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Preface-NaturalLanguage-

SamuelTaylorColeridge,knownasoneofthemostprominent
ofRomanticpoetsbyhisimaginativeworks,wasalsoaphilosophical
thinkerwho,withhis strongsensibility, fertile imaginationand
keenintelligence,gaveprofoundconsiderationstotheproblemsof
widerangefrompoliticstoreligion. Hisrefiectionuponlanguage
wasalife-longone,butitdidn'ttaketheshapeofabookat last.
Inmanyfragments leftbyhim, however,wecouldfindthathis
ideaoflanguagedevelopedinhisphilosophical speculationaround
natureandhumannature.

ThefirstofColeridge'srathercoherentcommentsonlanguage
canbeseeninhislettertoWilliamGodwinofl800.

Iwishyoutowriteabookonthepowerofwords, andthepro-
cessesbywhichhumanfeelings forma髄nitieswiththem-in
short, IwishyoutophilosophizeHorneTooke'sSystem, and ･to
solvethegreatQuestions-whethertherebereasontohold, that
anactionbearingallthesemblanceofpre-designingConsciousness
mayyetbesimplyorganic,andwhetheraseriesofsuchactions
arepossible-andcloseontheheelsofthisquestionwouldfollow
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theold ‘IsLogictheEssenceofThinking？, inotherwords-Is
thinkingimpossiblewithoutarbitrarysigns？ and－howfar is
theword ‘arbitrary’amisnomer？Arenotwordsetc・partsand
germinations of theplant？ Andwhat is theLawof their
Growth?-Insomethingofthisorderlwouldendeavortodestroy
theoldantithesisofWordsandThings, elevating, as itwere,
words intoThings, andlivingThingstoo， All thenonsenseof
vibrationsetc.youwouldofcoursedismiss.

(CollectedLetters,I,pp.625-26)

Fromthispassage,wecould, tosomeextent, guessthedirection
ofhisthoughti.e・whathethoughthis ideal languageshouldbe.
Forhimlanguage shouldbe,morethananythingelse, a living
thingofllature,andinthispointheseemstothinkofakindof
whatwemaycalltheultimatenatural languageasamodelofhis
ideal language. Languageisnotasetofarbitrarysigns,butitself
aprocessof llaturewhichisunitedwiththeprocess ofhuman
thinking. Thus thinking, Coleridge triedtobreak $the oldan-
tithesis ofWords andThings,' thatwords arbitrarilyrepresent
thingswhicharedifferent innaturefromwords.

Ofcourse,theideaofnatural languagethatwordsandthings
areinnaturalandessentialrelationhaSexistedfromancienttimes.
Andtherehasbeentwokindsofassertions inthetraditionof

this idea, ofwhichonecanbeseeninPlato's <lCratylus''where
Cartylusinsiststhatnamesrepresenttheessencesofthings・ The
othercanmosttypicallybeseeninLucretius's 46DeNatura'' the
effect ofwhoseassertionabout language is that speech is an
expressionofhumannature. Andbothkindswereunitedinthe
ChristiandoctrineofAdamic language. Accordingtothis,Adam
whowascreatedintheimageofGodisgiftedwithreasonashis
naturebywhichherecognizestheessencesofthings. Sowhen
Adamgivesnamestothings, thesenamesnotonlyrepresentthe
essencesofthingsnamed,butalsoexpressAdam'sinnernature.
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Coleridgemusthavethoughtoftheexistenceofthenatural
andessentialrelationbetweenthingsandphoneticformsofwords.

Andthismustbethereasonhe inhisownmannerappreciated

HorneTooke'setymological Studies, andhehimselfcontinuedto

studyetymologyallthroughhislife. Butjudgingfromthedirec-

tionofhisthoughtonlanguageunderlyinginhisabovequoted

letter, it is improbablethatheshouldhavebeencontentedwith
theexaminationoftherelationbetweennamesandthings・ Inhis
notebookofl810herepeats, $Wordsarenotmeresymbolsofthings
andthoughts,butthemselvesthingS.' Andhefurthersays,

anyharmonyinthethingssymbolizedwillperforcebepresented
tousmoreeasilyaswellaswithadditionalbeautybyacorre-
spondentharmonyoftheSymbolswitheachother.

(TheNotebooksofSamuelTaylorColeridge, 111,#3762)

Coleridgeseemstohaveseenthisrepresentativeaspectofnatural-
nessof language intheprocesswhere languageasanorganic
systemcreativelyrevealstheworld.

Meanwhile, forColeridge, thisprocessoftheorganicdevelop-
mentoflanguage itself isnoneotherthantheprocessofthein-
trinsicdevelopmentofthinkingi.e. thatofthinkingwithoutarbi-
trarySigns,whichisatthesametimetheexpressionofthemind
ashumannature・ Thus inColeridge's ideal languagethose two
kindsofnaturalnessmusthavebeenunited, andso itmay look
similartoAdamic language・ Buthemusthavedeepened itas
hisowninthedevelopmentofhisreflectiononnatureandmind.
Thenis $tophilosophizeHorneTooke'sSystem' inthedirection

ofColeridge,sideallanguage？Thefollowingquotationfrom‘‘Table
Talk'' ofhislateryearsistheanswer:

Tookeaffectstoexplaintheoriginandwholephilosophyoflan-
guagebywhat is, infact, onlyamereaccidentofitshistory.
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HisabuseofHarrisismostshallowandunfair. Harris, inthe
Hermes,wasdealing-notveryprofoundly, itistrue,-withthe

philosophyof language, themoralandmetaphysical causesand

conditionsofit, etc. HorneTooke, inwritingabouttheforma-

tionofwordsonly, thoughthewaSexplainingthephilosophyof
language,whichisaverydi任erelltthing.

(TableTalk,7Mayl830)

ToColeridgewhatmatteredwastosearchforandconstruct the

modelofhisideal languagethroughtheconsideration, likeHarris,
of$themoralandmetaphysicalcausesandconditiongoflanguage.
Andtheoutlineofthatmodelwasfromthefirstconceivedasthe
ultimatenatural languagestatedabove, so inthisdirectionhe
proceededwithhismetaphysicalconsiderationofnatureandmindto
laythefoundationofthemodel.

ThusColeridge'sphilosophyoflanguagetooktheformofthe
presentationofhisideal language. Itdidsoperhapsbecausethere
existedbeforehimotherviews, andthereforeotherpresentations
oflanguagewhichwereunacceptabletohim, especiallyonewhich
considerswordsasarbitrarysigns. Andbehindthemtheremust
havebeentheviewsofnatureandmindwhichwerealsounaccept-
abletoColeridge, especiallyonewhichconsidersthemaspassive
andmechanical. Inthe followingchapters, thedevelopment of
Coleridge's thinkingaroundnature,mindand languagewill be
tracedincomparisonwiththeseoppositeviews.

1． NatureandMind

Coleridge's viewofnaturedevelops around the distinction
betweenthetwoScholasticconceptsof6naturanaturans'and4natura
naturata.' Fromtheformerimaginedisthenatureasanactive
process, andfromthe latterthenatureasapassiveresult. Con-
cerningthese,Coleridgeexplains:
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-inspeakingtheworldwithoutusasdistinguishedfromour-

selves, theaggregateofphenomenaponderableandimponderable,

iscallednatureinthepassivesense,-inthelanguageoftheold

schools, naturanaturata-whilethe sumoraggregateof the

powers inferredasthesuificientcausesoftheforms (whichby

Aristotleandhisfollowerswerecalledthesubstantialforms) is

natureintheactivesense, ornaturanaturans.

(PhilosophicalLectures,p.370)

Naturanaturans isthatenergeticaspectofnaturewhichasthe

causesofformsproducesphenomena. Itisthisnatureasaproduc-

tiveprocessthat iswhatColeridgethoughtshouldbethereality

ofnaturewhichcorrespondstohis ideal language. 0ntheother

hand,naturanaturataisnothingmorethanthephenomenalresult

ofthisproductvieprocess.

BehindthefactthatColeridgedaredtousetheseScholastic

termsinpresentingtheimageofhisrealnatureishisdiscontent

withtheviewofnaturewhichhadbeenprevailing since the

ScientificRevolution. Themechanicalviewofnature,whichhad

beencompletedduringtheeighteenthcenturybasedontheNew-

tonianlaws,was, infact,nothingmorethantheextractionofthe

quantitativerelationsinphenomena, thatis, themerepresentation

oftheresult. Itdidnottouchthecauseatall,whileColeridge

thoughtthat @thesolutionofPhenomenacanneverbederivedfrom

Phenomena' (TheFriend, I,p.500).

Theviewofnaturenecessarily implies the viewofmind

correspondingto it, ThereasonColeridgecouldnotacceptthe

Newtonianviewofnatureisnotmerelythatitdidnottouchthe

cause,butthat itdidnotpresentthefacultiesofthemindwhich

couldpenetrateintothecause・ Inhis lettertoThomasPooleof
1801,Coleridgemaintains:

Newtonwasamerematerialist-Mindinhis systemisalways
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passive-alazyLooker-ononanexternalWorld. Ifthemindbe

notpassive, ifitbeindeedmadeinGod'slmage, andthat, too,

inthesublimestsense-thelmageoftheCreator-thereisground

forsuspicion, thatanysystembuiltonthepassivenessofthe

mindmustbefalse, asasystem.

(CollectedLetters, II,p､709)

ThiscriticismofNewtonshowsthatbythistimehehadovercome
theinfluenceinhisearlyyearsofHartley'stheoryofassociation
whichappliedNewtonianviewtothemindandexplainsthework-
ingprocessofit intermsofthemotionsofmatter.
ThistheoryofHartley'swasoneoftheconclusions inthe

traditionoftheempiricalviewofthemind・ I11thistraditionthe
mindhadalwaysbeensupposedtobepassiveagainsttheexternal
worldfromwhichitreceives ideasreadymadethroughsensation.
Suchmind, itseemedtoColeridge, couldonlyacceptphenomenaas
theyare, thatis,whatexistasresults, andextractrelationsfrom
them･ Thereforeitcouldnotgrasptherealcause,naturallaturans.
Thenwhat is the essenceofColeridge'sproductivenature,

andwhat isthe implicationofthisnatureconcerningthemind？
Asearlyasl795,whenhewasundertheinHuenceofHartley,he
gaveaseriesoflecturesonpoliticsandreligionatBristol, andin
thefirstlecturehesays, <ByDeitywemeanacreativeoratleast
anorganizinglntelligence' (Lecturesl795, pp.104-105). And in
the fifth lecturehe explains the openingpassage ofSt. John's
Gospelasfollows:

St. Johnasserts, that inthebeginningtherewas lntelligence,
thatthislntelligencewastogetherwithGod,notanemanation
fromhim,andthatthislntelligencewasGodhimself. ;;Allthings
weremadebyitandwithoutthislntelligencewasnotanything
madethatwasmade'',...
(CollectedWorksl,Lecturesl795:0nPoliticsandReligion,
p.200)
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Andhefurthersays:

Thetexts, diItwasintheWorldandtheWorld

andtheWorldknewitnot'' and@,itwasmade

amongug' imply-thatthedivinelntelligence

governtheworldithadcreated, . ． ．
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wasmadebyit,
FIeshanddwelt

neverceasedto

(Loc. cit.）

ToColeridgethecreativeprincipleoftheworldisintelligence.And
thiscreativeintelligencecontinuestoworkintheworld, that is,
inusandinnature.Nowwecouldunderstandthattheessence

ofColeridge'sproductivenatureisnothingbutthiscreativeintel-
ligencewhichderivesitselffromGodandworksinnature・Andin
themindofmanalsoworksthiscreativeintelligenceas itsactive
esSence、

ThisviewofnatureandmindofColeridge'scamefromthe
readingofRalphCudworth'sworksjustbeforehisBristol lectures.
In@6TheTruelntellectualSystemoftheUniverse'' (1678),Cud-
worthconfuted 4all thereasonandphilosophyof atheism' and
demonstrated dits impoSsibility,' and for this coined the term
$plasticnature'which, accordingtohim, is themental ol、 intel-
lectualcauseofnature. Itisanenergeticandproductiveprinciple
whichworksinnatureasanagentofthedivinemindi.e･perfect
intellect (Bookl,Chapterlll). Andconcerningitsrelationwith
humanmind,Cudworthsays:

TheancientsmadePan,thatisnature, toplayuponaharp; but
sensewhichonlypassivelyreceivesparticularoutwardobjects
dothhere, likethebrute,hearnothingbutmerenoiseandsound
andclatter, butnomusicorharmonyatall; havingnoactive
principleandanticipationwithinitselftocomprehenditby, and
correspondorvitallysympathizewithit;whereasthemindofa
rationalandintellectualbeingwillberavishedandenthusiasti-
callytransportedinthecontemplationofitandofitsownac-
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cordancetothispipe ofPan, nature's intellectualmusicand

harmony.

(Op・ cit., 111,p.600,quotedinR.L.Brett,FancyandImagina-
tion,pp.39-40)

Justafterthe lecturesofl795, Coleridgecomposedthefamous
poem;<TheEolianHarp'' inwhicharethefollowinglines:

Orwhatifallofanimatednature

BebutorganicHarpsdiverselyfram'd,
Thattrembleintothought, aso'erthemsweeps
Plasticandvast, oneintellectualbreeze,
AtoncetheSoulofeach，andGodofall？

Nature, theeSsenceofwhichisthecreativeintelligencederived
fromGod,playstheintellectualmusicwhenanimated,andhuman
mind, theessenceofwhichisalsothecreativeintelligencederived
fromGod, activelyproducesresonancewiththismusic.

11． MindandLanguage

Whenthemindofman,whowascreatedintheimageofGod,
worksactivelyaccordingtoitscreativenature,howdoesitform
aconnectionwithlanguage？Toknowthisfurtherconsideration
intotheworkingsofthemindisnecesSary・ ToColeridgetheuseful
meansforitwasthedistinctionineachofthetwopairsofconcepts,
@understandingandreason'and ｡fancyandimagination.'
MainlythroughCudworth, Coleridgecouldovercomethe in-

fiuenceinhisyouthofempiricismwhichconsideredthemindas
passive, andcametothinkofthemindtobeintrinsicallyactive
andcreative.AnditisinthecriticalphilosophyofKant,especially
inhisdistinctionbetweenunderstandingandreason,thatColeridge
thoughthecouldfindthegroundtodemonstratethisactiveand
creativenatureofthemind. Concerningthedistinction,Coleridge
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says inhislettertoThomasClarksonofl806:

15

WhatisthedifferencebetweentheReasonandtheUnderstand-

ing？ Iwouldreply， thatthatFacultyoftheSoulwhichappre-
hendsandretainsthemerenoticesofExperience,asforinstance
thatsuchanobjecthasatriangularfigure, thatitisofsuchor
suchamagnitude, ofsuchandsuchacolor, andconsistency,
withthe anticipationofmeetingthe same under the same
circumstances, inotherwords, all themere'(w""eソaofour
nature,wemaycall theUnderstanding・ Butall suchnotices,
asarecharacterizedbyUniversalityandNecessity,asthatevery
Trianglemust inall places atall timeshave it's two sides
greaterthanitSthird-andwhichareevidentlynot thee任ect
ofanyExperience,buttheconditionofallExperience, andthat
indeedwithoutwhichExperienceitselfwouldbeinconceivable,we
maycallReason-andthisclassofknowledgewascalledbythe
AncientsIVり"l"e'JQf indistinctionfromtheformer, or妙αどし"e〃α､
ReasonisthereforemoSteminentlytheRevelationofanimmortal
soul, andit'sbestSynonime-it is theformaformans,which
containsinitselfthelawofitsownconceptions.

(CollectedLetters, 11,p.1198)

Whatthispassageshows isthatColeridge, byconsideringunder-
standingthefacultyofthemindwhichonlydealswithphenomena
i.e.naturanaturata, relievedreasonasthefacultyessentialtothe
mindwhich, asformaformans,worksactivelyandautonomously
andcausesresonancewithnaturanaturans, theproductivenature.
Ofcourse,understanding,partofthewholecapacityofthemind
whichisintrinsicallyactive, doesnotworkmerelypassively.

theUnderstandingwhereveritdoesnotpossessorusetheReason,
asanotherandinwardeye,maybedefinedtheconceptionofthe
Sensuous, orthefacultybywhichwegeneralizeandarrangethe
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phaenomenaofperception: thatfaculty, thefunctionsofwhich

containtherulesandconstitutethepossibilityofoutwal0dEx-

perlence.

(CollectedWorks4,TheFriend, I.p.156)

Withitsownrules itmakes experiencepossible. But italways

standsunderthephenomenaofsenseperception, andworksunder

theconditionofthem. So itcannotbreakthroughthecondition

itself, andtouchtherealcauseofnature.

Meanwhile, tothereasonliberatedfromthemeddlingswith

phenomenaare tobegivenwhatColeridge thought tobe the

esSentialqualitiesofthemind,namely, theabsoluteactivenessand

creativity. ItmaybesaidthatColeridgeneo-PlatonizedKantalong

the lineofCudworth'sthought･ AccordingtoCudworth,

Knowledgeisaninwardactiveenergyofthemind,notarising
fromthingsactillgfromwithout． ． ． .Some ideas ofthemind
proceednotfromoutwardsensibleobjects, butarisefromthe
inwardactivityofthemind itself. ． . .All the ideas ofthings
artificialhavesomething inthemthatnevercamefromsense.
Thistrueofplantsandanimals.
(ATreatiseconcerningEternalandlmmutableMorality, IV-i,ii)

Coleridge, inthemeantime, saysin@6AppendixC'' of ;6TheStates-
man'sManual" (1816) that $Reason, inthehighestsenseofthe
term,asthefocalpointoftheTheoricandPractical， orasbothin
One, istheSourceofideasandconversely,anideaisaself-affirming
Truthatoncetheoricandpractical,whichtheReasonpresentsto
itself,asaformofitself' (p.61,f.n.).Reasonis exactlywhat
Cudworthcalled4theinwardactivityofthemind'whichproduces
ideas. Andhumanreasoncanonlybethusproductivebecause it
derivesitselffromtheSupremeReason,Godhimself.

Then， inwhatwaydoesreasonworkactivelyandproductively？



TheUltimateNaturalLanguage l7

1n @fAppendixE'' of @iTheStatesman'sManual'' Coleridgetraces

thestagesof $representation' or <presentation'as $themostgeneral

termbelongingtospeculativeintellect' fromSENSATIONtoAN

IDEA, andsays,

thatwhichisneitheraSensationoraPerception, thatwhich

isneitherindividual (i.e. asensiblelntuition) norgeneral (i.e.

aconception)whichneitherreferstooutwardFactsnoryet is

abstractedfromtheFormsofperceptioncontainedintheUnder-

standing; butwhichis aneductofthe lmaginationactuated

bythepureReason, towhichthereneither isor canbean

adequate correspondent intheworldofsenses-this andthis

aloneis=ANIDEA.Whetherldeasareregulativeonly, accord-

ingtoAristotleandKant; or likewiseCONSTITUTIVE， and
onewiththepowerandLifeofNature, accordingtoPlato, and
Plotillus isthehighestproblemofPhilosophy, andnotpartof
itsnomencla,ture.

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman'sManual,
AppendixE,pp.113-114)

Fromthispassage, itmaybesaidthatwhenreasonworksactively,
itworksintheformof (=actuates) imagination,whichproduces
(=educes) ideas. Andthisproductiveroleofimaginationisthe
veryessenceofthecreativityofthemind. Concerningthis, inhis
"BiographiaLiteraria" (1817)Coleridgeexplains:

Thelmaginationthen, Iconsidereitherasprimary,orsecondary.
TheprimarylmaginationlholdtobethelivingPowerandprime
AgentofallhumanPerception, andasarepetitioninthefinite
mindoftheeternalactofcreationintheinfinitelAM.

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p.202)

Theprimaryimaginationengagesitselfinperception. Andifthe
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objectofperceptionisthecreativeprocessofnature, theworking

ofimaginationitselfshouldbeacreativeprocess. Soitisnatural

thattheideasproducedbyimaginationinthisprocessofperception

andcreationshouldbe $constitutive, andonewiththepowerand

lifeofnature, accordingtoPlatoandPIotinus.' Theyare living

thingsbornintheunionofnatureandmind.

NowitisevidentthatwhatColeridgethoughttobehisideal

language, the languageasanorganicsystem,mustbetheform

oftheselivingideas,andbeunitedinonewiththem． ;TheWord
isthefirstBirthoftheldea, anditsHexibleOrgan' (TheFriend,
I, P.474, f.n.). Therefore languagemustbea livingsystemde-
velopingwiththeworkingsofimagination, andmustnotatallbe
6xed. Languagebecomesfixedwhenwordsandthingsareinsuch
relationthateachindividualwordrepresentseachindividualexist-
ingthing,andthatarbitrarily. InthiSstateof6xedness language
losestouchwiththecreativeprocessofnatureandmind. Andit
is inthe intention @todestroytheoldantithesis ofWords and
Things' derivedfromthis fixedness thatColeridgemaintains in
his lettertoJamesGillman, Jr・ ofl826:

(aslhavelongagoobservedtoyou) itisthefundamentalMis-
takeofGrammariansandWritersonthephilosophyofGrammar
andLanguage (toassume) thatwordsandtheir syntaxisare
the immediaterepresentatives ofThings, orthat theycorre-
spond toThings. Words correspond toThoughts; and the
legitimateOrderandConnectionofwordstothelawsofThink-
ingandtotheactsandaffectionsoftheThinker'smind.

(CollectedLetters,VI,p.630)

Butthere inthemindexiststhetendencytowards fixedness.
Inthisdirectionworksunderstanding・ Andinthisdirectionalso
works <fancy'whichlookssimilarto imaginationbut is, infact,
completelydifferentfromitinnatureanddignity.
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Fancy, onthecontrary,hasnoothercounterstoplaywith, but
fixitiesanddefinites. TheFancyisindeednootherthanamode

ofMemoryemancipatedfromtheorderoftimeandspace;while
it isblendedwith, andmodifiedbythatempiricalphenomenon
ofthewill,whichweexpressbythewordChoice. Butequally
withtheordinarymemorytheFancymustreceiveall itsmate-
rial readymadefromthe lawofassociation.

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p.202)

Thusfancybridgessenseandunderstanding・ Andif,asColeridge
suggestsinhis"AidstoRefiection"(1825),understandingisofthe
samenatureasinstinctandisprinciPallyconcernedwiththeselec-
tionofmeansforthenearbypurposes (pp.163-164),asfarasman
livesphysicallyandmaterially, itcannotbehelpedthat ideasand
wordsshouldgetfixedinthisdirection. Thereforereasoncannot
butworkontheconditionofthefixedworld,anditisallthemore
significantforthis. Thisaspectoftheworkingofreasoniswhat
Coleridgecalledthesecondaryimagination.

Thesecondarylmaginationlconsiderasanechooftheformer,
co-existingwiththeconsciouswill, yet still as identicalwith
theprimaryinthekindof itsagency, anddifferingonly in
degree, andinthemodeofitsoperation・ Itdissolves, diffuses,
dissipates, inordertorecreate; orwherethisprocessisrendered
impossible,yetstillatall events itstrugglesto idealizeandto
unify. Itisessentiallyvital, evenasallobjects (asobjects) are
essentiallyfixedanddead.

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p.202)

Unlikefancyandunderstandingwhichworkinthedirectionof
fixedness, thissecondaryimaginationvitallybreaksanddissolves
it,andrecreatesideasandbringsthemintoalivingunity. There-
foretheorgansoftheseideas,wordsasanorganicsystem, never



20

get fixed. Language inthisformiSametaphor initself. It is

essentiallymetaphorical,becauseitneversettlesin6xedmeanings.

Conclusion-TheWaytotheLivingWords-

WhatColeridgethoughttobehisideal language, thelanguage
elevatedtoalivingthing,wastheorganicformofideasinwhich
productivenatureandreasonareunited・ Itwas itSelfacreative
process, theresonanceofnatureandmindtheessenceofbothof
whichisthecreativeintelligencederivedfromGod. Soitwasnot
therepresentationoftheexistingworld, but the livingprocess
where itsowndevelopmentasanorganicsystemisatthesame
timethecreationoftheworld.

Theninwhatwaycansuchlanguageberealized？Toanswer
thisquestionColeridgeseemstohavecoinedtheterm$desynonymi-
zation.' 1n :!BiographiaLiteraria'' he says that @all languages
perfectthemselvesbyagradualprocessofdesynonymizingwords
originallyequivalent' (11, p.255). Andinhis"PhilosophicalLec-
tures''hesaysthat:thewholeprocessofhumanintellectisgradually
todesynonymizeterms' (p.173). So @desynonymization'mustbe
theprocesswherethedevelopmentoflanguageisunitedwiththat
ofintellect. Heexplainsthetermasfollows:

bySynonymesImeanwordsreallyequivalent, bothinmaterial
meaningandinthefeelingsornotionsassoCiatedwiththem/
allwhicharedefectsinLanguage;butyetsuchdefectsaspermit
aprogress initspowers. ． 、andbyHomoeonyme thosewords,
falselythoughtox･ carelesslyusedasSynonymes.-Tomakereal
Synonymes intoHomoeonymes, is the privilege ofGenius,
whetherpoeticorphilosophic,todetectthelatterinthesupposed
former thepl･ovince of thegenuinePhilologist-and this． ． 、
constituteswhatlhavecalledSynonomystic, 0rtheprocessof
desynonymizingpseudo-synonymes, andofdeterminingthespe－
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cificmodeofHomoionomyofeach.

(TheNotebooksofSamuelTaylorColeridge, 111,#3312)

Fromthisratherparadoxical explanation,wecouldseethat 4de-

synonymization' canonlyproceedthroughhighlyintellectualactivi-
tiesofindividuals. Concerningthisaspectof Gdesynonymization,'

in$<PhilosophicalLecturefhemaintainsthat $itisthebusinessof
thephilosophertodesynonymizewordsoriginallyequivalent, there-
infollowingandimpellingthenatural progressof language in
civilizedsocieties' (p.152). Healsosays:

Therearefewmental exertionsmore instructive, orwhichare

capableofbeingrenderedmoreentertaining,thantheattemptto
establishandexemplifythedistinctmeaningofterms, often

confoundedincommonuse, andconsideredasmeresynonyms.

Sucharethewords,Agreeable,Beautiful, Picturesque,Grand,
Sublime: andtoattachadistinctandseparatesensetoeachof

these, isapreviousstepofindispensablenecessitytoawriter,
whowouldreasonintelligibly, eithertohimselfortohisreaders,

concerningtheworksofpoeticgenius, andthesourcesandthe

natureofthepleasurederivedfromthem.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 11,p.226)

Suchphrasesinthispassageas @toestablishandexemplifythedis-
tinctmeaningofterms,'or(toattachadistinctandseparatesense

toeachofthese' shouldnotbeunderstoodinthesensethat #de-

synonymization' onlyleadstotheconceptualdefinitenessofeach
word, andthereforeto the infiexibilityof language. Wemust

rememberthattoColeridgelanguageshouldbemorethananything

elsea livingsystem. Sofromthispointofviewofhis, it is

4synonymization' thatiswhatbringsaboutaninorganicstateof
language, thatis, ajuxtapositionofseemingsynonyms. Andthis
stateisnoneotherthantheiixednessof language． 4Desynonymi-
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zation' causesdifferencesbetweeninorganiCallyjuxtaposed syno-
nyms, and, thusrelatingthemwitheachother, unitestheminto

anorganic livingsystem. So if inthisprocessmeaningofeach
wordcomes toappeardistinct, itdoes so inrelation to other

words, thatis, inawholeSystem,whichmeansthatwords liveas
metaphors.

Suchorganicsystematizationofwords isrealizedmorethan

anythingelseinpoetry・AboutthepoetColeridgesays:

Thepoet, describedinideal perfection, brings thewhole soul
ofmanintoactivity,withthesubordinationofitsfacultiesto
eachohter, accordingtotheirrelativeworthanddignity. He
diffusesatoneandspiritofunity, thatblends,and(asitwere)
fuses, eachintoeach, bythatsyntheticandmagicalpower, to
whichwehaveexclusivelyappropriatedthenameofimagination.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 11,p.12)

Inpoetrythisprocessoftheworkingofimaginationasthe @syn-
theticandmagicalpower' isexactlytheprocess oftheorganic
unificationofwords. Andinthepassagewhichfollowsthis, con-
cerningthepowerofimagination, hefurthersays:

Thispower, firstput inactionbythewillandunderstallding,
andretainedundertheirirremissive,thoughgentleandunnoticed,
controul (laxiseiferturhabenis) revealsitselfinthebalanceor
reconciliationofoppositeordiscordantqualities: 0f sameness,
withdifference; ofthegeneral,withtheconcrete; theidea,with
theimage; theindividual,withtherepresentative; thesenseof
noveltyandfreshness,witholdandfamiliarobjects;…andwhile
itblendsandharmonisesthenaturalandtheartificial, still sub-
ordinatesart tonature; themanner to thematter; andour
admirationofthepoettooursympathywiththepoetry.

(Loc. cit.)
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The $reconciliation'herementionedisofthesamenatureas {de-

synonymization' inthatitsproCessisalsotheorganicsystematiza-

tionofwords,butonlyfromtheoppositeside.

Fromtheseall itmaybeconcludedthatthewaytotheliving
wordsistheprocessofbreakingthefixedstateofwordsandunify-

ingthemintoanorganicsystembydifferentiationandreconcilia-

tion. AnditisinMiltonandShakespearethatColeridgesawthe

truerealizationofthelivingwords.

Iwaswontboldlytoaffirm, thatitwouldbescarcelymorediifi-

culttopushastoneoutfromthePyramidswiththebarehand,

thantoalteraword, orthepositionofaword, inMiltonor

Shakespeare, (intheirmostimportantworksat least,)without

makingtheauthorsaysomethingelse, 0rsomethingworse, than

hedoessay.

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,P.15)

Thisisthestateoflanguageasalivingsysteminitsextremity

wherethereisnopossibilityofthereplacementofsynonyms・ This
isexactlywhatColeridgethoughttobehis ideal language, the
ultimatenatural language, theultimatemetaphor.

Bibliography

Coleridge, S､T.,TheCollectedWorksofSamuelTaylorColeridge, ed.
K.CoburnandB.Winer,Vols. 1-7, 10, 12and13． 1969- .
CollectedLettersofS．T・Coleridge, ed.E､L.Griggs, 6vols., 1966.
ImaginationinColeridge, ed． J･S・Hill, 1978.
TheNotebooksofS.T， Coleridge, ed・KathleenCoburn, 3Double
vols., 1957-73.
ThePortableColeridge, ed、 1．A.Richards, 1950.
AidstoReHection (Bohn'sPopularLibr.),1913.
BiographiaLiteraria, ed． J. Shawcross, 2vols., 1907.



24

ThePhilosophicalLecturesofS.T･Coleridge, ed．K.Coburn, 1949
TableTalkandOmniamaofS.T. Coleridge, 1917.

Cudworth,R､,TheTruelntellectualSyStemoftheUniverse, 1678.
ATreatiseconcerningEternalandlmmutableMorality,1731.

Brett,R､L.,Fancyandlmagination, 1969.
Hamilton,P.,Coleridge'sPoetics, 1983.
HawkeS,T､,Metaphor, 1972.
Kato,R･,Coleridge'sPhilosophyofLanguage, 1981.
Marks,E.R.,ColeridgeontheLanguageofVerse, 1981.
McKusick, J.C､, Coleridge'sPhilosophyofLanguage, 1986.

Barfield,0．,WhatColeridgeThought, 1972.
Barth, J.R,, TheSymbolic lmagination-Coleridgeand theRomantic

Tradition-, 1977.
Beer,J.,Coleridge'sPoeticIntelligence, 1977.
Dekker,G.,ColeridgeandtheLiteratureofSensibility, 1978.
Kessler,E.,Coleridge'sMetaphorsofBeing, 1979.
Levere,T､H､,PoetryRealizedinNature, 1981.
McFarland,T.,ColeridgeandthePantheistTradition, 1969.
Mileur, J.P.,VisionandRevision-Coleridge'sArt of lmmanence-,

1982．

Modiano,R.,ColeridgeandtheConceptofNature, 1985.
Swiatecks,M・J.,TheldeaoftheSymbol, 1980.
Taylor,A､,Coleridge'sDefenseoftheHuman, 1986.
Warnock,M., Imagination, 1976.


