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ZINTRODUCT IOR

in our everyday empirical arguments ox in the
controversies sbout sclentific issues some disputed
gentences o exprespsions may be ¢laimed as true or false,.
in contrast, some disputed sentences -- gentences in
philogophica)l argument, in particulan are often claimed
as neither true nor false, but moaninglesss For example,
*Saturday is in bed, "God exists®, "Mind and body exigta"
and 5o one 7The concCern with meaninglessness as a philoso=
phical phenomenon was stimulsted by the logical positivists
werifiability criterion of meaningfulness ané the conseguent
rejection of all wetaphysical clalms as cognitively meaning;-

this concCepts logicisns also make a distinction between

neaningfulness ang meaninglessnesse They divide all the
possible ¢ombinations of the basic material into two major
clagses (1) meaningful or pomitted expressions called
*Hallefomed fomula® or in short "wEE" such as *Polgo p)*
and (18 meam!ngl%s or illegitinate combimations guch as
#p = VPV, There is also a corresponding distinction in
ordinary lmguage between sentences constructed according
%o the mles and conventions of language such as "The water
is boiling" (meaningful) and the random combination of
‘words like "is over very cats between® which is meaningless,
Random and arbitrary combination of words is not the only
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' v«ca}xse of generation of meaningless axprasaians. Heaningless
| expressmn slso gensrated €xom some unguiatic nlusmm
ihﬂf liugu&utic ﬂmmn comes genegelly £rom the cmativity
@ﬁ :tmguage. Jndgemwt abent meanmgﬁxlness and meming-
lessmsss s@metimes depand @n scma ﬁheuxy abcut linguistic
anﬂ ncn-.vunguistm tmths_,-, Ig‘oz exangle. meo:é:lzzg ta nge
ma Russeu the sentence "Scott exists® is senseless or |
meaninsiéss 'beeausé' according to them existence is a predicate
of a emc:ept or of a cle.ea, 1£ it .1.s applicﬁ to an indivimal.
rﬁeaniagless expreasions mulﬁ resulte Me; hovever,
identifies a singular existentisl sentenco with a enslyticel
tmth Hmce the a.‘lngular m:istem:ial &em:.eme z.ike ‘Seott
ezss.sts is 8 pe:fectly meamingful sentance s:m Quine From
this it a@aears that % )

n;gt: something strange that a sentence's boing memingful or
neénméleés ébm not d@end on i:he- natﬁre éﬁ language, but

. on d:e 'tham:g &out logic, m:lé. hmnan mind ei:c 2 Whethet‘
ghis vicw that meanin@fuluess or memiaglessneso of am
axpressim depends on ‘particular thoory about logic, world
-'e”éﬁ.;, is tzuc or to what extent it is truc constitute the’
nest 'wgaental wpic of the thesis. For mswer to these
questions will detemine the vesy significonce of the
aistinction between mesningful and :ﬁémingzz;eas- exprossion.
This issue will be discussed in Chepter I.
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Zhe major areas vhere the problen of meaninglessness

Or ponsense is most epparent is philosophy end poetiys One may
wonder why is it that in philogophy emé@ in poetry pagticular
there is a problem of meaninglessness while in science the
problen is relatively utknown. It may be said that scientific
lenguzge 15 stereotyped and technical, Scientists are mainly
interes‘heé to discover fac:ts and they try to deseribe these
fects in most precise and clear way. They vequire minimal
1inguistic spparstus to describe thelr results or hypothesis.
It is not thelr business to say something in g better way or’
in a new udys It is the business of the philosophers and of
the poots o say gomething Dot only in a clear way but in
mogt elegant nd comprehensive wayss Here there is s problem
about content and style and the mmner of saying is’ intringic
¢o what is'sald. And the problem of meaninglessness comes in
those fields where the manner or ways of saying is most
important, This point will be discussed in Chapter II.

Looking into the natural ¢ritezion of distinguishing
meoningléss expressicns f£rcm the nceaningful ones can thmw
some light ‘on the.ﬂ,amre‘ of the dalstinction between meaninge
fulness &nd meaninglessness. If we csn find any natural
eriterion of distinguishing meaningless sentences £rom the
mamingful ones then the concept of meaningilness and
mesninglegsness would not be merely the thmry oricnted
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concepts. flony attenpts have besh made o give & geueral
adequate criterion of detemining whether p sentence is
meeningfol or t. This will be discusscd in Cheptor III,

Hpatever may be the cause of gxeration of
megningloss gentences the distinction betueen meaningful
ond neoningless hos found it way in language. Whether
the concept of meminglessness hes found its way legilinately
in lanouane depends upon vhether this concent is irherent in
the very nature of lapguages So it is nocessacy to look into
the gencral nature of language, inguire cbout its ossential
characteristicgs Unless woe inquire whether lenguage hes
gome essential festuges ond peint out them, if any, we connot
é}ec:!.de vhether the judgament sbout mesninglescness is
externelly infucaced or is theory oriented, It seems to me
thet the problem of meeningfulness ond meaninglessnese so
far pointed out to o great extent has something to do with,
the compositionsl nature of language, I shall deal with this
peint in Chapter V.

Lznguage 18 a gystam consisting of different
Iinguistic categories such as nmcs, predicates comectives
otoe ond t:heir zelation to ozch other. The ultimsto motto
of the compositiongl senantics is o zepeosent @ viow about
the begt way to describe the functioning of individusl words,.
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Given the proper functioning of these individual words and
theiz right combinaticn, sentonces come to hove the neaning

inpoxtent beaging on how meaningless exprassions ere
gonerated, This will be discussed in Chepter V.

Hov what an expregeion means and what & porgon hasg
82314 by using expressions, is mostly & gocially £ixed matter.
*Io Imaginc a language means® according o Wittgenstein %o
dmagine a foxm of 1i g b Meaning 0f = seatcnce mogtly
depends o spocific cult ture, and i3 gsubject to diffcrent
lgug, principlegs conveations parktially wmique to it and
partially ig a reflection of gencral @mpe;fkies oZ m-ina; Uhat
&0 exDression meams often does not accezé with a speaker‘s
oUW untiemtunding.\ We have gloo g difforent gﬁ.ctuze. Recent
developmont aleng this line begins with an mmalysis of
"xspeakex':f’é neening® sdvanced by H.P.Grice. His theory may be
called commanication-intention theory of mesning. Grice says
that we usc the word “taeaniné‘ to lzbel vhat a spesker intends

i Ludwig Wittgonstein, | dca) Ipvest -,
Translatod by GeBMa &nmbe. Bas 11 Biedkuelly
fobr@a 1976, Section 19.
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or ig trying to do with hip words. Expressions being
meagningful iz primarily a matter of intemtion, Grice's
agcount ©an be interpreted to imply that mesningleseness
of a sentence depends fully on ‘the hearer betause the
spesker nover produce a meeningless sentence deliberately
or intentionally, %his issue will be discussed in |
Chapter Vi,

I have méntioned that hunen language is highly
compositional in natuve. ZThis compogitional fegtyre of

which in other respects shows signs of apparent intelligence,
Ancther way of distinguishing humen language £rom animal
ismguage is that man applies language with the intention

%o perfoym this of that illocutionasy ect vhile the sounds
6£ the singl are meérely stimuluseresponse phenomena,
Besides thoge, snimal never mistske in thelr communications
They can only show some deficiency or slip due to their
unfitnoss of speoch ozZgen. ‘HMisteke®, ‘Hiong', *incorrectt,
*irrelevant?, 'absurd’, i'memingieaa"‘ all these concepts
are incherent or Implicit in human language, whether thay
are ‘deliberete or due to confusion. For human language is
crestive and highly flexible ia nature, And this creativity
end flexibility is explicitly present in notural languczge
and alnogt cbpent in ertificisl or formol languages Firom
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this it may £follow that the concept of meaninglessness is

mode relevant in the cage of natural languege then that of
Tho oF
discussad in Chapter VII,

tigieia) or formal languages These issues will be

Some philosophers like N.V,Banerjee says that the
concept of meeninglessness is not something new. Zhig

De roo G nto o r O EDLS  84c A5 &X,

S06.52.00s So there is an issue about the reducibility of
meaningloosnesse This will be discussed in Chapter VIII,
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