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1 gu ge-g me: epo t
whethe - cet i dy
is lighte o d ke t
the - but row the e
el ted o' e: st te the
el ti ip betwee the
ight ess of ce t-i (o[}
fc comp e wit
this: dete mi i g the
el- i ip betwee the
e gths of two stick o}
the el ti ip betwee
tw mbe s. -the fo m of
the p opositi i t
gu-ge-g-mes is the
me: s lighte t
y . buti thefistiti
ede el i d the i
temp i the ceco diti
i te el ti d the
p opositio  is timele

i - pictu e i whicl
piece of white p pe get
its light ess f om the blue
ky, the =ky ic lighte t
the white p pe dyeti
the' sense blue is the
ke  d white the lighte

Goethe . the
ette white is the lightest

OT O Q

3 Lichte be gs ysth t
ve y few people h ve eve

(N IR B 'REE
"N Il I B '=.

ee  pu e white. d
mo-t people use the wo d
w o g, the d how did
e le-n the coiect use?
- he coiist ucted - ide
e fr-om the ordin- 1y one.
dth-tis notto s-y
ette e, but one th-t

ee’ efied gceti
ie di thep oce
methi g een c-lied
toe teme

4 dofc e suc

constuctm-yiituntec
methi g tthew y

wei f ctusethe wo d.

5 ificy pieceofp pe
ic pu e white, dif w
weepl ced ettoit d
itthe ppe edgey,i
it m digi
would still be ighti c-lli g
it white d otlightg ey. it
couldbeth tiuse moe
efi ed co cept of white i
Y, toy whee,f
e mple, | e moe
efi ed co cept of p ecise
dete mi ti f time

wh tictheei fv

fs-yigth-tgee i
pim yc t e d
f blue - d yellow? would

it be ight t y: youc
y k ow it di ectly "y



ki g tthec

wdoik owth time
the s me by thewo d
‘pim yc me
the pe who i
icliedtoc-llgee
pim yc ee

gu ge-g me: decide.

meo e is give
cet i yellow-gee
e-g ee d told to mi
esc yellowish ( i
e-0 to pick it out flom

moe ofc mple

ess yellowish g ee

weve | t i

e dviceve d
the e i ch - t-sk
© ig,0omiig gee
th tic eithe yellowi

i I's:y of miing
ec-use - gieen doe

t become bot ish-1

d yellowi ec-use it
ic p oduced by ki d of

mi . tu e of yellow - d blue.

T t te:
Wittge stei w ote
gee i e e but

p esum bly me 't i
cp. 111, 5 158

8 people might h ve the
co ceptofi te medi 'y
© mi ed c

eve ifthey eve p oduced

© ymiig i
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wh-teve se se thei
gu ge-g me: might o ly
ve to do wit ki gf
electig le dye isti g

i te medi vy e ded

c

9 eve ifgee i t
i temedi yc etwee
yellow d blue, could t
the e be people fo whom
the ei i=h-yellow,
eddish-g ee  i.e. people
whose ¢ corcept
devi te f om ec uce,
fte the ¢ corcept
fc i dpeople
too devi te f om those of
m | people, d ot
eve y devi tio fom the
m must be ide
defect.

1 meo ew
e-intto find o to mi
de of ¢ th tismoe
yellowish, mo e whiti
mo e eddi etc, t
give de of ¢ i.e.
who k ows the co cept
fi temedi yc i
w kedt w
eddich-g ee emy
imply otu de st dthi
de dpeh ps e ct
though he h-d fi st bee
ked to poi tout eg
f five-, - d si gled



pl- e figue dthe wee
ked to poi tout eg
e- gledpl efigu e.
twh tif he esit ti gly
poi tedto ¢ mple
y, t e th t we would
© cki w

11 meo e who is f mili
with eddich-g ee d
e in - position to produce
@ e iec which st t
with ed de d- wit

g ee d which pe h-p

eve f co stitute
conti t iti

etwee the two. we would
the discove th t tthe

poi twheewe Iw y

ee the s me de,

e.g. of b ow  this pe
metime: cee w d
metimes eddich-g ee

itm ybe, fo e mple, th t
ec diffe e ti te Hetwee

thec f two chemic
compou ds th t seem t

to bethe = mec d
ec e ow d the

the eddish-g ee

12 im gi eth-t

m ki d, wit e

e cepti we e ed-g ee
@ i d. the

C se:eve yo e w s eithe
ed-g ee e-yellow
(0 i d.

133 im gi e

pe k, e.g. E gli

they would <ti
e them diffe e tly t

teve ifthe ewe e

which we | ck, we would i

tcee. the ei

ccepted c ite i

150 eveycei

e @'H N I I
AR B R N EREE |1

cet ity e teds tothe



to le methi g tot lly
ew.

1 the desc ipti f the
phe ome fc

indness is p:it of
psychology: ' dthe efo e
the de=c ipti fthe
phe ome f norm
viiio p-yc ay
decc ibes the devi ti

fc indness fiom

m | vici

1 ge s ys (i ‘the lette
th-t goethe ep oduced
i his theo y of ¢

thee et p-et d
p:cuec white i

p uec thi w

the i dete mii teressi the
corcept of ¢ gi i
th-tof s me ess of ¢

18 ¢ t p etgee

g ve the s me ¢
piece of op- ue p pe
t? if such -1 g

we e depictedi p i ti g,

the ¢ would 1ot be

t sp eto thep lette.

ifwew tedt y the

c fthe g w

t p-eti thep-itig,

we would h ve to ¢ Il the

comple of c p tche

which depict the g it

c

19 why i itt
p e twhite?

yi the dime

d WHEINEE s
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p e tmedium m ke

ehi d the medium. if the

methi g white behi d

medium ppe
f the medium,
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ck. -cco di g to thi

ge: ifwewe et

violet, we would

id... white w te which i



we d tw- tt

est:- bl theo'y of ¢
eithe - physiologic

e poyc gic

€ t the the logic of
© co cept d thi
ccomplishes wh t people

ve ofte tly e pected
f theoy.

3" white w te i

i co ceiv Dle, etc. th t
me we C tdesc ibe
eg.pit w comethi g
white dcle would look,
dth tme we do t
k owwh tde cipti

pot -yl thesewod
dem d of

4 iti timmedi tely
cle wh tt p etg
we d vy the
me ¢ p-ue
@ mple. ific y, i
m looki gfo g f thi

© (poi ti gto piece
fc ed1 24 5ep pe
th -t would me ghly

th t somethi g white cee

t gh the g d
k like my = mple. if the
mple i pi Kk, “ky->lue

il c, we willim gi e the

g cloudy, but pe h-p

t cle d o ly slightly
eddi i violet.
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5i theci em wec
metimes see the eve t
i thefilm siftheyl y
ehi d the sc ee dit
we et p- et the
ike - p-eofg the
g would be t ki gthe
c w yfomthi g d
wi g o ly white, g ey
d bl ckto come t g
ele we - e not doing
physicc. we e eg di g
white - 'dbl-ck sc
t like g ee ded -
we might thus thi k th t we
eheeim-giig:-p-e
fg th t could be ¢ lled
white  dt p-et d
yetwe e ottempted
to c-llitth-t: so doe
the gy with, e.g.
t p-fent green p-ne
e kdow mewhe e?

we would <y, pe h p
f - gieen p-ne:itc
the thi\gs behi d it g ee

ve |l the white behi d it.

whe de li gwith logic,
EE tim gi eth t

me edoes tk ow
wh to e dim gi e
elet

8 wouldwe < yth tmy
fictiti g p-ne in the
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ci em g vethethi g
ehi dit white c ig

9 f om the ule fo the
ppe ce of t p et
(0 ed thirgsth-ty
vee t ctedfom

t p:rentgeen ed,etc.,
ce t-ir the -ppe ce
ft p e twhite! why
does tthis wo k?

3 eveyc ed medium
d ke sth twhichis cee
t ghit, it ~w llow: light:
w i- my white g
ppocedto d ke d
the mo e so the thicke iti
itwould e llybe d k

g

31 whyc tweim gi e

t p e t-whiteg

eve iftheeic t yi

ctu lity? whe e does the
gy with t p et

© edg g wo g?

32 seiteices e ofte
ed on the bordeline
etwee logic ' dthe
empi ic th t thei
me-ingch-ige ck
dfot d1-32 ethey
count now -s e .pessi
f norm w
e p essi fe peie ce.
for it is cert:inly not

e Gl BN NIl FiEE

Il B B D DR B 'S EE s
[ Il HI I ENER B En
Tl Bh BN "R N R R BB
ecc@ill B ENAERN i 0 BEE N

ccomp yi gme t

phe ome h i w we
im-gi e thoughts - but the
e, which disti guishes the
gic | p opositio f om the
empi ic e.

33 we spe k ofthe ¢
fgid dd tme
yellow. gold-c ed i
the p ope ty of f-ce
th t shire glitte <. ii

34 the e ic the glow of ed-
t d of white-hot: but
wh twould & ow a el
g ey-hotlook like? why
¢ tweco ceive of thece

we deg ee of white-
t?

35” light is ¢ e if
the i the ce cei whic

moe ec e

3 wh teve k

mi doe t look
g ey. eve ythi gg ey

k though it is beirg
illumi - ted.

37 wh twe cee

mi we d t cee
gey. butwec- cetily
ee it © white.

38 icould, the cee
methi g ow < we Kly



mi w - gey.

39 i m otsyighee
the gest It psyc git

do th ttheimp essi f
white come ti c
d-such - 'w-y. -the
the - uestior is p ecisely:
wh-tis the me- i g of thi
e p essio wh-tis the logic
f this co' .cept?

4 . fo thef ctth t
we ¢ t conceive
f comethi g glowi g
g ey belorgs reithe t
the physic to the
poychology of

41. i mtoldth t

t ce wit
geyfl me. ido tk ow
the c f the fl me
f t-nce: why

43. mooth white su f ce
© eflect thi g t wh t,
the ifwem de mit ke
d th t which ppe  ed
to be eflected i ©
f cewe e e lly behi dit
dsee  t ghit? would
the su f ce the be white

dt p:rent?

44. we pe kof I ck
mi t whe e it mi

itd ke fc e, butit
does tlook bl ck, dth t

which is see' i it doe t
ppe dity but‘deep
45. op ue essi t
p ope ty of the white ¢
ymo et t p=tency.

is - p ope ty of the g ee

4 ditdoe t suffice t
y, the wo d white is used
y fo the ppe ce of
f-ces. it could be th-t we
dtwowo dsfo gee
efo gee f ces, the
the fo gee  t p et
ects. the uestio would
em i why the e e isted
c wo d co esponding
to the wo d white” f

methi gt p et

47 we would tw ttoc
medium white if ck
d white p tte ' che

d -ppe- edu ch- ged
whe' see' t gh it, eve
if thic medium educed
the i te city of the othe

©

48 we mightw t ottoc
white high-light white ,



dt eth-twodorly
fo th t which we ee = the
© f f ce.

49 oftwo pl cesi my
di g whichi ee
i e se se ei g the
me ¢ i the
ese,theoec eem
to me white - d the othe
gey. tomei e conte t
this ¢ i white i
p ight, i the iti
geyi good light. these
e p opociti t the
co cepts white  d gey

5 the bucket which i see i
fotofmeisgl-edshiig
white; it would be o}
toc-llit gey o t y i
e lly see - lightgey . but
it iy highlight th t
isf lighte t the est of
it f cep tofwhichi
tu edtow-  dthe light ' d
p t w yfomit without
ppe i g to be diffe e tly
© ed. -ppe:- ig, ot
t being.

51iti t the s-me thi g

to s y :the imp essi f

white © g ey come t
de suc d-suc

co diti (c d:it

i impescio i ceti

conte tof c d
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52 white © f
t ces (i thece ce
i whichwe =y W i

white) ic lighte t \%
the t ce-c
ckd ke heec
ic d keig, dif

ch iz emoved f om the
t ce, white em i

dfo this e we ¢
cllit“c e
53the ei chthi g
phe ome ay,

tthe e - ei deed
phe ome gic
p oblem

54itic e syto ceeth t
t-llc corcepts -ie
gic lly of the s - me so t,

e.g. the diffe e ce betwee

the co cepts ‘c f
gold’o ‘c f cilve d
‘vellow’ o ‘g ey’.

s ae ‘shives’in it

di g5 (ust seye
y cmilei f ce.)
‘bl-ckish’ ¢ -eg.gey
-does tfshi e
5 the difficulties we
e cou te whe we eflect
tthe tueofc
(those which goethe
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de: ctit divthe oo GIEEN @ N EN N N che, mely - ctogly I B EEESE I EIE =
me co cepti thefi <t eddi-hyellow twh-tif
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wh tki d p-i i w dete mi ed? meo e
thefitc eicud we HE' R BH @ AN §ER BENR 'R m could - sk me to produce | [N il n B EEE 1
vikid dbe me HE EE BE I END NENEE RN N clu  mpe et ol EEEC anl I IE§'H §FH B
eedle. i the sec c-se @ i ts-yth-t
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thep i i myfoct i te HOVE @ HENEEC NN BB §IaE (I outtshows us th titisnt [ Bl BN H I EE =
econd sentence < could m the outset cle w

t dfo mypi ot HH HHH B i IR ANl D e i | | B

ti the fi st. ecomp ed dwht

me e fc
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itigt cei t
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m ep I tedthi m ch om tic bits whic

c ethe u-ed - piece Il B Il i EEEE N 1§
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59 ip i tthe view f om my whe ch piece i t
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c p tc y togethe
with the othe piece: doe
it tlecome it of blue cky,
dow, high-light,
t p=¥ent p-ue, ete.
do the i dividu | piece
wusthe e lc f
the p- ts of the pictu e?

1 we eicliedt

elieve the ysis of

© co cepts would le-d

tim tely to the ¢ f

pl-cesi Vi field,

which ei depe de t

f yspti physic

i tepettio fo heethee

is eithe light dow,
igh-light, etc., etc.

thef ctth tlc y
this pl cei my vi
field is g ey-g ee doe
tme  th tlk owwh t
dbe c:lled -n e et

ep oducti f thi (o[}
fc

3 iseein - photog -p
nae photog - p
m withd khi d

y with “licked-~ ck d
i st:nding in front of
ki d of | the, which i= m de
i p tofc stigsp i ted
ck, -nd in p-it of smoot
es, ge etc., d et
toit g ti gm de of light

g v iedwie. iceethe

fi iched i f-ce
iron-c ed, the boy’
i d, theg tig

i c-c ed, de-pite
the f ctth teve ythi g
i< depicted i  lighte

dd- ke tores of the
photog phic p pe

4 butdoi e lly see
the h i di the
photog - p dwh tc
es-idi f-vo of thi
wh t e cti f the viewe
i ppoced t w th-t
e seestheh i d,
ddoes t ustco clude
f om the de:s of the
photog phth titi d?-
if I we e ckedtode-cile
the photog - ph | would d
i themostdiectm

with thece wo ds. if thisw y

fdecii gitwo td
ther | would h-ve to st- t

ki gf the
5 ifthe wo d d
itcelf ¢ d d,

the it'-eve e cie f
photog phed h-i t k
d!

c tweim gi eceti
people h vi g diffe e t
geomet y of ¢ t we
d th-t, of c e, me



c tweim gi e people

vigc co cept
the t dth-t
intun me c twe

im gi e peoplewhod t
ve c co cept
tw ve corcept

which e el tedt i
ch wyth twewould

c llthem c
corcept

k ty ml tei
the eve i gwhe youc
dly di-ti gui etwee
c ylo ge - d
w i the light - d
pitwhty we lie i
the cemi-d k e wd
you comp- e the ¢ i
ch pictu e with those of
the semi-d k oom?

8 whe we’e cked wh t
do the wo d= ‘“ ed’, ‘Dlue’,
‘Ol ck’, ‘white’ me we
© fc e, immedi tely
poi tto thi gs whic
ve thece ¢ -but
ilitytoe pl i the
me i gs of these wo d
goe futhe f
we h ve eithe ide -t
fthei uce, vey oug
dt mee te tf lce
e.

9ic imgie gici

the est,

who te th-the w
cceeded i e lly bei g
e to thi k 4.

Goethe’s theo y of the
costituti f the ¢ f
the spect um tp oved
to be tisf ctoy
theoy, ‘the it e llyis 't
theoy t thi g c e
p edicted with it. it i the
V- gue schem - tic outli- e
fthe sotwefidi® -me
psychology. is there -ny
e pe ime tum c ucis whic
could decide f g:linst
the theo y.

1 meo ew gee

with Goethe believes th t

Goethe co ectly ecog i ed

the n-ture of ¢ d
tueheei twh t

esults f om e pe ime:t
titliesi the co cept of

@©

ethi gw
cle to Goethe:
ightress ¢- ' come out
fd ke t smoe
dmo e dow d t
p oduce light. - this could
ee pe-ced - follow

i efut bly

wem yc lllilc eddi
whiti e w

cki=h- eddich-yellow t
we C tc white
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i d. description t ic
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