
quences, Bliss has stumbled upon discoveries which are in
contrast to most of the thoughts and theories involving man,
Almost every anthropologist, sociologist, biologist, psycho-
logist and linguist will be up in arms against them, But it
will be a battle worth fighting for. The aim is a better fu~
ture for mankind,

THE BASIC ADVANTAGE OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

However, this time it will not be a battle of words, The
new practical tool can be taught in every kindergarten, in
every primary school, high school and university, 1t c¢an be
used in every field. It can be of immense advantage t markind
and to the philosophers of mankind. '

BERTRAND RUSSELL, JULIAN HUXLEY, OLIVER L. REISER, CLYDE
KLUCKHOHN and a number of other scholars have already
acknowledged the importance and practicability of this idea,

WHATEVER YOU AND YOUR STUDENTS WRITE ABOUT IT will be printed
and go into important libraries of the worldwich have already
given standing advance orders.

An informative leaflet and catalog is enclosed for you and
the librarian of your institution. Please circulate it also
among your friends and students. Write to

THE I NS T .I T U % B P OR SEMANTOGRAPIUHY
(Non-Profit) :
5 Maroubra Bay Road, Pagewood - Sydney, N.S.W. Australia.




PHILOSOPHERS AND SEMANTOGRAETRHT

By & happy chance I got hold of the list of the Members of the American
Philosophical Association, I found that most of them are Proflessors at American
Universities, Now I have approached already all the American Universities and
Colleges twice and therefore, I presume that the Professors of Philosophy in these
Universities and Colleges have been informed about the faet that the old spec-
ulation of Leibnitz has been realised at last, The more so was I disappointed
that only few took an interest,

When I drafted my leaflet which 1 intended to send to the Philosophers of
America, I was in a fighting mood and against my will the following text
came into my mind, ; ;

Draft of the Leaflet promoting the Books on Semantography and the brochure
Vnified Sywmbolism for World Understanding in Science by 0.L. Reiser to be
sent to the members of the American Philosophical Association,

T0 " THE PHILOSOPHERS “0F - AN REEGH

A Lett er to the Menbers
of the
American Philosophical Association

Professional philosophers and amateur philosophers (lovers of the love of
wisdom), whether they reside in their own ivoxy towers or in the ivyclad towers
of universities, are looked upon with distrust and suspicion by the common men
in the streets and even by the uncommon men in the chairs of the other faculties,

For too many centuries, too meny philomphers lave used up too many words,
and words alone, to destroy each other's wordy theories, Mankind has followed
through simply by destroying ecach other, and each side had no difficulty to find
a reaady-made philosophical theary for doing so,

Compared with the adhievements of the other faculties in providing means
for an easier and better life, the achievements of the philosophers seem % most
people as being less than nil, In consequence thereof, the chairs of philosophy
are considered old and obsplete pieces of fumniture, carried over from scholastic
days, and kept at modem universities for purely sentimentsl reasons only,

This is a great pity, because the philosophers have a great and important
task in this age of the expert specialist where, as the saying goes, every
scientist studies more and more of less and less until he knows almost every-
thing about almost nothing. By the ethical code of those specialists who lead
mankind to greater and greater efficl ency of extermination, it is anatema for
one specialist to talk about the domain of the other specialist, though they
may be working in the same department of the same faculty, The result is virt-
val disaster,

Here is where the philosopher is needed. Here is where he should step in
and provide practical means for the integration and beneficial use of all know-

ledge.

But alas, philosophers are anything but practical, So many centuries have
been filled with unpractical philosophical speculations that today too meny
philosophers believe that they simply cannot be practical,

We should realize that this defaitist attitude is a great threat to
philosophy in general aml to the philosophers in particular, - In an age where
the common attitude of wholesale destruction has made mankind sweep away wany
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the old institutions, the breaking up of the wobbly chairs of philosophy may be
only a matter of time =~ unless philosophers realize the danger and begin to

think in practical tems far providing practical things fbr humenity, that is
things, which people can use and vhich can help then in their exhausting business
of ftrying to stay alive,

And now, the unbelievable has come to happen. A philosopher has done it,
He has provided a practical tool for humanity, so practical timt compared with
it all the other practical things invented and perfected by all the other fac-
ulties may scen trivial, A new field is opening up for prof essional philosophy
with vistas anheard of - to teach the whole of mankind the use of the new tool
for the benefit of the whole of mankind,

True to tradition, the idea itself was outlined by a philosopher three
hundred years ago, But of course, it was then considered a mere philosophical
speculation, impossible to rcalize, And that philosopher himself made no
attenpt, But he bdieved that it will become a practicsl reality "I think
these thought s will some day be carried out" he wrote,

But his words remmined words only and were taken up by the masters of words,
For three hundred years they talked about the idea, they wrote about the idea,
but they made no attempt to realize it, Until - in our time a philosopher came
alorg with a practical streak in his mind., He sat dowmn and for seven years -
from 1942 to 1949 - sweated it out, That, he thought, were his s even lean years,
The fraternity of philosophers, so he thowght, will be delighted to hear that,
at last, the old problem lms been solved and philosophy las proved its practical
worth, Now, so he thought, perhaps the seven fat ycars will come (for he is an
0ld man with no monetary ambitions) - recognition of his work, the teaching of
it, and the use of it, so that he may die in peace and mntented,

As it turned out to his constermation, the seven lean years were the fat
ones; the creative years, the work done in jubilation as it progressed towards
reality, the happy expectation of being recognized as the philosopher who has
at last solved a problem wnsidered unsoluable for three hundred years,

In 1949 he had finished his work, had laid it doven in & volumes, showing
the application of the idea for every science, far every industry and technology,
for every type of commerce and communication, for education and even for the
most controversial fields where mankind and its sel f-appointed leaders are con-
stantly at loggerheads,

In addition to solving the problam, he made, in the course of his studies, a
discovery against which all the discoveries of the archeclogists and anthro-
pologists ey seem insignificant, His discovery is not a ward construction, He
really found something in the caves of prehistoric man, something of breathtak-
irg importance, The archecdlogists and the anthropologists haven't seen it,
simply because they are the expert specialists, Only a philosopher, holdirg
in his view the whole sweep of human endeavours could have found it - and he
found it, When it will become generally known, it will, together with his main
work, causing nothing less than a revolution in thought, It mey well alter the
face of humenity, It will, Such immodest words are written as a challenge.

You mey belittle the work, but to do sg it is necessary first to knov of it in
ell its aspect, 3

In 1949 when he was ready, he set cut to contact a few philosophers, He
hoped that the good news will spread from one philosopher to the other, In
1950 he met Bertrand Russell, who found wards of the highest praise for it,
With Bertrand Russell's recommendation he approached every university and
every college in the United States, He spent a small fortune in sending out
thousands of leafl ets and pamphl ts, so that philosophers should not be in
doubt that the old problem has been sdlved at last,

The result was dismal, With few exceptions, the philosophers took no
notice, The old philosophical speculation realized? It seaned too good to be
true, It may not be true at all, It may be just another wrdy treatise, We
have our own and no one cares about them,

But one philosopher did care, And he spoke up at the annual meeting of the
Americen Association for the Advancement of Science in FPhiladelphia 1951, Again
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the inverntor hoped that the news will spread, and agein his hopes were dashed,
Four years went by in writing personal letters to philosophers, universities,
foundations with the same shattering result, Time ran out fast,

In 1955 he published a brochure containing the paper which his profession=-
al benefactor read in part to the American Association for the Advancement of
Science, And again he sent word about it to cvery university and every college
in the United States of America, But the result was the same, Apparently, pro-
fessional philosophers are not interested in practical philosophical things which
work,

However, there is still the possibility that many philosophers did not
get the prospectuses sent for thei to the libraries of their institutions,
Libraries are swamped with prospectuses, And as the work was announced in the
prospectus as being applicablet%Ver science, industry, commerce, communication
and education, it may well be tlnt another professor got the prospectuses, Hence
this personal approach, this leaflet which is sent personally to every professor
of philosophy in the U,S.4, and every member of the American Philosophical
Association, This is a last approach, If it fails then prof essional philoscphy
will have condemned itself, This will become clear to every layman, because
every layman, even every youngster, can grasp the idea, its working and its use,
What is it all about?

We learn the 3 R's and then we go on learning mare R's and Arts, But the
most important Art is not taught in the primary and secondary schools of the
world - for lack of a simple method, It is the Art of Reasoning.

The Art of Reasoning is called Logic and Logic is taught at the universit-
ies by the prof essional philosophers, One thould think that there is no
discipline more impartant to teach all studemts of all faculties than the Art of
Reasoning. They are the coming leaders of the nations, They will make logical
deductions, ®nclusions and decislons which will affcet thelr people. They should
be compelled to study Logic.

But they are exempted, Only those few students vho subscribe to the
study of philosophy are compelled to listen to logicians, Why is it so?

The fact is ttmt conventiondl logic is a fossil carried over from schol-
astic days, inwhich philosophers thought that they can solve all problens by
menipulating words, Acocording to conventional logic a conclusion may be logically
true but factually false, or logically false but factually true. No wonder that
such nonsense has compelled the academic authorities and the professors of the
other faculties to spare their students such futile study.

But there is one kind of logic (not taught in the departments of philoso-
Piy) which is held in the highest esteem and which is indeed taught even in every
primery school in the world, It is the logic of the mathematical symbols and
their operations, something of immense practicability to the whole of mankingd,
And here our story starts almost 300 years ago,

In 1764, a youth of eighteen, later to become the famous philosopher
and mathematician Gottfried Wilhelm Leibnitz was immensely
impressed by the great usefulness of algebraic symbols, He
then dreamed of algebraic symbols for the whole r ange of
languaege in which every statement in every language could
be written down in symbols and operated upon in order to find out the unknown
the wriables, the falsehoods and the truth,

Later he read John Locke's "Essay concerning Human Understanding". He
was so much taken with Locke's work that he wrote his own "New Essays concerning
Human Understanding" as a discourse between himself and Locke, And here he
developed his dream of a Universal Symbolisn,

"A Universal Characteristic, very popular ,.. might be introduced if
small figures were employed in the place of words, whid: would represent visible
things by their lines and the invisible, by the visible, which accompany then,

This true method of a Universal Symbolism would ,.,, zuide the mind as
do the lines drawn in geometry, and the formulas in arithmetic ,..
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This would be of s ervimrt first for easy comunication with distant nations;
but if introduced also among us, without however, renounding ordinary writing ...
would be useful in giving thoughts less surd and verbal than we now have ..,
This figur ed character would be very agreeable to the people, just as in fact
the peasants already have certain almenancs ,..

I think these thoughts will some day be carried out, so agresable and
natural appears to me this writing ,,. for rendering our cmnceptions more real,"

NEW ESSAYS CONCERNING HUMAN UNDERSTANDING (Translated by 4. G, Langley,
MacMillan New York 1896).

But nothing was carried out for 300 long years.

In 1930 Sir Riclard Paget, a philosopher and pioneer in the symbolism for
the bom mute wrote these prophetic words in his book "Babel",

"We are in the alarming position of having enomous control over the forces
of nature, and very little reasoning power to guide our actions - in fact, very
muich like a lot of children playing with loaded guns, Man, it appears, is still
handicapped by his ,,. muddled way of thinking, May it not be that much of this
unreasonable ruddle is due to the simple fact that our symbols for thought -
language - are not yet set in order; that in the matter of thought symboliam
we are 8till much in the same state of confusion as the Romans were in their
arithmetic? We should be horrified at the difficulty of multiplying MDCCIX by
LVII; to the educated Roman it seancd natural and inevitable, but his arith-
metical powers suffered in consequenc g

Humen thought requires an efficient method of symbolism such as no
language yet supplics, If the keepers of our language maintain a die-hard
attitude and succeed in preventing reasoned improvement the result will, I
suggest, be that langiage will be less and less used for intellectual and
rational purposes and relegated to an altogether inferior status as the
symbolis of sentiment and small talk, All accurate thinking will have to be
carried out by means of some other symbolism like that of mathematics,

This idea is also not new ,,. Leibniz realised the need of a refommed
symbolism and method of thought, He imagined a universal symbolism of thought
which would b e understood by all nations, and by which thought itself would
become accurate ard quantitative."

BABEL (Kegan, Paul, Trench, Trubner & Co, London.).

In 1950 Bertrand Russell came to Australia and met the man who has realised
Leibnitz's dream, C,X. Bliss, B.Sc, of Sydney, He studied his work and he
challenged Bliss with r epard to some of the most controversial meanings includ-
ing Philosophy, Afterwards he wrote,

Dear Mr, Bliss,

I have been loocking through your systen of Semantography and I think very
highly of it, The logical analysis is good, The symbols are ingenious and
easy to understand, and the whole is capable of bdrng very useful, Any man
or men who will spand the money necessary to get your work printed will, in
my opinion, be performing an important s ervice to mnkind,

Yours sincerely,
Bertrand Russell

P,S. You are at liberty to make any use you choose of this letter,

In 1951 one American philoscpher recognized Bliss's achievement, It was
Prof essor Oliver L, Reiser, Professor of Philosogphy of th e University of Pitts-
burgh. He read a paper a the annual meeting of the AAAS in Philadelphia and
said:

"Phis is about as far as my own speculations had gone when - to my surprise
and delight - I received a communication from an investigator in Australia which
gave & measure of validity to these fugitive speculations. It tumed out that
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an industrial chemnist - Mr. C, X, Bliss of Sydney, Australia - had already-reé.l;
ized the ambition of the great mathematician Leibniz,

In explaining his project, Bliss infarms me that he was inspired by my -
words, to the effect that

"The central difficulty with Scientific Humanism has been that it has
tried to put an immenscly simple e ssage into words, whereas such a messc:.ge
can only be written into a form of a universal picture language,

The job is to find a layout, a picturc basis, so simple and so huge
that it is usable by anyore who has mastered the movies ar can punch a radio
panel," i

. My claim was taken literally by Bliss, Examples of his system ond his
symbols are shovn in the attached leaflet and the following pages,

It is my opinion that Bliss's system has great virtues.Among its advante
ages is the fact that it offers a new kind of universal literacy to the three
quarters of the world's population vho are illiterate, Peasants in all oountries
could waster and use Bliss's picture writing, In Asia and Africa hundreds of

- different languages are spoken, Even adjacent villages mey have dﬁ‘feren‘h
languages, Now one primer could be used for all languages. ;

Scientists have found in Africa that natives, engulf‘ed. by superstitions,
are not able to adopt improvements in agrlmlture, hygiene and the like without
literacy, Bliss's bysten provides, therefore, a powerful stimulus and aid fo
President Truman's "Point Four Progren" (now the Technlcal Assistance Progran of
the United Nations),"

Sir Richard Paget {see above) too acknowledged Bliss's achievement,
What you can dol P e

1. You can order the broohure containing Prof, Relser s expos:;.tlon of Bliss's
work,
0. L, Reiser UNIFIED SYMBOLI3{ FOR WORID UNDERSTANDING IN SCIENCE
including Bliss Symbols (Semantography), Logic, Cybernetics
and Semantics i
app, %2,000 words, illustrated ,... $ 2,00 including postage

Cont ents of Chapters: follows

2, You my arder
SYNOPSIS OF SRVANTOGRAPHY by C, K Bliss

3, SEMANTOGRAPHY & wolumes by C, K, Bliss

4, You may indwce some of your students to make a critical study of Semantography,
Whatever they write it will automatically be incorporated in
THE SHIANTOGRAPHY SERIES
the ever growing collection of books, brochures, panphlets, 1ea:f'lets, articles,
courses, controversies, correspordences, appllcatlons in varlous fields of
Semantography,

- The Semantography Series is the instrument to keep this idea alive, and
you areinvited to induce your institution to give a stahding order for all
past and future issues,

Harvard University, the Library of Congress snd others ave done =0,

I showed this draft to a Professional Philosopher and he was just flabber-
gasted, Jfmong the arguments which he brought forward was one which convinced
me, He said: "This provocation will do you no good., They will not buy your
books," I agreel to this and thought thet I might neke one last wnventional
approach to the Philosophers, I altered, therefore, the whole text and wrote,

Draft No, 2
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"0 THE PHILOSOPHERS OF AMERICA
A letter to the Merbers of the American Philosophical Association
Here is good philosb‘phicé.l News.

A 300 yenrs-old philosophical probleaa, posed by the great matheratician-
philosopher Leibnitz has bem solved at last, A tool of immense practicability
for mankind in all fields of science, industry, commerce, communication, education
etc, has bean perfected, Philosophy has proved its practical worth and opens
up 2 new field of teaching, Here is the stary of its developmert throughout
the Jast 300 years,

1625 Rene Descartes writes about a "methodical system for all ideas"

1661 George Dalgarno invents his Ars Signorum "en easy medium of comunication
and also to cure even philosophy itself of the disease of Sophism and
Logomachy. "

1668 John Wilkins writes his Essay "Towards a Real Character"
16 John Locke writes his "Essay conc eming humen Understanding"

16 Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz answers with his "New Essays concerning Human
Und er standing" ard develops his idea about a "Univ ersal Symbolism" ....
very popular ,.. which will guide the mind as do the lines in Geometry
and the formila for operation in Arithmetics ... would be of service
for easy comunication with distant nations ,.. would also be useful in
giving thoughts less surd and verbal than we now lmve," He prophesied
"] think these thoughts will some day be carried out," But nothing was
done for 300 years and his speculations were considered impessible to
realize,

1922 C. K. Ogden (Cambridge) and I,A, Riclards (now of Hervard) state that
Leibniz's speculation "still remains where Leibniz thus left it,"

1942 C. K, Bliss B,Sc. (now of Sydney) started work on Lelbniz's problem and
solves it successfully within 7 years, He calls it "Semntcgraphy®. He
also made an archeologicel and anthropological discovery of prime
importance

1950 Bertrand Russell meets Bliss in Sydney and writes "Semantography I think
very highly of it". Supporting it means "performing an important service
to mankind."

1951 Olivew L, Reiser (University of Pittsburgh) reports to the American
Assodiation for the Advancement of Science, "Bliss's heroic wark ... he
realized the ambition of the great mathematician Leibniz",

1952 Harvard University, the Library of Congress and leter other important

libraries place a standing order on all past and futwe publicati ons on
Sementogrephy collected in the “"Semantography Series",

1952 Clyde Kluckhchn, anthropologist of Harvard meets Bliss and reacts
favourably to Bliss's anthropological and archeological discovery.,

1955 Julien Huxley meets Bliss and writes "Samnt ography provides something
of real importance," He urges Unesco to promote its wider knowledge.

1965 Oliver L, Reiser (Pittsburgh) writes his "Unified Symbolism for World
Understanding in Scieice" an exposition of Semantogrephy and Cybernetics.

THE APPEAL TO THE PHITOSDPHERS (F AMFERICA

Bliss is a retired old man, He hopes to see that other philosophers will
take an interest in this world-abracing idea, amd that their =nd their student's
writings on the perfection of this new tool will through the "Semant ography Series"
be mede known in 21l wiversities throughout the world. This-is an appeal to order
the books on Semantography and to give a standing order for the 3 eman tography
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Serics and to mriicipete actively with articles and treatises to this growing
collection of brochures, pamphlets, university lectures, articles, ete, ete,

THE BEILOSOPHERS OF AMFERICA can actively realize Bertramd Russell's
words and thus “perfa'm an impartant service to Mankind."

Issued by THE INS’I.‘ITUIE (F SEMANTOGRAPHY AND THE SRIAN'OGRAPHY PUBLISHING CO.
(Non Profit) 5 Maroubra Bay Road, Sydney-Pagewood, N, S. W. Australiz,

After studying this second d raft I discarded it too, and after writing some
more drafts I finally settled on the draft below, In order not to make the leafw-
let too big I decided on a smaller scale, and made also the Catalog of all my
publications (Sem, Series No, 163) and the special catalog of the list of all
issues of the Semantography Series (No, 100, end 101) of the same size,

The list of the members of the American Philosophical Asscciation contained
about 1250 names, The addresses of most members were the addresses of their ine-
stitutes and universities, At last, with the help of my good wife the leaflet
and the catalogs were ready, over 1250 copies of them, over 1250 addressed enve-
lopes, over 1250 stamps and over 1250 hopes went out %o the Philosophers of
America, hopefully addressed as the Philosophers of Mankind,

e

10 THE PHILOSCPHERS OF MANKINGD

Dear Philosopher,

You are invited to take part in a fascinating philosophi-
cal venture.

Whatever you or your students write about it - be it a
suggestion for improvement or the most damning criticism -
it will be printed and will go into important libraries which
have already given standing advance orders.

You will receive enough copies of your and your students
writings for the needs of your institution.

Kindly take the time to read this and the attached leaf -
let and catalug. Please circulate it among your phllosophlc~
al friends and students.

THE BASIC NEED FOR YOUR CO-OPERATION

Philosophy has fallen in disrepute with the peoples of our
planet and their politicians. Whatever money is allocated
for scientific research goes to the practical scientists who
can produce practical results of benefit to mankind.

At last, here is a chance to show to the world that philo-
sophers can do likewise and can claim the same attention.

THE BASIC IDEA OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

It concerns a practical tool of immense benefit te mankind
that is to every boy and girl, every man and woman, every
layman and scholar, every scientist, doctor, engineer, edu-
cator, etc.etc. Philosophers have talked about it for three-
hundred years, since the great philosopher Leibnitz conceived
the idea, but it was considered a mere philosopher’s specu-
lation, impossible to realize, This has been done at last.

A philosopher in Australia, CK.Bliss of Sydney has devo-
ted 14 years to this problem. Accbrding to Bertrand Russell,
and other eminent scholars,Bliss has proved that the problem
can be solved in 2z simple way. But much more remains to be

~done and Bliss is a retired man of advanced age.

The philosophers of mankind must take over the perfection
of this tool. You may be the one whose name will be linked
with its perfection.
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THE BASIC PRINCIPLE OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

Practical scientists have become more and more specialized
They know more and more about less and less, They have lost
sight of the great laws which unifies the most diversified
phenomena of our world.

Here only the philosopher with his broad vision can help.
He can recognize those trends which are in harmony with the
unified laws. He can reject those which lead only to chaos.

THE BASIC AIM OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

Qur world is in chaos, a chaos due 1in part to the chaos
of the specialised theories. And the trend is towards more
chaos, indeed towards the total destruction of mankind.

The solution of Leibnitz's problem has far-reaching conse-
quences, Bliss has stumbled upon discoveries which are in
contrast to most of the thoughts and theories involving man.
Almost every anthropologist, sociologist, biologist, psycho-
logist and linguist will be up in arms against them, But it
will be a battle worth fighting for. The aim is a better fu-
ture for mankind,

THE BASIC ADVANTAGE OF YOUR CO-OPERATION

However, this time it will not be a battle of words. The
new practical tool can be taught in every kimtlergarten, in
every primary school, high-school and university. It can be
used in every field. It can be of immense advantage @ mamkind
and to the philosophers of mankind.

BERTRAND RUSSELL, JULIAN HUXLEY, OLIVER L. REISER, CLYDE
KLUCKHOHN and a number of other scholars have already
acknowledged the importance and practicability of this t'dea.

WHATEVER YOU AND YOUR STUDENTS WRITE ABOUT IT will be printed

.and go into important libraries of the worldw:ich have alreamr

given standing advahce orders.

An informative leaflet and catalog is enclosed for you and
the lLibrarign of your institution. Please circulate it also
among your friends and students, Write to

THE IoNsS T BT B F OR S EMANTOGRAPHY
(Non-Profit)
5 Maroubra Bay Road, Pagewood - Sydney, N.S.W. Australia.

P B 8 i ok 7 20 8 Bk et R g R e B R B R -

In this leaflet I resorted to a lure, Knowing how deperate philosophers
are with repgard to publications of their own thoughts, I offered to print
whetever criticism they had to offer to Sementogumaphy, I offered the. same
to theiyr students and I offered them as many copies of these publications
as they needed ~ and gratis too,

Tt was of no avail, From over 1250 professional philosophers only two
rosponded, and they more retired old men, /ind they too had no desire to
criticise or improve, They asked for Prof, Reiser's paper, and this was

hz last I heard of them, A1l the time and labour spent on the whole cam-
paign, all the money investcd in paper, onvelopes and stamps was utterly
wastod, No, professional philosophers are not intoerested in philosophical
successe of another philosophical guy.

This result wes ropoated when I offered Prof essor Reisor's paper to
all professors of all faculties of all Australian univorsities - and gro-
tis foo, See Semantography Series No, 177,
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The following page numbers in brackets refer to the pages of this long lstter,

In 1958 I received an urgent letter from a Professor Grolier to sed immediately
by airmail my 3 volumes on Semantography, It appeared that he was head of an in-
stitute which studied translation by computers, We had a very spirited correspn-
dence, However, he insisted that I should show him my symbols for highly philoso-
phical meanins, which are very vague anyway when expressed in ordinary language,
Herebelow is my longz letter in which I refused to form symbols for such vague mean-
ings, though it is easy to form a symbol for any meaning, He was dissatisfied, and
the whole correspondence fizzled out anyway, His full address is Prof, Eric de Gro-
lier, Directeur, Centre Francais d'Bxchange et du Documentation Technique,¥ilano,

Sydney 18th Harch 1958 Italy.
Dear Professor, Grolier

Your letter of March 5, 1958 has been a happy surprise, I am amazed how much
you know already about my work, although you had the books a few weeks onlye I am
happy that you are ablc to write a letter in Semantography. This gives me the
hope that other scholars will learn S, with the same ease and that its practica-
bility will become apparent to others who are doubtful.

You have asked many questions in your letter and you have touched on vital
problams, Your long letter deserves a detailed answer, But it would be a pity if
ny endeavours to answer your questions would be restricted to a private letter
onlys So I have decided to writc this lettea directly onto a st encil and it
shall be incorporated in the Semantography Series, In this way other researchers
who would come across this lestter in a library would profit by finding some of
their queries answered,

L b]

Your first sentence in S, reads: ﬁ: e
This I translate frecly as follows: "Truly, I have been very happy (elated, joyous)
(about)your book, I tust confess that the first symbol presented some difficulty
to mes The symbol means Truth and the questiommerk within the symbol of Nature,
Creation should indicate that the ultimate truth about some happenirgs in our
world ichn our domestic world) may forever elude us, 3But the symbol Truth in
the beginning of a sentence made no sense to me until I discovered the V symbol
on top of its This eValuation symbol transformed the meaning of truth into the
word truly, and then the meaning of the whole sentence became clear to mes It
reads: "Iruly, I have been ...(sce above),

Now, the same sentence with the samce wordorder begimning with the meaning of
truly may be farmed in other languages, but it may be impossible in some languages.
What T want to say is that you have taken the Fnglish sentence and translated it
word for word into Secuantography. Other translators mey find difficulty with
this word order, and I do not wamnt that sudr expressions should be used in S,
Instead the order of the physical agent and the physical action should be adhered
toy You are the agent and therefore the sentence should strt with the symbol
for I. Later on you may add whatever eValuation words you like.

These reflections remind me of Otto Jespersen, the great linguist, who was in
the forcfront of the International Language ilovement and who invented a new (Nov)
International Auxiliary Languoge (Novial)s Before that he corresponded in Espe-
ranto with people of meny lands and he told in one of his books that he found
some sentences untranslatable. He then looked at the stamp on the letter to fiei.
out the country and the language of the writers, Then he transl ated the Esperanto
sentence word for ward into the language of the writer - and then the sentence
nade sense, But it did not make sense when he translated it into his Danish, I
have mflected on Jespersen's axperience to prove the importance and the necessity
of inventing a word order and a mode of expression which is independent of any
language. This word order is the order of the physicsal event as stated above:
Agent acts on Object, Thes entence should then read: I have been truly elated
(about ) your book, :

Now another matter, The books were witten during 1946 - 1949, 4As it is oftenr
the case, a better solution presents itsclf at a lator date and cannot be incor-
porated because no neow editions (for lack of money) are forthcominga I shall here-
with point out a very important improvement with regard to the Eersonql“ Pronouns,

I symbolised them in my books 1 A A VBL L A
Lo nyon - he si-xe e you _ they X
x
' i
Bk F Eiiinis e sibals ara AL A4S Sehsike Al A Ak
I you he she we(male) we(female) we

(etca
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Another new symbol is the symbol for Semantography itself. In the books I have
symbolized the pen in the world. World for us means everything between heaven and
earth, This is expressed by the two horizontal lines, the one for earth, and the
upper line For sky. But now I use another symbol for Semantograghy.

old%ymbol new symbol
This new symbol should indicate the pen a3 the axis around which our planet re-
volves, Almost all our activities are bound up with man's foremost invention, the
art of writing, by which we can pass on our knowledge from generation to generation,
Somehow I feel that the new symbol looks better as the first one which resembles
an inverted letter Z,

v
|
The s econd sentence in your letter reads: 1 @ N sxxx @T4 > A |
and I have translated this: "It is a very, vexy beautiful piefce of work." Here
agein the symbol for part 4 (ecomething divided by the horizontal line) means in-
deed a piece, a bit, a part. But again thocentence as it stands is purcly English
in expression, and therefore I would avoid the symbol for part, "It is a very beauti-
ful work," would be quite sufficient, ..zain, however, the "cosmic"wordorder should
be kept in mind. This means that you as the agent should come first as follows:
"I think the book is“beautiful work," T adwit that this cosmic word order may make
writing and expressions somewhat swkward, but if we are to write something in S, =o
that it could be understood in all languages, then we ought to avoid expressions of
our own language in which we think and wite. ily ldea ieg that the reader will take
in the whole sentence and will then read it in the way he is accustomed to express
the meaning in his own language, Think that 2 = 2 = 4 can be said in a variety of
wordorder sentences,
Your next sentence gives me great honour for my work and I thank you for this,
However, you are doubtful with regard to the chances of my work and you ask me my
opinion to this. After 16 years of inmumerafic approaches to educationsl authorities
of a score of courntries, inecluding UNO and UNESCO I would say that ther are the grea=
test obstacle to the introduction of an internationsal languwagze into the schools of
the world, Isperanto, or Basic ZEnglish, or Interlingua, Occidental,etc, could have
been introduced into the schools of the world decades ago i1f the educational authorie-
ties would get together and adopt one system amd introduce it. Every systan has its
faultse Nothing is perfect, But if Esperanto had been introduced into the schools
say 30 years azo, then most literate people would now samething about it and we would
have an internationsl language throughout the world, But the educatiomal authorities
did nothirg - and they have done nothing with regard to Semantography - and they will
do nothing wiatever about your system, A1l that will reansin of your labours will be
some treatises, perhaps some books and brochures, mouldering away in some libraries,
It takes centuries until an educational idea is adopted, This is my despairing conclu=-
sion after 16 years of work ani hope and thousands of lebters to thousands of educators,

I agree with your statements that S, is an incomplete tool and that Esperanto and the
other international languages are not classificatory languages, I agree too that what
we need is a spoken language. But herc again we must realise that people everywhere
(even in the United States and Canada)do not ‘mke %o for eign languages (and FEnglish is to
millions of born Americans a foreign language) They prefer to go on speaking French,
or Ttalian, or Gemman as their forefathes spoke who came into the country centuries

agos In view of the complete failure of the clucatioml authorities to make foreign
lenguages a success (and this includes an international language) we shall not make

any progress, However, communication acfgross the countries and languages is mostly
carried out by the written and printed word and here S, could be of use, because every-
one oould read the printed statement in his own familiar moth ertongue., ¥hatever new lan-
guage you would introduce - without the wholc-hearted support of the educational autho-
rities - will remain a failure as all other attegpts (including mwine) has remained a
failure,

You say that my reference to Chinese writing is not more of value today because the
present rulers have turned to an alphabetical writing, But this has been attempted
centyries ago and always abandoned, H#ven in Japan (which country faithfully adopts
the ways of the West) the alphabetical Katakana introduced centuri es ago has not been
fully adopted, And Prof, Basil Hall Chamberlain prophesied that a symbol writing

which people could read in all their languages will ultimately supersed all alphabe-
tical writingse I am firmly convinced that the new Chinese attempt will be a failure,

You agree with me tlat my 3 books are not a textbook, not a gramayr, and not a dic-
tionarye True emough. What I had in mind was to convince first the relevant people
that a symbol writing could be used for every humen activity in which speech and wri-
ting is useds Therefore my large chapters on transport, banking, commerce, the most
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important sciences,etc.etc, (including the Bible and poetry in S.)» I hoped that
some encouragement will be forthcoming from some educetionsl authority and then
I would work out with speed primers, textbooks for primary and secondary schools,
graimars, and of course & dictionary, Alas, all my hopes came to naught,

0f oourse, I had a typewriter in mind and T describe its working in the second
book, I havewritten many letters o the great American typewriter companies.,
I was firmly convinced that they would be interested in a wachine of ordinary
size by which symbols could be used for communication with fims of different
court ries and languages. Alas, again all my hopes vanished., They were prepared
to adapt a standard model far the typing of my symbols, provided I pay handsomely
for this experimental work. I have no money and they would not invest any money.

You write that you saw the owner of the famous Olivetti plants If you could
write to him amd interest him in a typewriter by which complex technical symbols
(used today in electronics, radio,electricity,etcs ete) could be typed - and if
he would say that he is actively interested in this idea amd that he would
build an experimental model on his own expense = then and then only would I
approach him and will gladly give him all information and all my practical tech=-
nical experience as an engineer, But if I write a letter to Olivetti now, it
would not reach him, Some underling would read the letter,decide that I am a
crank with a preposterous idea which cannot bring immediate profits and would
throw the letter into the dustbin. May be, he would answer with a few meaning-
less phrases, This was my experience with all American tyepwriter companies.
Once I approached the head of the International Business Machine Corporation of
Amerdica, They make the electric typewriter, computers,etc.ete. He was in Sydney
and I wrangled an interview., But after an initial handshake he left me with
his secretary and the end was again a meaningless letter,saying No, So, if
you could interest Olivetti so much that he would be prepared to build an experi-
mental model ~ then I shall te very happy to furnish all infarmation, I anbure
he comes to Milano from time to time, Make an appointment with him, show him the
5 books and especially the chapters ps, 94 - 98 in the second book and try to in-
terest him, After all, the user of the new typewriter would have to learn how to
use it. But today a girl who want to learn to use a fypewriter of the ordinary
kind must go to a school too and must learn some months until she is able to use
the typewriter, Think that at present every larger firm has employees who have
leamed to use the most cumbersome and mmplicated ideographic writing - the
telegraphic codes. Semantography is much simpler as you know,

Now you are coming in your letter to a gr eat many meanings amd words used in
the fields of logic, dialectics, psychology and philosophy in general and you
ask me my opinion with regard to these meanings, Before I deal with every word
I must say something in general about the terms used today in philosophy and
psychology and related sciences, This has 2 direct bearing of the use of my
mind ©® symbol,

Philosophers and logicians and psychologists operate with words only, These
words have usually very wide meanings and most of them are abstract and can in-
deed mean anything. Hence the divergence of opinion between two scholars both
using the same word but meaning different or slightly different notions by it.
T have studied some bocks on logic and philosophy and I refer here specially
to the book "Semantics" by Rudolf Carnap, one of the logical positivists (what-
ever that may mean), At the end of the book he gives a glossary of terms which
he has used throughout the book. And he is honest enough to say that he has used
the same words in previous books of his own but then the word meant something
different, Even so, his new meanings attached to the same words have again dife
ferent meanings for different logicians,

Or take another book"The Philosophy of Bertrand Russell". In this book a nume-
ber of the first scholars in this field, philosophers of world repute,have written
articles about Bertrand Russells philoscphy. At the end of the book there is a
special chapter written by Russell himself, in which he takes a stand with re-
gard to all articles in the book about his philosophy. And the main theme of
his writing is his consternation that they have all misunderstood him, And this
he said sbout some of the world's greatest philosophers,

Now, let us take a look at the people everywhere who are able to read a philo-
sophical, logical or dialectical treatise - and understand it, How many, or rather
how fewstudents in one university attend philosophical classes? How fawer under=
stand what is talked about, And how few are they with regard to the whole popu=-
lation of a country. ¥What necessity have we in worrying about philosophical terms
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when the philosophers themselves are not sure about thelr meanings. What necessi-
ty is there to invent words or symbols for terms which few, very few people try

to understand, Let the philosophers argue, They havwe done so throughout the cen-
turies and they have produced no results whatever, Serentography, on the contrary,
should be a simple tool which everyone of average intelligence should be able to
uses 48 you know I lay great stress to the 3 divisions which correspond to matter,
energy and mind (thet creative mystery which works in every living creature), Con-
sequently all words of all languages can be divided in 3 groups (1) wordsfeferring
to material things, which we can touch, weigh and see, (2) words vhich refer to phy-
sical actions of material things, These we can observe, and finally (3) words which
refer to something which we cannot touch and cannot observe, They are meanings which
exist only in our mind and hence must be symbolized with the O mind symbol.

Yow let's have 2 look at the verbiage which psychologists use today. They use words
which refer to mind activities, but we know nothing sbout the working of our mind.
We are completely in the dark, True enough, we have measured some electrical brain
impulses, we have done some brain surgery, but how a mind really operates - this we
do not know, As an example: imagine a man vho is completely devoid of jealousy, He
simply does not know what it means., No matter how rany explanations will be given to
himy, he will still be unable to grasp its meaning fully, because he neveykxperieced
ite The word has little meaning for him, Now teke a psychologist who invents a new
word say Heterophy. It should wmean love and hate at the same time. If he is persuasive
enough he will surely make wany fashionable wonen believe that they are suffering from
Heterophy, thy yes, they love and hate their husbands at the same time,

Vhat I want to convey is that words vhich refer to mind meanings only,meanings
which have no counterpart in the world outside of our mind, are extremely vague and
understanding is often completely blocked, or we can be rade to believe any mind
meaning attached to a word, The rules of Semantography say that there is no use de-
bating @out mind meanings, because they have different meanings in the different
mindls of the debaters amd they may change their mesning in the same mind.

With this introduction I am afraid you will not get much enlightenment with re-
gard to the philosophical meanings to which you refer, However, I slmnl1l do my best,
and you kindly realise that philosophers themselves spesking Inglish would have diffi-
culties to explain to you in English words the meanings to which you refer, Indeed,
83 I have fourd out in debates with philosophers, when hard pressed, theywill start
to deflineo their meanings and the end of it often was,that the definition was something
quite different as the meaning with which'?Jset out at the beginning of the debate.

In short, such mind meanirgs and swecping abstract ecrms have no flace in an auxiliary
interlinguistic medium which should be used to convey concrete meanings.

Another importent it em, before we begin, is to r ealize that the symbols for a mind
meaning (symbolized M) and the symbol for a human eValuation (V) are after all used
to desoribe weanings in our mind, Therefore jealousy refers to a Omind meaning, but
so does the adjective jealous and the adverb jealously, However, in order o couply
with present-day grammer I have used the V symbol for adjectives and adverbs, It is
ny, intention to do away with the V symbol and use the © mind syubol only. For instance

sun {the thing) shige (the action) and sugny (the eValuation), Naturally we would
never say a sunny suns We would transfer metaphorically the meaning of sun to something
else, as for instance a sunny person, This metaphor is trensferred in a mind, It is

a mind eVvaluation and conseguently is open to argument. Other people might deny that
that person is "sunny", What I want to say is that we should get away as much as we
can from metaphors and eValuations, that is adjectives and adverbs, What ramains is

a communication of facts only and that is exactly what I want Semantography should do,
There is no room for philosophical argumerts in Semartography. In consequence, you
have used a number of adjectives in your list of neanings, and I shall now try to

trace these back to the motter and Action from which the transfer was made.

Nothing, naught. You have written this correctly - @ 10 roferring to the swall
symbol for existence. However, I would prefer that thew riter should state exactly
what he neans is not there, as for instance = o (as two separate symbols)

£ no maetter
or no a&ion.- Even better would be to use instead of the minus symi‘)ol,the symbol

for no by vwhich the mouth (and the mind) of the writer is shown 92! @,

This would indicate that the writer himself finds no matter (but he may be mistaken)
Again no room for philosophival assumptions. Lastly, we ocould use the numeral zero
and cross it out to mek e sure that nothing whatever is meant, thus: B

Inmaterial, unsubstantial. Again your symbolization is correct -0 1t  but I would
pref@ ‘the avoidance of the adjective and say that there is po matter invived (see above)
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Of course, i vatericl is used today to epress % g‘-“gaori;ance. u rtant,
This is quitc a different meaning because the msch ng of upster has been mee
taphorieally transferred to sowcthin; different, Imporiant is what a mind O
think is important (which may be hotly denied by another mi I symbolize
ioportant thus Ol and unimportent N

*
Invariabilily, stgrnation. You have wriiien orrectly no dhance & or L@
but the mecning of stay; %ion carries a disa provia: undertone, It mecans
“hat the unchenge is ofPbad nabure,it's stognetion, Ia this case, we ousht
to add the disapproving bad =!I  thus -@ ~! This would indicate that the
1an who uses the word stasmation thinks 4t it is bed, This azain, might
provoke o different opinion by esnother mind,

Unreal, is again a beloved word in philosovhical eircles, It hus no meaning
vion ene praciicel scietist and technicicne True enough, we rcad the word
< lot, as for instance, the staff of iustuclion universities are ot present
imch dissatisfied with the gronted solary incrcases. The popers are full
with complaints that the granted incrceses are "unreal” in the way that they
take not into considerction the hishcost of living,ctc.etah But the salaxy
1tself and the increcse of it is vary real, Nevertheless, your symbol

is correct, nweming wthout fact, or opnosed to fact, but as said before

I frovn upon the use of adjoctives ani &iverbs, - ‘L n

—xcitation, Reoction. If these uconings should indicate cicitation or roace
tion of a mind tom e mind symbol must be put before e nest syubols, If
they r efor to setual wovenets in space and tine, then the arroW ..» iadi-
cates movement, and excitation ncans more movoaent  thus S —3

Action and Reaction are together axprossed cither thus &3 or e

faenwe can use the lilile pointer so indicate what we mean = < ety
<he double headed errow stands too for reeiproeal action.  action  reachion

wabaponiam in the sonerel sense nust corry first the mind symbol, because it
reiers to a pind reaction, From paze S01ff, Book II you have learned of the
uccalng of Purpose 2 and for>> anmd the opposite {{ meanin: Opposition and

<< arainsk, You con then write the meznin; of “ntasonisn thus M or K
But I would not use the gymbol of the crossed swords,

Lcogce can be orpressed as no var -X '[.K, o Dut peuce in the zeneral sense
refers again to a stat e of mind., I have syrbolized the ueaning of emotion

or the nind (for reasoning) shown between heoven and corth thus e et o P
; ‘ . LA e

It indicates that you arc comient in this world, you lave peace,
Liberty in the most genoral sense is only & freling, - ed thus o
ex R the most general sense is only o fceling, sxpressed thus open

» Here the stulent of S, must lcarn each tiwme he heors or read the
vord Liberty to ask: “Liberty to do what?"® Consequently the symbol for Li-
berty wust never stend alone (unless you wonb only o express & foeling). It
rust aliays be followed by showing what rou are free to do, as for instance
ddnerty to move:
7 B

Juwlnerability mcons first asd foremost thet 2 living creature can be wounded,
In tac socorsd, but metaphrricsd sense it ueens that & material thing can be
pertially or fully deosiroyad, In the neging of a theory heving faults and
badng vl -rable the meiaphor has been overstretched - no plece in So for this.
dow the neagng of mick or wounded I dearive azcording to ps 276ff from the pice
torial symbol of a man standing | to 2 man lying on the grourd _, to a man
drawing his Jnees up as if in pain thus: Al

If we put the mmell V on top we get the adjective sigke. If we put a big V in
front of it we get the noun sickness thus Vo

From ps 243ff Book II you have seen how I form the adjective before an action
and after an action. In this particular case we woul ?hee action to wound

and woundable vulnerable (before the wounding) amd wounded after The wounding.
Be® ‘e +| and alter]. an action A refers to an adjective Ve This I have shope
tened thus v and Ve Thus we have

L) A - V Ve o
~J ~) P 5] V 7~
sick to wound vulnerable wound ed Vulnerability
make sick

I hope I tave made this clear. Otherwise please look up p«243£f Book IT
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Failure. Yovhave correctly symbolized this as non-success: = f_;:* However,
the student of S, must bear in wind that arrows as such do only indicate that
something is moving in some direction, It remains then to say whatever it is
in which you have success or not,

Construction You waintein that there is a difference in meaning between construc-
tion and makings. Here is an opportunity to dwell on the fact that two different
words meaning actually the same thing (as liberty and freedom, brotherhood and
fraternity) seem to have a different meaning. At least, this iswhat many people
believe, The authors of books on synonyms support this view, and I myself had
great difficulties with r egard to such words with (as it seems) slightly differert
meanings. I had to make a stand, as otherwise symbolization of these twin words
would create great difficultiess I then discovered that different people explain
those slightly different meanings differently, That sebtled it, With regard to

Ss wWe must not be bothered with slightly different shades of meaning, We can make
a house or construct a house. We can meke a dam or construct a dam., We can make
a theory or construct a theory,ectcsetics In 5. for both meanings there is the same
symbol, the smaller creation symbol thus: .

Liberty in the meaning of absence of ties, is again too wide an abstract meaning.
If T translate tie as a relationship symbolized ) (see pe 298, Book II) then

we come to an important part of the "philosophy" of Semantography. This is that
there are certain wrds which have been created by philosophers and which have no
count erpart in the physical world, Such a word is absolutes The philozopher of
0ld observing the manifold relationships between things and events and realling
that all is relative to something else, created the opposite word absolute, There
is nothing absolute in the world of ours. Everytling has some ties with something,

Azgregate, set, hierarchy, collection, seriated,etc. in the fidld of logic and
mathematics,logistic, etc, These again are too abstract meanings fo be dealt with
in Ss I would use the mathematical plus sign -+

with the o symbol on top. nmat erial aggregate,collection,ctc.

Collection with and without Orders Collection is symbolized above if you deal
with the addition of material things, If they are only thoughts and theories then
the o symbol on top must not be used. Instead use the M symbol. Order T would
symbolize like plan Lo

PN
Order, plan, theory, design, sysiem, etc,
The mind symbol on top would indicate that the order is in your head (if you do
not refer to specific things) Then we would have a Collection, ordered or Collec-

tion without order. Ordered is an adjective after the action of ordering,-hence:
o

_']‘_ ~ ~
5 48 s
Collection, ordered Collection without order, heap,
Hierarchy if understood as a group of men according to an ordersd plan would be; ” )\ (8

Collecotion homogenous, and heterogenous {non-homogenous), Here again we can trans-

late collection as an aggregate (addition) or as a mixture of mixgdable or not mixe

able matcerials, Mixeable is symbolized as an adjective"before"the action of mixing
LY

Thercfore 2 i P
A Y R IR
mixture of matter mixable non-mixable

Q

Collection, classified I would symbolize this as you have indicated - =

but you object against the symbol of the mind, saying that classes exist without the
operation of the mind., This meaning of classes has given me great headache, But I
resolved that most if not all "classes" are divisions by which we divide certain
things and events, Thousanmis of years later, when our knowledge has advanced we
would reclise that many "classes" we have believed to exist, do not exist at all,
I have made the stand that dlasses are a mind meaning because the history of the
human race shows that some of the greatest tragedies in human affairs come direct-
ly from such words, We talk today about the qualities and vices of classes, like
Frenchmen and Geman, Jews and Catholics, proletarians and bourgeois,stc,etc,

Let the philosothers argue that classes do exist without the mind dividing cer-
tain phenomena, In S, the meaning of classes is bounl up with the mind,

Order, row, principal, Secondary, typical, representative Order is a system, a plan
(see ahoves ToW 1s a line symbolized by & vertical stroke(p.150, Book II) thus

Then you have to say what stands in a row, usually things. If you refer to ideas,
theories,etc, then the mind comes into the picture ard other mind may deny that

you have really arranged the ideas in a row (it's a metaphorical expression and mst
bear the mind symbol). Principal means something of the first order, but the mind
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must come into it, Only a mind”finds principlesin systems} and ppoints

of secondary imporiances nTherefore N
1. 2,
principle, primarily secondarily

The meaning of typical representative is very difficult to translate
into Semantography, simply because the very basis of the theory of Semantoe-
graphy is that not two humen beings are alike. Consequently there cannot
be a typical representative of a whole group. The trouble is that in pre=
sent-day talk and vwriting the"typical representative" plays an enommous role,
simply because people judge a whole group from one man whom they call a
typical representative, Where is the"typical representative"for the French
nation, or the Italian nation, or the group of menagers, or the group of
gangsters, In short, I would sy that the student of S, should never say

such words, nor write them. However, if we have to symbolize scme meaning
like this, I would say that"similar" symbolized as"near equal" ,
comes nearedh to the point. Consgquently we would say
3 ® i) 3 X/’\ b
Mr, Soandso is similar to the group of writers
We have to bear in mind that "similar" is an adjective and bears the &Valu-
ation symbol ontop and cons equen‘tly}‘gpen to argument, '

This deals also with the meanings of sort, kind, belonging to such class,
etce I simply refuse to deal with these dangerous end fallacious meanings.
You write that they are extensively used in modern logic. I shall say at the
end of this letter what I think of the moderm trend in modern logic,

Anyve You have translated correctly any wman A but you have looked in vein
Tor whatever. Well, whatever in itself is a very abstract meaning. I could
say wnat¥er men, or whatever animal, or whatever stone,etc,etc., "Whatever"
statement I would mke about whatever thing it would be too sweeping a state=
ment to be trues Therefore I would warn students of S. of using this word.
I think the same of the meaning of any, because it must lead again to state-
ments which camot be correct as "Any men might do soandso" It's sgainst the
prime rule of Semantography that not two human beings ave alike and would
do alike, I have fourd a symbol for a because it is in the Fnglish lan-
guage, but I frown upon the use, as I frown upon the use of Mitl, You have
tried to symbolize Whit ever by combining the symbols for a and it meaning
any it, whatever, It is also a dangerous meaning, because it can be used
for sweeping stabements. Purthermore, the rule of S. says that sentences
must begin withthe agent and his action. When I start:"It is regretted that...
(as letters from goverment departments usually begin) the reader does not
know who regrets, who answers, whom he has to contact,etc.etcs In my opinion
We should refrain from using the symbol for it,

~ 1

Rest, residue, remainder would be best symbolized by the meaning after sub-
trection ). — . However, we should add the motter symbol on top 1f we deal
with material residue, i

General in the sense of common, non-individuwal. This meaning too is con-
trary to the rules of S. Of, course, you are right in symbolising this 'l,l.
as being the opposite of individual, but S, does not recognise such swWeeping
terms. We must be forever aware that statements concerning many individuals
camot be true. Indeed, I can prove that such statements cause only resent-
nent and worse.

Zach, every one,singular, is correctly symbolised by 1 as you did,

Que(as a universal term as in Fronch on dit, in German man sagt) should not
be translated in S, This word is used to make sweeping statements made by

no one in particular, as One camnot possibly tolerate.,.etc, WHO camot
possibly tolerate? The man who says this remains in obscurity am cannot be
tracked down. No use in S, for such wordss

Comparison is translated by me by using the mathematical division sign : as 2
We_%?ﬁme the mind symbo{ because a comparison is made in a minl only.
lioreover only a mind compares the most diversified things, often with

false conclusions,

Identity is symbolize@ by using the mathematical equal sign = again with
the mind symbol on top = » According to the rules of S, there is no ié n=-
tity in nature. Mot two blades of gras, not two flowers, not two persons
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are alike and act alike. Not even identical twins are absolutely alike ami have
the same identity. Not only do they think and act differently at times, the
physiclogist would have no difficilty to find sligh¥ly different organs and other
differences, although they both come from the same egge In short, the meaning

of Identity is a philosophical one, It is a purdy abstract meaning, It can be
used, of course, in mathematics as 1 + 1 = 2, but as soon as we apply this equa-
tion o the physical world, we £ind that there is no true identity between two
apples, or two anything.

Correspondence. Here agmin, there are no material things nor actions which cor=-
respond exactly with other mat erial things and actions, We have therefore again
the meaning of Identity hidden within a new word Correspondence. The nearest
tramslation would be near equel itz which again must bear the V or O symbol.,

Less and least has been correctly symbolised by you as the opposite meaning of
more and most, ‘L.?S 1x

Average This meaning has baffled me ard I have not yet found a good. symbol,
Mathematically the symbolization should be simples The average being the sum
total divided by the number of perts, But this is of course a wholly abdract
meaning, As soon as we take into account material things and especially human
beings then the meaning of "average" becomes pernicious, We are talking today of
the average Frenchman, the avcrage American,etc.etc, and we are jumping to con=-
cdlusions which are not good for the peace of the wrld, The student of S,
should know that this mesning is dangerous in the highest degree (see above)

Minimum is tobgymboliSed with the symbol for least (opposite of most). 1%

Optimum is to be symbolised with the symbol of best (most good) ! ¥

and carries the mind symbol (as far as non-mathamtics is concerned). The
meaning of condition as in optimum conditions is to be symbolised by the sym=-
bol of fact @ the existence of certain conditions bound up with our earth
(matter)s The student of S, knows that the meaning of fact itself is not
enough, The facts must be described, and may be differently evaluated by minds,

Tmpossibility You have done wvery well with your symbolisation - ° which
shows me that you have grasped one of the most difficult gymbolisations in my
system, namely the quality before and after an action (see the foregoing paras

gragh on vulnerability,) Howev er, the symbol which I have inmind is even
simpler, Here is the sequence of symbols

as indicator on top oV Ve
of symbols
as in wound-able, vulner-able wounded

Now, the first symbol .V means also can be wounded(woundable, vulnerable)

and if I write this symbol not on top of other symbols but on the writingline it
means man can A V' e can put the Action symbol too on the writing line

in which case it means act, as for instance

e S O b8 W 4 AVARY

Man acts ¥an can (do), able can, hle Ability
Previously I leve explained that I have omitted the Action symbol in the
gquality ward before and after the action. ,V meansactually V «f A  that

is a quality before an action (able to do) and a quality after an action (done),
My friend and co-worker Dr. Evaringham suggested that I should omit the dot and

O

put the past symbol ) or the future symbol { next to quality symbol V as follows

V( instead of sV V) instead of Vs
quality before action quality after action
future symbol past symbol

Now we can form the srmbol for impossible. It means dn plain language:
cannot do, or no can do and in symbols = Impossibility carries the big
eValuation symbol <V *V  that means Non-Ability to do. This interpretation
may seem strange to many. I am connecting the meaning of impossidle with a
mind, and indeed vhat meny a mind considered impossible (cannot be done) another
mind camc along and showed tlat it can be done. In view of the fact that so many
bureaucrats declare certain demended actions impossible (because they do not want

to carry them oub,)we should be reminded that impossible is a mird meaning, Ilan
has sent up satelites, and perhaps one day will be able to move a galaxy.
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Necessity in the general sense, You fird the fact that I am connecting this
meanirg with a mind unsatisfactory, Necessity, you declarezwould be indepen-
dent of an operation of mind, Now, I want to prove to you that it is of the
utmost importance for mankind to realise that the meaning of necessity is
only a mind meaning and nothing less., Let us consider the following.

I have referred in the previous paragraph to the burcauerats who refuse

to act, because they consider the action impossible, Let us realise that
marnkind is ruled by bureaucrats only., The difference between the so~called
free world and the others is that in the comunist states and the fascist
states the buresucrats can send you to a slave labour camp or the firing
squad, whereas the bureaucrais in the free countries cannot. But even in the-
free countries the bureaucrats can put you bérind prison bars if they want

to and their excuse is: that it is necessary in the public interest, The
vietim and other people may hotly declare that it unnecessary, but the bureau-
crats have the power anl they will do it, Necessity and neeessary being mind
meanings will be differently interpreted by different minds, Stalin found

it necessary to kill off 10 million kulaks, he found it necessary to deport
millions of Lithuanians,” Estonians, Jews, etc, And the Neonazis today have also
an answer to the massacre of the Jews, "It was necessary in a higher sense,"
(see p, 464 Book ITI,)

We can use two different symbols for the meaning of necessity. You have

used one, the symbol of the clenched fist within a mind AN
whidh indicates the force of arms or any other physical mst
force which that mind may ultimately use, However, I have indicated another
symbol which I evolve as follows v v "

1 £ v Va Yo
individual individual in need needy, necessaxry Necessity
standing (about to fz11)

I agree that philosophers are talking sbout impossibilities and necessities
as meanings which are independent of & wind. That may be in an abstract world
but not'in our world. I regret that I cammot give you a more satisfactory
symbolisation,

Serving as referent, taldins referdte froms determinant,etce I have expressed
my misgivings about these meanings vwhen I discussed in previous pages the
meaning of typical representative, The abstract matheratician, logician and
philosopher may talk about these terms. They have no place in Semantography.

Piroct,exterior of a system, direct, interior of a system, Indircet, exterior
at_this system, indirect, interior at this system,etc, These are difficult
nieanings when used in the abstract sense, You mention that they are used to-
day in social pdfhology. I am against the use of such meanings where human
belrgs are concerned, 4as theystend, the meanings are easily symbolised when

they refer to mmething concrete in our wori, Y :’v
exterior, outside interior, inside system  direct in-direct

(touchable by hand) (non-touchable)
The last symbolisation sbout direct and indirect may seem to be very unsatis-
factory, yet so many argumcnts revolve sbout the question whether a certain
relationship is direct or indirect, So the mini, or the Valuation mark must
come into the picture,

Influence If it concerns an influence by a mind then we use the /\ction in-
dicator but turned around to show the direction in which the action by ‘the
mind is going as in Al A }\2
I influenee you
There are other influences however, as gravitation, electro-magnetisn, etc,
w.ich are symbolized by the action aml reaction between two bodies Ce—>f3

Finality dis symbolised by the arrow arriving at a stop. However, it must --)]
be stated what motter is moving and where and vwhen the action stops.

Regulation, Control direction in the general sense. You refer to my symbol £

but you say that it would cancel out the meaning of cormtmwl as exerted
by automatic control in the sense of cybernetics, Here, however, I am an
engineer who is able to reduce the extravagant claims of the gyberneticists,
Those ocomputers and elecctronic apparatuses have not a mind of their own. They
act as any automat acts only in the way their mastermind has set them to act,
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Liberty in thesense of absence from control. I have already delt with the meaning
£ Tiberty on page 6. There iz rever absence of mind control vith any individual,
If he is alone on an island it is his own mind which controls his liberties. If he
is in a community there are a lot of other mimds vhich contrls him (Including his
wife and his baby), He canmt feel complete libberty. He has to take into conside-
ration the controls exerted over him by the society and his own Superego.

Function, substitute, surrogate, Function could be symbolised by the relation >
symbol. The next sentence should then explain in what way the relation funchions,

As I have said again and again, S, should be a deterrent to the use of abstract and
sweeping terms so beloved by the philosophers, Substitute means actually something
in exclange of something e€lse, This I evolve asfollaws

[
d & <& 1 o 1,

take in give out  exclange or  exchange instead of substitute surrogate

Surrogat e means something in oxchange which is not so goad. Therefore we must add
the mind symbol and the meaning of bad,

Fault in the genersdl sense, This you explain as someth:.ng which is - contrary
to the finality attributed to something, to the use to be made (by men or not by
man) of this thing." As I have symbolised this meaning as bad, you find it inade-
quate because I stress the wind operation by the symbol for bad Y

. Unfortunately I camot follow you here, Firstly, it appears . to me that no thing

has a"finality" in our real vorld. Even a dead stone may start to roll or desinte-
grate and crumble into dust., Secondly the meaning of use is bound up with the
creature (human or not) which uses something, This applies even in a reigious

or atheistic sense to the notion of a higher intelligence, because the mind symbol O
does not refer to a mind of a man only, or an animal with a cranium O, It refers

in genersl to that mysterious purposive force which acts in this universe of ours,

Concept. Judgement(as a group of related concepts). Concept appears to be as a ~
plan in a wind, a scheme, a theory, a design and therefore we use the symbol shown «x
on page 6 of this letter. If werefer to a group of related concepts we should add
the relation symbol in the way we make the statement, Judgement may be an opinion
expressed by a mind and thercfore the mouth and mind symbol should be shown "o

If the opinion is rot expressed verbally than only the mind is to be shown,meaning

a reasoning., Judgemert as a pronocuncement by a judge shows t’lg{a mind aymbol and

und erneath the age-old symbol for justice, the scale tius

COf course, the scale is only a wetaphorical expression, but the mind above it indi-
cates this clearly. Consequently what one judge pronounced another judge has often
declared void.

Reaso (as a group of related judgements), Yes, you can symbolise this as a rumber
of partsinwnber'ed)of some reasoning as symbolised by you: +1 m + N o
But of course, it is very abstract to be shown this way. : >

Deduetion, llogism, inference, induction, analysis, synthesis, reason, motive, in-
centdve,stc, I have given much thought to all these meam.ngs and shall explain first
the symbols which I have fourd for analysis and synthesis. They refer to a division or
to an adding up carried out in a mind. If applied to chanistry then we put first the
meaning of cdnemistry (the outline of a retort)and then declare that we are dealing
with a clemical division of matter thus

-~ G M= (ot 6+ 0
chemicgl division of matter analysis(general) synthesis chemical synthesis
analysis

Beason is symbolised by the mind only. NMotive ﬁ.\ is a big question wark rising out
of a mind, Everyone of us often does not know why we do this or dislike that. This
refers too to incentive, If the motive is woney, well this then is the incentive.

So if we can,we betfer sta e the motive, The question mark and the mind should remind
us that we may be mistaken. With many people it is not tle money vhy they do some
things, although they may think it is woney.

The differemces between gggcgg_:_gi_; indmetion and inference are such fines ones that

I have fhund great difficulties to distinguish then, The fact is that we do not know
how we arrive at some conclusions, What we consider to be an induction may just as
well have boon a kind of relevation, a flash of the creative genius, or what not.

As the mind mule of S. states that we do not know how we think, there is no need

to distinzuish between finesses of thinking of vhich we know little or nothing,

As to the meaning of syllogign I shall retum %o this later,
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wxplapation is a teaching, a giving out of knowledge out of a mind, This I sym=-
bolise by meking an enclosure with the mind indicating knowledge, all that is
contained in a mind, On ps 242 Book II i have shown the relevant mearmings to
teaching, explainirng, leaming, teacher, pupil, school. Briefly

& 0 o0 GeiEy
giving out Inowledge teaching or simply explaining learning
explaining

Proof, I have thought long about this meaning, but I cannot find a proper sym-
bols Naturally, the rmind symbol would be first and this would indicate that
whet one mind considers a valid proof, another mind may deny. This is indeed
what happens., I am not thinking here of simple mathematics, which is an ab-
stract sciemce, as explained before, I am thinking of arguments in our daily
life to vhich many a debater offers a "proof" which the other does not accept.

Criticism. You have drawyn the symbol for discussion, argument thus © &

This itself means a conversation between two human beings. If one person A
thinks about samething then the mind symbol alone with the Action indicator £I%
on top should be sufficient, If however, criticism is meant in a derogatory
way, if the persgn think that the matter in consideration is bad, then the
symbol for bad ~! must be added.

The notion of "Aufhebung" as used by Hegel to be expressed in a symbol is a hope-
less task. I am reared in the German language and Aufhebung meens today, or

say during the last 60 years during which I lived nothing but Cancellation.

A verdict, a law, an order becomes cancelled in the Germen language when it is
"aufgehoben", May be in Hegel's time, the meaning of "Aufhebung" was different,

may be, he used this word in a special sense as you irdicated. There is no use
of trying to explain or define this word in English or any other language and
least of a1l in Semantogrephy. VWhatever you say about this meaning in Inglish

or French will carry so many mind meanings and will therefore be interpreted dif-
ferently by other minds., I refer to what I said about Bertrand Russell's con-
sternation, when he saw that the greatest living philosophers have all misinter-
preted his own philosophy, expressed in so many words (carrying the wind meaning)

To try to symbolise the meanings of philosophy from a standard dictionary of
philosophical terms into S, would be a hopeless task, My friend Dr. Everingham
has given a lecture sbout Semantics and Psychiatry. He has tried to symbolise
certain psychiatric meanings using the mind symbol a1l the time and litile arrows
in various places. This should mean certain technical terms used ioday in psy-
chiatry, But firstly, these bewildering little arrows make no sense to anyone
who is not a pn%chia‘trist, and secondly, within a year those technical terms may
have clanged o? &Bmpletely chandoned, The fact is, as I kave said here again and
again, we have not the slightest idea how our mind operates, and therefore all
talks and all terms about these mysterious operations are just idle.

You refer to the philosophical notions of intelligible reality as contrary to
sensible tangible reality. Now, it would be quite easy to to use the symbol
for yeality @ and the symbol for intelligible _éi and the symbol
N

for tangible 'l"

: M indicated by the hand. But what do these notions mean in
reality to an ordinary person, Recolity is the world around us, that what happens
on our carth and dbove, that what exists as symbolised thus o
Then we have our int elligence expressed by the mind ™ ‘
but sensible means also the mind. Whatever senses we have, they are all con~
trolled and evaluated by the mind, The fine philosopher may find differences and
may be happy to enlarge upon them in so many words. I have no place in S.for all.
this, because I want it to be a medium for poople of intelligence who want to con=
vey concrebe meanings to other people speaking different languages. Consequently
it is not a medium for philosophers and their idealisms, or solipsisms, or "Ding
an sich", As one man proved the rcality of this world by kicking a stone and get-
ting hurt by it, I am interested in our real world only, not in fancy ideas of
philo® phers,

As to Bergson's terms and the meaning of intuition and instinct,etc. here again
we rofer to meanings of the piraculous working of our mind (or the minds of
other creatures) of which We?'%;‘éhing at all, nothing at all. I am afraid that
these deprecatory remarks sbout philosophers would not satisfy you, indeed you
mey be much displeased, but I can't help it, I blame the philosophers for this,
And I believe that they themselves are beginning to admit that all their talk

is futile, I have r ead that the foremost discipline among present-day philo-




20 (12) 8,.8,Yo,193 20

sophers is Semanti os, the science of the meanings of words, In short, philoso=-
phers are beginning to ask themselves; "What the hell are we actvally talking
ebout? What do we mean by our words?" This proves to me that at last they rea-
lise that talking with words which have vague or sweeping meanings is futile,

I shall now use the last page of this overlong letter to deal with present-
day logics, Let us first consider the logic which has been taught in schools
for the last 2000 years, I myself, when I made my acquaintance with logic thought
that our teachers amd the textbooks of logic are Jokinge Those little paradoxa,
the race of Achilles and the tortoise in which Achilles never, never overtakes
the tortoise, the story of Epimenides the liar who said that all Cretans are
liars and he being a Cretah is telling a lie when £ aying this, etc, etc, o
all this made no senseto me. I came to believe that the logic of the textoooks
is a fossil from the scholastic days in which everything was proved and disproved
not by experiments with real things, but by vwords, which are not real things,

When I dealt with the Semanti os of Semantography I had to take imto account the
syllogiam and all that, Now here is one exampl e how the Scmentics of S. works,
Let us take the so-called square of opposition, Before me is a book "Groundwork
on Logic" by Welton, and he uses one example

All Books on Logic are dull dull = not interesting
Some Books on Logic are dull ~
No Book on Logic is dull Tkt

Some Books on Logic are not dull

Now Welton wants to convinc e the reader that there is only one truth among
those 4 propositions, snd onet ruth only, However, we can imsgine many a person
for vhom the proposition"All Bicks on Logic are dull'are the truth ami nothing but
the truth, I am one of them, INow in Semantography the meaning of dull carries
the mind symbol because it refers to 3 happening whioh ocours within a mind only,
Consequently what one person my find dull, another person may find highly interes-
ting, The remlt is that these propositions are all relative truthy relative to
eertain minds, Some minds my find some books dull, some other books not dull,

Or let us take a syllogism, If this syllogism contains one mind meaning then
the logieal conclusion from both premises may be correct by one mind and incorrect
by another mind., If we say Greek are bad peoples, Mr. Soandso is a Greek, Therefore
he must be bad, we Imve the meaning of bad and consequently the whole syllogism
has to abandoneds I was crestfallen to see that many books on logic show syllogisms
in which mind meanings occur, and yet the writer believes that there is only one
truth which is redly valid, :

But my consternation about the old logic of scholastic days {still taught in uni-
versities) was nothing against the new logic which modern logicians have evolved
and™Which they excel, These modern logicians take mumbers or letters as symbols and
then evolve rules how to operate them, The most grotesk nonsense can be the result
 if these philosophers then substitute real meanings for those letters and figures
of their equations, It may read like this: Headaches are predominant, but Stalin is
nice, or more of such nonsense. Vhen people ask these logicians in consternation
why they evolve such nonsence, the answer is that their rules are very general and
all embracing, including the nonsense, Understand this who mnay, I camot, Indeed,

I am firmly convinced that later generations will look with horror on our ages They
will reslise the horror of the cncentration camps of to day, the extermination of
millions of people, and they will conclude that our age is an age of mind madness,
The present-day teaching of modem logic with all their nonsense will surely con-
vince later genrrations that in our age people Were mad, and THE philosophers and
logicians were mad too,

And = I come to the epd’ of my letter, I beg o excuse ard to understand
my simple way of writing, I am not a philosopher and do not want to be one, I am
also not a scholar who excels in long sentences with many words, Consequently my
writing may zppesr too simple to people. But I hope that you vill understand that
only a mind like me could undertake the task of constructing a simple new mode
of communication. That this new medium camot be used by philosophers should be
50 my credite We need understending betwecen the simple people of our planet.

And so I close and thank you very ruch of having given me the oppofrtunity to
express wy thoughts. Your imterest is stimulating anmd a great joy to me. I am
ready to answer further questions and I remain meanvhile

Yours sincerely

CeKoBliss




