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CONCLUSION

In the light of this survey it appears that the spatial
aspect of signs X U X . is inherent in all instances,where-
ever they are already used. Can a hastily arranged 'change of
terminology' modify these facts? The change of the term "space
measurement signs" to "measurement signs" was probably motivated

by the need to approve the newly invented time signs. And it
became soon clear that it was a semantic error to use a distance

measurement,when referring to a time occurrence (as presented by
J.v.2ile in her paper,p.l).

To enviéage the use of signs X " in conjunction with
dynamic signs,as was suggested in the ICKL proposal,would be
equally incorrect.

The Laban movement notation is comparable to a phonetic
script (Principles Paper,p.12),and not to a language. It serves
to write down the non-verbal idiom of movement. The tendency to
translate some verbal indications into kinetographic signs leads
to misconceptions. The abstract notions like "less","much","a
great deal”,denote meanings,which cannot be equated to the
functionally analysed movement manifestations. Signs which denote
spatial distances,cannot be used to denote the abstract notions
of unspecified quantities within the same system! The confusion
which does result will only lead to further complications within
this system of notation.

Instead of proposing,and adopting without thorough investig-
ation such a "change of terminology",which in fact induces a
change of basic meanings,it would have been much wiser to
investigate time signs as graphic indications of variables of
tempi,instead of mixing various categories of notions (Principles
paper p.3,where R.Lange pinpoints clearly this fact). There is no
doubt that the present tendency to get "rid of the spatial
element” contained in the body activity of contracting/expanding,
has also dangerously influenced this decision.

This system is simply not geared to describe movement in
anatomical terms. It is irresponsible to envisage other concepts
than those derived from spatial analysis,to be introduced into
this svstem concurrently.

The Space Measurement Signs are a logically established
category of spatial indications within this notation system,
and should not be tampered with indiscriminately.



