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) 1.
La l'angue n'existe qu' en vertu de |a societe,
de nene que | es societes hunmai nes ne saurai ent

exi ster sans | angage."
I

_1 NTRODUCTI ON A L' ETUDE COMPARATI VE
DES LANGUES | NDO- EUROPEENNES
(Meillet 1964:18)

Il
The witer, for one, is strongly of the opinion
that the feeling entertained by so many that
they can think, or even reason, w thout |anguage
is an illusion.

- LANGUAGE
(Sapir 1949:153

31. LANGUAGE AND ZOOSEM OTl CS
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| NTRODUCT! ON:

This topic is near and dear to ny heart, having earned a
doctorate in |inguistics many years ago, but over the years, | have
beconme nore inpressed with the conplexity of |anguage than | was
t hen. The nore | learn, the nore | know that | have nore to | earn
than | know I know now. (hay Language is tightly bound up with
| ogic, and together they stand just below free agency in the |ist
of ny cardinal characteristics of humans (at |east for those on
this earth).

Just what is | anguage? The hunorous response is that "It is
the worst form of comuni cation known to man!" That's painfully
true. Sapir stated it differently. He said that |anguage is
i nherently sl oppy. It is all of those, but it is probably the
dom nant form of communication we humans use, the other fornms of
communi cati on bei ng body | anguage, scent, possessions, etc. | say
"probabl y" because there is research that suggests that 60% or so
of the information['] comunicated between individuals talking
face-to-face results from non-verbal signals.

Wiy is it so sloppy? This question is obviously one that a
secul ar lingui st would get a good | augh out of if it were framed in
the religious context it is being put forth here. Spirits and
their properties are irrelevant to them However, | believe -
pl ease pardon the naivete of this statenment- that the only way to
get at the true answer of this question is to couch it in this
framewor k where a nortal body and its parts are viewed in terns of
its relationship to the spirit it houses.

So what are the conponents of this story that fit together to
suggest the proper direction to look for an answer? First, as
noted, there are the spirit and the nortal body. Second, there are
the conditions of nortality that require the transfer of
i nformati on between sentient beings. And third, there are the
properties of the two bodi es conbi ned.

SPIRIT COMVUNI CATI ON:

The spirit is endowed with powers beyond our poor abilities to
even guess at. Communi cation, the transfer of infornmation between
spirits, occurs, though the mediumis unknown to us. Wether it is
through some sort of emanation of the spirit matter or 1is
acconplished through the wuse of sonme part of a "spirit"
el ectromagneti c spectrum or some other mechanism really doesn't
matter for this discussion. The transfer of information apparently
occurs quickly, and with the use of "words" if LIFE AFTER LIFE is
correct (which I believe it is in general outlines). Spirits
somrehow transmt i nformation through sone sort of nental telepathy.

At this point one become enbroiled in what "information" is, and what "communication" neans and what
the purposes and advant ages and di sadvant ages are of the various conmuni cation nethodol ogi es.
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What's interesting about it is that while concepts or ideas or
information is easily received and transmtted, the spirits nust
nonet hel ess be able to keep their inner "thoughts" secure fromthe
snoopi ng of other spirits. This nmeans that comunication is not
sonmet hing that represents a constant process such as the em ssion
of radiation froma warm body woul d be.

The spirit can select the tinme (I'lIl continue to use that
construct though it is not precise enough for the non-nortal
worl ds) when it wll initiate communication. And the spirit can
apparently select the specific information that it is going to
transmt. | also assume that it can focus that signal in a
particular direction. And | assune that it can also control the
anplitude (loudness) of that signal so that it does not always
radi ate out to the sane distance fromits |location. 1t can whisper
or shout, depending on where the recipients are |ocated in
relationship to it. And the control nechanisns for these
properties are beyond our conprehension. They may actually be
exceedingly sinple within the franmework of the reality in which
t hey occur, but they are not discoverable by us.

COMVUNI CATI ON BREAK:

So when a spirit is shrouded[? in a nortal body, it nust have
t hese i ncredi bl e powers or properties truncated in sonme manner. |t
may be that this veiling requires considerable power from the
priesthood, but it may also be true that the truncation really is
not a specific process that |lops off specific properties of the
spirit. Inthis case, the truncation is acconplished by the manner
in which the nortal transducer is inhibited and i npaired, inpaired
incontrast to the spirit. Wen the spirit brainis inserted into
the nortal craniumand attached to the nortal brain, probably only
at the cerebellar level rather than in the lower reptilian
l evel s[®], only a few of the | ess sophisticated properties of the
spirit are "patched" into the nortal brain. The remaining ones are

si nply deni ed expression, although they still exist.
A rough analogy to illustrate sonething of how this veiling
generally works is our clothing. When we put on clothing,

anal ogous to putting a nortal body over a spirit, the parts of our
body whi ch are covered thereby are no | onger visible to the rest of
the world. And if we put layers of clothing on, i.e. underwear,
shirt, sweater and coat, even the underlayers of clothing are

2
Notice this word - it denotes a covering for a dead body. Apt netaphor for what the nortal body
represents for the imortal spirit.

3
You read a great deal about this business above in chapter 24. BRAIN ANATOW AND PHYSI OLOGY. Q her
rel evant material appears in chapter 15. CONSCI QUSNESS - COG TO, ERGO SUM
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invisible.[*] Those features are invisible, but they remain part
of the body nonetheless. That's how the spirit veiling occurs:
pri est hood power conjoins the two bodies and only those properties
that are connected up will function.

Among the spirit functions that are hooked up is the one that
al | ows conmuni cati on. But even that connection is inconplete. The
connection is not nmade with all of the resources available to and
used by the spirit. Another analogy are the |arge cabl es used by
phone conpani es to connect tel ephones. Such a cable can have nore

than a thousand pairs of wres. But only those pairs that are
connected between a phone in a honme or business, and the central
phone operation, will function. The other pairs are still there,

but they are esssentially invisible to the end user and the central
swi tching operation. This is conparable to the connection nade
bet ween the nortal brain and the spirit brain: the spirit brain has
t housands of pairs of wires that aren't connected to the norta
brain. They are real, they are 'present' to the spirit, but are
invisible to the nortal brain. This means that only a few of the
comuni cation circuits are open so the process of comrunication
between spirit and nortal brain is severely restricted. But that
network is where nortal |anguage enters into the discussion.

SPEECH ORGANS:

The comunication nedium that our bodies enploy during
nortality is the one ternmed |anguage and it cleverly takes
advant age, for speech production, of various features of our body
that really have other primary functions. Ilgnoring the brain for
a nonment, the body parts that participate in speech production are:

nasal cavity,

si nuses,

lips

oral cavity,

t ongue,

uvul a,

pal at es,

epiglottis,

| arynx (especially the vocal bands and the intrinsic

nmuscul ature required to mani pul ate the arytenoids),

trachea,

| ungs,

ribs,

external and internal intercostals,

ribs

di aphragm and

abdom nal nuscl es.

4 ) . ) )

However, bul ges through a shirt can suggest sonething about the nature of the terrain being covered.
We imagine that there is al so conarabl e i nformati on about our spirits that can be gl eaned fromthe 'bul ges' of
behavi ors and capacities that shine through our nortal envel ope.
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O these structures, there is not one that doesn't have another
maj or function besides speech production, so the good Lord was
being incredibly efficient -Parsinmony Principle again- by packing
so many features and functions together to acconplish all of the
things that had to be done. Wether the bodies of nortals in other
worlds are like ours is not known, but it is an interesting
t hought .

When speaki ng of nortal | anguage, the question is asked: which
is the original |anguage, neaning the |anguage of Adanf That's
not an unreasonable question to ask, actually, from the point of
view that Adam and Eve were the first people on earth, and they
apparently were able to communicate with each other. This neans
that they had | anguage, so the question, which [ anguage is Adani s
is not too outrageous. The response so far is that there is no way
to tell what | anguage is Adams, but it certainly isn't any living
| anguage today. d ottochronol ogy has pushed the proto-I|anguages,
meani ng 'ancestral' |anguages, further and further back in tine,
proto-H ttite and proto- (get the name), etc. being sone of the
ol dest, totally un-historical Ianguages so far deduced from the
evi dence of conparative linguistics.[”]

GENETI C LANGUAGE CODE

Let's ook at the brain again in a general way to get sone
i deas about | anguage. Sone of the stray facts that fit were first
drawn together admrably in 1973 by Eric Lenneberg in his
Bl OLOd CAL FOUNDATI ON OF LANGUACGE. Among the facts he pulled
together are things like the follow ng:

Language acquisition proceeds in a linearly ordered sequence
of a specific nunber of stages for all nenbers of the specie.

This orderly sequence of steps is also apparently progranmed
to unfold at essentially the sane rate, with the process
term nating around the age of 12.

Language acquisition, while being limted to varying degrees
by native intelligence and nental inpairnments, is nonetheless
an i ndependent ability that persists and develops in spite of
surprisingly severe neurol ogi cal handi caps ot herw se.

Some rather startling clains are made today regarding the origin of |anguages. For exanple,
Ascarrunz, in his GRAMVATI CA DE LA LENGUA AYMARA, states:

"El escritor boliviano, D. Eneterio Villam | de Rada, en su notable libro "La Lengua de Adan",
propugna, de nanera sugerente, la premsa: 'El aymara es lengua prinmitiva de | a hunanidad y de ella se
derivan |las demas.'" (p.14)

We frankly find this comment as hunprous as it is unbelievable. It represents a type of ethnocentrismthat
isn't really rare, unfortunately.
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For exanpl e, babies born w thout hearing will go through the sane
initial babbling and cooi ng stages a hearing child will go through,
t hough the next stages that require the reception of audi ble cues
for |anguage developnment to progress are termnated fairly
abruptly. Al'l uninpaired kids go through a "nam ng expl osion"
bet ween the ages of 2 and 4 during which tinme they painlessly and
m racul ously learn around 2,000 new words. Syntax devel ops
uniformy, in a predictable sequence and at the sanme ages.
Engl i sh-speaki ng kids can discrimnate between active and passive
sentences at 3 years, then slowy develop a "theory" that says that
the first noun in the sentence is the "actor"” -which is not a true
generalization though it is an admral conclusionto arrive at with
only intuition guiding the theory construction process- after
whi ch, around the age of five or so, they finally sort out the two
types and can tell where the actor really is. Al (normal)
Engl i sh-speaki ng kids do this at the sane age, which is persuasive
evidence for the inherited nature of the | anguage |earning skill.
There are other conpelling evidences to marshall here, such as the
varying effect of types of aphasia which differ according to the
age at which aphasia is acquire, but these exanples suffice to show
t hat | anguage acqui sition nust be a genetically encoded feature of
mortal brains.[°]

The fact that it is encoded in the neurol ogi cal network of the
brain all owed the school of generative granmar to flourish as it
did. Its basic focus was to attenpt to develop a bl ack box that
woul d produce correct utterances, which would shed |ight on what
nmust actually be contained in the highly abstract |anguage center
of the brain.[7] Linguists were polyglots out of necessity, but
that was incidental to their objective to exam ne the abstract
neurol ogi cal | anguage networKk. Here it is also assunmed that
| anguage is genetically encoded for transm ssion across
generations, and that code was built in by the Lord specifically to
provide nortals with a medium that they could use to think and
conmuni cate in.

This nedium had to fit the nortal body but it also had to
al l ow comunication with the spirit. So |language is built to allow
us to shock each others' tynpani, but nore inportantly, it is
designed to allow the fragile substance of our brains to
communicate with the spirit brain. Language i s probably rather
i ke a pidgin or creole when conpared to pure spirit conmuni cation,
but it must nonetheless conformin general principle with spirit
comuni cati on needs, otherw se nortal |anguage would not work. It
is likely that the features of the logic of [|anguage are
expressions of aspects of the spirit comruni cati on process.

| suppose the spiritualist mght argue that the SPIRIT is what is learning, that it is the spirit that
has the latent ability rather than the nortal brain. If this were the case, then perhaps there is no need for
a genetically encoded, abstract |anguage nodel. However, we find it too far fetched to entertain that concept.

One of the fascinating features of this approach to |anguage is that transformationalists find ill-
fornmed or ungrammatical utterances to often be nore helpful than well forned ones. M st akes often give
startling insight into where a rule exists and how it nust be formul ated.
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To use sone of the features of generative grammar, | doubt
t hat phonetics and phonol ogy are aspects of spirit communicati on.
They are required by the fact that nortals are creating
di sturbances in the flow of air out of the 1lungs, which
di sturbances are transmtted through the atnosphere to another
nortal who receives that energy through his aural input devices,
fromwhence it is sent to the brain for translation and then it is
transmtted to the spirit brain. But all this is required by the
[imtation of the nortal body, not by the spirit brain. Spirits
communi cate directly between thensel ves wi t hout speech so these two
sub-speci alties of linguistics are byproducts of nortal bodies, not
spirit conmunication. In a simlar manner, norphology and
nor phophonem cs are probably characteristics of nortal |anguage,
not spirit conmunication.

WHEN | GET THE ENERGY, |'LL ADD ZOOSEM Tl CS



