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Preface-ImaginationLogtandDiscovered-

Itwasreallynot so longthatSamuelTaylorColeridge, an
Englishromanticwhopresentedbrilliant imagesinhisfantastic
poems,wasblessedwithpoetic inspiration. At theendofhis
mostfruitful fiveyears (1795-1800),hewascompelledtogiveup
completing@!Cristabel '', andina letter toJamesWebbeTobin
datedSeptemberl7,1800,hesaid:

I abandonPoetryaltogether-I leavethehigheranddeeper
Kinds toWordsworth, thedelightful, popular and simply
dignifiedtoSouthey; andreserveformyself thehonorable
attempt tomakeothers feel andunderstandtheirwritings,
astheydeservetobefeltandunderstood.

(CollectedLetters, I,p. 623)

InthispassageColeridgerathex･ self-scorninglydeploreswhathe
has lost, butatthesametimeheseemstohavefoundapossi-
bility inanotherfacultyofhismind. Hemustbehopingto
graspbythisfacultytheessenceofwhathehas lost, andto
recoverit inanotherway. AImost inparallelwiththisletterhe
wrotetoWilliamGodwin, saying:
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Iwishyoutowriteabookonthepowerofwords, andthe

processesbywhichhumanfeelingsforma伍nitieswiththem-
inshort, IwishyoutophilosophizeHorneTooke'sSystem,
andtosolvethegreatQuestions-whethertherebereasonto
hold,thatanactionbearingallthesemblanceofpre-designing
Consciousnessmayyetbesimplyorganic,andwhetheraseries
of suchactionsarepossible-andcloseontheheelsof this
questionwouldfollowtheold<IsLogictheEssenceofThink-
ing？ ’ inotherwords－IsthinkingimpossiblewithoutarbitrarV
signs？and－howfaristheword‘arbitrary，amisnomer？ Are
notwordsetc，partsandgerminationsof theplant？What is
theLawoftheirGrowth?-Insomethingofthisorderlwould
endeavortodestroytheoldantithesisofWordsandThings,
elevating, as itwere,words intoThings, and livingThings
too. Allthenonsenseofvibrationsetc. vouwouldofcourse
dismiss.

(CollectedLetters, I,pp. 625-6)

Inthis letterColeridgepresentsamodel ofhis ideal language
fromwhichwecanguesswhathethinkspoeticlanguageshould
be. Accordingtothismodel, languageshOuldnotbeanaggregate
ofarbitrarysigns, butagrowingprocessof $livingThings' in
whichthelawsoforganicnatureandgenerative thinkingare
united inone. HereColeridge seems tohave took leaveof
empiricistviewof language, andgainedinsight intowhatshould
betheessenceofhispoeticlanguage. Butatthisstagehisidea
of languagestill lackedmetaphysical background, that is, the
reflectiononthemental structurewhichactualizesandsupports
suchlanguage. Thisismostclearlyshownbythefactthat in
this letterherecommendsGodwin@tophilosophizeHorneTooke's
System'whichcouldnot inanysensecometotermswiththe
directionhisownsystemistotake.
ButbyasearlyasMarchnextyear,Coleridgeseems tohave
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reachedthebasicunderstandingofthenatureofmentalelement

behindhispoeticlanguage. Duringthetimeheintensivelyread

theworksofphilosopherssinceBaconandDescartes, especially

LeibnitzandKant, as isshownbyhisletters.

...todowhatmyheartwithinmeburnstodo-thatis,concenter

myfreemindtothea伍nitiesoftheFeelingswithWordsand
Ideasunderthetitleof @ConcerningPoetryandthenatureof
Pleasuresderivedfromit.'-Ihavefaith, thatldounderstand
thissubject/andlamsure,thatiflwritewhatloughttodo
onit, theWorkwouldsupersedeall theBooksofMetaphysics
hithertowritten/andall theBooksofMoralstoo.
(ToHumphryDavy,Feb. 3, 1801． CollectedLetters, 11,p. 671)

ChangeofMinistry interestsmenot-I turnat timeshalf
reluctantlyfromLeibnitzorKanteventoreadasmokingnew
newspaper/suchapurusputusmetaphysicusamlbecome.
(ToThomasPoole,Feb. 13, 1801． CollectedLetters, 11,p.676)

With these readings he seems tohave overcome the early
influenceuponhimofempiricistviewofthemindespeciallythat
ofHartlev.

彦

If ldonotgreatlydeludemyself, Ihavenot onlycompletely
extricatedthenotionsofTime, andSpace;butoverthrownthe
doctrineofAssociation,astaughtbyHartley, andwithitall
theirreligiousmetaphysicsofmodernlnfidels-especially, the
doctrineofNecessity.
(ToThomasPoole,March16,1801. CollectedLetters, 11,p.706)

AndhewentsofarastocallLocke @aperfectLittle-ist', and
furtherhecriticizedNewtOnas $amerematerialist', for:
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Mindinhissystemisalwayspassive-alazyLooker-ononan
anexternalWorld・ Ifthemindbenotpassive, if itbeindeed
madeinGod'slmage, andthattoointhesublimestsense-the
ImageoftheCreator-thereisgroundforsuspicion, thatany
systembuiltonthepassivenessofthemindmustbefalse, as
asvstern.

草

(ToThomasPoole,March23, 1801. CollectedLetters, 11,p.709)

Anysystemmustbebuiltupontheactivenessofthemindmade
in (the lmageof theCreator'、 SoColeridge'smetaphysical
speculationwasdirectedtothesearchingofasystembasedon
thisactivenessof themind, andhefoundmathematicsasan
idealexampleofsuchasystem, it seems. HewrotetoGodwin
onMarch25, 1801, saying:

InmylonglllnesslhadcompelledintohoursofDelightmany
asleepless,painfulhourofDarknessbychasingdownmeta-
physicalGame-andsincethenlhavecontinuedtheHunt, till
IfoundmvselfunawareattheRootofPureMathematics-and
upthattallsmoothTree,whosefewpoorBranchesareallat
it'sverysummit, amlclimbingbypureadhesivestrengthof
armsandthighs-stillslippingdown, stillrenewingmyascent.

(CollectedLetters, II, pp. 713-4)

Hefoundmathematicsafter @chasingdownmetaphysicalgame',
andtriedtoclimbto $ itsverysummit'.Whatdidheseeinthis
process？ Inthesameletterhesays：

ThePoet isdeadinme-myimagination(orrathertheSome-
whatthathadbeenimaginative) lies, likeaColdSnuffonthe
circularRimofaBrassCandle-stick,withoutevenastinkof
Tallowtoremindyouthat itwasoncecloathedandmitred
withFlame.
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(Ibid.,p. 714)

Hereat lastColeridgereached @imagination', andrecognizedit

asthemental elementof @thePoet'. Anditwasmetaphysical

speculationespeciallythaton@PureMathematics' that ledhim

tothisrecognition,wecanguess. Coleridgemusthavenoticed

some substantial relationbetweenmathematics basedon the

activenessofthemindandimaginationas themental element

ofpoeticlanguage・Thenwhat？
Fromthat timeonColeridge'smetaphysical speculationcon-
tinuedtoelucidatetheessenceofimagination,andmathematics
wasalwaystogivespecial lightuponthisspeculation, itseems.
Thenhow？

1． Mathesis,Symbolandlmagination

FirstinthischapterweshallconsiderwhatColeridgethought
tobe theessenceofmathematics, andwhat ideasColeridge
gainedfrommathematics, especiallyinrelationtoimagination.
Inhis @(PhilosophicalLectures'' Coleridgerefersapprovingly
towhatheconsiders tobePythagoras' conceptionofnumber
thatnumberis $thebestsymbol,…, oftherepresentationofthe
lawsofnatureconsideredashomogeneouswiththepurereason
inman' (11,p. 108).
Asthereasonofnumberbeingsuchsymbol, Coleridgealso
referstowhathethinkstobePythagoras' ideas, that:

innumbersconsideredphilosophicallytherewasaperpetual
referencetoaunitythatwasyetinfinite,andyetthatineach
numbertherewasanintegralorindividualthatstillcontained
initsnaturesomethingprogressive, thatwentbeyondit.

(Loc. cit.)

Thesequotationsshowthat reHectingonnumber, Coleridge
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gainedtheideaofthenatureof symbol・ Symbolmust firStbe
abletorepresentboththe lawsofnatureandthepurereason
inman・ Andinthisexpressivenesssymbolbearsinmorepurified
formtheessenceofColeridge'spoeticlanguageinwhichthelaws
oforganicnatureandgenerativethinkingmustbeunitedinone.
Whatisexplainedinthesecondquotationisanotheressential
qualityofsymbolwhichmakesitsexpressivenesspossible. Each
number,beingitselfanindividualpartofthewhole,canrepresent
(referto) theessenceof thewhole, aunity, though infinite,
becausetheessenceofanumberistheintegrationof itsrela-
tionswithothernumbersorderedprogressively, andnumbers,
thusrelatedwitheachother, constituteanorganicallyunited
whole, thoughinfinite. Thismeansthatasymbolmustbeapart
representingthewholeas itsessentialpart, andthat forthis
symbolsmustconstituteanorganicwhole.Wecouldthusseethat
toColeridgemathematicsofferednumberas thebestmodelof
symbolfromwhichhecouldconstructhisownideaofsymbol.
Anditisbecausenumberhasthesequalitiesas .thebestsymbol '
thatmathematicsasasystemofnumberscanbe;

notonlythefirstpuresciencebutsuppliestoallothersciences
themostperfectmodelandexemplar.

(CollectedWorksl3,Logic, p、 90)

Aboutgeometry,alsoanexpressionoftherelationstranslatable
tothosebetweennumbers,Coleridgestatesthesamething:

That,whichwefindinourSelves, is (gradumutato) thesub-
stanceandthelifeofallourknowledge. .. .Thehumanmind
isthecompass, inwhichthelawsandactuationsofalloutward
essences are revealedas the dips anddeclinations. (The
applicationofGeometrytotheforcesandmovementsofthe
materialworldisbothproofandinstance.) Thefacttherefore,
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thatthemindofmaninitsownprimaryandconstituantforms

representsthelawsofnature,isamysterywhichofitselfshould
su伍cetomakeusreligious,...

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,AppendixC, pp、 78-9)

Geometryiswhat &wefindinourselves' as @themindofmanin
itsownprimarVandconstituant forms', soitcanrepresentthe
lawsofnature. Thushesays:

Truenaturalphilosophyiscomprizedinthestudyofthescience
andlanguageofsymbols. Thepowerdelegatedtonatureisall
ineverypart: andbyasymbollmean,not ametaphoror
allegoryoranyother figureof speechorformof fancy, but
anactual andessentialpartof that, thewholeofwhich it
represents.

(Ibid.,p. 79)

Now, asthesequotationssuggest,thereflectiononmathematics
seemstohavegivenColeridgenotonly the insight into the
expressivenatureof symbol, butalsothe ideaonthemental
elementbehindsymbol i.e. symbolmakingpowerof themind
whichfinds initself #itsownprimaryandconstituent forms'.
About the constructionofmathematicsColeridge says that
mathematicshas:

foritsdepartmenttheactsandconstructionsofthenecessary
imagination, andis subdivided intoGeometryastheCorres-
pondenttoSpaceortheOuterSense, andArithmeticcorres-
pondenttoTime, orthelnnerSense: whileAlgebramaybe
consideredas theconversionof theone into theotherby
principlesofequationandcompensation.

(CollectedWorks4,TheFriend, I,p. 440, f.n.)



24

Thissuggeststhatmathematicsistheproductoftheactiveand
constructivepowerof imagination. Coleridgealsosays:

Totheoriginal constructionofthelinelcanbecompelledby
alinedrawnbeforemeontheslateoronsand. Thestroke
thusdrawnisindeednotthelineitself, butonlytheimageor
pictureofthe line. It isnot fromit, thatwe first learnto
knowtheline; but, onthecontrary,webringthisstroketo
theoriginal linegeneratedbytheactofimagination;otherwise
wecouldnotdefmeitaswithoutbreadthorthickness.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 1,p. 172)

Theoriginal lineisgeneratedbytheactof imagination, soit
ispossibletodefineitaswithoutbreadthorthickness.

theverywords,(Gifthesetwosurfacescovereachotherthev
areequal '', havenoproper or immediate reference to the
bodies. .. ､the truemeaningof thewordsrefers tothecon-
stuctivefacultyitself, not tothe image, no, noteventothe
imageinthefancy,whichisnootherthanthementaldiagram,
both it and that drawnonthe slate orpaperbeingalike
picturesofthemathematicallinegeneratedbythemathematical
pointsandofthemathematicalsurfacesgeneratedbythelines,
which, astheverydefinitionsaresu伍cient toshow, areacts
andproductsoftheactiveandproductiveimagination.

(CollectedWorksl3,Logic,pp. 222-3)

Notonlydefinitions (whicharereallyasystemof relationsin
themselves) butalsotheconstructionofmathematicalrelations
itselfdependsontheactiveandproductivepowerof imagination.
Sothewholesystemofmathematics is infact theproductof
imagination, andthis isenoughtopresent imaginationasthe
powerofthemindwhichproducessymbolsasanorganicwhole.
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FromwhatColeridgesaidonmathematicshithertoquoted,we

cansaythatspeculationonmathematicsnotonlyledColeridge

totheessenceofsymbol,butalsotothatof imagination・ The
essenceofsymbol isitsexpressiveness,anditisalsotheessence
ofpoeticlanguage. Andtheessenceofimaginationisitsactive-
nessandproductivenesswhich,byfindinginthemindits$primary
andconsituantforms', createssymbols,andgivesthemthatex-
pressiveness. Therearesuchsubstantialrelationsbetweenthese
essences, andweshall seehowtheyarerelated inthewhole
structureofColeridge'sviewofthemind.

11． Reason,IdeaandImagination

Whenweconsiderthedevelopmentofthebasicframeworkof
Coleridge'sviewofthemind,wefindtheparticularsignificance
ofhislecturesgivenatBristol in1795. Itmustbeonthebasis
of the insight intothemindgained inthese lecturesthathe
could later sethimself free fromthe iniluence of empiricist
viewofthemindandthemechanicalviewofnaturebyreading
LeibnitzandKant.

Inthefirstoftheseriesof lecturesonpoliticsandreligion,
hesays, @ByDeitywemeanacreativeoratleastanorganizing
Intelligence' (Lecturesl795,pp. 104-5). AndinthefIfthlecture
he interprets theopeningpassageof $$St. John'sGospel '' as
follows:

St. Johnasserts, that inthebeginningtherewas lntelligence,
thatthislntelligencewastogetherwithGod,notanemanation
fromhim, andthat this lntelligencewasGodhimself. <@All
thingsweremadebyitandwithout this lntelligencewasnot
FInythingmadethatwasmade'',,..

(CollectedWorksl,Lecturesl975: OnPoliticsand
Religion,p. 200)
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Andfurther

Thetexts, $iItwasintheWorldandtheWorldwasmadebv
it, andtheWorldknewitnot'' and #$itwasmadeFleshand
dwelt amongus'' imply-that thedivine lntelligencenever
ceasedtogoverntheworldithadcreated,...

(Loc. cit.)

Fromthiswhatwemaycallneo-Platonic interpretationof ($St.
John'sGospel''wecangraspwhatwouldbe thefundamental
structureofColeridge'sviewofthemind・ First thereexistsan
active, creativeintelligenceastheoriginaldivinemind・ Andit
dwellsbothinnatureandhumanmind. Sonatureandhuman
mindhaveactiveandcreativeintellectualprinciplesderivedfrom
Godastheiressence.

ThisviewofthemindofColeridge'smusthavebeenfOrmed
undertheinfluenceofRalphCudworth'sworkshereadjustbefore
hisBristol lectures, buthekept itsbasicframeworkall through
his life. Inhisplansof !lLogosophia'' ofhis laterdavswhich
remainedplansat last,Coleridgealwaysgaveacentralposition
tothisneo-Plantonicinterpretationof $:St. John'sGospel''.

IamabouttoputtothepressalargevolumeontheLogos,or
thecOmmunicativeintelligenceinnatureandinman,together
with,andaspreliminaryto, aCommentaryontheGospelof
St.John;andinthisworklhavelaboredtogiverealand
adequatedefinitionsofallthecomponentfacultiesofourmoral
and intellectual being, exhibitingconstructively the origin,
development,anddestinedfunctionsofeach.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 11, p. 230)

Theninthedevelopmentofthisviewofthemind,howwould
imaginationbeplacedinitsbasicframework？ Forthisplacement
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itwasnecessarytofurtheranalysetheprinciplesof thework-

ings of intelligence. AndColeridgecouldfindthegroundfor
thisanalysis inthecriticalphilosophyofKant, especiallyhis

limitationofthecapacityofunderstanding. Fromthislimitation

Coleridgecouldmakeadistinctionbetweenreasonandunder-

standinginhisownmanner・ Concerningthisdistinctionhesays:

What isthedifferencebetweentheReasonandtheUnder-

Standing？ Iwouldreply， thatthatFacultyoftheSoulwhich
apprehendsandretainsthemerenOticesofExperience, asfor
instancethatsuchanobjecthasatriangular figure, thatit is
ofsuchorsuchamagnitude, ofsuchandsuchacolor, and
consistency,withtheanticipationofmeetingthesameunder
thesamecircumstances, inotherwords,allthemere'"""e"α
ofournature,wemaycall theUnderstanding. Butallsuch
notices, asarecharacterizedbyUniversalityandNecessity, as
thateveryTrianglemust inallplacesatall timeshave it's
twosidesgreaterthanitsthird-andwhichareevidentlynot
theeffectofanyExperience,buttheconditionofallExperience,
and that indeedwithoutwhichExperience itSelfwouldbe
inconceivable,wemaycallReason-andthisclassofknowledge
wascalledbytheAncientsNooj"eしa indistinctionfromthe
former, or"!""e〃α. Reasonisthereforemost eminentlythe
Revelationofanimmortal soul, andit'sbestSynonime-it is
theformaformans,whichcontainsinitselfthelawofitsown
conceptions.
(ToThomasClarkson,0ct、 13, 1806. CollectedLetters, 11,
p. 1198)

Coleridge first consideredunderstandingas the facultywhich
dealschiefIywithphenomena. Itextractsandabstractsvarious
factorsinphenomena,andrelatesthemwitheachother. Andif
understandingbelikethis, itmaybepossibletofoundNewtonian
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systemonunderstanding, a facultyof the essentiallyactive

mind,noton$thepassivenessof themind' inempiricism. But

understandingcannotpartwithphenomena. It can @generalize

andarrangethephaenomenaofperception' (TheFriend, I.p.
156),graspthemunder the categoryof sameness,andmake

useofthembyitsfacultyof $selectingandadaptingmeansto
proximateends' (LaySermons, p. 61), but it cannottouchthe

reality, theoriginalcausesofthephenomena, intheend.

Thuslimitingthecapacityofunderstanding, Coleridgecould

furnishreasonwithwhatheconsideredastheessentialqualities
ofthemind, theabsoluteactivenessandcreativityderivedfrom
thedivinemind. Reasonastheformaformansmustbetheactive

processwhich ｢containsinitselfthelawofitsownconceptions'.
Whilereasonis @theknowledgeof the lawsoftheWholecon-
sideredasOne' (LaySermons,p， 59),itso伍cels：

tobringaunity intoall ourconceptionsandseveral know-
ledges. Onthisall systemdepends;andwithoutthiswecould
reHectconnectedlyneitheronnaturenoronourownminds.

(AidstoReHection,p. 220)

Thus inreasonactandobjectareintegrated. So

Reason, inthehighestsenseoftheterm,asthefocalpointof
theTheoricandPractical, orasbothinOne, istheSourceof
Ideasandconversely, anideaisaself-affirmingTruthatonce
theoricandpractical,whichthereasonpresents to itselfas
theformof itself.

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,AppendixC,p. 61, f.n.)

Reason,whenitworksactivelyandcreativelyaccordingto its
essence,bringsabout ideas,presentsthemto itselfas theform
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of itself, and thusunites itselfwith itself intoawhole. So

naturallyideasthusproducedare#notmerelyformalbutdynamic'

(Loc・cit.). Andthisproductiveessenceofreasonismosttypically
exemplifiedinmathematics.

BythepureReason,Imeanthepowerbywhichwebecome
possessedof principle, (the eternal verities of Platoand
Descartes) andof ideas, (N.B. not images) as theideasofa
point,aline, acircle, inMathematics; . . .

(CollectedWorks4,TheFriend, I,p. 177, f.n.）

Nowit isevident that toColeridge imagination isnothing
otherthanthisactiveandproductiveaspectofreason.

thatwhichisneitheraSensationoraPerception, thatwhich
isneitherindividual (i.e.asensiblelntuition)norgeneral (i.e.
aconception)whichneitherreferstooutwardFactsnoryet
isabstractedfromtheFormsofperceptioncontained inthe
Understanding; butwhich is aneduct of the lmagination
actuatedbythepureReason, towhichthereneither isorcan
beanadequatecorrespondentintheworldof thesenses-this
and thisalone is=ANIDEA.Whether ldeasareregulative
only, accordingtoAristotleandKant; orlikewiseCONSTITU-
TIVE, andonewiththepowerandLifeofNature, according
toPlato,andPIotinusisthehighestproblemofPhilosophy, . . .

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,AppendixE,pp. 113-4)

Reasonworksactivelyandcreativelyasimaginationwhichpro-
duceslivingideas. Thisishowimaginationisplacedinthebasic
frameworkofColeridge'sviewofthemind.
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111． Imagination,SymbolandExpression

Imaginationisthatenergeticformofreasonwhichproduces
ideas. Thisproductiveessenceofimaginationisfurtherexplained
initstwoaspects.

Thelmaginationthen, Iconsidereitherasprimary, orsecond-
ary. Theprimarylmaginationlholdtobethe livingPower
andprimeAgentofallhumanPerception, andasarepetition
inthefinitemindoftheeternalactofcreationintheinfinite
IAM.

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p. 202)

Intheactof imaginationperceptionandcreationarethesame
process inwhichtheactive, produCtiveprinciple is the intel-
ligencederivedfromDeity,anorganizinglntelligence,andalso
dwellinginnature・ Soideasproducedinthisprocessmaywell
be :CONSTITUTIVE, andonewiththepowerandLifeofNature,
accordingtoPlato,andPIotinus'.

. . .everyprincipleisactualizedbyanidea; andeveryideais
living, productive, partakethof infinity, and containethan
endlesspowerofsemination.

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,pp. 23-4)

Andhefurtherexplainsthisnatureof ideas, referringtowhat
heconsidersasPythagoras' thoughtthat:

what inmenthe ideaswere, asweshouldsay, those inthe
worldwerethelaws; thattheideaspartookaccordingtothe
powerof theman, ofaconstitutive character, inthe same



ImaginationandCreation 31

mannerasthelawsdidinexernalnature.

(PhilosophicalLectures, II,pp. 107-8)

Theninpractical levelhowistheproductionof suchliving

ideasbyimaginationrealized？ Itmustbebywavoftheexpres‐
sionbysymbols. IfwerememberherewhatColeridgethinksto
betheessentialqualityofsymbol i.e. !therepresentationofthe
lawsofnatureconsideredhomogeneouswiththepurereasonin
man',wecanseethatColeridgeconsiderssymbolsasthebest
expressionof ideas. Aboutthishesays:

AnlDEA, inthehighestsenseofthatword,cannotbeconveyed
butbyasymbol ; .. .

(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p. 100)

Toexpressanideainthehighestsense,alivingconstitutiveidea,
asymbolmustbeofthesamequality. Thisqualityasymbolhas,
because, aswehaveseeninthecaseofmathematics, it is 4an
actualandessentialpartofthat,thewholeofwhichitrepresents',
andfor thissymbolsconstituteanorganicwhole・ Andaswe
havealsoseeninthecaseofmathematics, theactivepowerof
imaginationalwaysproducessymbolsasasystem,forimagination
lS：

thatreconcilingandmediatorypower,whichincorporatingthe
ReasoninlmagesoftheSense,andorganizing(asitwere) the
HuxoftheSensesbythepermanenceandself-circlingenergies
oftheReason,givesbirthtoasystemofsymbols,harmonious
inthemselves, andconsubstantialwiththetruths,ofwhichthey
aretheconductors.

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesmanManua1,
，． 29）
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Thussymbolsarebornasasystem, anditisinandasasystem

thatsymbolscanbetheexpressionof livingideas.

Butexpressionhasat thesame time theaspect of fixation

otherthanthatofcreation. Itisso,becausesymbolsareformed

with$ImagesoftheSense' asmedia.Withthis fixationideas

settleand individualize themselves, withwhichsymbols Iose

systematicrelationsandbecomearbitrarysigns. Thishappens,
becausethereexistsinthemindatendencvtowardsfixation. And

it istheunderstandingthatworksinthisdirection. Understand-

ingis $thatFacultyof theSoulwhichapprehendsandretains

themerenoticesofExperince,…,withtheanticipationofmeet-

ingthesameunderthesamecircumstances'. Andinthisdirec-

tionalsoworks @the imaginationin itspassivesense',which

ColeridgewOuldrathercall (Fancy', andthis:

maynot inaptlycomparedtotheGorgonHead,whichlooked

deathintoeverything-andthisnotbyaccident, butfromthe

natureofthefacultyitself, theprovinceofwhichistogive

consciousnesstotheSubjectbypresentingtoit itsconceptions

objectively,...

(TheNotebooksofSamuelTaylorColeridgs, 111, #4066)

Becauseofthisfaculty(withoutwhichtherewouldbenofixation,

consequently, no distinct perceptionor conception' (ibid.), it

opensthewaytounderstanding. Fancy:

hasnoothercounterstoplaywith, but fixitiesanddefinites.

TheFancyisindeednootherthanamodeofMemoryeman-

cipatedfromtheorderoftimeandspace;while it isblended

with, andmodifiedbythatempirical phenomenonof thewill,

whichweexpressbythewordChoice・ Butequallywiththe
ordinarymemorytheFancymustreceiveall itsmaterialready
madefromthelawofassociation.
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(BiographiaLiteraria, I,p. 202)

Sounderstandingcanbe @thepowerofgeneralizingthemotives

oftheSense,andof judgingof theobjectiverealityofallAp-

pearancesbytheirreducibilitytoagenusorclass', andbe @the
facultyofselectingandadaptingmeanstoproximateends' (Lay
Sermons,pp.60-1). Andthisprocessfromfancytounderstanding
isanecessaryonesofarasmanlivesinthisworldphysically
andmaterially・ Ourlifeissurroundedbyfixedideasandindivi-
dualizedsvmbols.

Theproductionof livingideasexpressedinsystematizedsym-
bols, therefore, shouldbeginwiththebreakingofsuchfixation.
AndthisisthefunctionofwhatColeridgecalls $thesecondary
imagination'.

Thesecondarylmaginationlconsiderasanechooftheformer,
co-existingwiththeconsciouswill, yet still as identicalwith
theprimaryinthekindof itsagency, anddifferingonlyin
degree, andinthemodeof itsoperation・ Itdissolves,diffuses,
dissipates,inordertorecreate;orwherethisprocessisrendered
impossible,yetstillatalleventsitstrugglestoidealizeandto
unify. It isessentiallyvital, evenasall objects (asobjects)
areessentiallvfixedanddead.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 1,p. 202)

Fixationmeans separationand individualization, that is, the
1osingofrelationandorganicunity・ Thesecondaryimagination,
bywayofdissolutionandunification, causesrelations inthis
stateoffixednessandseparatedness,andbringssymbolsandthere-
fore ideas into anorganic unity. It is thisprocessof $re-
creation' that istherealityoftheactivitiesofmathematicians,
poetsandartists. Theprimary imaginationisnothingbut the
abstractionofthecreativeaspectoftheseactivities.
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ConclIIsion-TheWaysofSymbolicExpression-

Coleridgerecognizedthedeathofhispoeticmindastheloss

ofimagination, andtriedtoelucidatethenatureof imagination

bywayofmetaphysicalspeculation. Asaresultofit,hefound

that imaginationistheactiveaspectofreasonwhoseessenceis

thecreativityderivedfromdivine intelligence， Reason, byits
activities,produceslivingideasastheformofitself,andpresents
themtoitself. Inthiscreativeprocess, imagination,asanenergy
ofreason,playstheveryroleofproductionbymeansofsym-
bolicexpression. As for reason inwhichactivitiesandtheir
objectsareunited, its energetic side is imagination, and its
expressivesideissymbols.
ThenwhatpossibilitiesdidColeridgefindinthisconceptof
svmbolicexpression？ Howfarisitse丘ectiverangelnthecon‐
siderationofhumanexpressionexemplifiedbythecreationof
Doems？ Coleridgethoughtthathecouldestablishacriterionfor
theevaluationofexpressionsbyfurtheranalysingtheexpressive
facultyof symbol especially inthecomparisonwithallegory.
Aboutallegoryandsymbolhesays:

NowanAllegoryisbutatranslationofabstractnotionsintoa
picture-languagewhichisitselfnothingbutanabstractionfrOm
objectsofthesenses; theprincipalbeingmoreworthlesseven
thanitsphantomproxy,bothalikeunsubstantial,andtheformer
shapelesstoboot. OntheotherhandaSymbol ischaracterized
byatranslucenceof theSpecial inthe lndividual orof the
General intheEspecial oroftheUniversal intheGeneral.
Aboveallbythetranslucenceof theEternal throughandin
theTempOral. It alwayspartakesof theRealitywhich it
rendersintelligible; andwhileitenunciates thewhole, abides
itselfasalivingpart inthatUnity, ofwhich it is therepre-
sentative.
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(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,p. 30)

Andintheseventhof $fLecturesonLiterature'' herepeatsthe

sameexplanationwithanexample.

TheSymbolicalcannot,perhaps,bebetterdefinedindistinction
fromtheAllegorical, thanthat it isalways itselfapart of

that, ofthewholeofwhich it is therepresentative.－{Here
comesasail,'-(that is, aship) isa symbolical expression.
4Beholdourlion! 'whenwespeakof somegallantsoldier, is
allegorical.

(CollectedWorks5,Lecturesl808-1819: OnLiterature,
II,pp. 417-8)

WhatColeridgetriestosayinthisseeminglystrangeexample
canbeunderstoodbytakingintoconsiderationtheveryessence
ofsymbol, that is, theexpressionofthewholeasitspart・ Call-
ingaship @asail'mayseemtobeanimpoverishedexpression
atfirstglance,but infactdoesn't itexpressthewholesituation
relatedtotheshipmorelmaginatively？Wecanlmaglneitsclass，
itsshape, itspositionandmotion, andeventhepsychologyof
thepeople seeingit･ If thewordswere thoseutteredbythe
kingofAthenswaitingforthereturnofTheseusontheAcrop-
Olis, therecouldbenoalternativeexpressionforthem.
Meanwhile, callingasoldiera lionmaybethoughttobean
expressionofthewholeofhim,but isactuallyamereabstrac-
tionofandatranslationinto !picture-language' ofanaspectof
thesoldier,bravery. Thereforewhat $alion'expressesdoesnot
expandbeyondhisbravery.
As another example of the symbolic expression, Coleridge
referstotheBible,andcallingitshistories $thelivingeductsof
thelmagination', says:
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do

theSacredBookisworthilyintitledtheWORDOFGOD. Hence
too, itscontentspresent tous thestreamof timecontinuous
asLifeandasymbol ofEternity, inasmuchas thePastand
FuturearevirtuallycontainedinthePresent. Accordingthere-
foretoourrelativepositiononitsbanks theSacredHistory
becomesprophetic, theSacredProphecieshistorical,whilethe
powerandsubstanceofbothinhereinitsLaws, itsPromises,
anditsComminations. IntheScripturesthereforebothFacts
andPersonsmustofnecessityhaveatwo-foldsignificance, a
pastandafuture, atemporaryandaperpetual, aparticular
andauniversalapplication. TheymustbeatoncePortraits
andldeals.

(CollectedWorks6,LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,pp. 29-30)

WhatColeridgemeanshereisthatastheBible isthewordsof
GodandexpressesGod'sdesignwithitswholewords, itsevery
individual personorevent isgivenaessentialposition inthe
whole・ Soevenawickedpersonisanecessaryparttoexpress
God'ssupremegood・ ThereasonColeridgecouldrecognize this
veryessenceoftheexpressionoftheBibleisthathereadit in
thelightofhisconceptofsymbol, that is,apartexpressingthe
whole. Andas isshown inthiscaseof theBible, thewhole
expressedbyitspartmustbeanorganicunity.
HerewemayrepeatwhatCOleridge saidonmathematics,
thatbecauseof thefundamental qualityof symbol, numberas
thebest svmbol canexpress $the laws of natureconsidered

homogeneouswiththepurereasoninman'. Poetsandartists
mustsurelyaimatsuchexpression. SoColeridgedistinguishes
: imitation' from@copy', saying:

Theartistmust imitatethatwhichiswithinthething, that
whichisactivethroughformandfigure, anddiscourses tous
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bysymbols-theNatur-geist, orspirit ofnature, aswecons-

ciouslyimitatethosewhomwelove; forsoonlycanhehope

toproduceanyworktrulynaturalintheobjectandtrulyhuman
initse任ect.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 11,p、 259)

Intheactivitiesof imaginationwhereperceptionandcreation
arethesameprocess, foronetorecognizeandimitatethespirit
ofnaturethroughsymbolsas itsexpressionisnoneotherthan
toexpresshisinternal livingideasbymeansofsymbols. Imita-
ioniscreation:

Iftheartistcopiesthemerenature, thenaturanaturata,what
idlerivalry？ Ifheproceedsonlyfromagivenform，whichis
supposedtoanswertothenotionofbeauty,whatanemptiness,
whatanunrealitytherealways is inhisproductions,…,you
mustmastertheessence, thenaturanaturans,whichpresupposes
abondbetweennatureinthehighersenseandthesoulofman.

(BiographiaLiteraria, 11,p. 257)

NowweshouldcomebacktothatbasicframeworkofColerige's
viewof themindshowninhis interpretationof @;St・ John's
Gospel ''. Firstofallthereexiststhedivinemindwhoseessence
isanactivecreativeintelligence. Natureandhumanmind,both
thecreationofDeity, havealsoanactivecreative intelligence
derivedfromDeityastheiressence.
Imagination is theenergywhichcauses resonancebetween
thesethreespiritualbeings, andsymbol isthemusicemanating
fromthisresonance.
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