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'N SOME MEANINGS OF T{{E WORDS “SENSE”, “TO MEAN”
AND “MEANING”

v

1. INTRODUCTION

In reahty, ﬂh1s is not really so. It is even Justlfwed rto suppose tha|
by far most considerations concerning the meéaning of something or
het er something makes sense lie outside the sphere of semiotics.

i the words: “sense” and “meéaning”’ are commonly understood in
’muilxtltude of ways. For instance, we say that “this behaviour did
_‘mavke any sense, and that \ma'de sense”’, that ‘“this matter means
-|little, and that means a great -deal”, that “these words make
hﬁer ‘sense than these ones”, that “the meaning of this expression

jorative, and of this one — indifferent”, that ‘“the meaning of
ihvention relies on this, and the sense of ﬂhart invention — on that”,
‘[the sense of this conduct was such and ;such, and the sense of
| pains. will be different”. Therefore it is clear that both sense
eaning are ascribed to various objects, events and phenomena;
p o*t; o 51gns alone.

‘ rds, lmgmstlc ~expressmns, to sentenc»es, texts md&catnoxns symp-
yndroms, signals or ¢o symbols — shortly 'speaking, to signs —
déal with the semiotic conce«p‘ts of meaning or with the semiotic
tsof sense. In all other cases, i.e. when we think of the meaning
or/iserse -of something which is' not-a sign, ‘we have to do with non-
tic: concepts of meaning and with nonsemiotic concepts of sense.
hen ‘our considerations mot in the least belong to the 'sphere of
tics.: At the most, they are Wrzongly included into gemiotics. Tihe
s here in the negligence of the ambiguity of the word “sense”,
ord ‘4o mean”, and of the word “meaning”, and in rt*neabing
those words as if they. had a semijotic character always and
yiwhere, Whemever they occur.

.order 40 "avoid this error, 1t is necessary io get acquam‘ted mbh
eanings-of the word “sense”, of the word “to mean”, and of the
meaning”. But first of all, it is indispensable to dlstmguus{h the
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Looking 'in this 'V\}ay at the Unification theory of history, we -might:
restate it in a different manner, without changing its essence which
theistic and Christian. One such way might be as follows: ST

The reality which we witness leads us to accept God’s existerice. This’
God is infinitely good. He is the creator and provident cause of man’s:

existence,

-Man, as'a conscious and free existent (subject) acts with other-men
and also with his material environment.(objects). His activity exhibits:
direction and progress. Man improves, changes and adapts the material”
environment o his needs. Therebyl he makes some development and.

progress in cooperation with other people. - :

From time to time outstanding léaders appear who greatly influence:

the course of events. Their appearances are not explicable naturalisti
cally by the forces of production and their- relationship alone. History

must be explained by forces lying beneath our material drives. Our best”
results must be understood_' in terms of God’s intervention on ocur be<’

half."

in his knowledge and not always good. Consequently, there exists

a’ struggle between men in which the good man is not always  the:
winner. Hence, God intervenss to make sure that His goal, and thus the

goal of mankind, will-be achieved.’ -
The question arises: why is man 50 weak? Why is there .so. much

suffering? Here we must refer to the paradisic fault, sin. This sin-was’
not God’s will but the choice of man’s free will. Yet God’s creation had:
a good puipose, namely, to make man happy. Thus we. can see the need’

for a process of restoration. , S A

This restoration will lead men to achieve his true and original destiny,
the Kingdom of Gody-even on this earth. , ‘

This seems t6 be the logic to the Unification theory ‘of history. It is
obvious that it may be accepted by some and rejected by others. Yet,
objectively speaking, it is ‘a theory that is well justified.- = = '

" ‘In'this theory man appears as a person of cosmic dimension {every-

thing is for man; he is the encapsulation of all realities; ‘visible and”
invigible) with a transcendent theistic direction " (friendship -with “God)"
tending toward man’s well being even on this earth. To this effeet man:

has to contribute his share by following Divine guidance. ‘The inevi-"

table result will be man’s -happiness even on this ga;'th;’

_ "Sebas,.tia"n' A, Matlczak

Why is this intervention needed?iIt is neéded because man is-limited’
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THE MEANING OF HISTOI}Y, IN AUGUST CIESZKOWSKI:
BETWEEN HEGEL AND ROMANTIC HISTORIOSOPHY

The third decade of the. last century in Gérmany was dominated
wholly by Hegelianism, then held to have solved all the basic problems

- of philosophy. “Absolutist idealism” was then considered to be especially

responsible for the final reintegration of thought and being, which had
been so radically separated by Kant. The philosophico-historical ‘opti-
mism of the Enlightenment had broken down as the result of the ca-
tastrophes of the turn of the 18th century and it seemed that it had
gone for ever. Hegel, however, managed to restore faith in the rational
nature of history. Even so soon after his death his pupils began to voice
doubts as to the validity of his interpretation of reality. At first they
were doubts mainly concerning the problems of theology, but they soon

‘moved to the central issue .of Hegel's interpretation of history as the

sphere of the realisation of the spirit. Having doubted the complete

‘merging of Being and idea the next step was te introduce man into the
-historical process as the conscious c¢reator of social reality. Thus Hegel’s

reason was stripped of its “clever” character. This stream of post-He-
gelian thought produced many interesting thinkers and its outcome was
the appearance of historical materialism.

Cieszkowski’s great contribution was that he was one of the first to
join this movement in European philosophical thought and, although
there was much that divided him from Hegel's followers, he was undoub- . -

- tedly lone of the creators of the line of philosophy which aimed at re-
‘moving the fatalistic nature of history and to give it a-humanistic di-

mensipn. .
Inihis doctoral dissertation, written in 1838; Cieszkowski says: “It

| follows therefore from all this that Hegel is a great force in-all philoso-
_phical questions which from now on must be taken intc account. Indeed,

oh cldse examination we see more than oneé of his weak -sides but it is

-those |weak sides that are already becoming or soon will become the
‘necessary conditions and reasons for progress”.! Cieszkowski then, seeing

the greatness of the Berlin mastet believed that he had not finished the
work which he himself had consideréd completed. It was the dialectical

~method which in Cieszkowski’s eyes decided Hegel’s greatness; his weak
“side was his philosophy of history (and the notion of the spirit). Let

us now turn our attention to dialectics since at that time it no longer
represented in the Hegelian school a single unified method. We know
that the basic concept of Hegelian dialectic was that all development

1a, Cieszkowslki, “Rzecz 0 filozofii joriskiej” (On Ionian Philosophy), in Pro-

“legomena do hisforiozofii (Prolegomena to Historiosophy), Warszawa, 1972, p. 254

10
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takes place within a.strict logical syllogism containing two contradictory

premises and a resolution-synthesis. By the end of the thirties the re- -

lations of the components of the dialectical triad posed the basic pro-
blem. According to Hegel, the mutual cancelling of the two opposites,
‘the two contradictory poles of reality, comes about through' the third
element which causes this dialectical tension to explode thus leading
to a union which reconciles the two opposing elements. Thanks to the
principle of Vermittlung and Verséhnung, the category of Aufhebung
receives a double meaning, on the one hand, Aufhebung is the negation
of the starting point, on the other, the preservation of that which is ne-
gated. In other words, in the process of superseding there is no annihila-
tion of the superseded elements: they are introduced (though not totally)
into the new part of the dialectical sylglogism. This system- of mediation
became the object of attack for the radically minded followers of He-
gel. Their transformation of dialectics questioned the possibility of de-
velopment through mediation and reconciliation and this changed the

meaning of the fundamental category of the syllogism — superseding. = -

The Hegelian “Aufhebung” meant both the negation of the starting point
and the preservation of what was negated. The young Hegelians, how-
ever, stressed its negative destructive character, thus rejecting any
possibility of mediation. -
Cieszlkowski was here more faithful to the original Hegelian idea.
According to his conception, the principle of mediation is basis for dia-
Jectically developing reality. “All those theses and antitheses”, he writes;
“aim at a synthesis. All positing and negation merge into a higher and
tuller affirmation, every switching and turning refers to a linking”.2:We
have here a terminus medius, so characteristic for the Hegelian under-
standing of dialectic. As we shall see later, in ‘his periodization of hi-
story Cieszkowski maintains that the third stage develops from. two
earlier stages and constitutes not merely their sum but a new. guality.
1t is an excellent illustration of his conception of dialectics. .
However, in his system it is not only the synthesis which has a poly-
morphous character, neither the thesis nor the antithesis are intrinsi-
cally homogeneous. The thesis already bears the marks of its future
dualism, containing elements alien to its own principle which are the
“embryo” of further opposition. It is those elements which are the
hasis of the antithesis which, at the same time, absorbs characteristics
typical for the thesis as negated. The antithesis is then both the exter-
nal (that is turned against the position) and internal opposition. This
is so because, as Cieszkowski writes, “what has been overcome is in no
way destroyed. It exists both ideally, as a moment in the new, and
really, taking refuge in a forgotten corner of existence, having placed
itself there to serve as a direct witness of the past”.? Thus both the
thesis and the antithesis contain the same qualities; their opposition in

2 A. Cieszkowski, Ojcze Nasz (Our Father), vol. I, Poznan 1922, p. 119; in
volume III (Poznan 1923, p. 279), Cieszkowski writes: “Perfection includes Negation
. which is already accomplished, that is, a negated Negation. It is the destiny of any
stage or part to be negated by the very fact of its being determined (_according to
the axiom: omnis determinatio est negatio). Any imperfection sirives for ifs end,
. for its appropriate destiny, so it is the destiny of any standpoint to be transcended
and of any one-sided position to be superseded; however, that supersession i§ by
no means a mere privation but an affirming Negation of Negation”. )
8 Cieszkowski, Prolegomera, op. cit., p. 26.
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relation to each other is based on the fact that a different quality pre-
v:'ails in each. According to Cieszkowski, every phenomenon contains ma-
nifold forces — “in every present we see the fusion of the past and the
futu?e” 4, for contradiction‘is a condition of progress which is a har-
monious and fluent transition from a lower quality to a higher. This is
why when talks about synthesis he very often has in mind an incomple-
te, relative and thetic. or antithetic synthesis and not a complete and
ab_solute“one. In the complete synthesis (the last part of the dialectic
trlaO!) “we must differentiate between the three moments of thesis, anti-
thesis and synthesis as such”.5 Hegel’s error, according to him, was that
he treated such partial synthesis as complete; art, for example, which, it
is tru_e, is a synthesis of being and, thought but ox the thetic level (with
the first moment predominating). Similarly philosophy is a synthesis,
bl}t on_ the antithetic level (where the abstract predominateé). Thus
Cieszkowski did not follow the young Hegelians in his interpretation of
dialectics. He remained faithful to Hegel im that, according to his under-
standing of the category of Aufhebung, preservation was much more
important than negation.® ' S '
As we have noticed, Cieszkowski, unlike Hegel, wants to make a uni-
versal principle out of dialectics not only in the sphere of consciousness
but ‘also in the material-sensual aspect of human existence. This problem
he}d already appeared for the first time in the work of D. F. Strauss.
Cieszkowski goes further when hé,says that man is also a creature of -
ﬂes:h and a part of the material world, part of nature. The material and
social surroundings are also part of human existence. In this situation
the laws of dialectics must refer not only to consciousness but also to
hpmgn’histqry, even to nature. “Nature”, writes Cieszkowski, “has no
vision if_ spirit but is itself its representation”? In this extended field
of glalﬂectics. he distinguishes three “categories of general history”: the
]og1ca1,~£.def1ning the mechanism of historical process: the physical,
attempting to dialectalize nature gs linked with history; and the spiri-
tual,.defml_ng the way in which man fulfils the essence of his species.?
Iq his Iattempt o overcome ' the Hegelian “philosophy of consciousness
Cieszkqwski opens up a wide ‘avenue of thought — leading- from Hegel
through Bauer and Feuerbach to Marx and Engels— by introducing real
and material world (socidl in“the|fitst place) into' the domain of dia-
lecties.|We must point out, however; that his attemipt to introduce dia--
lgct}cs' nto sensual reality is not sb much’derived fromi Hegel’s thought
as it is achieved by introducing into the ‘Sphere of didlecties romantic
glemen.%cs totally foreign-to Hegel. 'The most imiportant of ‘thése are the
idea of|the “rehabilitation of matter” and the “spiritualization” of abso-
lute 1d§a1lsm, typical for the French romaitic sgocial thought (among
cherg, ‘Cieszkowski mentions Buchez). Undoubtedly this separated his
thinking from that of the young Hegélians’ and from Marx. Those ele-
ments foreign to Hegel define theé' difference -of Cieszkowski’s thinking

4 Ibid., p. 25.

5 Ihid., p. 72.

}‘ Sge A. Sikora, “Filozofia polska piefwsiéj polovfy XIX wieku” in: H. Hingz,
A. Siko;a,'l’olska mysl filozoficzna, ‘O.féwieceviie. Romantyzm (Polish Philo'sophy:
Thg‘Enlightenment gnd Romanticism), Warszawa, ‘1964, pp. 81—83.

7 Cieszkowski, Prolegoniena, op. cit., p. 38.

8 See, J. Gebhardt, Politik und Eschatologie. Studien zur Geschichte der

.Hegelschen Schule in den Jahren 1830—1840, Stuttgart. 1963, p. 141.















