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HENRYK DUDA

ON THE NOTION OFRLINGUISTIC THINKING
IN THE WORKS OF BAUDOUIN DE COURTENAY

| wish to express my sincere gratitude to the oizgns for the kind invi-
tation to participate in the Conferencéthink that all of us who participate
in it focus — or at least should focus — their atiten at the beginning of
Baudouin de Courtenay’s paper entitldgzykoznawstwo czyli lingwistyka
w wieku XIX-tyn{The knowledge of language, or linguistics, in tt@#' cen-

tury]:

If we had 12 fingers, the year coming to an ene. (L900) would be 1124. It would be
the 24" year (in the decimal system the'3&f the 12" century (14 in the decimal
system), that is of a cycle of 144 years. In thesywhere would be no grounds for the
“cosmic shiver” of “fin de siecle”, and for the fe-scale retrospectives. (I, 153)

Taking into account Baudouin’s view, one has to adimat there is no
special reason for any international retrospectfdis thought. This is be-
cause 13 March 2005 was only the 1&hniversary of his birthday (counted
in the dodecimal system). However, the point | weinimake does not relate
precisely to the criss-cross quotation above, latiher to the latter part of
Baudouin de Courtenay’s paper, where one reads|ksvs:

Dr HENRYK DuDA — assistant professor, the Chair of the Polish uagg, John Paul Il Ca-
tholic University of Lublin; address: Katedrazyka Polskiego KUL, Al. Ractawickie 14, 20-
950 Lublin, Poland.

" Paper presented at the conferedars Baudouin de Courtenay (1845-1929). Linguist, pu
blicist, man Jagiellonian University, Cracow, September 192005.

1 Unless marked otherwise, quotations from Baudaara afer: J. N. Baudouin de
Courtenay,Dzieta wybrane[Selected writings], Vol. I-VI, Warszawa 1974-1983he
Roman number denotes volume, the Arabic one pages.
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Thus, biased by our own anthropomorphic perspeativehe quantitative relations in
the whole world as well as by our linguistic repreations, we constantly research and
evaluate everything that mankind has achieved tjitout the past century. (I, 153)

Two important elements of Baudouin de Courtenajisught upon man
and language stand out from this quotation: “théheopomorphic perspec-
tive” — that is anthropocentrism — and the conwictihat “linguistic repre-
sentations” influence the way in which we think aaat. An anthropocentric
perspective on language attracted the attentioh. &Vierzbicka a number of
years agd.In this paper, | would like to discuss Baudouin @eurtenay’s
view concerning the influences of language on hurnteought and action.
Taking the last quotation by face value, one coeldm that Baudouin de
Courtenay’s ideas go hand in hand with what is Wwidenown in modern
linguistics as Sapir-Whorf hypothesis — or its weadsion, to be precise.
According to this version of the theory, languagesl not determine human
cognition, but the cognition is under linguisticflirence. As Baudouin de
Courtenay puts it himself in another work, langudgea continuousme-
mentq a process of mental reconstruction, and lingaistructures disturb
the logical formulation of thoughfsFinally, the main pretext behind the
discussion | present in this paper is the concdplinguistic thinking so
frequently found in Baudouin de Courtenay’s studieBave already made
mention of this notion in a separate paper, whestulising Baudouin de
Courtenay’s views on grammatical gendeAs remarked by W. Dor-
oszewski,linguistic thinkingconstitutes one of the main concepts for Bau-

2A. Wierzbicka,Baudouin de Courtenay and the theory of linguiséiativity, in: Jan
Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay a lingwistykaiatowa. Materialy z konferencji pdzy-
narodowej[Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay and inteometii linguistic studies. Materials
from the international conference], Warszawa 4-ptSEI79], eds J. Rieger, M. Szymczak,
S. Urbaczyk, Wroctaw 1989, pp. 51-58.

% J. M. Pen [(inguistic Relativity Versus Innate Ideas. The @rigof the Sapir-Whorf Hy-
phothesis in German Thoughouton: The Hague 1972, pp. 32, 54) mentionsitfieence of
Baudouin de Courtenay on Whorf. | failed to findyasvidence in favour of this claim in the
literature.

“H. Duda, Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay — prekursornghvistyki femini-
stycznej”[Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay — forerursfeffeminist linguistics”], ,Roc-
zniki Humanistyczne”, 46(1998), z. 1 [special ealif, pp. 663-673.
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douin’® Unfortunately, Baudouin de Courtenay himself fdits define this
notion, as well as many other key concepts he saie in his theory of lan-
guage, considering them self-explanatory and oyemprehensibl&.Dor-
oszewski [.c.) confines his comments on the notion to the fomatioh of an
objection against Baudouin’s putting on a par ttheai oflinguistic thinking
and oflanguage as suchn other works, Doroszewski admits tHiguistic
thinking is a vague concepbp. cit, p. 65). B. Walczak and H. Zgo6tkowa
mention this concept in their paper concerning linguistic terminology
used by Baudouin de Courtenay, but they do notsdiaghe term among
“the general linguistic concepts mirroring psychgitmally-oriented concep-
tions of Baudouin de Courtenay.” Instead, they Imguistic thinkingwithin
the set of non-institutionalized linguistic termiagcluding items “that were
not accepted or adopted in Polish linguistics,” amuich were considered
“odd” by Baudouin de Courtenay himself. However fpaper under discus-
sion does not bring us any further to the answehaf Baudouin de Cour-
tenay understood the notion liiguistic thinking’

Baudouin de Courtenay is known to us today as ertomer of Structur-
alism, and his contributions to the rise of theattyeare definitely beyond
guestion. At the same time, it is worth remembetingt Baudouin de Cour-
tenay was a 18century linguist, a neo-grammarian, who soughtugds for
his linguistic theories in psychology. What is mohe passed his psycho-
logical inclination on others, as noted by S. Untyk® Baudouin de Cour-
tenay managed to “infect” a group of linguists bé tconsequent generation.

®See W. Doroszewskilan Baudouin de Courtenay ezykoznawca i miiciel [Jan
Baudouin de Courtenay — a linguist and a thinkier],J. N. Baudouin de Courtenay,
Dzieta wybrandgSelected writings], Vol. |, Warszawa 1974, p. 48.

® This also holds true for such notionsrapresentationDoroszewskipp. cit, p. 39).
“Baudouin de Courtenay does not formulate ovettlky definition of what language is. He only
keeps repeating the main point that the real tfcthe existence of language are individual
human psyches'’ilf., p. 28).

"B.Walczak, H. Zg6tkowaTerminologia lingwistyczna w pracach Jana Baudouina
de CourtenayfLinguistic terminology in the works of Jan Baudiowe Courtenay], inJan
Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay a lingwistydkwmiatowa. Materiaty z konferencji miedzyna-
rodowej[Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay and inteometi linguistic studies. Materials
from the international conference], Warszawa 4-ptSE79], eds J. Rieger, M. Szymczak,
S. Urbaczyk, Warszawa 1989, pp. 490-92.

8 “psychologism in linguistics may be generally defi as a scientific view that strives to con-
nect linguistics with psychology, or even more —rtmt linguistics in psychology.” Dor -
oszewskiop. cit, p. 30.
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S. Urbaczyk lists the following figures among them: Rozwadki, Nitsch,
Utaszyn, Szober, Gawfiski and Klemensiewic2.To all these Polish lin-
guists pertain the words which J. Rokoszowa wrobeud Rozwadowski
some time ago: “Rozwadowski was mostly interestedthiese aspects of
language functioning which — to our surprise —a@eelared to be the founda-
tions of the latest research [in the domain of liisgic studies].*

Consequently, the post-Structuralist linguisticugbt in Poland may be
called neo-psychologis.Two major sub-schools are noticeable within this
scientific trend: the first — specially popular amgoneo-philologists, mostly
specialists in English linguistics — is the theafyCognitive grammar. The
other, which concentrates around the so-calledulistec image of the world,
wins its supporters among Polish philologists. Thiger trend constitutes —
by conscious effort or by coincidence — the direghtinuation of the 1%
century linguistic psychologism. This school is simmes referred to as the
Ethnolinguistic School of Lublin? Some roots of the school’s main ideas
are to be found among the works of Baudouin de Goary.

Let us put under closer scrutiny a selection of @aun de Courtenay’s
statements; those relating to the conceptimguistic thinking The main
basis for our research is Baudouin’s wdkarakterystyka psychologiczna
jezyka polskiegdA psychological description of the Polish langehof

9S. Urbaiczyk, Dwiescie lat polskiego gzykoznawstwdTwo centuries of Polish lin-
guistic studies](1751-1950),Krakéw 1993, p. 111. E. Tabakowska's opinion th#t:.] the
research of many outstanding Polish linguists, gdmd in the rules of classical structuralist
paradigm, are, as a matter of fact, closely relatethe main theses of cognitive linguistics.
Zenon Klemensiewicz, Adam Heinz, Jerzy Kurylowiamamany others may be named fore-
runners of cognitive grammar” is not surprisingthis context. Gramatyka i obrazowanie.
Wprowadzenie doggykoznawstwa kognitywned@rammar and representations. Introduction
to Cognitive Linguistics], Krakow 1995, s. 7).

3. RokoszowaProblemy ogélnaijzykowe i filozoficzne w pracach Rozwadowskiego
[General linguistic and philosophical problems lre tworks of Rozwadowski] ,Biuletyn Pol-
skiego Towarzystwaetykoznawczego” 43-45(1981), p. 21.

1 «The historically accepted definition of psychoism in linguistics holds it that not
every kind of interest on behalf of linguists iretmatters of psychology counts as psycholo-
gism. What matters here is a kind of extrapolatémpsychological concepts and terms on the
domain of language studies, like the one that cexttn the late 18 century, with its later
continuation in the first decades of thé™@entury [...].” DoroszewsKkiop. cit, p. 31.

25ee J. ZinkenMetaphors, stereotypes, and the linguistic pictofethe world: Im-
pulses from the Ethnolinguistic School of LubliMetaphorik” 2004, nr 7, p. 115-136. See:
http://www.metaphorik.de/07/zinken.pdf



ON THE NOTION OFLINGUISTIC THINKING 37

1915 (vol. V, 28-98). According to Baudouin de Cmumay, language does
not exist in a real, philosophically objective sen®©nly individual humans
exist in this way, or precisely “human minds, amdde other parts of the
body which are put under the linguistic influenage dome way.” Human
mind is wherelinguistic thinkingtakes place. Baudouin de Courtenay calls
this procesdinguistic cerebration Synonymous witHinguistic thinkingare
also such terms dsternal movementianguage in itsel{O ogdlnych przy-
czynach zmianegykowych[On the general reasons for language change],
1890; I, 206) or language as sucliO zadaniach gzykoznawstwdOn the
objectives of linguistics], 1889; I, 189). Commuaion (“communicative
intercourse”) is effected by the “externalizatioaf linguistic thinking (V,
31). This “externalization”, also referred to a®fisitization”, is realized in
speech: “in the articulatory-auditory domain, thetin «language» proper”,
or, in other words, through what modern linguisteals articulation and
auditory perception (Exact Baudouin de Courtendagisns may be rendered
as:speech sound creaticandspeech sound receptidib., 34)).

But for these two processes, whose function iscteraalize language, language creation,
use and existence would be impossible. These twoegses alone are used by grown-up
speakers to create a world of linguistic repreg@na in a newly-born babyik(, 34)

Baudouin de Courtenay adds that these processes:

change language, laying dormant somewhere in amidlidl human soul, into a powerful
social tool of mutual communication within the peutar socio-linguistic communitiesib()

In this context, it is necessary to highlight thpposition that Baudouin
makes betweeapeechandarticulation:

In the language of an individual we can distingutshinternal, central facet, as well as
its external, peripheral aspect. Thus, we canmstish its spiritual part, relating to the
mind; and the sensual one, connected with the estedral nerves. In other words, we
distinguish between speech and articulatid®.z@daniach gzykoznawstwgOn the ob-
jectives of linguistics], 1889; I, 188)

This opposition frequently recurs in Baudouin’s w®&r Sometimes it is
expressed by means of other juxtapositions, sudee=brationv. phonation
(ib., p. 189);linguistic thinkingv. externalization(A psychological descrip-
tion..,, 1915; V, 35). Though I find it troublesome to pre the reader with
any definite conclusion on Baudouin de Courtenayaception ofinguistic
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thinking, | can state for sure that he was an advocatheoflistinction between
the psychological sphere of language and the palysite™

| am of the opinion that in its many contexts tlemeept oflinguistic think-
ing proposed by Baudouin de Courtenay matches thetatalist conception
of the system To demonstrate this point, let me present thosas of Bau-
douin de Courtenay that justify my claim. Firstnsaer the following quota-
tions fromCharakterystyka psychologiczngzyka polskiegdA psychological
description of the Polish language]:

For instance, idinguistic thinking of Polisif we find the kinakema of acoustically ef-
fective bilabial effort in the case of the phonenfiely or partly associated with the
graphemep b m fandv. (V, 39)"°

Linguistic thinking of Polishlacks the sense, i.e. the live mental represematid
guantitative-temporal contrasts. (V, 45-6)

Linguistic thinking of Polistpossesses a variety of exponents used to exgressamne
inter-lexical and inter-phrasal relations, incluglithe variety of exponents in word
formation and inflection. For instance, the casekees for Nom. sg. masc. can be both
-m and ¢; Dat. sg. mascu and-ov'i, etc. (V, 56)

Linguistic thinking of Poliskdisplays a growing tendency towards semasiologinatf
formerly purely formal contrasts. This process wkéace through association of cer-
tain contrasts which are of purely formal naturéhwéontrastive semasiological (se-
mantic) representations. (V, 49)

Similar examples are also to be found in other wdrlt Baudouin de Co-
urtenay:

Bpor. P. A. M. SeurenVestern Linguistics. An Historical Introductio®xford 1998,
p. 144,

4 The exact translation should perhaps rdadjuistic thinking of a speaker of Polisio
avoid the association with Polish as an objectiwetisting language — an idea to which Bau-
douin de Courtenay objected.

151 resign from an attempt to translate the tedmakemainto English on purpose. | only
want to remark thakinakemais an element of a phoneme that is no furthersitle. A. Heinz
comments on the notion of kinakema in the followimgy: “With the notion of kinakema we
are very close to the conception of Baudouin «didive features», as known to modern pho-
nology”. (Jan Baudouin de Courtenay jako teoretykyjka i indoeuropeist@dJan Baudouin de
Courtenay as a language theorist and a specialittel Indo-European], in: J. N. Baudouin
de CourtenayDzieta wybrandSelected writings], Vol. IV, Warszawa 1990, p.)19
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Linguistic thinking of Polistknows the following phonemes, psychologically widi
ual items which exist as fixed independent menégresentations.Fonologja (fone-
tyka) polskg The phonology (phonetics) of Polish], 1898; V)16

Linguistic thinking of modern Polistecognizes triple grammatical gender [.Za¢ys
historii jezyka polskiegdAn outline of the history of Polish], 1922; V, @}

The work Bseoenue 6 sizvikosedenue [Introduction to linguistics] includes
what we would call nowadays a phonemic chart of Ehessian language.
The chart is accompanied with the following caption

Tabymia, mpencrapiromas KiacCu(pUKAIU CaMOCTOATENIFHO MBICIHMBIX (GOHEM pycckoeo
A3bIK06020 MbluieHus (pycckoti yepeopayuu). (Beedenue 6 azvikogedenue, 1915; IV, 485)

[A table of mentally (psychologically) independgitonemes fothe linguistic thinking
in Russian (the Russian cerebratjpn

Of special interest may be the thesis put forwaydBlaudouin de Cour-
tenay concerning “the retaining or loss of phonehegending on their mor-
phological status”. Let me quote in more detail:

Thus, in thelinguistic thinking of Polishand its externalization, the phonemg],[
which constitutes a final morpheme of certain desien exponents (Gen. sg. fem.,
Dat. sg. fem, etc.) [...], is necessary for the ¢ladf formal expression. This is why it
behaves in the same way on the levelimduistic thinkingand in any case of its exter-
nalization. At the same time, the terminal phondnil found in other, historically ac-
tive morphemes, e.g. full morpheme of the imperativood, or the second phoneme in
the morphemic structuresti — -¢i] in the infinitive, lost its morphological functin
and hence gradually disappeared from the language8)

Assuming that Baudouin de Courtenay’s conceplirgguistic thinking is
equivalent to the basic structuralist concepsystem(or structure@, we cannot
ignore the context in which these terms are useshddern linguistic studies.
First and foremost, we have to keep in mind that“toncept of language in the
sense of Saussurelanguewas certainly alien to Baudouin de Courten}ﬁ/lf
we omit theoretical claims made by Baudouin de @may, and concentrate on
the way in which he explains linguistic facts, wanmbserve that his analyses
are of definitely structuralist character, that theearcher is strictly consequent
in his thought, and that large fragments @hfarakterystyka psychologiczna

®Heinzop. cit, p. 24.
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jezyka polskieggA psychological description of the Polish langahg which
serves as the main basis for my discussion — raadsvery modern work, irre-
spective of the fact that it takes time to get usedhe author’s style, archaic
language and the terminology he employs. One camutcagree with T. Zgétka,
who noted discrepancies between the theoreticalngstions and the research
practice of Baudouin de Courtenay, and stated:

The author himself seems to put aside theoretisalmptions (especially the indivi-
dualist directive/imperative), and conduct reseayolan abstraction, a generalized con-
struction, that is fictior’

To give a possibly direct answer to the questionwtifat Baudouin de
Courtenay’s conception dfnguistic thinkingis like, | am inclined to state
that “linguistic thinkingis a system imposed on the human psyche (Baudouin
de Courtenay’s equivalent of psyche may be the dhgamind” or “soul”).”
Although his practical analyses of language dasageially in the domain of
phonetics and phonology, are predominantly stradisir — seeing language
as a system, that is as an “abstract network @fticais between substantial
elements,” Baudouin called the subject of his rededinguistic thinking
and placed it in individual linguistically stimukd minds. In this way, he
fell victim to the spirit of the era in which hevéd and worked. According to
Jakobson, in his inauguration lecture of 1870 Baunlale Courtenay made
a distinction between language potentiaand real speech (Russiaec).
The latter is meant to be an “unstoppingly deve’lgjp'process.]'8 In this
way, Baudouin de Courtenay laid the foundationghe understanding of
language as abstract phenomenon. Later, Baudoupartkl from these

7T, Zg6tka,Psychologizm a spoteczny charakteryka w koncepcjach lingwistycznych
J. N. Baudouina de CourtenafjPsychologism versus the social nature of languiagthe lin-
guistic conceptions of J. N. Baudouina de Courtgnay Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Cour-
tenay a lingwistykawiatowa[Jan Niecistaw Baudouin de Courtenay and inteoredi linguis-
tic studies.], p112 Zgoétka makes reference (also lexically) to numerstegements by Bau-
douin de Courtenay about language. Consider forairce the following statement: “tribal
language and national language is an abstractidnaageneralizing construction [...IJ¢zyk
i jezyki[Language and languages], 1903; IV, 338), or: “anified tribal language is a fiction”
(ib., p. 338).

B R. JakobsonKazaiska szkota polskiej lingwistyki i jej miejsceswiatowym rozwoju
fonologii [The Kazan School of Polish linguistics and itderin the international growth of
phonological studies], ,Biuletyn Polskiego Towarzya rzykoznawczego” 19(1960), p. 19.
See Heinzpp. cit, pp. 24-25.
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views. Keeping in mind this reservation, one caokevhere two other mod-
ern linguistic conceptompetencandperformance

In some works the concept lifiguistic thinkingcorresponds directly tkan-
guage as conceived of by Baudouin de Courtenay in hitiex research, that is
as a psychological being, only extant in “lingwatly stimulated minds”:

[...] the psychological form of being, called langeags only stored in a cerebrational
mode, staying outside the world ruled by laws oérgly flow. Proba uzasadnienia
samoistnéci zjawisk psychicznych na podstawie faktémykowychAn attempt to jus-
tify the independent status of psychological pheananon the basis of linguistic facts]
-1V, 374)

Baudouin de Courtenay juxtapostnking againstlinguistic thinking The
relation between the two is a sort of feedback:nguistic thinking develops
thanks to thinking and psychological growth in gahebut linguistic thinking
also influences thinking as such” (V, 91). A Psychological Description...
Baudouin discusses the influence of psyche on igtiguthinking and the other
way round: the influence of linguistic thinking dgeneral outlook on life,
moods and other attitudes of people speaking andimeguage, i.e. those who
store in their minds strings and groups of repregams typical of a given lin-
guistic thinking” (V, 91). A more detailed, and ptenably more precise opin-
ion of Baudouin de Courtenay may be found in hipgpaof 1905, entitled
Proba uzasadnienia samoistitd zjawisk psychicznych na podstawie faktow
jezykowychAn attempt to justify the independent status syghological phe-
nomena on the basis of linguistic facts] (IV, 3723 In it, Baudouin explains
that animals possess non-linguistic thinking:

[...] animal psychology is non-linguistic: non-lingic thinking is typical of animal
creatures

He also enumerates the following types of thinking:

1) sensual thinking, impressionistic, direct ansh@ete; 2) linguistic thinking; 3) ana-
Iytical, theoretical, scientific thinking. The firdype of thinking is what humans and
animals share; the other two ways are only charitite of human thought. The third
kind of thinking process is known to only a limitadmber of people. (IV, 373)

Another opposition Baudouin de Courtenay discussdbat betweetin-
guistic thinkingand linguistic thought The latter type of thought is found
among people who “are conscious of their linguiskimking, and who ven-
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ture scholarly research of it” (V, Séﬁ.A key concept in this definition is the
termscholarly, since without it the concept tihguistic thoughtwould refer

to any conscious, though non-scientific, intereslimguistic thinking. In the
previously quoted worklezykoznawstwo czyli lingwistyka w wieku XIX-tym
[The knowledge of language, or linguistics, in th@" century] Baudouin,
full of his typical polemical zeal, wrote:

If linguistics is to cover every action of the hummind meant to organize the knowl-
edge of linguistic phenomena, one has to keep imdntiat apart from normal science
of sane minds, the 9century, and the more distant past always witri:$ke activi-
ties of lunatics, people of unlimited imaginatiomdagift for fantasy, seeking accidental
correspondences between sounds in language; peeplly to derive “Giepidy” from
“kpy”, “Turingi” from “durnie”. These “scientific” works of such “researchers” fall
into the domain of psychiatrics or studies of hun{br167)

Linguistics, or linguistic thought, is, according Baudouin de Cour-
tenay, or should be at leastholarly though(V, 35).

This distinction, though not always in agreementhwanguage users’ in-
tuition, matches the assumptions made by main modeguistic theories.
Take a Polish linguist for example: |. Bobrowskipaeates the implicit
knowledge of language, which “allows creation dfesdnces and understan-
ding of utterances created by other members ofstree society,” from the
explicit linguistic knowledge, which is a “set ofgpositions that we are able
to formulate in relation to our implicit knowledgs language™ Thus, in
this perspective, linguistics is definable as a ‘®fepropositions constituting
the explicit knowledge of languagé'”

Linguistic thinking influences thinking in generdh Baudouin’s terms,
the relation between the two is that linguisticniting is a disturbance to
thinking, a hindrance to logical thought. The sauf disturbance lies in
various characteristics of linguistic thinking (e.gynonymy, homonymy,
diversity of morphological types whose operatiomds up to synonymy,
exceptions understood as fossilized forms, beinfpatsame time markers of
some future lexical developments; for full list 3ég93).

Baudouin de Courtenay distinguishes three waystliicivlanguage influ-
ences psyche:

9 The contrast betweelinguistic thinking and linguistic thoughtis also emphasized in
Wprowadzenie dagykoznawstw@introduction to linguistics] (IV, 540, § 142).
20 7aproszenie doggykoznawstwAn invitation to linguistic studies], Krakéw 1998. 14.
21
Ib., p. 15.
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Some modes of influence of linguistic thinking dretother psychological processes are
common to every human being, that is they exish@lwith any type of linguistic
thinking. Others are only known to some types pfliistic thinking. Yet others may be
classified as exclusively belonging to a given tghdinguistic thinking (V, 91).

The first mode of influence mentioned by Baudoum @ourtenay in-
cludes all those linguistic features that are sthareiversally by languages
of the world. This type of influence may is exenfigld by “our tendency to
substantiate the reflections of the extralinguistiarld in our psyche and to
create linguistic myths”ig.).

As everything that Midas touched changed into gelkrything that is thought of in
separation, isolated from the whole of concrete,libecomes a substance, becomes
a noun. (V, 47)

Some characteristics of linguistic thinking maydbared by a group or fam-
ily of languages (mode 2), while others may be cisged with only one lan-
guage (mode 3). Although Baudouin de Courtenay sgldointerest in the influ-
ence of linguistic thinking on psyche in genera,dnly developed in detail an
analysis of grammatical gender on the human outtwfolife, and the mood of
people speaking Indo-European languages. | devateelparate study to this
issue; here | would only like to quote the most ampnt statement made by
Baudouin de Courtenay in the speech he deliveredMarch 1900 at the
meeting of the linguistic section of the Neophilgiltal Society at the Univer-
sity of Petersburg. The speech was entitletsssu epammamuuecxozo pooa c
MmupocosepyaHuem u HacmpoeHuem aooei COBOPAUUX A3bIKAMU PpAZTIULAIOWUMU
poo [On the relation of grammatical gender to the aail of life and general
attitude of people speaking languages that havdagatistinction]:

Beyond doubt, speakers of one of Indo-Europeanues@re constantly and repeatedly
exposed to grammatical gender, whether consciousoonscious of it. When we pon-
der upon the well-observable influence of tiny, ot but consequent, even obstinate
and thus powerful factors shaping the nature, wé fimally understand the results of
this eternamemento sexifé

ZU. A.Boaysu-ne-Kyprenn, Juuesucmuueckue samemxu. |. O ceasu epammami-
Yecko20 pooda ¢ MUPOCO3EPYAHUEM U HACMPOEHUeM JH00ell 2080pAWUX  A3bIKAMU PA3NU-
yarowumu poo [ . A. Baudouin de Courtenay, Linguistic investigas. I. On the relation of
grammatical gender to the outlook of life and gahettitude of people speaking languages
that have gender distinction]Kypran Munucrepcrsa Hapoguoro Ilpocesmenus” [Kazan]
321, 1900, part 2, no. 10, p. 369.
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The quotation above brings, as it seems, a cleaw wf Baudouin de Cour-
tenay on the influence of linguistic thinking onnman psyche. “Speakers are
exposed to grammatical gender, whether consciousiconscious of it.” This
cannot be any other way, since we have to keepinn thatlinguistic thinking
with the notion of grammatical gender, is not thimgkin general. It must also be
pointed out here that according to Baudouin de oy, elements of linguis-
tic thinking are arbitrary. This arbitrariness hénsl logical thinking. As early as
in his Dorpat speech, Baudouin observes:

[...] owing to its arbitrary setup language is often insurmountable obstacle on the
way to logical organization of thought. (I, 210)

*

Baudouin de Courtenay makes a relatively frequesg of the terniin-
guistic thinking The present paper contains an idea that may dieumental
in interpreting this complex notion. Unlike somenumentators of Baudouin
(Walczak, Zgotkowa) quoted above, | refuse to dfgsthe termlinguistic
thinking among the “odd” vocabulary used by the linguistheTfirst reason
against this classification is the fact that Baudode Courtenay conse-
quently sticks to this term in his works. Secondig,is not the only linguist
to make use of it. Take S. Szobe&Zsrys pzykoznawstwa ogoélnegidn
outline of general linguistics] of 1924 for exampl@s mentioned above,
Szober is one of the linguists “infected” by theyg@sological inclination of
Baudouin de Courtenaﬁf. In contrast to Baudouin de Courtenay, Szober
defineslinguistic thinkingin a very precise manner. For him, it is a kind of
thinking as such, staying in contrasts®nsual thinkingSzober claims that

[...] the limited capacity of our consciousness’ feaauses that pictures of objects are
never fully represented in our minds. [...] Renderthg full picture of an object takes
place, therefore, through the gradual reconstraciiom individual elements. Thus, in-
stead of one psychological act, we face the whhbdrcof such acts, coming in sequen-
tial order?*

Linguistic thinking comes to an aid.

33, Szoberzarys pzykoznawstwa ogélneddn outline of general linguistics]. Fasc. 1,
Krakéw 1924, pp. 1-4.
%g5zoberpp. cit, p. 3.



ON THE NOTION OFLINGUISTIC THINKING 45

It consists in substituting the whole variety aminplexity of the pictures of objects and
their features with the set of simpler and moreargisonic representations of words.

These unitary “sonic representations” function he® ready-for-use,
simplified “mental pictures” of objects. Hence, ®$20's linguistic thinking
is a method of depicting reality. If Baudouin deuCenay had understood
linguistic thinkingin this way, our understanding of the previouslgatdissed
quotations would be extremely difficult if not cotepely impossible. At the
same time, it may well be that in some cases as idf linguistic thinking
was close to this point of view. It was true foresle parts of his studies
where he discussed the influenceliofguistic thinkingon thinking in gen-
eral, i.e. in these places where he departed from wieatvould call today
the issues of the language system. Chapter 1CGhafrakterystyka psycho-
logiczna pzyka polskiegdA psychological description of the Polish lan-
guage], entitledVptyw wiaciwosci mylenia jezykowego polskiego na psy-
chike w ogéle[The influence of the properties of linguistic nking of Pol-
ish on the human psyche in general], differs comsilly from the rest of the
work. The influence of language on thought can bdeustood as the influ-
ence of language structure (the structurdbsigue on human thinking. It
may also be that the influence is understood invthg proposed by Szober,
where linguistic thinking means a simplified, schematic picture of reality,
and as such shapes the way we think. In fact, wlepresented perspectives
are not contradictory. The latter perspective sebragder, as it covers the
problem of how language structure influences hutmeught. If such is the
case, it comes as no surprise that Baudouin det@oay used the terhm-
guistic thinkingto refer to what today we are likely to call laage system
or linguistic structures. | think that this is theason why “the concept of
system was alien to Baudouin de Courtendyhguistic thinkingoccurs in
varied contexts, which allows its multiple interfatons. All in all, one has
to agree with Doroszewski that the concept is mgghiut vague.

When commencing the studies of the issue preseaiede, | was con-
vinced that it should be approached in the spifittlee Ethnolinguistic
School of Lublin, as in my view it was to represent9"-century counter-
part of the modern concept of thaguistic picture of the worldThis con-
viction grew even stronger in the light of Bauddaistatements about the
influences of language on thinking, about the séixation and virilization

B p,
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in linguistic thinking. This is because the gramivalt properties of lan-
guages count as elements of the linguistic pictofréahe world. R. Grze-
gorczykowa uses grammatical gender for one of h(@lrrrﬂ{)lesz.6 Nonethe-
less, a deeper look into Baudouin de Courtenay’skviorced us to alter this
original assumption. The notion d¢ihguistic thinkingin the works of Bau-
douin de Courtenay may be understood in the wainddfby S. Szober only
in these places where Baudouin writes about théuemice oflinguistic
thinking on thinking as suchAnd it is only in these cases where it gets
closer to the notion of the linguistic picture dktworld.

Translated from the Polish by Konrad Klimkowski

O POECIU MYSLENIE EZYKOWE
W PRACACH BAUDOUINA DE COURTENAY

Streszczenie

W artykule omoéwiono pegie myslenie pzykowew pismach Jana Niecistawa Baudouina de Co-
urtenay (1845-1929). Podstawnateriatovy pracy byty wybrane prace badacza, wkszadici wy-
dane wPismach wybranycht. I-VI, Warszawa 1974-1983), przede wszystkBharakterystyka
psychologicznaggyka polskiegd1915). Dotychczas przyjmowange pogcie mylenie gzykowe
jest niejasne, 40z — z innej perspektywy ze odpowiadajcy mu termin jest ,dziwaczny”. Przepro-
wadzona analiza pokazujee mylenie pzykowe u Baudouina de Courtenay to wtloczony
w psychile (w ,dusz”) system (struktura). W innych miejscach natomiasiglenie jpzykowe
nalezy pojmowa jako pewien rodzaj néjenia —myslenie pzykowejest tu przeciwigstwemmysle-
nia wrazeniowego Piszc o wplywie mylenia gzykowego na milenie, Baudouin de Courtenay
gtosit poghdy, ktére péniej w nauce zyskaly miano hipotezy Sapira-WhaNiektére wycia
terminu myslenie pzykowepokazuj, ze Baudouin de Courtenay tete; uchodzt za prekursora
bada nad tzw. ¢zykowym obrazendwiata.

Stowa kluczowe: ,myslenie lingwistyczne”, psychologizm wjykoznawstwie, gzykoznawstwo
w Polsce, §zykowy obrazwiata

Keywords: “linguistics thinking”, psychologism in linguissg¢ linguistics in Poland, linguistic
picture of the world.

®R. GrzegorczykowaPojecie jezykowego obraziwiata [The concept of the linguistic
image of the world], inJezykowy obrazZwiata [Linguistic image of the world], ed. J. Bartiski,
second edition, Lublin 1999, pp. 41, 43.



