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SUMMARY AND CONCLUS TOI§

-.lrfe» become desirous of studying lmguage carefully
 pecause we £ace certain linguistic impasses vhich are

often alleged to be due to *misuse of language’.s Heaningless
sentences also sometimes generate £rom this misuse of
lenguege. Misuse mey be of different sortse Category-
mistake, ungremmeticality, using bad metsphor all are the
regults of this misuse of language, There are sone expres
soions, Iwuever artificisl, obout whose neaninglessness ve

con all ogrees Tor cxample,

1. The theoxy of relativity is blue

2¢ liumber 5 weichs more than number 6
3. Socrates is g prime aunber

4, Fraognanee i3 as high as shy scraper
S« Saturday is in bed

6+ Theozy is but not,

“The coove sentemea. at lcast come of them, can O
interpretced o be meaningful of course i1£ the rles and
conventions of English language change or if differamt
interpictations are given to these sentences in dif€ferent
situationze But in the existing mles and conventions oOf
English language and in the nofmal interpretation they are
mogninglosgs Whether a sentence is measningful or mesningless
is to be 5uéged only with regpect to the ctisting rlcs and
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: of ..
conventions governing the usage longuages 8o it is logicslly

posodblc that a new usage could be found for a meaningless
sentence - o new usage vhich would satisfy the criterion of
neaningfulncas, The sentence "The theory of rolativity is
biué" could be interpreted as ineaning_ﬁ:l in the fb"lmtﬁng
manner. Suppose in a sclentific institution all the data

on the scientific theories have been kept in o coloured

£iles %“he data on the relativity theoxy is kept in a biue
£ile. | One day a scientific ocfficer comes to the imstitution
and osks for the f£ilc om rclativity theorys. One may help him
to locate the correct file by saying "The thoory of rolativity
is blue®, "Saturdey is im bed® can be a meoeningful sentence
i€ someone named his child "Saturdey". In certain societies
of Indiy, children ere naned after the day of thelr bizth,

“There are soms sentences, although thaey are perfectly
grawmaticsl, controversies are there mmong philosophers as to
vhethor thoy are meaningless by meaningful. Philosophors
pogsessing different beliefs and world vicws would interprot

these séntences differently, Tolte some examples 3

1+ The Absolute is perfect
2+ God existe

3. Mind end body existse
4e Limc has a beginning.
5 Socrates exists

6+ Cverything is complex.
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Although these sentences are grammatically correct
they are not universally accepted o instances of meaningful
centences. <This is becouse 8 language user may look at the
uorld differantlys The possibillity of sincere use of
languagée is predetermined by some definite world cutloch.
Again it io not correct to think that each indlvidual
possesses one and only one worldeview or system of beliefs,
The world-wiew o0f a language user sometimes becomes a
dotémining factor as to whether a sentence is meaningful or
nots Postortes bolief that world of bodies is essentially
distinct from the ming because one can doubt the axistonce
of the extemnal world including his body but not to his mind,
led him to the view that there exist both physical substance
and mental substance. But to Ryle *World of bodies and minds
exist® mekes no sense. Minds and bodies axe so distinct in
nature thot they can not be tbg’eﬁhe# said to exist.

 In our everyday speech the usc of the tem “meaning-
leas® is net altogether obsents In everyday speech wéa say
gonet ines thet “Life is meaningless®s Hore we use the tem
“mémd:ngless“‘ to wean "without Jmportancd®, “purpose® or
fyalue®s Dut we are not concorned here with these uges of
“meaninglessness®s e are concemed rather with the meaning-
lesmg;ss of o sentence, And it is the typical business of the
phllcsopher and of tho poot- to concemn thongelves with <he
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neaninglegs ag:egsigns. In geientific yriting the sppli-
cation of the contept of meeninglessness is almost sboent.
In sGientifiec uriting there axe no doubt woxds and scontences,
T thege wozds ere of no intringic Importencs, reference
made by the vords are all importants OSclentists fluays try
to regtrict their words to purclty symbolic use bocause of
theier clarity and precision. In poetry and in philosophy
the mediun is all importants ZThe problem ©f meaninglessness
arises there vhencver 'vays 0f saying® or 'medium of saying® -

io token to be identicel with 'wvhat is said'e

Immediately the dispute arises sbout what is and
what is not mesningless, Is there eny genczal ¢ riterion for
aiétinguiehﬂng what is meming’less f:am what is meaningful ra
Maﬁy attempts have been made to famulate an adequate general
. critezicml to .ser.-‘ti@ thé dispute agbout vhat is and 'ul}at is not
mezninglesss ﬁiffex:ent ‘thwzi&s. of mcaning may be édapted for
this pumposes &according to the truth conditionsl thoorist the:
capebility of glving truth conditicon of o sentence is the
guarentce of its mesningfulnesge 5_@ 48 one i ineap;\ak;le of
giving truth condition of a sentence that would detc:‘;nine that
the sentence is mesningless. While to the verificationist
unverifisbility in principle is the critericn of a seatence’'s -
being mémingiess._ The ?»-ahegéry—mistake arxgument gtates that
a santeﬁce is meaningless if it bresks tho type or catégory
-xestricéi‘ons. Some philosophers, however, £ind some
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interesting comnection batueen metaphor and meaningglessﬁésls-
bocouse metephorical use 4o based on tho concept of .
categorysmistake argument. But unfortunately the gemeral
criteria of meminglessness are all inadequaote. |

Zz then the concept of meaminglessness a useless
concept 27 Should we not cease using the concept of meaninge=
lezsness ? I can be said in this context that not only in
philosophy but zlso in our evoryday use of language we & |
use a varicty of concepts f£or Which wo genersl criterion
cmn Do omumcerated. When one remarks that ®*life is o dremm®
is o booutiful exprecsion™ he may not have shy gencral
criterion of vsing the concept 'bosutiful®s Thatdoes not
mean thaot we abandon the concept ‘beautiful's The same may
be true in the case of mecaninglessnesSe Morecover most of
the basic concepts of philosophy like *louledge’, *fruth’,
*folsity®, *valldity’, *invalidity® lack eny general critexion
of thelr gpplicetions There is a controversy as to what is
knovledge, then a statcnent is true or false, valid or invalid.
Now 1€ ¢due to the leck of a generel criterion for these concepts
they have o be sbandoned from the philosophicsl discourse then
Soubt may ‘c‘:!’:eep in whether ahything remains as -,philosnphical,
concepts or note Lack of any general critevion ox test is no
way a sufficient roason to stop u;sing the conceptla) in
questions Moroover it may ke said that none of the criteris
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given by the philosopher for distincuishing meaningless
sentencg Zxon the meagningful ones Is separately sufficient
for understanding the mesninglessness of all sentences.

There is no sdngle eriterion which would cover all cases

of meoningless expressions. Thore are only separate orrors
cuch &5 uoing sentences outside a given context, mixing up
cstegorics,’ contradicting one self, using untranclatabie
netaphor, cipression which lack trath-condition, not vorifichble
oy confimable by e’xpe:ieme and 80 One He can group all
these sentences together and call them all 'meaningloss's

ile can show that & sentence is meanlanglesds by using uhatever
argunent is requirecd by the cagse in hand instead of using one

general arguncnte

thctevor may be the reasons for ganeration of
nesmingless sentences the possibility of generation of me.a;ping-
less sentences are inherent in the 'general neture or chagace
teristic feoatures of languages Thoy are not just ertificiglly
fommulatced by the philosophers This folloug f£rom the simple
£act that hunan language is creatives Linguage is highly
compositional in neture, We learn only limited number of words
end by their diffcrent combinstion we coupose infinite number
of oantances mot even heard hofores We popsess the skild %o
generdte new sentances and to interprete vhat these new
sentences nedt. =+his nay call the glagticity or flexdbility

of our undarstandinge Our understanding of the words and the
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syntactical mules of their combinatiop help us to identify
the meaning of ncu sentencess In composing the oehtence

wo cnjoy cortain degrces of freedom, hich degres of freedom

in scme diccourse. #nd vhere there is £zxeccdom thore is also
the poscibility of misuse of this frecdons #As a result
gbsurd of moaningless ‘sentences generate. -Sentonce is made
up with words and every words has its definite logice, iogic
of its spplication in the oentonces. Understanding the proper
function of the words and their proper spoplication (in forming

a sentenco) encbleg us te construct a meaningful séﬂtence.u

Seme ghilostohers like Grice of course trics o
eotdilich that meaning is r.vﬁ:aariiy a ngtter pf intention
what the cpecker wants to say‘by uttering the centence is
most importont in detemining the meaningfuiness of a sentence,
&caﬁy:ding to this comnmunication=intention theorist languade is
no doubt o metter @f mules and conventions but the zuleés and
conventions should ke understoolk only in refcrence o the '
concept of communications=intention == the intention which
the speaker vants to communicate to his hoorers ©One objection
sgainst this view is that one cannot know the beliefs end
intentions of enother in advance of understanding his language.
It is true that when scneone says somcthing he alvays atteinpts
to communicate something to his hearein, he utiters the gentence
with some intention but in detemining the mesningfulness of
a sentence not only the intention of the speaker but the
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linguistic medium of making clear this intention should
be equally emphasiged.

One way to express the difference between the sounds
that animal make in different situation and the sentences nan
uoen Is that mon gppliesg language with the intention to perform
this or that speech att (the perfommance of illocutionary acts)
while the sounds of the animal may be regarded only ag stimuluse
«Ze3poNoe Processs. Parxot may.b@ capeble ©f uttering sentences
by listening than repeatedly but in uttering the sentence
parxots actually says nothing, Parrot uttors the scentences
habltually and blankly, they do not perfomn any speech act
like making a promise, as”k & question, issue commands and
80 one ioxcover we live in the world ¢f words. We talk even
to ourselves (soliloquizing . Ho other animzl ever & this.
that distinguishes men f£rom spmy other animals is the possession
of an unique language. Desidez thege, inal never nistske in
their communication. They can only shou gome deficiency or
slip due to their unfitness of speech orgsn. But 'mistake’,
‘uvrong?', ‘*incorrect?, ‘sbsurd’, 'meaningless®, all these are
relovant concopts of human languages For humen language is
highly complcX and compositional in nature,

From the doove dlscussion it seems thet tho concept
of meaninglessness is an important concept of philosophy of

language. ‘Meaningless' is as genuine a tem as *cood’, *bad’,
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*tyuth?, ""falsity‘i. and 50 ohe ‘Meaningless® is an addim
tional word in the vocabulary of appraisals.

Scme philosophers of course & not want to give a

grest importance to the éom:ept of meaninglessness becwmse

those vho maintain that the concept of meminglessness can

be :e&cea into fal.a;i.ty of socme kind and so on, commit a

great mistoke e the mistake of meking no difference between
sentences and propositions or statanents. Propositions or
statenents must be distinguiﬁheﬁ fmm the sentences. Sentenées
arc wsed to express the pmpcsition as in the same way as
nwnozolo ore used to e.fcpress nunborg. "‘he bearex of txuth-values
is propasz.ts.on which is expressed by the maems.ngﬁxx sentence,
Heaninglcss sentence does not exXpress any proposition, It J
maokes no sinse to agk the cuestion whether this or that
sontence i true or false_,. So *meaninglesoness® and *falsdty®
does not belong to th:e smme level of gppraisal and may not

be reduced one into another, o

If the gbove snalysis of the contept of meaningfulniess
and saeaxing;ese?fgsxe correct, then we can draw some interesting
conclusions dcbout thane
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(1) One anong many things that a philosopher £inds
verf’ iﬁterestiﬁéy about language is that we say something or
communicate ;smeﬁhing by using it. Ue éamot have a proper
understanding of the nature of cur language and of the nature
of communication if wo are ignorant ahout whaot makes some
linguistic expresgions meaningful as distinguishced £xom othex
wvhich ore nmeaningless, Significance of language is the most
z‘funﬁaneﬁta& issue of philosophy ©f langueges The q;xmtien of
significenco does not arise chout things like mountain, rivern
sea and 5o on, but only sbout language whicli is a man made
phenomenon, A river or mountoin may havé significance in
gsome other sense not in the sense in wilich a lincuistic
expression can have a significance., & mountaln or river may
have simificance from the geographicsl point of view, for
exznple, a mountain ox a river may?sepamte two states cx;m
from the other. Here “Significance* memns having soha ?
*geographical voluc's & proper account of the ﬁmctwn of
significstion in @ language is possible vhere the signified,
the signifier and the linguistic medivn or sign syStem fommed

a structural unity,

{2) The concept of neaningfulness end meaningless-

ness is zclated with our yays of undors

tle have €lassified the discrote clcements of the world into
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different categorica for convenionce of our understanding.
Thic clagsification is of different orders and levelgs
depending on different degrees of sophistication in
understonding one uyents to attaine JAnd 4t has becone a
convention to take the world in a particular wagye Classie
£ication is the sgbllity to discover likeness betwcen the
saeningly unlike cbhjeets. There are cortain principles of
classification which we have to £ollow uhien we classify
gomething, HMecmbers of the some category musgt t}ave some
common chafacteristics, although in gomo other respects they
can have sone dissimilarities, CGlassificstion is the meang

" we use to make gense out of the unorgenized world, UWe
classify ontitles into two kinds such as physical or material
entities end abstréﬂk entitiess Ue also moke classification
anong tk;;e properties qf things such as paysical or materisl
propertics and dhetract or mental proporticse S0 the santence
1ike "virtue is oquard® ond the “ghape of heppiness is round®
soems quite o&d and meaningless o our Common understanding,
to our z;z'esent conceptual frameworks But 1f£ the principles
o¥ mechanisn @é division or classification change what seems

meaningful nov may sppear as meaingless, while what seems s

meaningless now may oppear 8s meaningful in <he changed

Maehingfuln'ess and meaninglessness is very much related with
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mechanian of understanding the universe ¢f discourses

{3) A sentcence is the production of three basic
componentge. These are the phonologlical component, gyntactie
component ond the semantic component. Prosence of only one
of the components in a gentence, however, &es niot give ény
guarantee that the sentence is meaningful, 7These three
clements should have to be present simultancously for a
sentence's being a meaningful unit of language. Phonological,
syntoctic and senantic components are intermmally relsted to
each other and formm an intcgrated wholes

Although lenguage is primarzily a system of phonetic
symbols every sequence of phonetic symbols are not permissible.
Language ls phonemic in charxacter, Phoncres are kudilt up
arbitrarily. Wo have selected some arrangements of phonetic
symbol as the umanglyzable unit of langucge or s the meaningful
syubols of reference while reject somo athen-.n ‘ﬁ-“he sicuificant
structurs of language also depends on the sequence of the .
phonetic oymbols, Syntoetic component orgoaizes cuch sowmd
units inko préper sentontial or fornal struCtures. Scmantical
componcnt, howovern .cgarat’e w.z'pan' them to detemnine thelx
meanings. Samantic component gives the fommal structure an

interpretction.

& gentonce may be literolly mesmingless ales due to

theoso theaes £20%0rn - dus £0 the inproper application of thece
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c@mpenents—.y One may deny to use only the canventionélly‘
fized lcexical items as a neaninginl gymbol of reforonce.

I£ he grranged the phonetic symbols in this orderx like *dgot
instead of *dog® then this would be merely an cmpty sound
and vould signify nothing and the gentence in vhich this
inproper phonems would present alse be mosninglesss &
asentence may Lo meaningless syntacticallye. Syntectic gules
is concerned solely with the relationships botween the siogns.
ATheory is but® is an instence of such syntactically meaninge
logs Sentcnces It violates the rules of generating the
formal ctructure of a sentences. ‘A gentence gy also be
semantically onomalous or mesningiesse S scmantic mle is
simply o cenventional assceistion betucen some clement of
ionguage ond some elanment of the worlde %heo sentence *The
scufxa of & sitar is green” is semantically snomalous and
hence meaningless because the sound is not the kind of entity

thet can have a colour iike greens

£4 Ve may divide meepingless oY nonsense axpressiong
into aifforent typese In doing o we mey procecd LXom some
uncontroversial cegses of meaninglegs cipressions €o scme
contrmeversial cnes.
(i) Nomsense as gibberish where we can £ind neithor familise

syntegg nor famildar vocsbulazy

(o) Grilisng barpfanslaw

() abrocadzbra.
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(11) Vocobulary nmonsense - expression which contains encugh
fanilier words and familiar syntax or grammar but
containg some unfamiliar or untranslatable VQcabu;arg‘
{untranslatezble into familisr vocsbulery)e

{2) The pabble who has no tocg. (Edwerd Lear)
{b) He tock his vorpal swerd in hend. (hewis Carroll)

{111) Nonzence as random arrangement of faniliar wordse
They are ungrammgticsl or gyntactically incoxkect
and hepCe gemantically meaningless olso. They may be
proparly called as *nonsensa string of words' instead
of *nonsense sentence' bécause they way not be
regarded as a sentence in the strict -sense.j
(2 Cot mat between is ars
{b) Theory is but,

{iv) Meaningless sentences which ate welleformmed buk
invodved a category nistele 0F crossing of typess
() Theory of relativity is blue
(L)} Smells are loud '

{v) Scntences vhich are meaningless due to contradiction.
{g) Bo is married but bachclor

() Triangles are three sided figure and not
thregsided figure.
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fvi) Sentouices which seams meaningless whieh zespect

to some specific conceptual framtwork or backgrounds

(o Hind ané body exists

(b) " No materizl things exist,

) Phllosophers are not very much interested im the
typtgzmnse:@so exemplified in (1) - (i1d), Nonsense of the
type {iv) = (vil) £ascinate the philocopher very much,

There are controversies among philaoscphers as ';o what éhould
be the dzcisive foctor in detemmining whether z sentence
involves a Category nistake o not, whether contradictions
aroe meaningless of nots There 1s aleo disagzeement awong
philosophers as to whcther sentences like ®mind and body
axists®, “No materisl things exist® are meoningless or not.

This has becn discussed throughout the theaoige

{5) Mecaningless sentence ghould be distinguiched
£rom the moaningless use of a sentances. Yoe of a nommoel
sentence may appesr devisnt or meaningless because it iz
ingppropriate or has no rel@aﬂcé to a particuler contexte
For ezampla to say "Best of iuc;lz:’" when sumeone is going to
sleepe It is the meaningless sentence and zmt: ite :zaonsénsical
use which gteang from breaking the linguistic mles governing

the construction of well-formed sententCsesSse A lingunistically
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pericct sentence can be used meaninglesgly when it has
no relovaice to tho context. So the distinctlion betweon
meaningfulness and meaninglessness can be o distinction

betuween thce uses of the sentence,
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