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MEANINGFULNESS AND WORLD VIEW 
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.4"1 this Ch~el::' J: Uke to deal l-l.ith the queation. 

how s:me t~:tetic:U:ll c.:oneiOO:at:lons like -one• a view o~ tbe 

v~rl~·- logi~: his ~e~- ploys a vit&l. ,tl)le in .aetecminlng 
. . 

~"le me~!ngfulnesa of a sentence o~r ·• GXf>J:GSGion., lbliaay 

as:;rs: 1 

uanguage s~"es :eoJ: tbe expression of content ., . 
J:t bas ·a representational O$, as l would prefer 

to <::all i.t. an J.:CJeatJ.Onal ;ftme:t1on •• • the 
s_~at:er or writer anl':QQies in language hie 

~d.etlce of tho :PhenomE!nf;t of the real 'rorld: 
and this .t.ncludes his· expertenc:e of the intemal 
:t:JO~d of hi$ own conscioU$ness • his re.~t.ions.' 
cognitions. pe~t;lPtions, ana also b$2 linguistic 

ac:ts of speaking and un<Jemtenaing •. 1 

Let us sao bow each ox these fnctors like one• a V.i<at'1 of the . . - . - . . . 

. . 
bave !mportmt bearings on meen1ngfulness~ Xn dealing wJ.th 

·th.is ~eet1on ~ <:on toke help fmrn, c31££er..mt Glttl!lples o:f 

eltpress!Ons t>JhosG· meaningfulneos is .obv~.u~ll' the sUbject 

matter of ·eontmveroy anong pbU·oaopher$ an()· .ltngutats. 

~.. .:.:~ . ~ 
' '~ .... 
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\ •.t-una ca way e.xi.Sts~ .ts one of such ·contJX>vera.t.al 

·~ression. · According to a.yle the abQ11e conjunction 

makes $ ab$1.U:u expression aoo can be used only m .~nald.Dg 
Jo~~~ ~¥() can eenstJ;Uct eonjunctJ.ve axprGSsions onl;i \771th 

tho to~ J;if.iich llelongs to the sEe ~ateg:>r.f O# tY,Pel or 

, .. ,ith 'tho Sant:i ld.nd of exp~s-.iona. ·.Hind ana body ac.eordin9· 

to -Ryl~ ·~~so Qiffe~ tn nature that they cm··not be in 

the ·sa:te category and the:r:efo.t:e it is .imp%\)pe.C' to say that 

both m!Qd Utd bogy ~ts in the ssne seneu~.. :It is perfectly 

pJ:Qper to say that may Sldats (in __ tbe 1.1teral sense of the 

'tei.Ul· ·~t~~·),. Ar.u.l it i$ also perfo:tl~ pmpe,r to Sfl!f 

that min4 ~e tin· the metspilo~ical sense oC the texzn 

;•ex~stenes'l~- :aut m conjoin the two .is w make s ccetegoq-. 

--mistake. 

B\lt the fOllowecs of the offiCial aoctrine give an 

oppo.site opinion.. lteco.rQing to then the pmposition 8 Mind 

ane! .botay $d.Stt: is not absu..RJ. J:t is alx-ight that miila wid 

boay are ~tierent bu~ as ' fal:. as their 'existence i.s- eoncemeea 
they ~o~g t:O the aeme eategoty. ~he eubjec:t ceo have 

phys;<:ai ~ence o~ ~t can nave mait~ :e.KiStence. ~he view 

oit the supponem o£ oxfic18l. · -doctitne and of Ryle csn be 

:epresentecll::ly the figu.m (1) -ana ·(2) respect;ively. 
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Esietence 

MJ~, 

~bus hem we may s~ that &Xxerent Jnte.s:pJ:etations 

o£ •·ad.atence• cxeate strong opposition between P..yle and the 

follOwers o~ ofiU.cJ.al doCtrine in respect. of tllc moeningful­

nass o£ tile sentence .. M1nu md body exiSts• .• 

--":l..et us cooo!dar atO'the~ conuovers:ial ~reaaion 

'"$cott exists•. kcor&ng to both F~ge anei Rusull the 
- -
sentence 0 1JCG>tt exists" is senseless or J.t. can ·be cap.ed 
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h.ts .~nt. is that ,~1st~• is a pmpe&y o£ a cc.nc:ept. 

$!ncel exis1:ence " a ~ropeay of a coucept :lt e• not be 

slgntfJ.Cmt-1~ E\PP.lJ.ed to ., ol:tject..J whetb• we· dfi*m QJ: 

aey 1t ·Qoes .. nQt matter. ~bus i;!CCO~g to li'J:ege general 

ezutential sentences of the fom •cow ex.ist8~ :·~rEt$ ~· • 

.. l-ien exist'.8 ' and so on are meaningful. but ·sift;uiaJ: <.mistenttel 

sentence Qi 'the foim "Scot't exist••-• 0~0C%.'ates ~st&lfl ia 

memtngl(!ae because here e¥i$tence i.$ appl.3.ea to the ol::d,ec.ts. 1 

n~ tJl.:oo n~ritcnno tbet the sent01ee .. S.eott ed.sttfl c~ b~ 

meeningf~l: only in the case where "SCci;~ ~~ means thexe 

is eometniQg corm~P,naing to the ~~o~li u$cott" oJ: the word 
2 ·•scott·• J.e not -enpty. 

-1\ussell Gli3o ta:ies to estebli&.lt by oevetal~ ~ante 

the poJ.nt· that sentecces of the fozm •a ~sts'*· are meaningless 
- 6 

ubem •l!f i.e a p.JX>per na:ne •. And hie argument. cests sol-ely ·on 

bJ.s t:haoi:y of types.·· preCioates ancl ps:oper ncmes. He says 1 

~he ~teSs 0 a existsn ere meanin.gles$• :tt is 
only of 'aesct1pt:ione · • definite .or :!nClefin1.~ 
that Cll:istence can be signtfieanUy asseJ:t~J, 

£or ;u:· • ~ !s a nan~ J.i: must n.~e fJc:nething a. 
. " 3 

wbot d:,)es =~ name ;;;nything is not o nane.i 

1 Ercgo.. Q.,. ~raQl§tisms f;rpm -the PbAgsoreb£cal .,,;;.i;t;iP:"l'i· gf 
-~b F;sgo., · etit:e4 by ~eter Oeach and Max ~laekJ 
fB!ji1 :~ai:tion., B~U BlookWell. OxforQ;.19SO,,p.;51. · 

2 -~l:'ege,, 'a., P;psthFff "Vlritygs,, translatetl _bY :Peter ~ong on<l 
Rogor ~'Jhito, Des · B!acl~1ell. QxfQr4-·1979,~.60.. . 

3 :s .• l.ltwsall.:· ;nt 19Slucti9D 5o MatJ!§Il!atic§l Pb!lRsophif' Gecu:ga 
Allen and Unwin Ltd •• -Loncbn.1956~ pp.179•179~. 



I 12 I· 

l\nd his view about the p.recucate is that t;f 

o$Qme~ sa ·a, pJ:eaic::ate t.b.Gn. it 1$ possible at least to 

eonceiv.e ·~· • situa.tion wheze the ptec.Ueate <1oea r»t eppt7 

1:,0· a obJe.e.t. But in the case of •-a existe•• wh~ • II' 18 a 

VJ.'OPQZ: cane,·. it: is not. pouible to eonee.tv~ of: a si-tuation 

wtt.e~ ·• • e:a.atlf .&a .false. Because ·tb,e. meaning o:f • togb::.ally 
- . 

pJ:Ope~ nane is .its &motatum. ubJ.Cb cannot be without. J.'f;a 

e.lt~eDC••· •whe notion qf •·existence" have aeve~::at foz;ma ••• 

~aut the fwidanentat fo.&m is· tbat tiljch 1s ·aedved :tttlnecU.ately 

fiom th~ notion oi •·somet.ime.s tm.-: 1 
" ··~· . - . " . . ' 

A!)other o~~ oi! Russell in favour of· the vt. 

tbat • e ed..sts• o- •a.cott e:dsts• is me.cnJ.ngle~Jt;J .$& as 

ioliows ·I 

tJh:en :you take an1 pmpos.it~onal function 8lld 

--QO$eft of it. that i.t is po$$!blE\>· that :it 1$ 

:som$t.tmea t.w,.-, 'that q.tves 3r0U the £nnaa:nen.te1 
mean~g of e:d.sterce ••• wben you say •unicQ#u 
·.ex"13t"'; you em not eayJ.ng $n}fthil\g 'that woulo 
~lY te> ~ UQJ.collls the~ ftligbt heppE!Il -to~ 
~wee as e .mat.tet of fact there a~ not any; 
ana thcu:efoS'e if! what you sey had $'lY appUcatlon 
to :the actual indiv1Cillale. 1-t could flOt pos&Jbly 
l,)_e. '$.1gn.tft.cmt unlep ~t w8$e tme •••• and tb.a 
sane ·eppli.e$ to when you :say 11M$ ~· • Zf 
rou $CW that •Men -exist'~. antr ''Soc~ea~ is a mea•~. 



thet~£o:e •soc~:atea eaists•. that .1$. exectl)" 
the :$aBe GOZ't of faliq .as Lt -wou1a 1'le u 
yo~ -e~a *Men are mmterous*. •soc~ates .te e 
mall:•:i, th&rE)fo.r:e •aoexoates J;• numem~''• 

Joee~e exi&tenc~ 18. e predicate o;! a·: propositional 
~ion.· o . .r d&l:ivatlvely of a class•' 

au~ m. ~··• t~Jtbfi!!S$1ec§l Iq@ we -~an ·find m opposltQ 

View~ ~o~tltn.g ~o bJm sj,ngular existential. p~pos1t1on 

$UCb .- »~ectt estate" te pe~:.fectly mea.t.Wl.9~ anti is 't~• 

He sGYs • 

Wo ·sa¥ that eometbJng <bes not exi~t, oE that 
thel:e · J.$ something which is not. is <;learly a 
contradiction in tezmn1 hmae • (B) (:; (»d.stt3) • 
oust;: ~e tt:\le. 2 

tbt only certain thooxetical conE?i&:n:ation ~~ 

also $Gme ccmmon taal.tef may 1eaa to tha eontz:ovemy whethe.~ 

an expre~ion .is meaningful or meentng~esa. ~be p~blan of 

meania91es~~ adeem in co~ecU()n wi.i;h ~tgious lan.gaage -

specially U t=eli9i~ language is cl.ainted ea. cQgni'tive. 

,Pelievere oi the t:a&tionel ett:r:~ti.U,t.Y en4 Ju0a$an believe 

tbe ~tual eha:taetra;; of 'the thf»logJ.c;al s~.atenenta e:ucn 6$. 
~ ,. ' . . . . ' . . . . . ' 

', 

~· s.Ru&i'!ell.· in IQqJs §!9 Rngw1gdg• . eai~ea by Rqbed · 
Charles Maab, ·· Geoxge Al.len & Unwin Lt«.., LOnaotw 
1956, pp.aaa..a33. · 

2 w.v .a:. Quine, !"BlhanAAks!l. !9S• HaJ:VaJ:Cl Un1.ven$ty 
l?re$&; Csnbridge. 1965,. p •. 150. 
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COgnit.f:ve l:.tlt tme also. %n a&lition to acientif.tc t'ealLtJ.es 

and factS#,' there ere religious .teali.tJ.ce$ :ana :facts also. 

Sut the.U: thesis about. J:'el1g3.ous 'statenent has 

be~ ·Chelltln~ad by other Pl'Ulosophe~ ana PlilOSopbiCal schools· 

at. ~~~~ t.tmea. 'l!h.ey att.~pted to shot~ that relig!Qus 

st.atan®tt:l a~ entirely meaningless by settE:l:J:'al ar:gumenta. 

acecu:anrs to logical pos.itiviste 1ikE1 Ay~ a sentence 

can be .said to have lite.ral s1gn1ftcance (meaning) 1f and only 

££ the J>topOsition .tt expresses is either :malytic O# emperi• 

caUy verifiable· ( verJ.fiable in p.r.inciple at least) by buma 

~periel'!f.!$.. ~ri.G;'1C!e .1s relevant' to tb.e tmth or £als.ity 

c£ e state-neat. SO 1n detem:lrd.Dg the tmtb or Ms:ity oE 

EJ· atata.nent U experience is no tta'Jf %elQVll'lt then that 

:~entence must be llt:e~atly meaningless. ·.~ this is what 

happens t.o theologiCal stetementQ, accc~ng to the positivist~ 

Xn aetezmln1tlg the meaningfulness o£ m ~zesslon •·experience• 

ie e exuc.tal factor-. ~be problGn at!Ses about the nat\l..ce of 

~ar.;ience cur moJ:e clearly ••. &1. F I be a:ml!t~3 §XP§RStrQ.t• 

:Iil :teti9'J.ous· ~er.ience en exper.tenc$ or As ~t merely a l'"..incl 

ef feeling. 'I t<Jt;len one says •1: S$0 the uodd to be a g.lft o"f 

CoQ• tibat Qo:es on& ~e.d.ence 1 0~ is ~t that he me~y feels 

,(:101neth1ng l >And when the l:Jelieve$'$ of the tr:a&tional 
. ' 

Chri$t.i~'t.? cmd Ju~a:lsm ·~laim that in ~tton to eeientJ.f.tc 
. \ ; 

': 
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rea1.1t!es rod ·~acts there am .irel.igimm oz: :ps~bol.Oi:U.cal 
£acts., wnat kind o:f faci:s they refer to. .%s the oiV:isioD 

~ • ! <: 

·ox filCts into different categol':ies ~ike pey¢hol.ogi<:.al o• 

religious fa:t:e ana or<.UnaJ:Y facts tenable ? 

~ :~ see tbat the anawez: t.o the queat.ion whether 

rel..~9ioi.w lengua~· .is lJ.teJ:ally meaningful. or meeninglesa 

depeniis wholly upon the kind of ,answer we gJ.ve to the abOVe 

~est.ton• 

According to some pbl!osopbez:a the £te$"iing of a1 

express1on ·or wol:d(s) vari.es in aiffeJ:ent c;ontext. ~be word 

•oxperieni.!e" Used in the conteXt. of . rel.igion bas a meaning 

a.Ufe.r:oot flab. its usage.· :1n the eonte~Ct ol; ecJ.enee- ~he 

mathod oi; rel.igion has an exr~r~cnt!at -:charoote~ but --.11: is 

-ui.~feren~. in nature ftan that of $C~· · Scientific .matho4 

J.s obs~~~Gnal . .tn e.haracter and obaeJ:Vat!on eoscnt.io.Uy · 

eepend on sen~f)er.ience. 2ut i.:he expel."iooee of· the Supz:aue 

Reel~ty i.B txm .. senaible. Fo:a: tie can not €'Val tb!W~ o~ the 

eonclitions under which. .it can be said tncr~ ue have a sensib).e, 

ex.peri~ce of the Supreme Rea;L.ity._ Ana. thi-o non.-senei'b.le 

experience ccn be. tmde~stood .in the cont~t of religious 

lan~age only. "l:he pO~t.ivists contention that rel:igiouS 

latlgu.age :·~:.~s$11Dgles$ beCause: th~ m:e ~t ~ax$-~iable 1.'>7 

~peri€.aCe:- .i.a not tenable ~rding to ttltlSe ·pbUo~-:opb.ere 

be::ause pO·s~;tivist.s make no distinction between different 
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~.mas of experience and they v.iew os .if exporJ.mee means 

·sense • £m9G~ienee -ana nothing ·else. 

I·1my philosophers zegara %'el:l.g1ouo experience as a 

proof oC tho a:cistence o£ GoO.. '.l:hcy maintain that it is 

possiblE."J for men to be im.1letliately acqu.Ginte4 td.th God ao :Ln 

tilo C0S~ .o:t $ense-cont.en.t. Xu opposing to their v.iet'll 

l.XlS3:~~v1Lots maintain that they 4> not ·Clon7 that :rellgioua 

oooert;;Lon ,may be tme. Religious SS$:ertions may ba tme only 

i£ the man 't'fno asserts that. he is seeing God is me~y asser .. 

ting tbet he iQ experieneing a pECUlia~ kind of s.ense-cont~ 

he J.s expe.d.encmg a x-el.tgious EmQt.ton or ~ooling~ , ~no 
·antonomists1 'a1eo taka the v.iew like tllat o~ the posit.ivists. 

~hey maintain tbst • •aoa exists• means 'Goa .is lov.o_t• and 
also maintain that 5 •Go4 exists·• is reo.acible to what~ .is 

love w.ith~ut·loss of- mean1n9'*' •. 2 But the thesis ot the 

~t;twct.tt.mian · ~ not at all a:eept~d· lly the J:eligious believe~:$ 

beCause i:t l..""eauces ontol.og:Lcel.. eategol:y !nt~ .a ps)--cbologiCal 

one. Ot:dinSl:.Uy the man 'WM says that be i.s experiencing 

Goa or seeing God is not. saying that he is experiencing a 

rcl.igious e-aotion or £eel1ng. but. also that there· ~sts a 

i. f\u~~nomist~.; ·:ma.intoin tbat One's believe· that GQtl e.d.sts and 
Gn ora~ object exists .1G ·nQt of the seme kind._ In the 
ceso of ·G.o<J exists •the belie.f that rneens bel.ief ~·~~-

2S·C.Sengup~~, .-~:,_,.:~: ..... !Q>dt; fjf RQlJ.gipuS L;QpS&aW> ~rajn~ 
Calcut~. .1918#. P• 44.· · · · 
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t~S:lscendent.el God who is the object o:f hie·· emotion os-

feelin•: »'or exanple, one whO lo,e3 God a~o eleims -tbat 

love a&p~-e mU$t have a peJ:flee$ and i·n&.ite loVed 

object.. li ta~;re is no eucm object than love· ~es::.ienee 

would JX)'t .be· posslbl~ It •aoa ext.e:te• means •one f'eels 

in a eertam wayt' then this -onttc charaetexr of the 
,.. ~· 

lt.r:om the above tUscussiora does ~:t follow that in 

ed&tion to seimt1f1c objective realities .tel.tg1ous 

objective .J:eelit!es need :be attdbu.ted to 1:elig.tous asael:tions? . 
i'be ptt>bl.ew J:t sesns, actuelly lice in the- "U.De of the teDD 

'•ol:>jectivG: ~ality•• ~hose who believe that ::elig!ous 
I I l 

. ' 
the meaning of the worca 'objective•- 1n sQC\'1 a way that 

~:t.llmately they £all to give .it -Y :mecn.ing at ell •. Ana that, 

1S why the statenents about. t:eli.gioue ex.pe=enee.. or more 

$~ply,.. 'tb<S rel!gJ.oua :3tatenents seems to many peopl• to De 

.meaninglesS. cr non$ense. 

~ U$- cons!~ caothea cont:=vel'Sial issue o~ 

l'ibethe,: the .esse~lon mede by the _philosopher lilte ·~ 

c:mped.cal stutcmen.ts ara coz:taJ.nw. . .,.· 0~heJ:e ·a:e no material 

things" a:;:a ~u.cd or meal4ir_lgl.ese. ~co£>W.ng to Mooxe ana 

,HaJ;c:olm th~se s-tatanents ·ere a'b$u::~ or $ensaless4 'l:bey nave 



·i'~~ed1~ eeae a~ent gOes J:mn ~a ~a1 use o~ txu:&l 

ln. ·ou~:· orcU.n~ language to answ.er to the pbUoaophieal 

p11)b1Em$• J:t. afusea to conduct philosopb~al disCUSSJ.on 

tn . a dJ.:fe~t wey. wJ.tb 4i£:ferent mles fsom thCGe ot 

·e!l:~n,axY ~~toas. A~~ f~ paJ:adlp cese f3tates 

'that ~JO:l.f&· meen what a g1vea lallgua~ its .ml~ cuotoms 

i$Dd conventions sew tJllay mean. J?h'.Uosopbieal theaes tfhieh 

often ·9Q ag.ein$t the paxacU.;rn ceoes am sur:ely ~.a:d ot 

·sten$ele~. 'Xhe defender of tb.e pat:ed1971 cese· ~ent tq 

to· prove ~e e'bsurdlty of the JilUo~e.\ thes• l.U.. 

·•ao empe.d,c.al atatenents a;ce cen••, •!Cb$.~te a~ . ..., 
..,., ..... .... 

material things•,. . .1n th.f.s w8Jf, •No enpid.cal statana'lt$ a#e· 
- . 

cefta!n.. 1& •ux:a ac:co~ to ~r~ ltlef;ause we ot le~ 
. 

knOw fo~ ·certain tbet tmeJ:e ·ate eeverel cbdrs 1n this. 

~ .end· tt wculd be abau.:d to augg•t that. we ·~ ·not ;ktw.lw. 

~.~~~ mt only beliewe J.~. ibilo80Pb#:e1 the&is tba't ·~here 

aJ:fl no mat(!.r1al 'tbings" .fs also abstu:d because the 

elfitstenee of two banas at leeat p=ve that fthere ax-e at 

1eaf)t two rna'bt.rial things that ec.'l$t• Wlle ·esfJ.ence of 

.t40o:~*a· techtlique of mfutatto~ lies .t.,n the tact that the$e, 

~t;{;ltements $»· against <the ordina~y ·use· of language., lh 

~ly to tb~ Mooa•e el'gmlent L't mey be :Qald 'that wb• 

pb·1lO$OpheJ:s e.ay 'th~ we neve~ know fo# ·e.ettein sy.·· mat~al 

thing ste.tunents he .ts not #l'tating e~~.y 'GDPU1eal facu.. Hlli$ 



f:bey den;_t .10: that the foxm o.f the ~peach ·aucb es • X lmOv 

foJ: eeJ:t;$iQ that JIP· is p~per wbe.re.: p .1$ a mate.d.al thing 

~tatanE$lt,. ~hi$ is an Jmp»r:per :fom o£ flpeeeh ))Scause 

th~ ··u mt the t-)lP& of stst«nent whiCh cea fulfil tile 

·e·~.t:te~:ion. of ce.z:tainty. ~e criteaon o1: cat:taint¥ $.ates 
~ . 

~h~ Jot .iS WJtQilg to aay tbat anytllJ.ng ia ce•atn .i~ theta 
.• 

ts the ~.t,gb1:$S'tr pt:;)ss.ib.U.J:t.y thet i:t wut m't happen. 

..\. Jl:'~.-L $t·atenent Cal only fUl.fU this cr.t:terion. of 

ce~~~ . ~he pb~ase •·knot'1 for cer:tein•. accot:ding to 

Jt.ye~ is p~y t~PP11ea only to e p-:r.to~1 .etatanent;s ent;l 

not to fll'lpil:Jcel stat.~nts... S.imilarly, ~b• a pbilosophe~: 
; 

·seys that •Wbe:e ~zoe no mate~:!~ things* he <bes no't ·Qen.y 

tbst •mat:~ial thing' plays no pan 1ft ordinaw latguage., 

~eny.lng materi-al. things he J.e not dqin9 .eeything ~;bic:h 

t.lte or~~ man belJ.eves~ T.ihat they t1Bm: to say J.a that 
l - - '· 

m:en ~e.a not a-.13« see a mat.~ial tb.tng like cat;, tthat be 

:ee~· SJ!l.Y aome een~aata of a cat. 

s~ J.t seems that the pmblen of a.'bsurditN o~: 

meallitJ.91~neu somet.imes ad.se ~~ the cont.&:OVex"Siel 
I 

la:!Ne oi what. $bould be 'the natu:e of phil.Q$)phica1 language • 

~e langu~ pbiiosophem used :for tbe1J:' tl£SCU$s!oni, Philoao­

pateel tnesea sem\ et>su=ti to those 1rmo bell~e that orotnaq 

i.engusge sboulci be the phil.OS)phe.t$ mealum ·Of ~slon. 

whUe it seems perfectly meaningful 'to. those. who· bel~$ that 
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philosoph•• atatanent$ •ate aot to be intexpmted ln the 

~t:me w,q as Jot 1s ClOne by ord1Dary man. 

~bus ·after dll3cussing the ved.ous esanplee. of 

e:J~es.~ whoSe meaningfulness .:16 obVJ.QUslY a mat~e.r of 

~ntl!OV'~SN anong pkilo~pheJ:S .tt aeans tbat the concept of 

~eaoing6ilnEiSS and metJtinCJlessness cennot 'be used ~fo=llt 

Olt urtJ.W<:~J'• . aometimes we cannot '"'B¥ ~Ell'ltJ;y vhetbe.: fiP 

expl:es$ion l$. meaningless oJ:: meen.lng~ .. ~he concept Of 

meanin911aln$S$ and meanirlglessnass ace cheque~:ea conee~ 

" •" ere .f:oleteo to· a pletbo~ of t.t«Da., Moaningfulnesa ad 

meaninglesanfunj may ·be tietexminea egein&t the beckgJ:Ound of 

l4n9ll!st.tc and omt•14ngu£et1e 1eets.. 

itn. tht.a Qhaptes- X have %'andoml~ usetl the t:e:r;m • absuref 

as ~n~us m.c- •o~eas11•. One may o]:)ject that tbe tesm 

*absurd'· C~t be uGea .QS 8 Sl'llQDJ'lllOUG telm i:Ql: •meaningl ... 

fOr some• lU.n<t of ~!t~a&'Jn~ :1s inwlveii td.th the tezm 

•mean.Ulgl~, tlhUe with the tezm 8 abel.Uf4fl thi$ tJPe of 

a~it.~~- .is not .tnvolveQ. l: sn' alSQ a9ree that; 

... u~;~· ;cannot be alwaye used as a syne~us tel3tl tOr 

tiill~anin91¢!Sst • But they may lle u$Eld .tntez;c:hangeably Jon 

ihoae cases t.;nexa the meanmglesa ex,p.t:essions are not. 

constsuet~tl :th#>u~ a~:bit:tar:y or ~:snQoo. combination· o~ worat. 
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but out oi linguistJ.c .and ·D9tl•lingu..ist1c Ulus.ion. !i:he 

!:nstanc'(SQ of' mesd.ngl~s exp.reaaiofiS (~though cont;lWEmtiaU 

~et z have 1;_aken fo~: cons$de~ 1n ~: Cbapte.J: ·Elm 

'ftQ1i. at ell at:bit~~ So, z tnink,· theJ:e :1s nothing ~ng 

· J.U ·using the wo:.:a • ab~rat' eno -m.anJ.ngl.es$91; ;£ntext:bangeJibly. 


