
CHAPTER-V 
THE POSSIBILITY OF MEANING AND MEANINGLESSNESS 



.Ltnguage is a. eystsn consisting Qf diffeJ:ent 

linguistic categories such as nsneat. preaicate.a. connectives. 

quantif.to~ ana thQir relation to each other. smcn 
l)lackbum .eaya a 

~he goal of systanat.tc. compositional 
smoot;tce .is to £om a v.iet'J about how' 

best to aesc:t:iba the funettoning of 

ind!vi<Ual teJ:mG in smtences anti bot1 
tO &l~J:ibe hol.l? givUt this funCtioning 

·o£ 'their parts, sentE!Dees come to have 
th£l memings tbey :do • • • s compositional 

oananticn uould fo.Enl tbe • eoN' of a 
philosephy o:f lc;l).guage.. 1 

~sw ·Wiftil9 . ts . po_Sf'lf:1Ql.e is :an Jmpoa:tmt P%0blea o~ pb!lesopny 

of langn~\?· ane3 this pmblen is closely related w.tth the 

p:a>);}ltan ·of moan!ngM.ne$8 and .mGaninglesan.eas. i'or Jli.W· 

gegpg. ~ Jl?ssSJ?l.g bss an !mPort:ant l?ei*.ing on how 

.masmmgJ.®Q ·SRDP&ipgp V9 · amera1:W. 

Lat us sae bot-z meaning is poso;tbla or hot11 onec cc;ra 

unaerstanti o ·new s~tooce. Compotant or native speakers o£ 



;J 11 ., 

.any .language- am not rcs'b'.icted to use only previously 

1motm sentences~ Language is not the aggregate oi a'11 

tJOJ:as or oll sentooces which have in £act b~ al~eeay 

uttere~ t~!tb the belp of :finite number of voca'b4aq 

and the rules of their combination ·we generate ,.in:fin.j.-te 

:number o£ ;na.-:· sentences we never heard oofo.te, ow: 

unaorstandj,rig o·:e ~he tj()rds and the syntax enables us to 

una~st.ruld the meaning of new sentalCes. So t~e have to 

un{je.rst.amtl; ftr-at what tJle tJ9S'4? ~- and aeec>nQJ.y •. the set 

of r:ulcs ~:t ordering those t·JOr&!a.. IU.nd±ng out mat tba 

tJOras .dJ is to make a distinCtion between. various cat990ries: 

oz types o£ ~t:ess1on. ioJ: exemple, subja::t; !J predicates, 

comectiv~.· quant1fiem a'lQ. t30 on and to· ~r.ibe the funCtion 

0~ axprass~no 0~ thOse categories. 

'l1hera ere o£ couz:se S')fle philosopher who sf,!Jts 

that only oentenees een have meaniQg. ·~nG uorei meaning 

sb~uld oo rote:aninea only in the cent~ o~ a oent.onc~, :It 

" 
·ooans that: though the exa::t meening of a t»rd or: more properly 

tho ~set rienso o~ a tm&'C.\· is aetezmincd m the conteKt o£ 

a pm:t;lcula:r: sentence or uttexanc:e ofl a partiCular sentene~. 

at least a vague or an me;cGCt sense of a ooJtd can be g~ped 

ai~hQu t looldng for i.t in a senta1ce.. l·1orECver, a sentence 
,, 

nceoop.O:dl.)f hoo a certain .stwetw:e. ·,•~twcturo• Jtnplies 

thot t:Jllat is structured has some <le:fi.nito. pa#a t-1h:J.ch rnJJ.$t 
• '• I 
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.have· :SQmG :&Jfinite £unctioil$• Let us aseuas what the 

<1iz£~Qn.t. parter of tho sentence e.g. SUblGetS.' .pndicates 

do o~ mdt linguistic £unctions· aro pez:xoxme4 bJr the 

t.Ufferent l.ingt.U.st.tc c;ategod.es lilte sUbject exp~a4Qn.,-: 

p;:a&Cai.:e .agpress.1on ana $0 on. 

~Je COI!miJnly us0 C)tp;oesoienQ o# some kind to , . 

.1<.1autify·o~ r&fe~: to some individual.; e gtoup o~ 1n~viwals. 

em:ta:Ln plate, ee:tab proce~Je ~6 so of)~ ~~rawoon calls 

t;b.is t.z!:Cf of! using e:tp,ressions th:o ·'uniqn~y referring use•.1 

'.r'hb m.."Pre:Jsiona generelly qsed for re~m:rin9 or i&mtifymg 

the obj'ooto ate the ·pxoper nanes l~e ·~i ash!tlgton•, ~Mm:y_•, 

•s"'"~ .. a:•, •.. · ""'z:tmouns 1•'-'e 'he' •"'he' •,m.u• ·•tnev• ... ··• ;...... . ·1 .t• ana ~'V .... -# /:1' • ........ . ~ • ' G . ' ~-. , - - 1 ;., • 

tho li,lte; tJ.t.ngulor te:tms l$k~ .'the morning ~ar•,. •the f!J:st 

4-~ughcl. ~.tO~'• ··~he man t'l~» first. land· in the moon• 1 the 

tlwonstre:tive pxonouns like '1:b:l.$t.~ 11 tbat•# ·•these•,, ·•those• •. 

~ho V:iou that esprasaicns of ths abOve types have only 

.~a.ferrin9 'tl$e is· ~t uitlwut contz:ove::oy~ iiccol.:'dl.ng to 

lirege saao cilooeript3.Ve $lenentfl# that. is,· the aenoo of a 

·ne,m~ i.s also the pan o£ its me~. I:n OOOLtiQn to 
rofaranee, nanea must have sense· alao. Ot~ort>t:Lse any two 

nanes oi! 't.Ulo sana referent wcul.a have the ,saae m.Goo.tng. 

,, .: 

,("2) !lhe t"4ornf.ng oter is the mcu:n;l.ng Jn .. so fat as the~J: 
. ' ~ . 



.s:eie:r:ence .is concerne~ wt a:cording to ~.roge,. ( 1) and 

(·:a) t:a1~ have the sane meen:ing. l:t would not be ircelet-* 

b(}tc to mention that Frege mes not make any o1fference bettieen 

the propel'%' n:a.ne me the ee£inite ·aescript.ion.s.. I oo oot want. 

to enter i..~ the aeep issue wbetber ·the v.iew that naneo 

hove sensa J.a coc.rect or 1ncor.re:.:t. !rho 1Uigu1:ltic categoz:.ies 

l!lta nan$n, preaicetes etc •. have certain .log.U: of their own 

~d t1llat is that logie J.s -cena1nly controversial. .it em 

. bo- said :oimply that, though .:in uttermg ~c< ld.da of r~eJ:.ring 

-s:p;oeDS!Ldru;» ~e ascriptions of property ·<some ehaca:tertstic 

OJ: part.teuiar aspeet o:f the pemon "'~e are. telking about) are 
necessa:.U.y involved wi'bt.:\ the t:efm:ence., they a~:e not the 

p.i:itnat:l~ conc~m of using a refer::ing :e:ql~eSsiozi.. ' Q:r: more 
' ' 

properly t;ho chaJ:act.eristic.(s) o£ the p~z:son i.s DQt the 
I 

If 
' ~ \ ' . 

so. then in a&lit.ion to tbat (tboee) chsi:a:tecistj.c:(s) something 

oore would not be ~o:Ld in the predicate ,~ressiona. rle em 

.illustrate eleat'ly this point with the b~p of ··so exanple. 

~ alte the ·nontenea ~be pz:esent priime min!Ste~ o£ l:n&.a is 

a good ~peal~.z:""., ~e subject eap:r:essiOn ·~he present l?rme 
r-1ioj,ster of l'n&a' is solely used to 1-dent.:t.ty the person l:Rlo. 

is the preamt· PrJme l>tinieter of India. .J.\lthougb sane aspects 

or cheroc'toris:tics l~e •He or aha 1s a l.eaae~• ,:' 'He or she 

hes bOon ala:ted by seer~ ballot•.,, 'He or she io the bi9ber 

outho:rity of India• az:e ·impl:!C.it in the rn.eroing of the .subject 



expressions. But these aspects os cbm::acter.1stico a:e not 

the p~.irnc concern :.tn uttering the above smtmee. !lba 

;GlCpi:G~ion is ool.ely used to focus that tba person ident1fiea 

by tbo ~ressJ.on ·~e present PrJme MinJ.ster of l'ndla•· is 

o good speaker. Only in case :of some eontxcversy about the 

i.dentJ.fie.aticm o£ the referent t'le may take .into consiaere­

tJ.On 'tbose featul:'es. · 

· · P.r:edlcate ·expression 9Einerelly elass.ify o~ 

cb.m:actcrtsc the. object .iaentifJ.ed by tho subja::.t. SJ;pressicm,. 

subject expression may be a proper nane., ·G Cle:ilonst~at.:Lve 
. - \' 

pmnol.Ul or o singular teJ:m• Pre&.eate <3~.'·pr~ions sre uhat 

yJ:elCI t11;1t:b. OJ: .falsity o:f a stata-aent;.. StJ:S.Y$0n says a 

~he etstsnent or p.:edication as a ~thole is 
tme just ~ the case in ubU:b. · the p.rc&cate 

~e.tm· Q;;;ee !n fact apply to (i.o in f~e •true of') 

the Clbject whieb the subject tem (identifyingly) 
< < < 

. rc~Gm to'.. ~e .etatGnent or predieation as s 
. .t7bol;e j.s false just in the case 'tmare the neqeticn· 
' ' , I 

oB ~o preQicete term a~l:las ~ that obj~~· 
i.e •• tbe case l·Jhere ·the prediCate tGX'$11 can ),)6· 

' . t,ruth:C1llly' . deriiea of that oJQjeet •. 1 

!ifhUS a Pl:'Odicate expresaJ.on Cerl be Gaia to be attacboti t-Ji.th OJ: 

£ails to be atta:hed tiith the sUbject exprenoion.. Tho tt:Utb 
~ . . 
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· !rhe @v~. function o~ the subject exp~J.on Ella 

t11et o.f the pradieate ~J:ession s.e.., ~:efe#ring ana 
Ch~act~ta.tng rt!SPeetively imply the as~rical rela1:ion 

~ween 'thEl ~ject. ,ana the p;oac.Ucate ~resslon. Subject 

~J:ession em never he t:ru~ of whereas. tbe p#edieate c~ 

'bS•- Anot~ ~etxr!cal celation between subject azptession 

an<! predicate expreas~on em be £ouna in :espect of negation. 

Xt is a. l.:l.ngui~ic conventtl.on tha1: we· negate the pre&eete 

· ~~ptoaoiOn !Jut not· the sUbject ·exp+Css1Qn., ~he log1e beh!.nd 

tb~s · ·is tbnt.- by .negatJng. the p%'eQieate, e&p:ess.!on t:Ye cal get 

:Gn ex.Pr~ion · o:f tile sane·· t.ype t1~th 4;ontr~ ~elatit;)n. But 

by ne99ating the subject we gat nothing. Stz:m-Jscn (Jal;ls thi:s 

• the thssis of the ~-J:Y of subjects and p~tlicetQS 

zoogal;'d.i.U~- nEJ9~1on• • 1 

· -. ~1tad Qt fl:om tbe syntact!e J;Q:int of v!er:-1 a s.f.mpl.e 

tJSntence is ~sed of two oimmeai$a coootituent~ One 

ittarinaaiatQ' CO!l$'tituent is the nominal ;(ffi?). a.nd tb.e other :is 
; 

the ve:r~ \V,fi,., 'Xhe Qistinetion between nominals rod .... - ' . . 

'veJ:Dali.l > ia .intt'ins:ically lf.elated with the aanantic eetego.t:y 

Qf subj._ect and p~:eCiieate. 'lbe function oft :referring md 

predicating eouesponde to tho distinet.ion lletween \the 

1 ~a,..;.p.96. 
. ... ·' 

; ; 



:nominal (t"Wl· a:a.d the ve~al. (VP) • Nom!nat .me the· ·verbal 

ba"ile thoir: intern~ ~tact:tc st%Uetue also. ~0 sew 
> 

cet1ethin9 ttlea'lingfully or for .an expression to be moening£Ul 

the -~p~priate Satlantic or ~tact~ cat~J:.t~ :and their 

~!n.ea:e· ·Qt~ture: mu:st- -follot;. f,Cn·ia $a o.n~y· necesaal.Y· · 

eQndi:t.icn but not. suffic:1.-;nt conditiQn o£ maaning~ess. · 

~A)ad gre~.;'!ue:bical ~an~s.tent c1be.s not asflu!!e of meart.ing• 

~l)tlness:• l:f gJrarmat.:icaJ.. pattem ct:Qul.d lJe sufi.ici.eo:tly 

~ebQ.rs.ted then pe:hepa meai;ingff.llnG.S$ t~\.\ld be· Gq'..&el tQ 
' ' 

g~amnaticnl;!:ty. Othe=t1tse rm~aningless ~P~i.on .t~uld 

m4sult .• 

·.It is the eese that the me~~f.i.aness of ®'. 

~p~ss~· ·!$ not only aepen&m.t on the 'bmaa categ.;):t.f.es 

oi subj ecita (NP) ~d _,&reaicatoes (V.i?) ana the.iz: fUnctions 

·but also .. on t~ ov1ay of c:on\b.inatJ.on o~ on their wsy o!i 

being cu:J:ang~ fehe Sillta:tiQ · s'b:Uet~a \i'Uil -ei sentence es 

ba ;&!t,tlly OOde&"Stooci k:Jy spec.i£ying the Qltimat<:f CODS'tl.tUGDtS 

o~· ·ta•ar e~atC€'i!· that is.. the wDrdS · ~ i'lil.i~h ~be eent~a 

oomp:;aGt:t .~tf thei1: linear oz~. l>lodom ltnw~e like 

· Cboms!ey eXp,loj.Ds tbe lineal:· o.rdGr oS: a ·se..trt.-.ence by· a 

m~t;hod l~m as phrase $t~t:ur.e or con~t.i.tuont. .st~tu.te. 
. . 

~he method Gf phrase stl:uct:tl~e .. is· analogcus to ti-~e methoa 

o~ .'bxack.et;i.ng• •. a ~;r;uc.ial concept of Sl~l.ic l,og;c. ~d 

M;,;rt;banat~,s •... , ~he .impoxtance of this pb.l\ase st.mctw:e g.t:ail!lar 
~ : •t . 
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lies in the fact that J.t mnoves the atructu.~rel anbiguLty 

in~o1veci J.n tbe sentence with tbe help of b.tacket.tng. 

·Cbomsky~S· £QmlUlation of the pb.rase st.r:u.eture granme# 1e 

l.ike tbU:J 't 

( 1): ~atteoce --t NP + VP 

(2l NP --+~+N 

(3) 'VP ----+; Verb + NP 

(4) ~ -~)othe 

(S) N -~)C'mfA. bell etc.j 
(6) VeJ:b --i-/:bl~ took, 'C'oolt. look et.c.j 

· - ~bus the sentence 1'~he mm hit the ball'1 uhicb is 

a maaningf'ul. sentence consists of fl~st two c.onst1tumts tiP 

(tho mm) t:JJ,Cl VP (bit the bell) • ~he NP fufther cons.Ults 

o:f ~ (the). at4 N (man) 1 VP also consist$ o£ ttiO £uJ:the.t 

constituents v (bit) ana NP (the ball) • 

Xn moJ:e £omsl ana gEne£"al way it ean be :sa.ta that 

o. sentence .is to be Calleo me$Dingml if it is aerivea 

aceo.t&.Ung ·to the pbraoe .s:truc:tu1:o mles. 5:he ,t:hrose st;mc:ture 

wlea aotel3lline the possjble o~ pel'tnissible -oraedng o:f the 

gi~ED vocabU!ary to .fJom a mecm~gful senten.c-... ~~ question 

arises," mother 1:hese phrase st.r:uetu&-e l:ltL·cs has the ¢apabi­

l.tty o£ p%'0cmeblg ell the meaningful or vJel1-folmeQ sentences 

o£ Bnglieh l Although Cbcrnsky was aware of the f'SCt that 

there are .languages mk:b can not be adequat:el'J <Iescribed 
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~·1.lthin the z;bJ:sse structure grmlllar he ttss not aware. whether 

there ~ certain sentences of E:riglish that cc.finot be gene• 

rated by a phJ:ae.e et ructu~e g.rsmnar:~· 

Chomsl~ Q~S 

·•~··•: A weaker. but perfectly suffieieut 
~nstratiou of irlailequacy woula be to 
shov1. tbat the theory can apply ·Cnli' 
clmnsily; that. .ts,. to ahm1 that any 
grmmar that ea'l be const.z:uctoo J.n t~ 

of this theory w.Ul be extremely c;cmplax. 
~, ana '·u~u:evealmg•\. 1 · 

. ' 

l1oreove~ there ~e Some CaGGS t1hSJ:'e at l.east two enalyees 

tJOuld result"foZ: a ain9le unanbiguous corwtruet!on. , Within 

the phraso :atructw:e gra:mar t~10 melysss can be g:lvoo w 
the unanbLguous sentStce 8 !fhe dog is barldng"· .• . . . .. 

(jJ t1P (~he dog) + Au.Xe VP (.is • .tng) + VP(baJ:k) ana 
(U} 1qp (the aog) + Copula (i'SJ + · Aujoctive (ba.rk.tng) 

aut the sec;ond analysis is clearly eounter.tntu.it£ve. 

l3oca.Iae .of tho Um!tatwnz of p,b.raa() stl:tlet.u.re 

gremnar ~ol~ discovers a new level -of linguistic! structure. 

trcmsfotmi;ltionel grarmnar.. A translfo.maetional granmat contains 
. ., 



nll·es. ~ral$fo:z:mational xul.os transfo~ Qne ph~ase 

markem into another :by aading or ~elating aome elEtnen.ts 

or by some plac~ent of the sanG elaneats• zn the Ib:ase 

st:cuctura g~amna~ tto» unrela'tea plu'ase etJ:ueture ~es m:e 

l:GquiJ:ed· ~r tha act:1ve and the passJ.ve ·Xol:la· of the aane. 

sont:ence.· ll"oz: exa3ple, •z die th€l oo~l.t• .and ·~be t:odt was 

done by m~• will be enelysea zespectively in tbJ.s tza,r. 

(:1) ((H) ~ + (V + ~ + N) V.i?) 

(1i) (,('X+N) NP +, (V + V) + N} . VP) 
0 • • I ' .. ' ~ 

. BUt in the ;1;J:msfotmational enalysls instead of generating 

tt10 unrel~te.d phrase structures like ((N)NP + (V6~1) V.P) 

md ((~~lNP + (V+V) + N) VP) we can :;Jay tht;lt the sentmce 

"~h:o.i·~:lt t~as aone ·by ma!,• can-~ e.nalysea on the basis of the 
. ' ~ 

p~.f.nciplG o£ t&-anafoxm:ing m active sentence into the passive. 

~h~s ceo btl d:ine: by mema of s· optional rule ~1hich J.s. like 

this 1 

1-JP l + A\ilt., + V + V'P~NPa + Aux..+ be + en ·+- V + by + NP1 

~hiS transfoxmational model of generative groomer 

fOcuses ettootion on tho ~ssue how ai£fet:ent 'tJpes oi sentence$ 

,e-re related ·t:1.ith each other or in othe%' t-JOt'ds how &£fe~ent 
" 

types of sJrnpl~ sentences aer.lvo fl:Om :the sane Ul'lded:y.tng 
- . 

string but ·$:rom different optional transfoxmations. ~J;).ia 

he murdeX"od John 1'~ "Didrl't he muraer:ea John 1•~ •.:roim was 
.i -· 
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·! • 

not mur~ .by him'~ 11tiasn•t Jo.hn murt:eretl by hfm71~; 11t-lasn•t 

be tmu:derscl John?". ell these SentES'lCea eo~ive by .a.PpXying 

dizferent ~ans:fOanaticnal ~c to the simple. a:tive 

declarative sentence ''He mul:<leret!i John'''. t:;hem$ky calla 

theae·l.ast type of sentences as 'kemal smt:eDce•. 
' ' ·I 

G<nantie and alfO,tactic J:UJ.es make the p.t..~ 

sr.rmgortr..Jut oi t-:o~d.O • t~C(fs ~1hieh belong to dif"fez:ent: 

eetegoriea.. ~ome t«)ras are the nane of tl polt~icul.a~ thing.· 
• ' ' I 

pG:Cli.lOn.. ana pla.::e While some others SJ:e the nt:rae of some 

p.J::'Qcess anti so on. 

Nou 1;fle qu~t!Qn may rise what ma1t.es .it t:ue that 

a ~artic;ular t~rd is the neme of a particUla!: thing. pzroeess. 

place etc. ate. ? ln most simple w~ it can be soid that, 

J't. is· 9U£·,q_o.n.vooti~ich_gm;§nnines )'[J3~Shi2ll a· pan~u+G 

Wd 1.§ t.bP_ Jlpne p:f ··1- ~.SJQIQar ·tbinfic· _ PAiStWJ.' RJfFQ · 5»9 

qg 9ll• ~o ~se the tfOl:d 'convention"_ in ·a general sense 

raises di~£1culty. ~he we~ •conventlon' has a autrtle.w: 

~enae for ~• tllm the or&naq sense li..lto •·some. poop~e· or 

a group of people ga:thet ana agreeing to t~e vaJ:".f.ous wo:aa 

t~ -r~or t.Q. various tb#lgs. md chal:aeterj.oties•.. Language­

may t.o~ · m conventional iri the ordf.naey sense o.:f the te=. 
Boewse .any kina of agreanent presupposes 'i:he air~~ exiattng 

J.anguage sno 3-t goes to .inf!nite regz:oess., ifor' tl'lis d:Lii:iculty 
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' ' 
t-JO t1.Ul. use ~he t1QII'ci' 'convention·• .in a spec.tel sense • the 

sense ·o~ ·•'nectpted use•. Dav.id Lewis takes the t~rd 

'·convention• 1n the sense of • .regultu:ity'• t'l~ £ol.low tb1o 

•t-eguJ.arity9 or ~aepted use because of.·ou.11 pemonal 

interest •. l:t makes posr:d.ble to communicate o~ ideas, OUJ:' 

penonel ·necas.- to sbare our feelings ana anot.ions. lie 

-bQVe haW.ts of tak..ing one another .in definJ..te ways. $.imon 

Slackbum G€\YS the following in this cont~ a 

AssoJ:t.ing that a regulanty ~s conventional 
neens shcn·Jing·that "VJe nee~ to co-oromat.e on 

. ' 

st:ri!lO feature out of choice of equelly se:cvJ.• . ' 

ceablEl ones,- ana that the reason we atbere 
to one .is at. least · in part.. that wo e&p~ 

- others to do the $ a:na. 1 

' 
~here exists no natural relation between certain sounds or 

oorC$ · acd the things s.ignified by the l'JO~• vlOJ!Oo a=· . ' 

-> 

~he significt.:llt .ranarks o£ Lac~~ l th~ t'»Uld not be 
,. 

Lrrelevent here to mention. 

1{1;an though he bas great variet.7 of· thoughts 

ens ~uch £tom which others os. uell. as hims"el:f 

m.t# receive p~fit ana Uel.i9ht.,. yet they are 
.aU within his own breast, invi:sible md h.i&il.en . . . 

from QtheJ:s. no:i: can. o:f themselves bo made 

arocH·4·-. ~he ecmfott a-uJ advantage ?f ·society 
..._ ~ ,... 
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not. 'being to ~ ~tael without;., communieation o~ 
thriu.gnt ,. • •. :For this puJ:pOse. nothing til as oo 

: . I . 

fit.,.. either thr pl:enty or qujdmess!· ·es tiltis~ 
oxticrulate sotmd$ ·•••· Thus tiS may conceive of 

ho11 t10rds cane to be made use o£ by men as tho 

si9n of their .ideasJ not by S'!Y natural 
connexion tht\t J...<:) :between partiCU].iJ&" . .artiCulate~· 

.soundo and certain ideas, for then there woul.o 

be bu·t o,ne l a~$2-~e anoogst all mcm.. but by ~ 

VQlunta:y i.rnpesition whereby such a trora is 
· · rnOC0 a3:'b.1tradl.y tho merit of such an !de'a..1 

so J.t .may be aaid f.t"Om the ~ve discussion that 

to proeucG a ceaningful expression of e l;an~e is to follow 

a compleK mechaniem - a mecbani$Il wbicb iu at l.east partly 

settled by the socJ.al convention~ CJ:he rules of san~t1ce 
. •.; 

-on..a synts" oi; ouJ: lf!llgu<l9e is t..~a guiding· p:t:J.nc.tp:lo o£ the 

manner wa shoula use ou.r l.en-guage.. ~hese sules marlt oot · 

only memmgless G&d arbii::c'ary ~:estJ:ictions 'bn tlle pattem 

of! combin!ltien of tez:ms but ma'!te the C-Ctmluni.Cation possible. 

~he ru1es o£ tha language is not so J:ig:i.d ·1ika the .NJ.es of 
.· ,. . . . 

tne· chess o~ board ganes.. The eomple;t mecnenisn o~ out 

.language· dan8tlds ceJ:tain degrees o:f free(tr.l on the part of 

the user o2 language. . And there am GVG~J poss.ibil:tt.y that 

the user o:Z lmguag$ mC~Y misuse his freee'Mn ana as o result 

; . . . 
·1 .jolm LQ<::ke.,~ ~n ~§Ray Concerning f!t:ean unge.F§t.anding.; 

Vol. z~ llook .I~' Cbapte~ :t:r, palt'&t L~ 11... 12. 
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mosn1.ngloas. cxpreaaicms result. Use• of the langusgo c:an 

m1~e his. &eedcm only unknowingly because no one umt to 

produce meaningless expression ael:ibel:'ately aKCapt some 

·cases we;ro they ate art1£ic:lally proCiuc::ad to make s 

ccntraot u.ith meaningless expressions like •satu~:<laJr is 
-

.tn beG"~. •socrates is a prime numbe1" and so on. 

;.JI&IJ 


