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AMBIVALENCE OF METAPHORICAL THINKING IN THE CONTEXT
OF SEARCH FOR SENSES

The paper discloses the question of ambivalent character of the metaphor as means of expression
of the meaning. The metaphor appears as effective phenomenon in cognitive process. At the same
time, in particular philosophical texts the metaphor can reduce the subject of the research and
bring self-contradictory meanings. The author's position consists in the idea that in general the
metaphor is not effective means for the practical research, however, the metaphorical argumentation
reveals the dual character of social or historical phenomena. The author demonstrates the functioning
of the social metaphors with examples of the works of T. Hobbes, J. Locke, K. Marx and shows that
they can be reconsidered conceptually in the light of context of the use. Depending on the such
context, self-contradiction appears, ambivalence of the metaphorical potential and the meaning of
the research phenomenon can appear ambiguous. Using the methods of the analysis and comparison,
the author aimed at re-analyzing the metaphor as means of the search and reflection of the sense;
reflecting its ambivalent character in cases when it is used in the social or epistemological researches;
revealing the dual connotation of the metaphorical argumentation in particular philosophical works.
Generalized results of the paper can be shown by the following statements: 1) The metaphorical
meaning of concepts in social, historical, epistemological practice partly replaces the direct meaning
and forms further human culture in a trail from deviation to norm. 2) The concepts "Leviathan"
(T. Hobbes), "voice of reason” (J. Locke), "capital” (K. Marx) in metaphorical interpretation form
ambivalent historical narratives of criteria of the justice, the truth, the social law and in as such form
further human culture. 3) The inner potential of the researches connected with the variety of
metaphorical uses is especially important to the sphere of socio-philosophical and socio-political
searches.
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Introduction. Hidden metaphorical argumentation is
a powerful medium. Its wide use takes place in philosophic,
literary, linguistic, psychological researches and practices.
One of derivative manifestations of this argumentation may
be manipulativity and ambivalence. At the same time, it is
worth mentioning that metaphor is so polysemantic and
universally used phenomenon that focusing only at its
certain aspects would mean predetermined impoverishing
of its social or philosophic analysis.

In view of stated problematics of the research, the author
considers it necessary to reveal particular aspects of its
title. Of course, the conversant specialist would recognize
there reminiscences of "Man's search for meaning", cult
philosophical work by Viktor Frankl (20714), logotherapy
founder, allusion to the "double meanings" that were
actualized by John R. Searle (7993) in his work "Metaphor"
or to "The logic of sense" by Gilles Deleuze (7990). But in
the context of author's treatment of the question it is spoken
about self-contradictory character of notional "transfers",
which often reveal themselves during the use of metaphors
with the purpose of strengthening considerations, cogni-
tion, investigation of different phenomena.

The problem of metaphor research have been actual
during the whole time of its use. From antiquity to the
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present time the different aspects of this problem are
comprehensively analyzed and investigated. Only last
century demonstrated comprehensive search for meaning
and significance of the metaphor and its relevance for
world philosophical and linguistic discourse. Among the
most significant to the author can be named the works of
E. Cassirer (1983 [1925]), R. Jakobson (Jakobson and
Halle, 1971),J. R. Searle (1993), A. Ortony (7993), G. Lakoff
(Lakoff and Johnson, 2003) and many others. The author
also determines the works J.Tralau (2007; 2011; 2014),
J. Haflund (2017), K. Kampourakis (2016), J. Halberstam
(7995), N. Wolterstorff (7994) such that influenced directly
on the conclusion of this paper.

The purpose of the work. The article gives consi-
deration to the ambivalence of the metaphor as medium
of meanings by certain examples of its historical and socio-
philosophical use.

Presentation of the basic material. Philosophical
interpretation of the metaphor begins with Aristotle. In the
third book of "Rhetoric" he propounds a thought that the
metaphor should help with clarifying and enlightening the
common sight in order to disclose it in new better way. For
antique rhetoric the metaphor appeared to be a powerful
"weapon" of intellectual competitions. The metaphor also

ISSN 1728-9343 (Print)
ISSN 2411-3093 (Online)



History of Philosophy

21 I

has the valuable suggestive role. Since antiquity indirect
influences on beliefs of recipient were improved constantly
and the metaphor had not last role in this process.

The landmarks in innovation development of the meta-
phorical models in Western philosophy can be outlined
exactly with lineage "antiquity- enlightenment-irrationa-
lism". Such are grandiose meta-narratives of preclassical
antiquity; metaphorical store of the philosophy of Socrates;
Plato's Allegory of the Cave and his metaphorical des-
cription of human soul, pathos, mental life; detailed
analysis of the role of the metaphor by Aristotle in his
"Rhetoric" or his metaphor of father and son created to
explain the actor and his actions; related metaphor of
master and servant by G. Hegel and his refined metaphor
of jump as illustration of dialectical idealism; the great
part of philosophy of F. Nietzsche and especially embodied
metaphoricalness in truthful overview of his insanity (the
Nietzschean horse is imprinted metaphor in itself): the
examples of use of metaphors in history of philosophy are
countless. Among existing variety we analyze those meta-
phors that disclose the dual nature of the metaphor and
its self-contradictory, ambivalent character the most
expressively.

Metaphoricalness of thinking is not certain purposeful
approach to the world cognition. In case when the meta-
phor is understood as merely one kind of tropes, it may
produce an impression that the metaphor is only relatively
good instrument of transfer or coding the information. It
usually appears especially useful in a situation of inex-
pediency (vs insecurity) of directive (direct) statement or in
non-verbal context. Researchers often mention that meta-
phoric expression is self-contradictory from the beginning,
because it leaves its interpretation for the listener or reader
(Haglund, 2017; Duit, 1991). The analysis of chain of literary,
historical and philosophical primary sources reveals wider
field of use, many alternatives that cannot be reduced to
vocabulary or speech potential of metaphor.

Using the terminology of Gilles Deleuze, mentioned
above, the metaphor appears as cognitive transfer from
"codes to axioms" (Deleuze, 1971), from the very meaning
to operational categories, functions and rules. However,
in this paper author do not consider the metaphor in the
coordinates that are laid by Deleuze's works, when the
metaphor appears as producer of senses because the
reality no longer produces them. The more traditional
understanding of the metaphor is used here with intention
to demonstrate that under certain conditions it can acquire
opposite senses considering the context of use.

Partly, in certain historical, social or intersubjective
conditions the metaphor plays the role of codifier of senses
as, for example, use of "Aesopian language" or descriptive
procedure on pre-philosophical stage of the world ref-
lection. In particular researches the metaphor has function
of transgression from metaphysical to epistemological and
practical dimension of senses. Plato's "Allegory of the
Cave", aphoristic philosophy of Francis Bacon, Friedrich
Nietzsche etc., realization of meaningful potential in
philosophy of French or Ukrainian Enlightenment can be
also named as an example of it. Metaphorical construction
of the worldview is always aimed at accessibility to
cognition of recipient and in this context appears as flexible
instrument of transformation of the meaning into different
forms, actually, as certain synergy of substance and form,
their unity and effectiveness.

Regardless of dimension in which an analysis of
metaphor operation is performed, an important problem
of correspondence between the main (directive) meaning
of words or sentences and the meaning of speaker's
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(person who speaks, utters) statement. Such ambivalence
was denoted by J. Searle during the analysis of meta-
phorical statements: "The problem of explaining how
metaphors work is a special case of the general problem
of explaining how speaker meaning and sentence or word
meaning come apart. It is a special case, that is, of the
problem of how it is possible to say one thing and mean
something else, where one succeeds in communicating
what one means even though both the speaker and the
hearer know that the meanings of the words uttered by the
speaker do not exactly and literally express what the
speaker meant" (Searle, 1993: 83-84). So, in opinion of
Searle, it is individual case of problem of propositional
functions and speech acts.

It is worth to remark the contradictory character of the
metaphor as an instrument of cognitive activity. In fact, in
the use of the metaphor as means of proving or argu-
mentation the subject of communication should take into
consideration ambivalence of reception of recipient. Even
realizing the use of this king of trope in communicative act,
the recipient would notice one way or another in which
sense the given information is the truth. Revaluation or
reconsideration of the role of the metaphor partly happens
in philosophy. As it happened, for example, in the course if
classic English empiricism, representative of which
(T. Hobbes, J. Locke) treated with negative to the cognitive
potential of the metaphor and were convinced that it could
rather darken the truth or cause illusions than clarify or
specify. Therewith, in their philosophical work in context of
general Enlightenment standard of information transfer,
the metaphor transforms into the powerful instrument of
giving senses to those who is not capable of understan-
ding the specifics of scientific or philosophical texts. This
characteristic of the metaphor is used constantly: "Meta-
phors make these more comprehensible for non-experts
because they are guided to think about them in terms of
other phenomena, processes, or mechanisms they are
familiar with. However, a major problem that emerges for
science education and communication is that it is often
very easy to confuse the metaphor with the actual phe-
nomenon. Worse than that, the focus may eventually be
on those elements of the actual phenomenon in which the
metaphor is better illustrated. As a result, people may over-
look other, perhaps important, aspects that do not fit well
in the metaphor" (Kampourakis, 2016: 947).

T. Hobbes is the key personality in forming of ambi-
valence of the metaphor. In "Leviathan" he designates the
metaphor as "misuse of the language" (Hobbes and
ProQuest (Firm)) that is directed at the listener and con-
siders that the metaphorical use of the words is darkening
of their meaning. In Hobbes, the metaphor do not explain
the thought, but it also is not very dangerous, as far as it is
inconstant and changeable figure of speech. However, it
encourages to the absurdity and does not facilitate to the
accurate understanding. In the age of deepening the
opposition between empiricism and rationalism the great
importance is not attached to the metaphor as method of
information exchange.

Such attitude is completely predictable in the context of
the epoch. In Hobbes opinion, only words can be meta-
phorical, not perception, bodies or actions (Hobbes and
ProQuest (Firm)). In addition, as far as namely the per-
ception and actions appeared as ideal of cognition of New
Ages, the cognitive potential of the metaphor could not be
overvalued. The metaphor appears as instrument of
manifestation of concealed facts and hidden thoughts.
However, it also takes the role of substitute of the truth in
statements. Obviously, there is the ground to think that
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taking into consideration such sight of the metaphor,
Hobbes perceives the danger of the metaphor because it
unnoticeably become substitute of thoughts, and then it
becomes substitute of conscience, common sense,
justice etc. The age of clarification of senses as the main
characteristic had the most closely approximation to the
truth. The metaphor appeared as the factor of inflaming
the weaknesses in process of consideration, because
any ambiguity of the words resulted in strengthening of
ineligibility of its meaning.

Thus, while the metaphor, in the words of T. Hobbes, is
"correspondent misuse" (Hobbes and ProQuest (Firm)),
metaphorical expressions cannot stand as full-fledged
arguments in communication. Giving the great attention to
the analysis of canonical texts and, in particular, the Holy
Writ, in his "Leviathan", Hobbes concludes its ambiguous
metaphorical character. It should be noted that namely
Christian narratives are the basis of forming of European
and global standards of human living together, justice,
judgment. It seems that Hobbes, explaining ambivalence
of this phenomenon, sees the most danger of use of
metaphors particularly in their ambiguity. At the same time,
they produce canons of things that should be entirely
unambiguous and should not admit different meanings:
the law and the justice.

Particularly the philosopher insists on the idea that
any metaphor has real ground that can be expressed in
simple phrases. So, In Hobbes's opinion, there is no
meaningful potential to use metaphors as means of repre-
senting senses. In such worldview position the reminis-
cence of Hobbes's worldview to scholastic nominalism
with its principles of the saving of thinking is obvious. The
historical and philosophical lineage "nominalism-
empiricism" is obviously manifested also in attitude to the
verbal vehicles as instruments of "searching for senses".
If the metaphor is widely approved by the Holy Writ, which
is nearly the very ground of European worldview, con-
ceptions of justice, judgment, law, the question of stan-
dards of interpersonal communication in general is raised
on the base of this. And, thereafter, if such communication
is aimed at full-fledged mutual understanding. As opposed
to the metaphorical worldview that is cherished by Christian
canons, there is no place for the metaphor in philosophical
texts.

However, Hobbes, who criticized the metaphor resoun-
dingly, gave to his main work the name "Leviathan" at the
same time. Taking into consideration meaningful and
synonymic connotations of this concept, it would be difficult
to avoid the variability of its interpretations. In this example,
the ambivalence of the metaphor as way of thinking and
senses representation is revealed. So, T. Hobbes, while
criticizing the metaphor as a kind of trope, uses its
potentialities of senses connotation transmitting, implicit
essence reflecting, emotional impact in the recipient.
J.Tralau admits that Hobbes do not actually prejudge the
metaphor, as it can be considered during the analysis of
the fundamental positions of "Leviathan" (Tralau, 2014:
113; Tralau, 2007: 62). According to his words "Hobbes's
condemnation of metaphor is so cleverly clad in metaphors
as to suggest that Hobbes thinks himself justified in using
deceptive metaphors for his own purposes” (Tralau, 2014:
113). In fact, there is a serious contradiction in "Leviathan"
between disrespect to the metaphor by Hobbes and his
use of it.

Tralau reasonably mentions that a more careful ana-
lysis of understanding of the "metaphor" phenomenon in
Hobbes works can transform cardinally the general under-
standing of his philosophy (Tralau, 2014: 113). It is notably
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that the most uncompromising attitude of Hobbes can be
regarded in such parts of his consideration that are about
the religious part of the worldview. Though, there are no
given examples of clear differentiation between metaphor
and comparison, metaphor and allegory. So in some
specified sense such uncertainty is beneficial to the
philosophy of Hobbes, because it allows to interpret the
metaphor as concealed, hidden deception "while analyzing
such politic projects that are described in "Leviathan""
(Tralau, 2011: 67). Determining the metaphoric use of the
concept as use them in other sense than they are assigned
at, or "presentation of one thing with the help of another"
Hobbes appeals to such procedure either. By the name of
his work Hobbes seems to show all baseness, illusion,
deception inherent to the country monster that settles in
mind and in fact becomes the criterion of the political morality.

Not only with his politic theory (that, by the way, was not
welcomed in England), but with his conceptual view of the
metaphor Hobbes influenced greatly on the whole history
of philosophy. Among his antecedent there were Plato,
Aristotle, N. Machiavelli. His successors and adherents of
his ideas are considered to be: J. Locke, G. Hegel, K. Marx,
J. S. Mill. Conceptions of many social and politic philo-
sophers of the modern ages are based on his ideas
explicitly or implicitly.

J. Locke constructs his view of demonstrability in
philosophy on empirical, sensual principles. The major
feature of the evidential base of the science is its factivity,
its grounding on facts. To strengthen his worldview position
Locke repeatedly goes into utterly expressive metaphors.
In particular, he uses the metaphor of "wandering in
darkness" (wander in darkness, abyss of darkness) to
denote the ignorance.

"The ignorance and darkness that is in us no more
hinders nor confines the knowledge that is in others, than
the blindness of a mole is an argument against the
quicksightedness of an eagle" (Locke, 1690) [Book lII,
Chapter lll]. The consciousness that neglects arguments
proved in things, the consciousness that ignores principles
of demonstrability is doomed to such wander.

"Clearly Locke does not think that we may proceed
with whatever evidence we just happen to have. The
evidence must be of a quality that makes it satisfactory.
And the evidence must consist of things one knows. Belief
is to be based on knowledge, on certitude: ideally, on
insight. Otherwise it dangles loose and we drift about; or
to change the metaphor, otherwise we wander in dark-
ness. Locke's "principle of evidence" as we may call it, can
then be formulated as follows" (Wolterstorff, 1994: 183).

To illustrate the confidence in arguments, Locke [Book
lll, Chapter VII] uses other metaphor - at that point about
the necessity of "listening to voice of reason" (Locke, 1690).
The probability and the reliability of arguments are directly
related to how we trust our rational judgments, to the logical
correlation between reality and imagination.

In these metaphors Locke postulates the Enlighten-
ment ideals, accents on the constructive role of criticism
in the cognition, but on the other hand the character of
these metaphors indicates that the cognitive abilities and
resources of mind have some supernatural character for
the author. "Wandering in darkness" or "listening to voice
of reason" have strict religious connotation that is referred
to the concept of the mind as the guide that calls for
obedience as God does. The dual and self-contradictory
character of the metaphor with obvious reduction to the
Biblical senses is revealed there.

In general, prescribed worldview collision is in line with
the character of the whole age. "In turn, the fact that Locke's
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philosophical thoughts were focused almost entirely on
politics and on epistemology reflects the social and cultural
situation of his day (Wolterstorff, 1994: 172). Inasmuch as
whole Enlightenment with its deism ideals was rather self-
contradictory, was based on cult of intelligence along with
latent, deep religious character, metaphorical arguments
of representatives of the age also were represented with
essential ambivalent arguments.

In one of the most significant politico-social con-
ceptions in the history of philosophy, the metaphorical
dimension of social existence obtains some unexpected
realization. K. Marx in "Grundrisse" criticizes the nature of
social system by means of use of the metaphor. He
describes capitalist social system and British industria-
lization with the metaphor of a vampire that sucks blood
and is guided by mystical dreaming of capital (Marx, 1973:
569). According to Marx, the nature of capital appears
ambivalent, one of its sides reflects in chimerical meta-
phorical characteristic: "The permanence - the duration of
value in its form as capital - is posited only through
reproduction, which is itself double, reproduction as
commaodity, reproduction as money, and unity of both these
reproduction processes. In its reproduction as commodity,
capital is fixated in a particular form of use value, and is
thus not general exchange value, even less realized value,
as it is supposed to be. The fact that it has posited itself as
such in the act of reproduction, the production phase, is
proved only through circulation. The greater or lesser
perishability of the commodity in which value exists
requires a slower or faster reproduction; i.e. repetition of
the labour process. The particular nature of use value, in
which the value exists, or which now appears as capital's
body, here appears as itself a determinant of the form and
of the action of capital; as giving one capital a particular
property as against another; as particularizing it" (Marx,
1973: 569).

The metaphorical ambivalence becomes obvious
when dead labour (Marx) stimulates the powerful motion
of capitalism. Marx, in fact, is describing an economic
system, capitalism, which is positively Gothic in its ability
to transform matter into commodity, commodity into value,
and value into capitalism (Halberstam, 1995: 102-103).
The way in which Marx elaborated an idea of alienation
through the work, described destructive jaws of capitalism
growth conditions by means of trampling on personality,
paralyzing influence on the person, in some specified
sense provoked an idea of transgressive subject. This is
the core idea of existential- absurd model of the world
perception in XX century from Kafka to Baudrillard and it is
also filled with metaphorical searching for senses. Ho-
wever, this idea is the subject of other scientific researches.
In this metaphor, that is used by K. Marx to illustrate
capitalism, self-contradictory, ambivalent and, at the same
time, demonic character of social laws, which are
originated as deviations and gradually gain the character
of norm reconciled by everyone, is reflected.

In conclusion, it can be established that ambivalent
character of the sense between the directive meaning and
its metaphorical expression is rather repeated pheno-
menon in the philosophy. Considering this, further explo-
rations of it could be proceeded.

Conclusion
The inner potential of researches connected with the
difference of metaphorical use is the most essential to the
sphere of socio-philosophical and socio-political sear-
ching. In empirical researches the potential of the metaphor
is insignificant so far as it results in few widening of
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concepts in their strict sense. However, in social resear-
ches namely metaphorical character of the subject of
investigation plays center stage, and sometimes it impo-
verishes the main (directive) meaning. The internal
contradiction emerges here, ambivalence of metaphorical
potential and sense of investigated phenomenon can
appear as ambiguous. Moreover, this ambiguity may
generate further ambivalent historical narratives. "Levia-
than" by T. Hobbes, "Voice of reason" by J. Locke, "Capital"
by K. Marx may be referred to them. In metaphorical
meaning these are concepts that characterize the country
as the evil machine, "divine" voice of reason as way to the
truth, the capital as the demonic law of social development.
Actually, in such meaning these concepts are forming
further human culture and obtaining the character of criteria
of the justice, the truth, the social law, blazing a trail from
deviation to norm.
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AMBIBAJIEHTHICTb META®OPUYHOIO MUUCJ/IEHHA Y KOHTEKCTI NMOLLYKY CMUC/1IB

Y paHin cTaTTi nigHiMaeTbcsl NMTaHHA amGiBaneHTHOro xapakrepy Metacdopm ik NeBHOro cnocoby BUpaXKeHHsA
cMucny. ABTop Ha npuknapax (yHKUioHyBaHHA couianbHMX meTadop y po6oTax T. l066ca, . Jlokka, K. Mapkca
NoKa3sye, Lo BOHU MOXYTb OyTN KOHLIeNTyanbHO NepeoCMUCIIEHi 3 OrnsiAy Ha KOHTEKCT BXXMBaHHSA. B 3anexHocTi Big
Takoro KOHTEKCTY BUHMKaE BHYTPILLHE NPOTUPiYYsi, aMGiBaneHTHICTL MeTacdhopuyHOro noTeHLiany i ceHC JocnipxKy-
BaHOro fiB1LIA MOXe noctaBaTM HeOAHO3HaYHUM. BukopucToByroUM MeToaun aHanisy Ta NopiBHAHHSA, aBTOp nparHyna
[OCArTU HAaCTYNHOI MeTU: 3AINCHUTU pe-aHani3 MeTacopum sik 3acoby NOoLUYKY Ta BiAoOpaXxeHHsi CMUCIY; MPOAEMOHCT-
pyBaTu ii ambiBaneHTHMI xapakTep y TUX BUNagKax, Konu BOHa BUKOPUCTOBYETLCS ANA colianbHoro abo enicremo-
noriyHoro AocnimKeHHNA; PO3KPUTK AyanbHi KOHoTaLii MeTachopuyHOi aprymeHTauii B okpemux dinocodcbkux TBo-
pax. Y3aranbHeHi pe3ynksratv, OTpMMaHiy cTaTTi, MOXXKHa 3aBeCTU A0 HAaCTynHUX nonoxeHb: 1) MetachopuyHe 3HayeH-
HS MOHATBL B couianbHii, iCTOPUYHIN, enicTeMOnoriYyHii NpakTULi NoYacTn 3aMiHIOE NpAAMe, AUPEKTUBHE 3HAYEHHS i
chopMye noaanbLuy KynsTypy NIOACTBA Y HAaNPsIMKY Big AeBiauii Ao Hopmu. 2) MoHAaTTa "Leviathan” (T. F066c¢c), "voice
of reason” (Ix. Jlokk), "capital” (K. Mapkc) y meTacdhopuuHin iHTepnpeTauii nopoaxyTb ambiBaneHTHi icTOpnUYHi
HapaTUBM LWoA0 KpUTepiiB cnpaBeAnuBOCTi, iICTUHU, CoLjianbHOro 3aKoHy i B TakoMy BUrnsaai cpoopmytoTs noganbLuy
KynbTypy ntoactiBa. 3) BHyTpiWwHin noTeHuwian AocnimkeHb, NOB'A3aHMX 3 Pi3HOMaHITHICTIO MeTahOpPUUYHUX BXUBAHb,
€ ocobnuBo 3Ha4YHMM Ans cdepum ictopuko-cinocodcbKnx Ta colianbHO-NOMITUYHMX NOLWYKIB.

Knr4voei cnoea: memacghopa, memaghopuyHe MUCTeHHs; ambisaneHmHicms, nowyk cmucny; T. Fo66c¢; k. JIoKk;

"o

K. Mapkc; "flesiachaH"; "2onoc posymy"; "kaniman”.
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