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Metaphors 1>1' Kno.,·ted~ a11d their f..ITKI on I~ llumlllllt les 

Inlaying out hisconccptofpostilldustrial society. Daniel Bell Sli)'Sihal 
111 the Unlt~-d States "nearly filly po.--r c..:ru or GNP. and more than filly 
pcreentofwagc.sands.alJrlc.s,dcrivcfrumthcproduction.proccssingand 
disuibutlonoflt~fonnatlon goods and services. ltis in that sense that we 
ha~-e bcoonw: an information economy" ("lllc Social l'ramc"vrk" 521). 
Such an economy toms Information, or knowledi:i=. into a commodity. to 

bctradcdonlntcrconncctl'tliX:onomic,polltlcalandintcllectulllmarkets. 
"The equation of knowledge and commodity Is .somewhat ll~c a statement 
suchas"atabbyisac:tt"andsomcwhatllkcastatemcntsu.chas"Johnny 
isacootcat."Thatis,hsklrt!ithebordo:rlirw:bctwccnthellteral and the 
mct:tphndcal."hilesccklng, Lnlhisc:~SC,tovcilthcstatemcnt'smcta­
phooricalasp<.'Ctsoastoconc~al thcthcorist'S:tCCCpt:mceofafunctionall~ 

and instruolCnta!lst ~thos. Tit~ fact that till: Statement "knowledge is a 
commodity" Is so easily acet'pled as 1 f:w.1 ralhLT than a metaphor 
suggestshowpo .. -enut metaphorical languagecanbclncontrollingall 
aspcrtsof"kno .. ·ing." 

Althoughmctaphllrisoncnconsidl!rcdanom:uncntofthooght.tllefe 
isgoodrea.<iOntooonceivllofit.instcad.asthought'sgroundand 
determinant. 'The obsen·atlon ofmetaphon oven and implied Is lmportal1 
toundcrst:mdingall~-ctsofmcaning.lllsespeciallylmportantwlv:ll 

oncscckstoundcrstandknowlcrlgc:.thatis.toundernandthekindof 
action and dtlng referred to In thcst~tcmo:.:m. "l know something ." The 
proccssandactofknow!ng.whidlevcntuanyproduccsknowlcrlgcofall 
types.lsalwayscarrilldoutundcrtheacgisofamcuphor. Wcarcaware 
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lhat we are being met:ipltorical when w.: use " I see" as an analogy for " I 
undcrSland," but we arc less a"'·are lhat S)'lltcms of knuwledgc arc 
cooceptualizcd andcvcnereatcdintcrmsoftlomiMtlng metaphors. 

An examination of the metaphors tlut undertie or infurm (10 escape 
metaphor by any turn ls impossible) various formulations of knuwkdge 
ihows, first, that hiStorical shifts in knuwledge regimes are real and 

lmponant and. second. that in particular pt:rlods and lnpanlcutar texts 
different metaphors for koowledgc often oo-cdst, sometimes colliding so 
astolhrowouroonfidencclnknu"'·inginlodisarray.lnlhls~ay, l will 

suggcstth.at two importam metaphors, one dominant. the otl~~,:r =ldual, 

areoow lnconftletlnthc ticldsofstudylhat we refer to as thchum:m­
ltics.Thisoonnlctlcadstoo>nfusionoverthcvalueofthchulllanitlcsand 
tloubt ahou t what they can be c~pcctcU to do In aod forcomcmporary 
soc1~1y. l will also suggest that a new metaphor l!i emerging, one that 
may to some degree synthesize the conftieting a~pccls of the two 
me1aphors oow dominant and provJ(Ie a foundation for humanities 

programs th.al are morecontldcm about their \0.'01'\h and clearer about their 

purposes. 
The WOfk of !he linguist Georgc l..akorf dcmonslr.ltcs the central place 

of metaphor In the creation of meaning and provides the tools fm a 
historkal study of tlonllnant metaphors. His 1980 collaboration wilh Mark 
Johnson, Mrwphors \\" Li•-r By. argues for metapl10r's lnsepar.lhility 
from meaning, while his imponant 1987 stutly, Y.bml'tt, Firt, 1111d Other 
/laltgrroru Things. a summary of recent findings In cognitl\·e science, 
poinlStolhcmetapllorforloowlcdgethatse<:mstobcundcrminingand 
rcploclng thccurrcntlytlom!namonc. 

lnMernp/IOTIII'i'l.i•·elly,Lakofrand Johnsonarguclhru met3(lhoor 
plays a larger role !n thcercationofmcaning lh:m is nomm!ly urKicr­
stootl. Ndthcr tradition:tl nor eontemporzy theories of meaning give it 
1 major role in understanding. )t.1 linguistic evidence shows that 
"metapbortspcrvaslveinewryUaylnngu~geandthought" and that "our 
ordinary conceptual sySiem is metaphoricallnn:~ture" (iK).lbc.typeof 

metaphor which informs and controls the undcrst~nding ora particular 
Idea LakoffandJohnsonca!l a "conceptual metaphor." TIICygivc !he 

rumple "argument Is war." as in sucll common formulations as "He 
anacUJ t'very ,..euk poim In my argument." Tu show the significance o r 



lhis SL"Cni!DJ:I)' arbilrary choice of mctaJ"'IOI' lhcy ask the reader to 
cons.idcrthefollo-..·inJ: 

Try 10 imngme acuL1ure "here argwiii;IU are nut •ic"''Cd 111 I.Cfms ol war, 
wllert: OOOCIC ,.-ins or LO&:S. wh.:n: lhcrt: Is no ..:n10e of llltacking or 

dcfcndlng,galniiiJiorl<ll'inJ:!;'O<JIId.lmagincacullurt:"'llcrt:anargu•~~~;nl 
isv~e.,."cla.•ada~.lbcp.>rlldpani.SarcKCna.«pcrformcrs,andlbcpl 

isiOperf<nninabQlancedandacSI.hcUCallypl=ingway.ID web I 

culture. people WI)UI,J •·icw arx..mcnli diiTcremly, any !hem 0111 
d•ffertmly,andtalt•bolnlhemdiffcrtmly.{4·5) 

As this example suggests. U1Cchoiceofaconccp4ual mcmJ"'IOI'delermiiiCS 
not just tile way we L:llk about lhings, butlhc way we Kt. If it comes 10 

seemsclf-cvldenL.becauscoflhebarelyoonsdoususcurmcla[lhor.lhal 
an argumcm Is a form of war, Lllcn UIC possibiliLy of vic,.·inJ: il as 1 
dancc-andllchavingaccordingl}'-lsunllkelywcnwranyone'sm!nd 

lnfact.anymeLn[lhor'spo"'t.'l'lslargclyd<.'fX'n<.kntonllsallililytoblock 
olhercholces.Jnsodolng,itbecomcs "IILcral"inLilescnsethallt 
lnRuc:occs bellavior a.~ well as emoLional responses. a poim made 
famously by Susan Somag in 11/n~ss ru Mrrnpl1or. Ooce 1he choice of 1 
mCLaphor llasb«omca "nalural" p;~n ofliiC language-a proct.-ss lhal 
often makes a 11\CLaphor"lk!ad," i.e .. nolongt.'fregistt'fed as metapllotl· 
cal-it can be •·ery diflicull to liislodge. Common oonce[llual mt1aphon 

arepanofLhepowcrrclaLionsufasociCL)'bccause.lltcm)1hinRolaod 
Danhcs's\Cnsc,thcymateet.'flJ.inauitudcsandidcasS\:cmnaturaland 

tnc"i1ahlc: only a change lnLhematcrinJ haseandlhen the Jdt:ulogicaJ 
~uperSlructurc of a sociC1)' can effect a cltangc in lis naturaii1.ed mt1a· 

"""''· l1Jc "choice" of mCLaphor (-..hich Is dclennined hy oomple~ furcc:s) 

can affect -..hat is oonsldt'retl lmo"kdge, tile mode lhrough "hidl 
knowledge is aua!ncdorcrcau:d, and, conscquemly, 1IIC idcologie:s and 

practiccsofeducationalinstitutions.Dcforeconsidcringlhceffcct.untllc 
conLcmporary uniwr,;iL~. uf the rurrcnlly dominan1 nlCLaphors ror 
knowledge, I will brieny rcvl .. .,.· those lha!lusc been most slgnificllllllm 
theW<!:Stcrnlnlclk'Ctualtrallition 

Al lcaSl llefore 1hc rio;c ofS~:iencc In the si~tecnth and scventecrd 

cemurh:s, lhree metaphors dominated this trlldition: knowledge is St:cing, 
knowledge Is hearing. and lmowledgc Is discovering or remcmbcriq 
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011glns.SincethctlrSioflliC:SCLsthelongcsttutlngandmoSllnnuentlal, 

twiUdcalwithlhcothcrt"'"Obclenyfirst. 
In 1M l.ife of rhe Mmd, Hannah Arendt ghcs an excellent ~onuncn­

taryonthemt:taphorsofsightandhcaring. Altl100J:hsherero~;nl7.csth:lt 
light mcwphors arc lmport~nt In both t~ Old anti New T~st~mcnts, she 
argues that for the Jewish andChristi~n traditions, the crucial mt1aphor 
Is Mari11g the voice of God. "The lkbrcw God ~an be heard but not 
ICCn." shcuys, "and troth UICrcforc becomes invisible" (119). Understood 

In terms of this metaphor. God's V."Ords d..:mand first obcdiencc.lhcn 
1ctlon.1lle metaphor discourogcs contemplation In and for Itself. and 
lea\'CS the seeker ancr l:oowlcdgc In a dependent and infl'riOr position 

vis-•-visGod, "''hoistheonly500rceoftrol.h. 
lbc third knowllldge metaphot mcmiooed abcwe. of great Importance 

to all cultural periods and OOmtnamln some, Is anequaJion between 
knowlcdgcandor!glns;thatls,toknowsomethlnglstotracelt bock to 
Its bc~;innlngs. Tills mi~;ht be thou~;ht of as a compound metaphor. 
lnvolvingananalogybctwecntheprocessofblrUtandtheprocessof 
oomln~; 10 lnow {both of v.ttich are associak'd wilh the conc~'J)I of 
"coming to light"). Knowcrs as dlrfcr~nt as shamans. ArlsLotle and 
Darwin have lk.'flCrt<lt.'d on this tknsc Image. twill not discuss this 
mcu.pOOr further. hut we should keep in mi!ld Its grc~t importance for llte 

evotutionarythoorlcsofthenlneto:x:mhcenturyanditsoonlinulnguscby 
ihclscv.'ho,indcfcndingthehumanitics.emphasb.ellleroteofdlsciplines 

5liChaslileF.Ilurc.philosophyandhisJOfY,lnprcser•·lngacutturc'slinks 
tOitsori~;insandtoitsfoundntlonalp!inciplcs. 

In her account of the major cpistemotoglcal nt<..1~pltor structures In 
Wcstcrnlhooght,Arendtrightlygivesprid..:ofplacelolhc"knowlngis 
seeing" mctaphof. "The unquestioned priority of \ision for mental 

..-:tlvities . ." she says. "remains absolutely decisive throughout the 
history of W~sMn mctaph)·sics and its notion of truth" (101), In her 
tcCOUnt of the aiJvant~ges of sight as Ute gul!Jing metaphor for tlte 

thlnkinc miniJ. Arcndt Uraws on the pltitosoplter Hans Joi13S, wlto mates 
thrccintereslingpoinls.hrst.noOI.hcrscnsc"cstablishe(s]suchlsafe 

dist.ancc between subject and objoct." with !he n:sulllhat knowledge 
appears obj~X:tive Second. sight provides wl\31 Jonascalls a "CO-Icm­
porall(l(lus manifold." that Is. an Immediate apprehension of the v.OOlc 
"'ttlchgi\'CS the ~lewcrsupertorllyoV\..T,aswell as distance from. v.·hat 



issccn.1lle"s<X:r"enjoysacl'l1ainfrcedombec:wseofthisoombination 
ofdlstanccandlns~antanc.'Ouscom(W'Chenslon.11tird.Jonassllowsthali f 

hcru1og is chosen as the mcmphor for 1/tinking. the listci!Cflk.oowcr is 
OCpcndcntuponandthereforeboundbytlleunfuldingofaLrUih 
moment-by-moment In lime. When sight is the domin:mt 111()(blity foc 
galnlngacces.stutruth,someofll\erestrlctlonsoftimccanbc~vnldcd 

11\eprcscntmnmcntisnottlle"point-e~pcricnceofthepass:ingnow"but 

bccornes dctachr.:d from the nu~ as·~ Lasting of the same" (ll l-1 2). 
In summary, then, Jonas argues that sight parado~ically reveals the 

causcsthatu•xll.:rlleappcaranccs;hdlstanccstheknowcrfron\thcobjcct 
ofhcrtnowlcdgc;andltbclpsUJelllindtoconcei>-to!thcetcrnalo.-thc 
permanent. A funhcr result of adl"crence to UIC "knowledge Is vision" 
nM,.'lapbor.whichArcndthcrsclfadumbratcs,isth:ltk~XJwledgcortruthis 

coru,idcr~'d "ineffable by dcfmhinn" {119): the sc;,rch for \nlth leads to 
a vision th~t is sucgcst~'d by words, cspcrlaily n~etaphors. but is nt:~l:J 

fully c~prcsSL'tl by them. Ar~ndt quotes ll~i!kggcr in SUflf!OTI of this 
point:"._ .the basic mcaningof l ~ato'sdialt-ctic llsthatliltcndstowards 
a vision. adisclosure"(l18). I wouldaddthatthcabilityofwordslobe 
both beard and, when wrillcn, seen nukcs the "kno"·Jcdge Is vision" 
mt'l~phor CXCC[li!Onally p:u-adoXiCal: trUth iS s.ccmlngly self-evident 
bccausethcob~1 contcmpl~tL'dstandshcforelllecycsofthc mind as 
110010S st~nd out on a page, but the 'islon of the "co--tcmporancously" 
(Jonas) apprebcndcd trutll canoot tx: contmunlcat~-d. Examples of this 
paradox appc:u- frequently Jn HIC "humanistic" tradition. and include 
Spcnser's appeals 10 compl~lion ~nd wholeness through vision in TU 
F11t<nt' Q14t't'llt' and Nonluop !-'rye's c,·ocations of the validating ineffable 
In the conclusions of so m~n~ of his works 

1lte truth of the: Greek philosophr.:rs. its visual basis positing 1 

po:rcciv~-r " 'ho StJnd~ ~pJn from the truth at the very tuumcnt of 
beholding it. nt'I..'I.-'SSit~tcs a delay between seeing and acting and lilies 
itsclfwithcontcrnplJtlon.ewniflhcrnomcntoflnsightc'·entuallylcads 
to vinuou.s action. Whl-reas the lkbrew IUid Chrbtian tl'lld.itions cmpN­
sizc know lcdgcbascdoofalth.thcyofcoursee'·cnluallyab~some 

oftheGrcckphllosophers'cmph;lsisonrcasonasthcsourceoftrulh.The 
rationalist approachtotruth.which hasalwaysdt.:pcndt.'don tlx: llgr.or 
sight 111C1aphor. reached its apogec in liiC Enlightenment. 1nd is now 
undt'f strenuous anack. lt Is h;,rdly su!Jilising that. a~ Martin Jay ha 



show·n In tus comprehensive 1993 ~uUyoflhcden!gratlonofvls!on In 
twenticth-<:cnturyFreochlhougllt,thcauack!nvolvcsanuntk'fmlnlngof 
lhesighl mct!lpltorilself(IHmgrariOiro{llisiO<I).' 

'Thck!n!lsoftruthen~blcdbythcs!ghtmctaphorcan nndhavccome 
wbeconsidcrcdasinstaoccsofblindncss.Whcnwh.:UthcniCt:lphorhidc$ 
rises to consclouSIICS$-by wh~lcwr mysterious proccss-lhc "rclo'e la· 
tlons"lhalltpruvidcdbccomcuntrueorsimplyirrclcvani.111Cparaooxl­
calconno."Ciionbetwcentruthandlhclneffableisam~jorn:a$0nwhythc 

sight mctllphor Is hanl to separate from "elitist" views of kllOwlcdge. 'The 
"lover of wisdom" is led loa visionoflheuulhwtuch remains partly 
lnc~presslblc to the unknowing, and the gap between those who know 
andtho5ewhodon'tcanullimatclybccrosscdonlybyalcapoffaith. 
Thcrcccntlypopulartk.'COnstructivcphilosoph.ics.cspcc!allythoscof 
Foueaull. Ucrrlda and l)c ~hn. arc intended to d<.'monsllatc the will to 
powerburlcdinl'lato'sclaimtoahcmiCtickoowkt.lgeal'allablconlyto 
lheself-dcflnedphilosopher.Dcrri(la'snotionuf"spccch"rcfcrstoatruU\ 
made present by the force of~peech (although lhc speech may lat~..- be 
wriucn down) but dcpcndcnt on the metaphor of 1islon on which 
Hckle&~:t'r Cllnuncntcd. l>crrida's "writing," on UlC other hand. Is a 
mC'Iaphorforthctliffl'fCnceswhichcn:atemcaningstrutmakcimpossible 
the creation of a single. "full" meaning. Doth vision. and spct-eh In 
Dcrrlda'ssensc,aresignsfortrallSC\:ndcntalknowlcdgc,forprecisclythc 
klnd ofknowlct.lgc which is di:nled ll(lt on!~ ll~ "nihl!l~t" phl!osophcrs but 
by c>cryd:ly rcla!i\'lsrn. 'The ~llact on the PtJtonlc tratlitlon which h3S 
lx:en so Important to the humaniti~s as they have JraditlonaUy t'><!cn 
unOC..-stood Is partly !he result of a dcllii..>Cratic impulse to •~wpt 
evlryonc'stl'\lthw;cquanyvalld-----wlththcoorollarythatnosinglctruth 
lsli!(ely to he at'Ccptublcto all. TI!el-plstcmolnglc.ll chaos thal has 

tlveatcnetltoo•·crtakcthchopcd-forccnain!icsof!hcEnlightcnmemhas 
do:nUirdt.'da ncwwayofjudg!ngtl'\lth.awaythatcanhcst bcch:lractcr­
ln'das!nsliumcnta!. Fortlk.:scandOII~rcasons,lnspiteofitssuni~al 
In ordinary speech, the sight metaphor has lost out as the basi~ of both 
pl\ilosophicalandcverydayundcrslaodingsofknowlcdge. 

1lle lmpli<:ationofthcoriesofmctaphorsuchasthatofLakoffand 
Johnson\sthitt!hcdccllncofoncdominantmctapi\Orisbouodtolcadto 
lheriscofanollll.'f.l Mvcjustdescribcdboththcimponanceandthe 
problcmsofthcsigh1 niCtaphor_ As it fadcd.thcn. what tOOk itS place? 



Letus startagalnwlthArcndt,wllonotonlyrccords il!idccline,butgives 
hintsastoitssucccssor: 

Sma Der'll<On. lllc use rA !.i;ht mcl<(lbor m pbilOOO(tly ll.:L\ ke~ 
d,.·,ndlma asan~sandllltcrestba•..:loluf~wt;,Jyfrom 

conte~npblion tol{lttch, from ~(IUJto logos. With tbi• shif~ lhecritaioo 
fur ltUI.h loaJ ~hiflco.l from the agreement of knowlc:tlgc with its 
OO,ICCI-the04kqWJIIQ rti ~~ illulltnuJ, wMlcnmW as anakJgous 10 the 
l£1ttnlenl()(vil;ion"'thlhe...cn00jc:l'l-mthemrn:formoflllintina. 
"ho5eha)..:rulcistllcaxiomofnorHOOlr:khctJon,oftomiMcocy"·itb 
j[J;t;Jf.. (122) 

Afcndt's new ~critelion for truth,~ based on "the axiom or non<Omra­

dicllon. of conslstcoe)· with lt.sclf," Involves a new metaphor. which has 
indt'r..'d tx:en(lomlnamthmughout mo>l of this century. Kn<.JwiL'dge is now 
oonccploali7.cdasthcund..ntandingandm:rnipulationofacok,,.,hich 
I wuuld define as a set of signs ortk1.:d so that systematic differences In 
the constituent signs allow for tile creation and tr~nsmission or messages. 
llle clcmcms of a code arc limit~'((. and lts fu~~~:tlonal diff~rci\CCS (in 1 

language lilc English, for cx~mplc, the tliffcrcrw.:cs bctwet:n individual 
consonants and •owclswitha•·ow~Ul'Onsonant~toft"''l.'nty-six kum) 
are smallandarbitrary,butthemcssnccsitcanformarccomplcxand.for 
practical purposes, unlimited. 

'The connection bc:twccn knowk'dgc and code Is not, of course, new; 
forblddcnknowlcdgeofv;uious50f\sllaslon:.:bccnthollghttobc 
cnco<k'din secret slgnsknownonlytoa<kpts.Sclcnce,<!Spcclally in the 
earlier phases of its rise, was olkn l'qllatcd "ith magic and feam:l 
b!."t:ausc of the power it ga•·~ to those "'llo und..'fstood n:nun:'s code: 

gradually sdcnti~ts came 10 understand that mathematics was the master 
code that would render cnmpreiiCn.~lble the wotkings of the uni\·erse 
What Is new islhcCJltcn~onofthecodctnct~phortosomany areas of 

lnnwll!dge and the corw.:omitant rise of linguistics to the positinn of 
paradigmatic sdc~~~:c. In Gmmnunictll Mau, the title of wtlldt points to 
code-making as UJoC ch..,.:tctcristic hum:~n trait, Jen:my CampbcU 

The lliO<km rcvotuli(Wl in tingui.ltics. "bicb bcg:m in tbc 1950s. roog~ly 
cootcm~y,.uhthediSCO\·ecyoftbcgcncticcode,w:.-anaucmpt 

to in•~gatt the umvcn:ol principles of all bnguagcs u~ing a .uma. 
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rou.e. lk:l~inl down lx:nealll ~~lie ~urface ot 1polen scmcnoes to the 
hilklcn,abstrncl..ttuclureundcrlymglllcm.(l60) 

'lbc:rcvolutioo inlinguist.icsmightlo:cll bcthou&IJttoh.:~\'COI;I;UrTcd 
earlicrlnthcccnturyth:mCampbcllallows.withthewurkofFcrdlnand 
deSaussurc.butthcllnk.b!.:twccn Hngulsllcsundblology th!ll Campbt:ll 
DOles is no~ IncidentaL 'The: discovery of !he genetic code-which the title 
or 1 recent book refers to as Tl~ Cod~ of Cod.o.J-lnvolvcd DO( only t~ 
registering of n.cw "facts." but, more fundamentally. entailed the use of 
a new me!Oiphor~ the genes that control life proccssel> opcrale like .:11 

language.'lbc:in•pllcalionwaslhatifthocclcmcniSoflhecodc(intlivldual 
genes) could be manipulatOO. then so could the messages that the code 
]IallSmlnedtoorganlsmswtlichltbothcrcalcdalldoomrollcd.Lakoff's 
lrldJohiiS(In'scmphasis on the litcral quali!yofaoonc~'Jllual mCI:!phor 
lsmiklnglyrclcvanl here. Oncchiolusical kll\Jwkdgcisconccplualizcd 
a.s .:11 !;Ode, the literal result i~ power 0\'Cr life Itself. As the rcadL•r no 
doubt undo.•rscands.l! is nollhatthoc :Jdoption of a new n~e!aphorcausi'.J 
what the philosopht.:r of sclcl"l!;e lbomas Kuhn called a pz.ldigm shift. 
but !hat any m~,lor ch:m&e In ulllkr>l~nding Is accompanied by and 

u~csscd in new COOCcplu:LI metaphors, which then SCf'iC 10 main!aln !hoc 
new paradigm. 

Asthoccascofthcdiscovcryofthcgcncllccodcinblologysug~;csu, 

thcp.v:ldlgmatlcslatusoflln~;uisticsandtheregln~eofthccodemctaphor 

h..:l\'1: innucncl'd many an:as of knowledge. Including in panlcul:Lr 
oompulcr science and the disciplines. such as litcrary Sludics. history. 
SOCiology and anthropology. wtlich have lk:<:n affct.1cd by the ocw 
mcu-diseiplineofscmiotic$,1tsclfancxtcndcd"':rsionoflinguistlcs.Tlle 
koowledgllproduccdbythcsedisciplincsisbaSL'donthcii.Ssumptlonthal 
lllelaw50fholhnaturcandmancxi~tUoodificatlons.thatls.ascohl.-rcnt 

sy>lcms. As I h:l1.: said, tltls Is noc a new Idea. What Is new Is the 
assumptionthaii!IC OKJSI impor1ant klndofkllOwlcdgels 001 "transccn­
dcnl."ashothlheSightandhcaringmctapOOrstcndtot:lkeforgrantcd, 
bu! rcmains•nlhccode ilself.'Thc:SOI'L-rcigo knowledge is now knowl· 
edgcofthcrulcsgoverningthccrca11onofcodes.Danicl Bell makes this 
pointlnhlsfamouSSiudyofpost-industrlalsot:lcly: 

knowlc<lgctw;ofcoorse~nneccss..'U'ymtbcfunctioningolany 

IOCic:ly. What i1 ~isLinctl•·c nboLn ~11: post-in~u,~:ll society is !lac ch.1ngc 



inlhecharactc-rofknowlcdgcilSCif.Wh.llhasbccooteoledsi•·cforlhe 
organiuuinnofdccisionsano.lthed.im.:tionnfchangeislllcccntrnli!y<A 
lhrormcalk.JIOVo·lcdge--dleprimacyoflhcorym·crcmpiricism and the 
cndillcalionofknowlcdgcintoabstr.lcts)·stcmsofsymbolsthm.asinany 
axiomalics)·stcm.nn be used toillwninatcmanydiffcrcnt and varied 
areasofcxpcricncc.(~Com.Jngo[Posr·lnduslna/SocitC)"20) 

CLiffordGcc-rt1 makes a similar point 

Somctlling is happening to tllc wny we think about the way we think . 
. . lbcmovctowanlconcci'"ingofsociallifcasurganizcdintcrms<A 
symbols {signs. rcprcsentntion.s, ~ignijwrus, D<lrslti/Uilgtl\ !be 
tenninology,·arics)."·~nJeaningwemustgraspifwcaretoulldcr· 

standthatorganizatiooandfonnul:iteitsprinciplcs.hasgrownbyDOWIO 
fnnnillablcprorortious.\Biurft'o.l(icnrcs" 165·79) 

Like Arcndt"s "mere form of thinking," Ddl"s "ab>tra~:t systems of 
symbols" and Gccm's "symbols" arc clearly similar to what lam calling 
codes. 

AlthoughthcCIJllemetaphorismorcobviouslyconnectOOto~cicntiftc 

andscicntistic discourses, its methods and implications ha~c infiltrated 
the humanistic discourses as well. Because !t Is domln!lllt in our 
contcmporaryknowledge-basedsocicty.thecodcmctaphorimposesito;clf 
on the humanities. but ilisoflenrescntc""dbccauscufitslat:kofcongrulty 
with the traditional mdaphurs that I have been describing. lbose who 
livcbycodcs.suchasnuclcarscientistsaodgcncticists.I.TCatcgrcat 
power. but they sh;ue wiUtllle rest of society the strange sense of 
powerlessness about what to do with that power. The humanities are 
somctinu:scxpo::ctcdtopnwid.!the"highcr"orsynthetlcknow!cdgcthJt 
might guide the application of practical knowledge. but they must 
strugglctodusobccau~oldcrromtsoftruth.suchasmyth,poctryand 

religion.withwhichthetruthclaimsofthchumaniticsarcstillconnecled. 
ha~"C been marginaHted in the modern univcn;ity as they have in modern 
society at large. 

TIIC main charge that has been maclc against the code metaphor, 
espcclallyinrcgardtoitsinfiltrationofUlChumanitics.isitsassumption 
that instrumcntalrcasondc.servcsauthurityo~·erallothcrforms. Dothtlle 
Enlightenment aod the lodustrial R~volution encouraged the idea that 
lutowledgc is good for whnt it cun do; the desired knowledge is th:u 
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which gives powt.-'T over nature ar>d society. Tttc rc:adlng of both as a 
series ofrodes 10 be dt-ciphl."ll..'d has been dauJingly "successful." as has 
lheorganlulionofpost-Enllghtcnmcnt5odctyaccor1Jingtoasetiesof 
bu.reaucratlzcdrodesordisoourscs. Yctassomanyll\inker:sha•·cihown. 
lheprlceiObep;tidforth!ssuccess!shigh.lnvolvlngthcscparalionof 
knowlcdgefromtruth.ifmnhlsundcrstoodasarcalityanchoredinGod. 
natureoratrans·tcmporalhumanlty. Acoderunslllongsidcrcallty.50to 
spealc,ancloflcn,aslnthccascofscicncc.hasanuncannyabilltyto 
affect it, but !he code Is sclf-refl'TCDtial and cannot be talccn u a 
revclnlon or manifestation of th~t rcaHty. 

Tttc Marxist liwnry critic t'rcdrlc J:uncson, who, like GI..'Cnl., has 
llladl:~ofounduscofthetodcmctaphor,ncvcrthclc~rccognlt.cstiOwlt 

lhrcawnsthetruth-con1Cntofthchomanitlcs.llcremlll"kslhatcomempo­
r.-ylntcrprctatil·csuatcgles.suchasderonsuuction,ha•·ecstablishcd 

theu~etbodoloj;icalh)"J'Oihe>.iS"Ilen:bydleobj«UofSIIJdyofdlelluman 

sd~•>Ccs arc COIJ!iidcn:d to COil>lllutc w many u:xts which we 
duipNr and lflltrprrt. as d•wn;uisbal from die older view~ of !hose 
objea.sa ralilics orexi\tcmsur5ub.ltanec• that we in one way or 
aoolhcrattempttoA...,...(PTJJmll/uu~ofl.JJf!Siill!f':!OS) 

Jarncson'sphrasingsuggeststhat"kno"'k'{!ge"lsanarclulccont'qll,now 
l"l.'f'laced by "d...-cipht:ring" and "inK-rprcling," the ~inclpal aspects of 
decoding. Recalling the dc:Kl m~1~p110r burk'tl In the term "code" sugges~s 
the$amc point. TI~el..atln "codell" originally meant "trunk of a tree." theo 
"spilt block of wuod," aniJ "tat>lct of wOO!! covered with wa~ on which 
the atl(k-nts wrote, book. \ITiUng" "Code" records a transformation from 

organic to abstract s~stcms, which makes lt a problent~tical sign for 
lnowlcdge. 11 cn:ICts the history nfhs O\ln alienation; the living tree, 
••hidlalloll-.:d the\I"OI'dtoH~·e. now designates the l'lllinen.thccocodcd. 
&Ddthcrcforcthcdcad 

Yt.-'1, the humanitit.'S ha•e lurdly rcfuSl'tithccock: Dll'l~pllnr.ln spite 
of the fact LhatlhehumanlticsOisclplincshaverecognl!.l'dthcdangcrs 
ronncctcdtotheabandonmcntofthemctaphorofcnlightcnmcnt.aswell 
asthoseofthedilineocdhlncly Inspired word and of origins, upon 
whichthe!rtradltinnal authority has been baso..'d,theyltavcoc•·cnhclcss. 
aodp.."Tfon:e.allowcdltlCcodcmetaphortoafft'Clthcirunderstandingof 
thet)·peofknowledgcUICycanjlfodUl"CaniJimpart.GivingupclaintstO 



ab5olutcor lranscendcntil know!cdgc,lhcllumanlliesoffcr lnst~ad.lna 
splrltofmodestoo-opcr:ulonwhh!iOClalnccds,"crltlcalskllls."(allumble 
form of dcoodlng) or (less humbly) mctHiecodlng:s such as scmlolks. 
w·hlchglvcstudcmslnlhchum.:mhlcsapcrha~short·llvcdsupcrlorlly 

complc•. Why ha1'C the hum:mlties submJucd, or been forced to suhmll, 
IOthchcgcmonyofthccodc metaphor? 

OncpossiblcaiiSWCI'isth:lljustasthesi~tmctaphorisconncctcdiO 

a type of knowledge belonging fundamcnlally 10 the llldlvidual phllos· 
ophcror knoii'CI',CI'cn lf$l.ldl indh·idualssomt'timesjoin together in 
acado;m.IC~;orunlvcrsl1lcs,soll1Ccodc mctap!IOftlf'Klsltsnarurnlplaccln 
mo<k.m burc:aocralic Institutions. lllese include the contemporary 
unlvcrsily. which provide~ the klOOs of kiiOwlcdge needed by O!hcr 
bureaucracles.whosecmployces,cspeciallythclrmanagCfialemployecs. 
must be skilled In the manipulation of codes. Such employees may 
pos.scss"rcal " knowlcdgeasartlculal~dandorganl7AXIbypartlt:ularcodes, 

suchasthoseforrnulalcdincomputt!fscicnce. Butcv..:nmorc Important, 
they are Imbued with the belirflhat knowk'dgc Is the ulldcrstand.ing aDd 
manlpulallonofi:Qdes. 

In a soci~ly domln~lcd by the d.!mands uftcdmology, two connected 
auitudcsarcde$lf;lbk:lnmanagers. l-1rn.thcassumptionlh.ltknowledgc 
is a m:uwr of en· and dc-.<:oding r.:sulls In ancmp!mslson lhc skills 
lli.'Cdcdlo5ltillquicldyfromonccodc!oanothef.&:cond.lherclativlzing 
of codes pr~vcnts any panicular code or bclicfsyslem from tx:roming 
dominam(cxreptihcbcliefintechnologic:tlandbureaocra!icefficiency). 
TIICtypcofmanagern.x:dedbylllO()crnburcaucraeicsmustacccptl/lal 
codes are !he principal formofknowledge(evcn ifhcorshels ignonlll 
ofanypanicularcodc. responsibility for which lies with varioussllllc:d 
OI'Clpcrt II'OI'kcrs). must bcUCI'CtbatsySlcmsshouldbcswiiChcd wbrn 

one is obsolclc. ~nd must refuse tO allow commitment 10 one way of 
dolngthing:stogct in the way of the smooth functionlngofthesystc!D 
as a whole. 

Th pro\idc sochcmployces. muny disciplines wilhln tile universlly, 
cspc<:iallythchumanltles.teachtbcirstudcmsanumberof"arproact~es• 

toap:trtlcularwbjectortnlandrewardthosestudcntswhohandlct~ 

aPfKoacbcsself-consclouslyandflclibly.Oncapproachmaybeprcsent«< 
as pref~rablc to another. butlhcre Is an overall emphasis on "cridcal" 
<lctacllment.llloscstur.lcnts...,!Johalcdifllcultymanipul:ttinillhccotlet 
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putlybccausethcyarcmi!Cdinthcsoc:ial plctlcsandcUcMsimpartod 
10 !hem al earll~'f stages of their education (a ncccss:ary process, of 
course.ifthcrelstobe50Ci;!]oonscnsus),gctthclowcstgr-aclcs.lbose 
,.-llo manipulate them whh some skill but "'ithout gaining much sense of 
their social functions become miUdle maru~gers.lllosc who get A's. putly 
because they have learrll:d ~nd retained information and partly because 
they have learned to sec things "from a number of perspectives," become 
upper man:tgcrs, doctors arld lawyers. Finally, those whom their 
profcsso\"Jthlnkofas"rcallybright."bccauscthcyllavccrackcdthc 
Marxlst,dCJconstructioniSI,IL!ldothcroodcsthatlnturnscrvetocrackthc 
dorninantoodcsofmodcrnsocicty.goontobccomeprofcsson thcm­
scilte$. Such a position rendc\"J the social critique that tt.:y h.ave lcamcd 
largeiylnopcrath-elntcrmsofsocia.laction. 

Thlsanal)"SisofcritlcaldiSOOIIr!iewitliinthcuniVct"sitysuggcsts(onc) 
tuSOo why Manism thrh-es there and hardly anywtv,•re else In society: 
!he professors voho art: ci:ISSIOOm Marxi!ils ha\"C found thc most obvious 
meansofcrltlqulng capitalist society, butthcyh.ave/101 alwaysrealired 
thatthelatcststageofcapitalismh.lS infiiCICO-<JptedthatcritlqueaOO 
foundav~-rygooduseforit. "Subversive" ocatlcrnlcsarellarmlcssasfar 
liS the dominant buslllCS5 alld political elite is collCcmcd, but they are 
useful forcncodlnglhc ncxtgcncrutionofmanagcrswhhthcatlitudcsto 
codes nc1.:dcd by an Industrial market ~·woomy and the bureaucratic 
SUUC1urcs, bolt! private and public. that accompany 11 Even 1 dca!n­
suuctlonlSI critique. for example. which lsolati.'S the points at wliicli 
$Upposedlycohercmoodcsrc•'cal thcircontmdk1lonsand wliich breaks 
downt~blnaryopposltionsonwhichsuchcodesarebasod,servcsln 

pan to malccs st\ltlcll\s aware of the imponance of understanding oodcs 
'lihile keeping chcir distaocc in terms of claims to "tnlth." Uke Marxism 
and Olher aitical lhcorics. deoonstruction Is always In danger of 
becorninamcrclyparasl!lconlhedominantcode$whichlth:IS§Ctoutto 

"'" The discussion so far has shown tliat the code m~1aphor Is lmponanl 
In thchumanlUcsandh.lSSuggestcdsomcoftlx:rcal!Onswhythlsisso. 
Needless to sny. such lmpl!cat!nn.~ of the code mctnphor as I have 
wttincdarerarelyartlculatedwithintheunlvcr~ol!y.Moreoflen.dcfcodcrs 

ofU!e humanities aucmptto reconcile the Ideals of UlC old me1nphor 
W\lcturcs with tllC assumptions implicit In the code metaphor. An 



examplelslhccditors' dircctivt:toundcrgraduate;;inafairlypopu!ar 
anthologyoflitcraturecallcdT/trLexiltg/Ott/ntroducrio~t lO L'terat .. re 

, Men and Wllffi<:D arc imerprcting beings .... We do 50 amoog t.cxl5, 
rodes.andl311gu:ll;CSlhatal"·aysha•-cbcenn:adandinterpretOObymany 
otbc:rs before u~.. Wb~t "'C have ll'adiliooally privileged as literature 
offea us conccntro~k:d and movillg opponunilies 10 make discoveries 
about ourselves, aswcSU"Ugglcto fmdmcaningamid tbeoxxlesofo..­
culture. Tbc moo:sclf-con5eious webceomellbou t W., force~o---rextu.al, 

psycbologkal, social. cult..ml-tbat inOuence 011r reading, the stronger 
rcadc"J:Sw<:shalllll.'a>me.bolboflitemrytexl5andoflh!:texl5oftbe 
widcrworldlhatlitcraturccn.ablcsuston:adand~~:read.(23·24) 

Tllcsc~>.Titersacccptthcpointthal lhavebeenargulng:lhattnowlcdgc 
today is most frc·qu~nlly understood as an imposing and exposing of 
codes. But they also want to hold on to the traditional view thm the moSl 
valuable knowledge is self-knowledge. an assumption that the code 
mctaphor wurkstourxlcrcut 

Funhcrmurc. their formulation ofsclf-toowkdge depends on a number 
of quasi-metaphorical assumptions already impUcit in the concept of 
"sclf:"thatthcsclfisacoh<.'fentandindivisihlccxistcnt:thatthcsc!fis 
"known" by something outside it Yet bt:causc of the questionable 
assumptions on which the wmrnun idea of self arc based. the term 
sclf-tnowlcdgc can easily come to S<."':rn like a mixed metaphor. Tix: 
slippcrincssofthccdiwrs'languagcln~atlovepassagclx:traysthcir 

diflicultyinbringingthcconccptsofreadlngoodcs.onthconchand.and 
ofgainingsclf-knowlcdge.onthcotllcr.intoooOCrcmrctalion.TI~eyseek 

meaning "amid" the c~s of culture. yet where is "amid"? Olle can 
imagine meaning iuthe codes. or ill the mind. but the phrasing here 
suggests jus! thcdcspairingconclusion(tnowlcdgcis nowJICTe)Utatthe 
cditorswislltuavoid. 

lllcy also suggest that "1hc more self-conscious we become" about 
idcologicalin!lucm."':S!hcmorewearcablctohc"suongrea!k.'rs."By!hc 
latter phrase they mean inl~rprctcrs who have a definite "angle" on the 
text. an intcrprl1ativc "position" which recognizes that there arc many 
possible readings and that orn;:'s own must stand ou1 in order to be 
noticc<.l.llic"strong" re:tdc'fisalso,llowcver,onccapablcofadoplinga 
rangenf"approochcs" in onk'f to decode a text. That is. he or she can 
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"apply" Frcudlan.Lacanian.Marxist,structurallst,functlon:Liist---IDclist 
lslong-frarneworlatoatcxtinordc:r 10 st:Lblll~e. alleastt~mporarily. 
its meaning. The problem is that the very cmphash; un rc:Kling undc:r­
minc5 the concl-pt of self: the "sclr momcntzlly crystallized by the 
101crprct:ulon Is temporary. contingcm and relative 10 all the other 
positions wlthlnlhc lnwrprctativcficld. lnsTcadofacoreself. which in 
anumhcroffomlulatlonshas bccnthcbas!sofsclf-knowlcdgc, we now 
hlvc self-consciousness and skill in the manlpul~tlon of discrete 
"tnowlcdges.· 1lle editors of 11~ Uxi11gwn Alll/1(}/ogy hope that the new 
parad!gmofkoowlcdgcandtlx:oodcmctaplxlronwhlclllllsbasedcan 
be painlessly unllcd with traditlo/Ul forms of sclf·l:oowlcdgc. In faa, 
bowevcr. the old and new undcrsundings are lrrcconcii:Lble. Knowledge 
based on lns.lgllL v.hlch demands a core sclfth:lt can "SI."C.- is ''CtY 
dirR'f'Cnt from l:no,.kdgc OOscd on decoding. which does not 1be code 
mctaphorlngcncraltcllllstobreal:do""'nthchumanlstlcr.-~1""-"Cpllonofthc 

self to n.-place it with a detached obsen'er. a mind which llowrs O\CT the 
system lt Is exam.Jnlng buT finds itself incvllably and dlsorlcnlingty 
structured and Umltcd by that \'!.'1)' system. Any new metaphor which 
might nllemptto "Sllve" tlx: k.oowing !>elf would have to :;cc~'J)I restric­
tion~ on lis Cartesian autonomy while resisting the Impulse to muk.c the 
.self an Ideologically n10tlvatcd myth, as so many recent thinkers have 
aq:ul-dthatllls. lsthercanysignthatsuchasclf·savlngmctaphoris 
emeq:Lng? lsll possJbletoconccptua!izc k.nowlcdgelnancwway1 

Theans\lo't'l', l thinl:.isycs.Codcsob•·iouslytannotbeglvenup.any 
more than we arc Likely to give up. for ewryd:ly use, the notions of 
"$Cdng" and "hcarmg" the truth. nut there arc Indications !hat a new 
5UUC!urat mct~phor Is beginning to appear, one !hal brings with it a 
dlffcrclltconcl'fiiOftheSI:Ifand!hatcanc.-cnbc!llouglttofassyn!hcsiz­
lng !hi! partial truths of !he conflicting metaphors th:u I h:l1c just 
discussed. 

Gt.--orge L:tkoff's major work. l\-001e•~ F•'re tmlf f)(mgemus 17u~tgs· 
What Cotegories Re,·er1l Abow tile Muul (1987) is ~ study of recent 
ftndlngsinco~:nltivcscicncc. l nit,hcsuggcststhatwearclnlhemitlst 
ofapar;KIIGOIShift inthcundcrst:mtlingofthlni;Jog, a~h!!\thal isbdng 
ICCOmpanicd by the dc~clopmcnl of a new IIICiaphor for the mind and 
benceforkoowlcdGC. 



DALilOUSIE REVIEW 

Lakoff cal!s the view of thinking thnl Is oow being superseded 
"objocti\'lst"Hisllstoftheassumplionsofthisview,ofwhlch l givelhe 

first two. indicates its charxiCrlstic metaphors: 

- TllOU~;bt i~ lbe mechank-.d manipul:ltion ut abstract symbol" 
- The mlntl is an ablltract macbinc:, manip~Jlatillg symhols essentially ill 

lhc"'11yaoomputerdoc:s..lhatU.,byal~;orithmiccumpuiA!ion.(xii) 

Cle¥1y, thiS Is the concc~ of mind th~ underlies the use of the code 
metaphor. l..akoff is awllll;! th:lt other metnphors of mind have beo:n 
lntlucntlal,lnparlicularthe"mlndlsalamp"mctapllormadepopolarby 
the Romllllrlc poetS. This now lnldirlonal CQuntcnicw of the nilnd he calls 
subjoctivlsc. 'Thercscan:hofco&nili\'eScientists and his own "''Ofk in 
hn&ulstiC51cadLakofftothccooclusionthntboththeol'ljcctlvistandlhe 

subjcctivist vicwsofthinkin& 111c fJISC. 
'The view of the mind that now appears to have grcatct empirical 

supportL.1koffcalls"cxp,:rlcmialism"ur"expcricnilalrcalism."DeSI:ri]). 

lngthis lnarea:nt inu:rvicw. hcSii)"S." 

IF.>-rcrifnliat;s.mJbokls lhatmeanillgdepcndsupon the factlhatyouan: 
raJtoftheworldandtonswulyilltffilC1inllwithyoorenvirQnmcmasa 
JI'UlOfit;th:llyooOnly\'Ol!WOCIRllllalWlly>eXiStill hiStOI)';thaiyW" 
((IO(."Cplu.alsystemiscoostr.Uncdbyyootbiology.pll)'sk:alandcu!tural 
Cll\'ironmcnts and )'OOf lli>llll)'. (!&off inll:f\icW, OfH~ U1/tr 18) 

In "'<:>me'~ Fu.,_ and IJ(mgrrvw nu11gs. Lakoff gives a IISl of the 

charoct~'flstlcs of thought as urxlcrswod by expcricntiallsm: 

-Thou&btisembodil."d.l.h:llis.lhe$U1M.1urcsuscdtoput10gc0lcrour 
oonccptuals)"SICmsgrowou!ofbodilyupcricnccandmakc5Cil5Cm 
tcnnsolil.~vo:r,lheroreofoorl:tlnttpl..aiSystcmsisdirtt"tl)' 

groondc<J ill pen:ep~.ion, hOOy movemc:m. antie•rcricroce of a pllysical 
ar.<Jsocialdlamc!o:r 

- Thoughtisimaginaln't.intballho$econccpts"'hidlarcnotdirtaly 
&rounded ia e•peri~nce employ me~, metonymy. and llltDiil 
imagery, all of .. tud• go beyond the Ln~rat mimlrilla.,. "PnHIIUJ. 
110~. oleuerml n:;!l•ty. his this un.1gm:u.;,,capacitylhatallowsfct 
·~Ntract" thought (IIJd ~. the mintl beyond wllat we can sec 11111 
feeL .. 
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- 'ThouJ:hlhasgtSUJirprop.norJond i$lhu1 notlllomistic; con<.>:pts 
ha.-c:anovcralluruchnlhai£0CSbeyood mcrelyptmina!DJ:~Ibcr 
~ual"buildinablocb"bygo:ncr.lllllla.(~iv) 

lllere is po.Yhaps no single m.::t~phm at work In !his list. although in 
hlscommentsonth.ls rK:wundcrst~ndingofthinklngLakoffdoesln fact 
5UJ:gcst o~~e: "[F~pericmial realism} reOoct[s]tlle Idea lh.:U.lhoujliU grows 
outofcmbodimenL ... [ll]islhusdcfinOOinoonlnSt"'ilhobjcalvism, 
whJchholdslh.:U.lhccharacterlsticsofillcorganlsmbavcnolhingesscnlial 
todowilhCOIICeplsorwiththenaturcofreason"(~v).Hislnslghllshard 

10 put lnlo e~oct melaphorlcal form, but somc!h.lng like "knowledge Is 
experience" capturcstlismeanlng, aslongasc~pcficnce isuldcrslood to 
IIICiudc"everythlnglhatgoesiOmakeupactualorpotenlial~pcricnces 

of either indlvldulll organisms or communitii!S of organisms" (~v). While 
accepting th~l knowledge involves the ulllk:nlnoding of codes such as 
DNA. this metaphor lllso implies lhal koowkdgc Is always related 10 and 
IX:(lCndcntupontheexpcricnceofcachindhidual.cmbodicdconscious­..,. 

What Laloffdcscribcsasthedc\-clopingconscnsusaboutmlndin 
bolh 1hc natur~l and soci~l sdena::s is an enc()Uraging one for 1hc 

humanllics.sincetheyhavealwaysbccnboth"cmbodicd" alld "lmaglna­
il'ft'." and lhcy have always been dcdicawd to the wholeness of the 
humlln lx:ing and ofhurnlln kno~~olcdgc. An Is based on "experil::nlial 
reallsm"andcanSiandaslhcpar:adigmalichumankoowlcdgeaccording 
totheviewofmilldlhal Lakoffpo.'I'Su:LSivelyoutlincs: 

{Tbeso:>tudicsitllhee<>J:niU\'eSCicnccs]ha•·cSOinclhingm:lgmliccnl 
aboutlhcon:C~•o.k:ncctb.atlhcutlndismorclhao!a!JICfC'mirrurol'narure 
or a proceuor of symbols, lh.1ol it is 001 incidcnl.:'llll> lhc Jrund tb.at ,,,.., 

""'-e~t.,alldlh:ltihc:c;'i('XUyforulllk:n;tandl/lgandmcan"'gful 

il>ou&ht goc.< bc)ond wh~t any machinc can tlo. (~•1il 

The liOO of knowledge implied by Cllperientlal realism can be helpful 
tothehumanitics.e,·cn iftheregimcofthecodc. nowe~pandcdbylhe 
new electronic media (which. it must be said. h3rdly remind us of our 
bod!cs)lsfarfromovcr.Lakorf's3ndJohru;on'srcmindcrofmC13j'>hor's 
role In the creation of me~ning Is a corrective to uverly sdcntistic 
Implications of the oodc mt:tapl10r. LakoiT's Insistence that meaning 



depends upon the foci that we arc part or the world and constantly 
lntcractlng with it suggestS !hat thchumaniticscanoot base their claims 
onanappcaltovansccndcntallrUih.normustlhcygiveintosoflforms 
ofrelatl\·lsm. Instead. they mug rccognl~c Lh:u because: human beings are 
~mbodlcd, they are rooted In the world. As the philosopher Richard Rony 
hasargucd.tliChumanltles.lltcraturclnp:utlcular,glvetJIChcstscnseof 
the human oonditlonascmbodicdandoontingcnt(Rorty,ch.l). 

I cannot outline hc:rc a humanitles program !hat vooukl cmphasi1.e !he 
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