
CHAPTER-VI 
MEANINGFULNESS, CULTURE 

AND INTENTION 



1ianan language has a creative aspect. ~he 

~~o~!on. o~ new sentences end therefore the cJ:eation ,of 

:new· mesnings of the .sentences J.s a pD>peny of all langua­

ges. Tbio creat.ive aspect of human language make$ tbe 

fun&Dental c3istinct1on between human l.mguage ana mbnal 

lmguago or more p.coperly between m:l.mal. communication 

systan and human communiCatiOn systan.. lhDSl being 

possesse(J a <Jistinctive abil.ity to express .new thought• 

anti J.aeas ma also hS$ a distinctive ability to un4erstand 

entirely &fferent a1d unJ.que expressions Within the 

0 instituted lenguage! z use the tex:m *instituted l.on~ 

~ollow~ Chomsky in his bOok 1LanWISI ms UAJ!51· • ~st.itutea 
language" !s ~finea by Chcmsky as n a language that J.s a 

cUltu"al. pmauet subject to laws ana princi:Plee partially 

unique to it and pa~1ally reflections of general prOper­

tics .of m.tncr. 1 J:f language .ta subjec:t to different lwa 

tina principles unique to speei:fic culture thQn the~ can not 

·be SlY -ouch' concept like .mesningfulness ~.151 mecmingless_ness 

:tnuependent o.£ any speci-fic language•, tihat is me~.tng:iul to 
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x.·et us discuss this important issue. ~he content of eve~ 

culture is expressible. in .its :Langu;a~ l.tanguage aiffe.rence 

is a jmportant sl,mbol of cultUJ:al difference. L.inguistJc 

msteri.als,~ bQ.th fozm and content;,. GJ:e used to ~~lt=e tbe 

actual meaning, the ~e;-ience of the specJ.fic cul tuJ:e o.r 

aoc.tet:.r• ~ven ~anguage may be called sa heur:!st.ic. 'rhe , 

fiotms of; 1ooguage may predet:eJ:mine our modaa of ebse.tVation ... 
end. intetpx:-~ation. The li'eal tiffe.rence between laniDlages 

is not mo-rely a difference o:f sounds or aigna. but the 

di:ffe.renc:~ of .. \iorJ,d-perspective• or •!orld vJ..ew,. that is 

expressed by the sounas and signs o£ 49 language. But .tt 

m~s :not follow that there is a simple ovea correspondence 

be.tt1COD.longuage ana cul;tun~ 'Xbe ccu:respondence lies 
, 

~oroover on a very deep level. The est;eblishment of this 
, . 

eo~resJ;Ont1ence .requires a long obDe:vationel procese beeause 
~ ' ' .. 

linguistic changes are not as rapid .. as the cultural changes •. 

· Languages differ wi~y in respect; o£ tboir 

vocabularies ana the vocabulaz:y .1s a ver.y ccut~ .index; of the 
' 

culture oif the people. .sv~ l.anguage contrJins te.qno that 

eJ:J.stallioo in thGnselves the thought of a pmpl~, •.t:!l" eUJ.t~re. 
. . ' . . 

a civilization. lf one• s mother language .is English he has 

the ssno t1QrO, the word • snow' for fall~ snow, snow .in 'the 

bil~ packed' snow or what ever may be. But to sn E$ldmo 



th.ta .general or ell inclusJ.ve mra ''sD0\11
' is almost unthinka­

ble or mecn5-ngless. He tises different" t-JO~as fo.r c.Ufferent 

k1ndti of snow uhieh are sensuauslY different fzxxn each other. 

A language e/Jlled Aztec is even more p:x»roJ: in this respa:t. 

using the sano word • stan • ~r colq, ice .and snow. aometJmea· 

the voci9bulaxy differences ana therefore the meaning Cliffer~nces 

~=~C·tJ 1ootweon (ti;f:fe.rent languegcs beeeuse o:£ somo eul:tural 

and eco~"TT.iC neea •. · ~hua tbG' A):abs have a la.cge voc·abulacy of 

tcnns r~£eFIJdng to canals as the Esldmoo have a 1Drge voca­

bulai:y of t¢11DS referring to snotz beeau$e they hwe. an econo­

m.ic necessity to canels and snow respectiv.ellf•, ,·Vocal?ula~ of 

n language ~eflects the phys3.cal as wel~ as tne soc.ial environ­

ment o£ ·a sce~ety. somo sooleties have tt-JQ different wo.rQs for 

·~ aunt•.. o.ne t;o~a cenotes tho' mother• s $.istex: and the other 

CSonotes tl'lc father's siOte#e, Natur8ll:y in such .cultures the~e 

t1oU1d be dt~ierent behaviours expected in ~elating to tbesEf 

~bere .1$ little d)ubt about· the fact that l.enguage 

consists oi a la;cge bOdy ol: gJ:ammatJ.eal. l:Ules.- Evez:y language, 

may be J.t Japanese, Ch.f.nese. £nglieh or mast 'pr.imittve•· 

J.anguega .l~a HOp~ has .its particular {P!et'!l!latical atJ:Uetu.r:e.. 

L:onguisg(W b$e granmars Which· a:t as a gu;l.® to the no.tns of 

eonvent.tonal ma social ICOt:ra:tness •. ···Languages dif:feJ: not 

only in oou the,Y ~nstmct theil: sentences but alao in bow 
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·t:bcy GUt .. ®un .nature . .into QffeJ:ent types and categod.es 

end put than in oent~es. fJ:'hus iiborf ssys a 

...... it is not po~ible to define ·~~. 
thin~ objee~ ~lationship' and so .on 
£.com natlU"e bUt that to define t.hem aluays 
:L"'lvclVtaS a c.:Lrcu!tous retw:n to the g~ucma­

t:ical categoX."ie.)s o:f tba cefiner• o lm.guag$ .. 1 

~betoe ara wiae vadety o£ eoneepts ana the principles o£ 

their: clessifleetion aoong languageo t-.Jhieh ·ere :i.Ilustrat.ea 

ift. Cliffe.ran:t 1ingu1stic £ozms.. For inst;ancQ, .in the :tnao­
'!itEutop~an languages noun classification maeie geneZ.a.\1¥ on 

the basiS o£ gendes- bui: for many other lim9llages tbi$ 

principle .Cb not £u.Deti.on c¢ all, althOugh oi;he.-:- metilocJs ue 
i ' 

tbere ··fo.t attaining the sane end. Zt ie veJ:y su.cpr.is.lng that 
I 

not only tbe things in tbe wot'la 11es been catagorisoa 

d1ffo..~tl'Y J.n ·aifferent lcanguages, the ver:~ :important meta.. 
' ; 

physical concept like •·tmaef alSo vades scmetimetl ~t.tth the 

l~guag~... ~he major linguistic &f£erences oc:cur :1n the · 

tanpor:al. fom-:s. o:f ve~be.. English. syst:Eill of tensea <iiviaes 

tiime into thl:ee distinc-t sections, past. p~ent ana £utw:e. 
; ~· 

.In con~rast liopi. vedos have no tensea. Wlorf .says '#, 

•-•• the Hopi. language is sew to con·toin no 
tt.JGJ;~ grammatic:al forms,. c(,)nstruct:Lona oJ: 

expxt!ssiona that J:efe~: airectl:y 1;o met ue call 
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•time"'. ot to .p~ p~esent. or futw:e~·· 
At ~'"Ce ssne time, the Hopi lengU.eg:e -is 

cap¢:ole of ae;ce)unting fer Gna d~cribing 

cor~~ly.. in a prti.Jm•.t.c or operational 
se.noe,:; all obsexvable phenomena of th~ 

un4vozse. •• ~he Hopi mettap.."ys!ca .impOses 

urxm ·the ~iverse two gra."la cosmic mms. 
t1h.ic~ as a first appmx.imat.ion in teminology 

ue may c.all t-tanifestee or Mani~esting to.~: ·· 
·unmanifest}) or. again objectiv~ or .suJ;>ja:tive •. 1 

~bus I'ihat ~to call future iS for the Hopi in the realm of the 

mmifesting ·and t~bat J.a paet is for the :HOpi 1n the .realm of 

the manifested.. Now the queStion ari~ ~. ' Is. tb~S. merely a 

te:aninologJ.cal Qif:fe.reoce or conceals the £unaanental concep. 

tu.~ diffe~es between the two lmguages i ~bese are not 

me~:~y .a te~m!nological cU.£fe:~ce because the woras HopJ. · 

auploy fQ: tenporal . irl.fomation·· be1ong to· a di£fetent gsoup · 

EJ!om tbat th~ words lihe :t fu:ture• l)el.ong. Qur concept of 

t.ime i£f a publiC.' measurable ana objective pmcess aild t:ime 

£o~r us ·is ·O. D!Nft!£ !ndJ.n9 prgseu~ But in Iiop:l 1·a19Uage tme 
' 

is a· pu~y mental concept. ~be P-Dpi words. for tESnpoJ:el 

1nfo.nnatwn are used for t·alking about tho mine, amu:t hoping, 

tJhat can :be hoped for.. The gxo~at.ict!l stwctw:e of Hopi ·· 

language wes not pel.'mJ:t· the object!fieation of· tme. Zf one 

trJ.m~ ::t.o :tic so tn Hopi lengusge then rneE!nin91ess expressJ.on 

1 Dcm.janin Lee tib.O~;' Language. !L'b<(uc~t ~ Rjal#Jt 
edited by Johrl B• carroll., The u.f.~·. Pres.- · 
Canbr.idge 197~ ,pp.S7•S9. 



U!luld result ~ause tho logic of ·the spooi:fic· l·anguage 

c<0ntr.ibu·to ·-et10 untie.rstanding o:f the moaBing o£ the 

~ome. Pb.Uo$0pbem l.ilte G~ice r..entions Qf course 

that .it 1s impossible to· give an e~ate sccount of the 

conce-pt. of: meaning· td.thcut refe.renee to ~alter's .audience 

tli;r:ected !ntmtion~ .of. a certain ktna.· ~~CCQ4ding. to GrX:e 

the part;J.cul'-i1r meaning of so expJ:"es:Ucn is ·no dcul:r~ l~rgoly 

a matte~ o~ ~e mo convention o£ that l.mguQge md may 

hsve ~.lltlttcl. fel.Vour. t-ie have to fQl.loN' the rul.es ~d 

c::onvcnt.tono o~ e:iasoi£yl.n.g objects .il.nto &£forent categories, 

gJ:azmef~.ieal mles for constructing ~ expreseioD a2.6 so on 

but the l:Ules and conventions cmn be cnl.¥:" understood lJ.lf 

rcfereoco· to the con,eept of commun:ieatioo ini:ention.. that 

ta 'he trico to establish tbat meanif.ng_fgln~ if}. P:t!:f.marilX 
. . . ! . . 

. § mq~tg; s~ ;!.ntmtion. ~his viet'l if correZt. has important . 

bearing on t.fic· sigrtificance o:iZ the distinction between 

rneoningfulness and meminglessness. Rol.e o£ intention m~ 

lend to obli~erate the aistinet.ion or at lonst blunt. the 

sharp1esa o£ thi.s distinCtion between ma~gful.nesa and 

meanin9les~..ess.. Moreove~; 1£ meening~ness !s pJ:imarily 

a matter of mtention then the concept of meanmgfulness 

~1Guld m tiCC( be a. te:Lative concept - relat.1ve tJith a 

spex::.if'ie cUlture oJ:· 1anguage. .Xi: t'lfoula be· e u.nive.t'$al 

concept;,; £"Or the man o£ an¥_ culture t>~ant w ~ica1;e 
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S(w.lettWlg o.~ mtooas to communicate somethJ.ng· by using tile 

language.;. t1ow J;et us eonsiaer uhether meaningfulness J.s 

p~Jmm::Ur tl' mat.ter of intmtion or not. lk:eoraing -to tlle 

communiCation intEntion 'tilG;)t:y of lJ.ngu;J.stl.c mealing 

(non-natural meaning) the primaq use o£ ~onguage is to 

make conmunicatic.m and what wo t1ant to communicate cannot 

be grasPG(l in complete tsol~ion from v1ho.t is intended 
-

to: be commu.nic:ateet. Xt is t.rue that one o£ the most 

imJJJDrtmt funCt.ton o~ using language iD communication. And 

.tn eeu.'"'lmUniCfltion intention plays .a vttal ro:l.•• But. !lince 

intention to a mental pmceas we cannot l;neu othem .intention 

directlY•· z can tmow my intention Qi.rectll' wt to lmow. the 

cthe" intention or others to knot-1 my intentions we must 

have a objective means# a communicating Eirocess. Fonnal 

.aanilltic~st. gives stress to tbi$ pxocess - the process of 

making explicit the compl.ES intention, l:.!lile the cornmunic&!» 

tion - mtentionist. gives ot~ress only to wllat is to loa 

communieate4. not .lilli' it is to Joe c~ieatea. Both tile 

fo.r:mal se.r.n:nt:icists ana the cororounication ·~ intootionltsts 

take the one eidao diet• Grice's aceo~.mt feJJ,s to :bring 

home the tmth that saying something or ~leating is a 

proc:ess t-1hieh involves ~es. conventJ.one ana other 

parapbamalia. '!bAA we S§Y H cJ.osely rwated ;d.th "'lbQt. 

l'IQ ;moOD-, ti:$-ttgenstein says "... a s1gni£1emt sentence 1.s 

one 1-1bich QftO can no't me:oly say, but aloo ~nink.•1 llo aloo 
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ocy.c f..:hat · :idlguaga. involves an elaborate SJlStG'!l of 1CUleo -

rules of mc~g. g•amnatical ·ana s~t·a::tical rules and 

these rulep must lle objective. Xf maaoing.fUl.ness is only 

a matter of; int~tion then uhat i.a tile sign.ificance o:f 

·prowcJ.ng eoxtain wles for producing c~6in sount1 

.patte.m or marks for communieaticn 1 z~ .meanin9 ·.is px.i­

m:a:JJ.y Cil· mat.ter of .intention and oot c1oaeJ.y related uitb 

the outuard process of making thiS· .intelltion explicit 

'!:hen maaning t-JOU1C1 be a matter oi subjective affair. And 

then having·· a oeaniilg t-Iould be cemparable· to having ·a pain, 

or some o~her. mentai ·st·ate •. 

J:!oroover there .is ,gqthiw;J·liko !nt@HEJ.op_J.n 1tse}f. 

Inton~iOA'"l mo the process of e."tPressing: tbia intan"Gion a~:e 

J.nscperablQ• ~his is true ·even for the spealter himself. . . .. 

tJbez;a l1c· .~ sol.Uoquizing• Intention iS n lt:l.na of thought 

};)~cess~ ;a® as thinld.ng is QSoent1ally l~guiat.ie .in 

n.eture ( ~t .CSoes .not mean that thinldng re(!U.lre.s a £-q.liy 

Q.e:rveloped lmguage ~il~e us) there may be ruv intmtion w.ithout 

l:enguage. Gr.tc.tans.., I: think,: t1ould. sgree. o;Lth th.ts.. 'ihat 

they dissgr~. if X c,m not wton~ is the f€Ct that lingUistJc 

s'txueturq of intcanticn. ~a the linguiatte et.tucture. of tr1hat 

tie SE\'f mez QC~ always be the sane~ Accol:Qing to 'tha!V when 

sam~Ciy utters the sen.tence "~he :for:est is full off fexoeious 

animal• to oomeone. the real ,,intention of the· utter of the 
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~entcnce might na,t be sJmply to ooscribe the present state 

.of· the mroct but i;O ~Ja$1. the hea:reJ: not to go to forest 

and ·the ectual rneming of the sentence 11e.s in tbe intention 

o~· the spe~e:c m utte~g of the sentence. In this t.ltPe 

of .c:a;;es t-1he~ '"e sey one thing md mean moths thing, z 

think.. 1:t·lf.l e'\;n~r f~tox:s may involve. .e.t:ther b.ts intentio~ 

.of not making expl.teit the intention of uttering the sentence. 

o" his p~~sition that the content of the utterance uould 

make~ t~tention clear. Instead of uttering the smtmce 

"iJ:he fi:n:cot is full of ferocious animal.. so ¥0U will not go 

to. the fo.t.ast•• ~IG can just oay '~he forest is full o:f :fem.-
. .. 

ejQus. animal" in a ccmnunicat.ive situation .ana th.ltlk t:be 

:r:oot will be su._-oplJ.ed trf the $.itue.tion o.r: the contatt.. tSo 

CO~:tett. J.S also Cl aetexmining factor 0~ oeunin.g. iie CaD not 

negla:::t tbio facto.r.~ ~1ovl what wUl be tho mea.."'li.ng of th~ 

oentenca in· ·4.:he case· ( l):* 1-1he:te a higher order intootion i.e. 

th:e intent:~n· of not making explic.it the intention of 

uttoring t~1e s~,.t~"'lc~ is .tnvolvea? ~s the meaning o£ this 

sentence i$ ,aeterm!nea by the syttt~ttc~ end .sanuntiea1 

rules o£ t;t1e 1m1guage. or by t:he intention nhich he o~ not 

11~ .to cotlmlUniGat~ ? Eommunication • ,in·tention theod.sts are . 

s.Uent atx>ut tltls. 

; 

~o give an B:count of, meaning neither tho at:metural 

f~~eo o£ language nor the spealtet:• a mtent.ton os-. : -



Pel1Cholo~iea1 states can ul.t:1mately be .t.gnoJ:ea. The concept 

oJ; c::ommunicattcn zooquim~ scmething t-Jh.tch td.ll be cotnmUn.tca­

tou md, at ~e aane t.ima mecUa of COillnunicstion tlhioh is to 

os~elttotn a::ceptable o~ as stable ozo ebjeet.tvo. Oth~uo 

.e:cmmun1oot~on would not be possible.. we have to give the 

sanEi 1mpc)$1i.ta.nee both to what ue went to cOll'lm\liliC:ate and the 

me,a~a \'1e~:,usa · fon- this purpooca. tfo pr.ior,4.tx lf9Y.3.4 92. q.iveo 

& . opu s>XQr :tho gtbU• -~hey ere eomplanente.q- •a ai:e not 

·COntJ:aotin9• ·G~ic.t.en theo~:y qontenQ8 that comnunicatian 

jz01iea oa t.ho speaket:• s Empectation that the heata.l1 ean 

Jtecogn.iae h~ mtention through :n.t.a utte~u~nce. But says 

nothing sb::lut the a~ruetw:e of language thOugh he is c::oncet:ned 

td:th l~9Uiot!lc meaning ana ::aiegeta the quastion oi; linguis• 

tic st~uJ:o to secon<iuy status. ll: tho real meaning of 

- - 0 aentailea ia ptasaal1ily a matter o1C tnt·ention - intention of 

the speol(~~ ana i:e what z an sving 1s not the ~ane as what 

~ an int{~:u:3ing ·than .it 1e irnposeibla for my heazte~ to g.t:asp 

tbo t-Qel. ·mQaning of the eent00ce that X an uttering. Xi 

.:tntootion :is the moet aomiria'lt tactot .t.n meaning t-hat 

tneoning~UlnQs·~ tvou14' be an a%i~ o£ the apoekeJ: and-.m~an.tng-
. . -!:he - . - -

;tesane8S t·J01,il.f3· be an af:Eailr ofkheare# beCause the apeakeJ: 

U!t.en&l to say ~ethinJ blt the. he~e# ·a:.es not un4o~tand 
.:Lt. Sines~ spoakar 1:0all.l' \·;ants 1:o' sa)! somathin9f hQ. always 

,sara sorneth£ng ·maan#,ngful.. 1.4o one ael.ibe~atel.Y asy $C>meth#.Jlg 

mean.in91es~ • even if J.t ie P?ssible for a speake~ to pmdlce 
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(1 rnem!ng,l.oss ~J:(!lssion ( ai'bit.raey collectiOn ot . 
:· • . \ i . . ., 

t-:o:rcas ,~l1 Qttemple) delAbec~ely. -And i:f! .a speak~ 

p~owees a m~minglass e;cp.ression .inttmtionelly thtm 

~bot eaprcsa~n ae.wca ee;tain ~ae • tbe purpooe 

c~ giving en <!2tsnple G>l mecnf.n~;~leas espress£on ana ~ 

oil~ ~hat ~p.tessicn em not be vacuout3• 

I a • a • I 
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