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Itwasat thebeginningof thenineteenthcenturywhenthe
developmentofmodernthoughtsinceDescartesandBaconcame
toitsheightthatSamuelTaylorColeridge, anEnglishromantic,
inquireddeeplyintothenatureof imaginationwiththetheory
ofsymbolofhisown. Inthisessay lshall investigatehowthe
readingandreconstructionofthis inquiryonacertainmoment
ofmodern thoughtwould contribute to therealizationof its
possibilities, andwhattheimplicationof thisrealizationwould
betothethoughtofourtime.
Thedualisticformulaof@theabsoluteandessentialheterogeneity
ofthesoulasintelligenceandthebodyasmatter' 1) introduced
byDescarteswassettledatthetimeofKantasthatofepistemo-
logicalnatureofsubjectandobject. Thedevelopmentofmodern
thought, inaway, couldbeconsideredas thesequenceof the
attemptstoovercome this fundamental dualismofwhichthere
weretwopossibleways. Butbothwayswereessentiallythesame
intheirapproachwhichreducesonesideoftheformulato the
otherwhichisregardedasthemoresubstantial element･ These
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attempts,whichinsomecases tooktheformof idealismand

inothersrealism、 cametotheirextremes intheirvervnatureof
″

asvstematic construction in the first half of thenineteenth

century・WhileHegelexplainedthewholeworldofnatureand
history as theself-development of absolute reason, Laplace
demonstratedthepossibilityofexplainingandthereforepredicting
every phenomenon in theworld on the basis of atomistic,
mechanistic. deterministicviewofnature.

Therewas, ofcourse, thethirdpossiblewaytoget over the
fundamental difficultiesofdualismasaprinciple. Itwas the
positionwhoseapproachistogiveprioritytowhatismediatory,
notwhat issubstantial,which, infact, couldalreadybeseenin
Kant andHegelwhoconsideredthemindasmore functional
than substantial. But itwas reallyat thebeginningof the
twentiethcenturywhenthesciences inEuropefell intoacritical
situationthatthisapproachcametobeseeninitsownsignific-
ancewithitsessential relation to theproblemof sign, and
thereforeexpression・ Forexample,FerdinanddeSausure、 contra-
dictingthosetraditional linguisticswhichconsidered the signi-
ficationof languageasdependentonexistingexternalthingsand
ideasandthereforetreatedlanguageassomethingsecondaryto
them, thought itnecessarytogiveprioritytolanguageitself,and
grasped the essenceof it as the systemof non-substantial
arbitrarysigns.Heratherconsideredthingsandideasasresulting
fromthearticulationofthissystemofsigns, andsoelucidated
themechanismof substantiation. ErnstCassirermadeitclear

thatatthebottomofany fieldof cultural activitiesofhuman
beings there exists a symbolic formwhich organizes those
activities intoasystem. AndDavidHilberttriedtoformalize
the fundamental conditionsofvalidthinkingonwhichevery
sciencemustbebasedasanaxiomaticsystemwhichisexpressed
bytherelationsofnon-significantsigns. Intheseattemptswhat
is consideredasprimaryisasystemof signswhich is solely
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relational,andthereforeisnon-substantial・ Consideringthat in
theheartofthetraditionalWesternthought, especially inthat
ofmodernthoughttherehasbeenawayofthinkingwhichseeks
somefundamentalprincipleandtriestobaseeverythingonit,
this findingof asystemof signsassuchprinciple couldbe
regardedasacertainfinalattainmentofthistradition.
Meanwhilethepost-modernisticsituationemergeswhen our

activities are conditionedbytherecognitionthat this formal
systemofsignsiscompletelyanarbitraryone, andisnotbased
onanyexternalsubstancesuchasnatureorhumannature, and
that it cannotgivebasis to itselfconsistentlyinitself, while
none ofourmeaningfulactivitiescanberealizedwithoutand
outsidethissvstem・ Sointhepost-modernworldanysystematic
thinkingloses itsweight. It istheworldwherewhat isabsolute
isonlytheaccidentalencountersanddispersionsof thesystems
ofsignswhichareperpetuallyfloating.
But itdoesnot seemmeaningless forusnowtonotice the

fact.that inthedevelopmentofmodernthoughtproperpositions
havealwaysbeengiventowhat ismediatory,andtoclarifythe
implicationsof thosepositionings. Cassirerthought theorigin
of Hilbert's formalisticaxiomatismto be Leibnitz's ideaof

:mathesisuniversalis'orGcharacteristicauniversalis.'2)Ofcourse,

thepositionsgiventowhat ismediatoryintheseventeenthand
eighteenthcenturythoughtsshouldhavebeenquitedifferentfrom
thoseinthethoughtsofthiscentury. Buttoreexaminevarious
momentsfoundinthe formerwill surelvbetorediscoverand

realizethepotentialsburiedinthedevelopmentofmodernthought.
Theproblemofimaginationemerges inthisreexaminationand
it isexactlyinthiscontextthat Coleridge'sideaofimagination
shouldbereadandreconstructed.
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1． Imagination,Mathesis,andExpression

Therewereconcernmgimagmationtwooppositepositions in
thedevelopmentofmodernthoughtsinceDescartes, ofwhich
oneconsidersitasapositiveelementof themind, especiallyin
relationtotheproblemsofcognition,existence,andcreation,and
theothernegative・ Behindthisoppositionliesthefundamental
differenceoftheviewofthemmdbetweenthesetwopositions.'）
IntheempiricisttraditionofBritainfromHobbestoHartley,
senseexperienceistheonlysourceofknowledge. Andinsense
experienceideasaregivenreadymade, sotheonlypart leftfor
themindtoplayintheformationofknowledgeistoacceptand
keepthesegivenideas. Inthisframeworkimagination, if itbe
placedbetweensenseand intelligenceasamediatorypowerof
themind, cannot beanythingmorethanaformofmemory
whichsometimescauseserrors. Thereforeassociationisnotan

activepowerwhichcancomposeandconstruct ideas, butisonly
apassiveresponceofthemindtothewaysideasaregiven.
Onthebasisof thisempiricist viewof themind Hartley
reducedideastothevibrationsofthebraincausedbvthestimuli

ofsenses,andthought itpossibleforanycomplexmentalpheno-
menontobeexplainedintermsofthewaysensesarestimulated.
Coleridge, whenhebeganhis inquiry into thenatureof the
mind,wasattractedbythetheoreticalconsistencyof Hartley's
psycholOgyofassociation.Butaftertheconcentratedmetaphysical
speculationbetweenl800and1801,hesaid:

Ifldonotgreatlydeludemyself, Ihavenotonlycompletely
extricatedthenotionsofTime,andSpace; butoverthrownthe
doctrineofAssociation,astaughtbyHartley, andwithitall
theirreligiousmetaphysicsofmodern lnfidels-especially, the
doctrineofNecessity.
(ToThomasPoole,March16, 1801． CollectedLetters, 11,p.706)



ImaginationandExpression 7

AndhecalledLocke $aperfectLittle-ist,' andat thesametime

criticizedNewtonas !amerematerialist,' for:

Mindinhissystemisalwayspassive-alazyLooker-ononan

externalworld. Ifthemindbenot passive, if itbe indeed

madeinGod'slmage,andthattoo inthesublimestsense-the

ImageoftheCreator-thereisgroundforsuspicion, thatany

systembuiltonthepassivenessofthemindmustbefalse, as

asvstem.

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

SonowforColeridge itwasnecessarytoconstruct asystem

basedontheactivenessof themindbywhichtodevelophis

owntheoryof imagination・ Thenwhatmoments inthedevelop-
mentofmodernthoughtcouldcontributetothisprocess？
CambridgePlatonists'positionwasjusttheoppositeofthatof
theempiricistsconcerningthemind・ Theywerenotparticularly
interestedinimaginationitself, buttheirinfluenceonColeridge
wasgreatbecausetothemtheessenceofthemindwasitsactive
andcreativeintellectualpowerderivedfromtheabsolutemind,
Deity, andlivingbothinnatureand inman.2) Inhis lectures
givenatBristol inl795, Coleridgetriestointerpret St. John's
Gospel in linewith Ralph Cudworth's viewof intelligence.
TherehedefinesDeityas :acreativeorat least anorganizing
Intelligence,'3) andexplains theopeningpassageof thegospel
asfollows:

St. Johnasserts, that inthebeginningtherewas Intelligence,
thatthislntelligencewastogetherwithGod,notanemanation
fromhim, andthatthis lntelligencewasGodhimself． 6<All
thingsweremadebyitandwithoutthis Intelligencewasnot
anythingmadethatwasmade,''...
(CollectedWorksl,Lecturesl795: OnPoliticsandReligion,
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p. 200)

Andfurther

Thetext, "Itwas intheWorldandtheWorldwasmadeby

it,andtheWorldknewitnot'' and 66itwasmadeFleshand

dwelt amonguJimply-that thedivine lntelligencenever

ceasedtogoverntheworldithadcreated, ．. ．
(Loc. cit.）

ToColeridgealsotheprincipleoftheworldis intelligence・This
intelligenceisfirsttogetherwithGodasGodhimself,andcreates
everythingintheworld,bothnatureandman.Andthiscreative
intelligencecontinuestoact inthisworld, that is, innatureand
inmen. It is throughthis formula inhisviewof themind
basedonthe ideaofanactiveandcreative intelligence that
Coleridgecouldovercometheinfluenceof Hartley'sdoctrineof
association, andlaterconstructhisowntheoryof imagination.
Inthedevelopmentofmodernthoughttherewasanotherelement
whichcouldcontributepositivelytotheideaofimagination.This
element iswhatwemaycallmathesiswhosestructure it seems
necessary to investigate in relation to Coleridge's theoryof
imagination.MichelFoucaultconsidersthepositionofimagination
intheseventeenthandeighteenthcenturythoughttobebetween
thespiritandthebody. Accordingtohim, suchthinkersofthe
ageasDescartes,Malebranche,andSpinozaanalyzedimagination
bothasapowertoreachthetruthofmathematics,andaswhat
causeserrors inwhichtheyfoundthe finitenatureofhuman
beings.4)
Imaginationmaybecollsideredasasignof the finitenessof
humansoul enclosed inthebodv. Butwhenconnectedwith

mathematics, thereemergesapossibilityforittomediatebetween
thefmiteandthe in6nite. Andthismaybe themost positive
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momentthatcanbefoundinmodernmathesis. Fromsuchpoint

ofview, ShiroYamauchiofNiigataUniversitysharplyanalyses

Leibnitz'sandSpinoza'smathesis.5) AccordingtoYamauchi, the

effectiverangeofmathesis isnot limitedtowhatare in the

historyofmathematics.

Mathesis iswhatmediatesbetweenthesensible(sensibilia)and

the intelligible (intelligibilia)． This isexactlywhatLeibnitz
meantwhenhecalled {4mathesisuniversaliJthe logicof
imagination.6)

Whiletheobjectofmetaphysics iswhat ispurely intelligible,
mathesismediatesbetweensenseandintelligenceasthelogicof
imagination. It isinthispointthatYamauchiseestheproblem
ofmathesis inonewiththatofexpression(expressio).7)
Themostpositivemomentofmathesisforthetheoryofimagi-
nationmaybethelogicofexpressionorrepresentation.、ion.8) For,

asYamauchipointsout, 4it isrightbetweenthe finiteandthe
in6nitewheretherecanbenOproportionoranalogiathat the
logicofexpressionmattersmost.'9) ArguingonLeibnitz's idea
ofexpression,Yamauchisays:

Itmust be taken into serious considerationthat expression
is seenworkingbetweenwords and thoughts, andbetween
numeralsandnumbers, i.e., betweenwhat ismaterial and
what isideal. It isbetweenmateriaandforma, orbetween
bodyandsoulwherethere isno identityof genus, no pro-
portionoranalogia,nopossibilityofmediationthatexpressiOn
functions.'0)

ToLeibnitzwhatmatteredshouldhavebeentheexpressionof
thewholeuniverse, andofGodespecially, inamonad.Yamauchi
seesLeibnitz'ssolutionoftheproblemintheintroductionofthe
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elementofpower,'') forLeibnitzsays

...itis thenatureof everysubstancetoexpress thewhole

universebyitspowerofactingandbeingactedon, that is,by

theseriesof itsown immanentoperations・ It isalso truly
onebeing, otherwiseitwOuldnotbeasubstance, butseveral
substances.Thisprincipleofactions,orprimitiveactiveforce,
fromwhichaseriesofvariousstates follows, isthe formof
thesubstance.'2)

Leibnitzcontinues,

AIsoevident isthenatureoftheperceptionwhichbelongs to
all forms,namelytheexpressionofmanythingsinone,which
differswidelyfromexpressioninamirroror inacorporeal
organ,whichisnottrulyone． …inthemindthere is found,
besides theexpressionof objects, consciousnessorreHexion;
thisconstitutesacertainexpressionorimageofGodhimself,…'3〕

FromtheseYamauchi pointsout that the infinityfOund ina
monadisnotanextensional in6nity, butanintensionalone・ the
infinityofpowerwhichisfoundintheonenessofamonad, its
relationto itselfexemplifjedhereasconsciousnessorreflexion.'4)
Inconsciousnesswecanfindthestructureofthemindrepresenting
itselftoitself <byitspowerofactingandbeingactedon,'which
isexactly$theseriesof itsownimmanentoperations.' Andthis
willcertainlybethepivotalmoment inthereadingandreconst-
ructionofColeridge'stheoryofimagination.
Thereemergesanothermoment inthe introductionofpower

into the logicofexpression. Yamauchi sees this inHerder's
viewingoftheworldastheexpressionofdivinepower, or the
productionof immanent eternal divineoDerations, inwhich is
foundtheformulaofexpressio=emanatio=explicatio=productio.'5)
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Behindthisformulaisalsofoundtheideaofpowers operating

organically.

GillesDeleuzeconsiders Spinoza'sandLeibnitz'sconceptof

expressionas ananti-Cartesianreaction fromvervdifferent

pointsofview, therediscoveryofnatureanditspower,andthe

recreationof logicandontology: anewmaterialismandanew

formalism.AccordingtoDeleuze, theobjectstowhichisapplied

theconceptofexpressionaretheBeingdefinedasGod,theideas

definedas trueones, andthe individuals definedas singular

essences. Andthesethreearesomediatedbyexpressionasthat

Godexpresseshimself intheworld, that the true ideasexpress

Godandtheworld, andthatthesingularessencesexpressthem-

selves intheideas.'6) Therefore:

...lestroisd6terminationsfondamentales: etre,connaitre,agir

ouproduire, sontmesureset syst6matis6s・ sous ceconcept.
Etre, connaitre, agirsont lesesp6cesdel'expression.C'est l'age
dela<raisonsu伍sante> : lestroisbranchesdelaraisonsuffi-
sante, ratioessendi, ratiocognoscendi, ratio fiendi ouagendi,
trouventdans l'expressionleurracinecommune.'7)

Nowit iscertainthattheconceptof expression is inessential
relationto theproblemsofexistence, cognition, and creation
(productionorgeneration).Todevelopthetheoryofimagination
onthebasisof this conceptof expressionwill surelyposition
thetheoryintheframeworkofthosemostfundamentalproblems,
whichwill be thewaytogive imaginationthemost positive
meaning.WhatcanwefindifwereadandreconstructColeridge's
theoryof imaginatlonbytheconceptofexpression？

11． ImaginationastheExpressiveAgentoflntglligence

Todevelophistheoryof imaginationextensively inthe l3th
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chapterof (lBiographiaLiteraria,．i a,'' Coleridgedevotedseveral of
thepreviouschapters (exceptthelOthandthellth) totheminute
preparatoryconsiderationfor itwhich itselfwas to trace the
evolvingsofhismetaphysicalspeculation. The4thchapter tells
usthat itwasthroughWordsworth'spoemsthathefeltitneces-
sarytobuildup the logic of imaginationdistinguishedfrom
fancv. Inthemiddleof the l790swhenheencounteredthose

poems・ ColeridgewasundertheinfluenceofHartley'stheoryof
association,butfortheunderstandingof themit seemedofno
usetohim.

Inthe5th, 6thand7thchaptersColeridgeexaminesthetheory
ofassociationhistoricallvfromAristotle toHartlev、 andsavs

thatwhatexistedinAristotle'stheoryofthemindasthepositive
moment islost inthetheoriesofmodernassociationists. As l

mentionedalready, toColeridgethemindintheempiricist the-
oriesonwhichtheydependseemstobealwayspassivetowhat
aregiventoitfromoutsideassensations.
Inthe8thand9thchaptersColeridgetraces thedevelopment
ofmodernmetaphysical thinkingfromtheformulaofdualism
setbyDescartesandtheimmediateattempts toovercome it to
thetranscendental idealisminGermany. Hedoesnotappreciate
Leibnitz'sdoctrineofpre-establishedharmony,andthepantheistic
elementfound inSpinoza, nordoeshementionthenamesof
CambridgePlatonists.ButheapprovinglycitesLeibnitz'saddition

ifof the phrase &praeter ipsumintellectum' to the scholastic
･ proposition @nihil inintellectuquodnonprius insensu,' thus
suggestingthatthereshouldfirstbe layedtheprincipleof the
priorityof intelligenceastheessentialprerequisitefor thecon-
structionof dynamicphilosophynecessaryforhis theoryof
imagination.
Onthebasisof thisviewof intelligenceheshowshisdeep
sympathywiththephilosophersofneo-Platonic traditionand
suchmodernmysticsasJacobBehmen. Coleridgealsoexpresses
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hisgreat indebtednesstotheideasofthecontemporaryGerman

philosophers, especiallySchelling'snaturalphilosophyandtrans-

cendental idealism, buttoavoidthechargeofplagiarisminsists

thathereachedthesameideasbeforereadingSchelling'sworks.

Coleridgedevotesthel2thchapterentirelytothemetaphysical

constructionofhisownforthenext chapter. Itwasminutely

demonstratadbyProfessorEngellofHarvardUniversitythat

mostof the sensitive statements in this chapter have their

correspondentpartsinSchelling'sworks.') Sohere l shall try

tosearchforthepossibilitytoreconstructhistheoryofthemind

andimaginationbyreadingand finding in itvariousmoments

hemighthavegraspedbeforereachingSchelling. Amongthem

themoment ofmathesis and therefore thatof expressionor

representationseemtocontributemostpositivelyto themean-

ingfulreconstructionof Coleridge's ideas, especiallyconcerning

theproblemsofcognition,existence, andcreation.

Itmaybe toonaive ifwesee Coleridge's commitment to

mathesisonlyinhisusingofmathematicsasthemethodforhis

philosophicalconstruction. Butfollowingtheaxiomaticmethod

ofgeometryhefindsthattheprimaryconstructionofphilosophy

shouldalsobepostulated,andthatthismethodalonecouldmake

fphilosophypossibleasascience,' becausegeometry @supplies

philosophywiththeexampleofaprimaryintuition， fromwhich
everysciencethat layclaimtoevidencemusttakeitscommence-
ment･'2）

Bytheuseofthisveryprimary intuition, Coleridgesets the
postulateofphilosophyastheheaven-descendedKNOWTHY-
SELF!3) whichsatisfieshis prerequisite of the priority of
intelligence・ Startingfromthishetriestosolvetheproblemof
cognitionbyovercomingtheoppositionofsubjectandobject・He
definesknowledgeasbasedonthecoincidenceofanobjectwith
asubject､4)Andthesumofallthat ismerelyobjective,hecalls
nature, ;con6ningthetermtoitspassiveandmaterialsense, as
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comprisingall thephenomenabywhich its existence ismade

knowntous,'whilethesumofallthat issubjective,hecompre-

hends :inthenameof the self or intelligence.' He further

considers intelligenceasexclusivelyrepresentative, andnature

as exclusively represented; the oneas conscious, the other

withoutconsciousness.5) Havingsetupsuchframework,heinsists

that CthehighestperfectionofnaturalphilosophywouldconsiSt

intheperfect spiritualizationof all the laws ofnature into

lawsof intuitionand intellect,' andthat @thephenomena (the

material)mustwhollydisappear,andthelawsalone(theformal)

mustremam.in.' 6) Heconcludes:

The theoryofnatural philosophywouldthenbe completed,
whenall naturewasdemonstrated identical inessencewith

that,whichinitshighestknownpowerexists inmanas intel-

ligenceandself-consciousness;whentheheavensandtheearth

shalldeclarenotonlythepoweroftheirmaker, buttheglory

andthepresenceoftheirGod,...

(CollectedWorks7,BiographiaLiteraria, 1,p. 256)

Natureisrepresentedby intelligence･ butnaturerepresented is
noneotherthanintelligenceitself,whichistheself-representation
of intelligence. Coleridgealsosays, $Onlyintheself-conscious-
nessofaspirit isthere therequired identityofobjectandof
representation; forhereinconsiststheessenceofaspirit, that
it isself-representative.'7) Nowwecansaythattheproblemof
cognitionwassolvedbytheformulaofKNOWTHYSELF=self-
consciousness=self-representationof intelligence. Likethecase
of Leibnitz's concept of expression (representation), in this
formulawhichalsoshowstheself-relationalnatureofthemind

Coleridgeseesthemomentstomediatenotonlybetweenmateria
andforma,butalsobetweenthefinitemindandtheinfiniteGod.
InthelatterhalfOfthe l2thchapterof i4BiographiaLitera-
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ria,'' Coleridgedeclareshis intentiontoconstruct thedynamic

philosophyscientificallyarrangedinthethirdtreatiseofthebook

plannedas !iLogosophia,''whichis, accordingtohisconviction,

4nootherthanthesystemofPythagorasandofPlatorevived

andpurifiedfrOmimpuremixtures.'8) Then、 inpreparationfor
thedevelopmentofhistheoryofimagination,heenumeratesthe
basicthesesofthisphilosophy， Andhereheproposes :SUMor
IAM' asthefJrstprinciple. Butheimmediatelytriestoexpress
itindiscriminatelybythewordsspirit,self,andself-consciousness,
saying, @Inthis, andinthisalone, objectandsubject,beingand
knowing, areidentical, eachinvolvingandsupposingtheother.
Inotherwords, it isasubjectwhichbecomesasubjectbythe
actofconstructingitselfobjectivelyto itself ; butwhichnever
isanobjectexceptfor itself, andonlyso farasbythevery
sameact itbecomesasubject.'9) Herepresentedistheproblem
ofexistence, anditis solvedintheformulaof lAM=self-
consciousness=self-representationofintelligenceinwhichbeing
andknOwingareidentical. Intelligencebecomes intelligenceby
theactofrepresentingitselfto itself. Bythis identi6cationof
theproblemofcognitionandthatofexistenceColeridgecould
findaphilosophicalwaytoreachthegroundofexistence, $sum
quiadeusest,' i、 e., @IambecauseGodis,' or $sumquiaindeo
sum,' i.e., {Iambecause lexistinGod.''0) For,wherethe
groundofexistenceandthegroundoftheknowledgeofexistence
areabsolutelyidentical,wefindourfiniteselfinthegreateternal
IAM.'') So @webeginwiththelKNOWMYSELF･ inorderto
endwiththeabsolutelAM.Weproceedfromtheself, inorder
toloseandfindallself inGod.''2)

AlltheseleaddirectlytoColeridge'sdefmitionofwhathecalls
theprimary imagination inthe l3th chapter of @GBiographia
Literaria'' :

TheprimarylMAGINATIONIholdtobe the livingPower
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andprimeAgentofallhumanPerception,andasarepetition
inthefinitemindoftheeternalactofcreationinthe in6nite
IAM.

(CollectedWorks7, BiographiaLiteraria, I,p. 304)

Herethecentralmatter is @creation,' but init isunitedthe
moments of cognitionandexistence. Andaswhatmediates

betweenthefinitemindandthe infinite lAMis theself-con‐
sciousness, thisprimaryimaginationisexactlythepowerwhich
operatesinit. Imaginationisnoneotherthantheagentof the
self-representationof intelligence inwhich themoments of
cognition, existence,andcreationareinone.

IⅢ、 ExpressionandSymbol

Then,howcantheactionofimagination, i. e., theself-repre-
sentationofintelligenceinwhichcognition,existence,andcreation
areinone，beexpressedinthisworld？What comes tomatter
hereistheexpressivepowerofsign・ Coleridge, arguingonthe
expressivenatureofthestoriesoftheBible,considersimagination
as：

that reconcilingandmediatorypower, which incorporating
theReasoninlmagesoftheSense,andorganizing(as itwere)
the fluxof theSensesbythepermanenceand self-circling
energiesof theReason, givesbirthtoasystemofsymbols,
harmoniousinthemselve, andconsubstantialwiththe truths,
ofwhichtheyaretheconductors.

(CollectedWorks6, LaySermons,TheStatesman's
Manual,p､ 29)

Theself-representationof intelligenceastheoperationofimagi-
nation, therefore, isrealizedas theproductionofasystemof
symbols. Thenwhat is the nature of symbolwhichmakes
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possibletheexpressionofthisprocess・ Coleridgefurthersays:

...aSymbolischaracterizedbyatranslucenceoftheSpecial
intheindividualoroftheGeneral intheEspecial orof the
Universal intheGeneral・ Aboveall by the translucenceof
theEternalthroughandintheTemporal. Italwayspartakes
of theRealitywhich it renders intelligible; andwhile it
enunciates thewhole, abides itselfasa livingpart in that
Unity, ofwhichit istherepresentative.

(CollectedWorks6, LaySermons, TheStatesman's
Manual, p.30)

Herewecanfindaformulaofpart andwhole, especiallythat
of theorganicunityand its livingpart, bywhich it is seen
possiblefortheexpressivepowerofsymbol toemanate.
TheideaoforganicunityisatthecoreofColeridge'sviewof
natureandmind.Theessenceofnatureandmindwillsurelybe
expressedbythesymbolsthusformulated. Butwhat shouldbe
investigatedhereisthequestionconcerningthemostessentialof
theproblemsofexpression.Thatiswhetherthemediationbetween
what is fmiteandwhat is iniinite ispossible inthis formula.
Coleridgeseemstotrytosolvethisquestionbytheintroduction
ofmathesis・WhathedependsonisPythagoras' number theOry.
Inhis $4PhilosophicalLectures'' ColeridgesaysthatPythagoras
thoughtnumbertobe!thebestsymbol,…, oftherepresentation
ofthelawsofnatureconsideredashomogeneouswiththepure
reasoninman' (11,p.108). HealsosaysthatwhatPythagoras
thoughttobethereasonofnumberbeingsuchsymbol isthat:

innumbersconsideredphilosophicallytherewasaperpetual
referencetoaunitythatwasyet infinite,andyetthat ineach
numbertherewasanintegralor individualthatstillcontained
initsnaturesomethingprogressive, thatwentbeyondit.

(Loc.cit.)
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Eachnumber, beinganindividualpartofthewhole,canrepresent

(refers to) theessenceof thewhole, aunity, though infinite,

becausenumbersaresystematicallyorganized, andeachnumber

isanessentialpart of that infinitewhole. Theessenceofan

individualnumber istheintegrationof its relationswithother

numbersorderedprogressively, and therefore is its relationto

itself of progressivelygoingbeyond itself, bywhich it can

representtheinfinitewhole. If imaginationcanproduceasystem

ofsymbolsofthisnature, suchasystemwillbetheexpression

oftheself-representationof intelligenceinwhichcognition, ex-

istence, andcreationareinone.

Conciusion-InSearchofSymbolicLangIMage-

Coleridge, followingPythagoras, considerednumbersasan

ideal systemof symbols. But ifhismotiveof constructinga

theoryofactiveandproductive imaginationdistinguishedfrom

fancywas to throwlight uponthenature ofWordsworth's

poems, andtorecoverhisownpoetic inspiration, whatwas to

bequestionedshouldhavebeenwhetherandhowpoeticlanguage

asasvstemofsvmbolscanberealized・ Coleridgeproposeswhat
hecallsthesecondaryimaginationfromthispractical point of
vle咽7．

Thesecondarylconsiderasanechooftheformer,co-existing
withtheconsciouswill, yetstillasidenticalwiththeprimary
inthekindof itsagency, anddifferingonlyindegree, andin
themodeof itsoperation. Itdissolves, diffuses, dissipates, in
ordertorecreate: orwherethisprocess isrendered impos-
sible,yetstillatalleventsitstrugglestoidealizeandtounify.
It isessentiallyvital, evenasall objects (as objects) are
essentiallyflxedanddead.

(CollectedWorks7,BiographiaLiteraria, 1,p､304)
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ToColeridgethemindfixedonobjects isdead,whichmeans

that it ceases tobeself-consciousorself-representative. For

self-consciousnessorself-representationisancontinual act of

themindtoviewitselfastheobjectof itselfandthereforedis-

solveitselffromobjectified itself. Bytheprimary imagination

themindperceivesandcreatesitselfastheobjectof itself, but

for thisprocess tocontinue thesecondary imaginationshould

worktodissolvethemindfromtheminditselffixedastheobiect

of itself・ Asforthecreationofsvmbolsthemindshouldalwavs
〃

startontheconditionofbeingsurroundedbyexistingsymbols
withfixedmeaningsresultedfromthepastactivitiesofthemind
ofthecreationofitselfastheobject of itself. So inorder to
recreatesymbolsit isnecessaryfor thesecondary imagination
toliberatethemindfromtheminditself fixedonobjectswith
existingsymbols.
Coleridge insists that the artistmust imitate the spirit of

nature, thatis, $thatwhichiswithinthething, thatwhich is
activethroughformandiigure,anddiscoursestousbysymbols.'')
AndfOrthishethought itnecessaryfortheartistfirstto&eloign
himselffromnatureinordertoreturntoherwithfull effect.'2)

Fortheartistmust ;outofhisownmindcreateformsaccording
totheseverelawsof intellect,' andhe $merelyabsentshimself
foraseasonfromher, thathisownspirit,whichhasthesame
groundwithnature,may learnherunspoken language in its
mainradicals, beforeheapproachestoherendlesscompositions
ofthem.'3) Thisisexactlytolet intelligencerepresent itself in
its infinitybyspiritualizingnaturewithitsownsymbols.

InlookingatobjectsofNaturewhile lamthinking, asat
yondermoondim-glimmeringthro' thedewywindOw-pane,
I seemrathertobeseeking, as itwereasking, asymbolical
languageforsomethingwithinmethatalreadyandforever
exists, ratherthanobservinganythingnew. Evenwhenthat
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latteristhecase, yetstill l havealwaysanobscurefeeling

as ifthatnewphenomenonwerethedimAwakingofafor-
gottenorhiddenTruthofmyinnerNature/It isstillinterest-

ingasaWord, aSymbol! It is ／fo703, theCreatorl andthe
Evolver!

(CollectedNotebooks, 11, 2546)

It isthissymbolical languagethatcanexpresstheoriginaltruth
oftheuniverse. Andit is thispowerofexpressionthat it is
impossiblefor thepresent-daysigns tohavewhicharebeing
perpetuallysuspendedintheair.
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