Ex288s8

Shoe present thesis, ontitled "oomdisicism and the
problaem of Heaning® hap becn developed to swvoal a aiynificant
/

; gedation botveen nmeahing truth end exporience in the context

£ the philotophies Of the empiricists, both clatcicsl and
reconty the zosson gily being thet thoro 16 vo neomdng of
oxporience cymon o all emrxirpicistin. Gimply speoaking the
consistent meaning of exserience hig not bHeen carried tute
Lenerience has vazlows meanings as fdes, sonse-datas ponsise
experience, things, objects, stototenfeafialzs or facts and
aove 8ll 8s structures Therefore our choosing the precent
torde hes heen proopted by twd considerations, Firog, we should
frankly scmid that the omirical criterion of mesning cs
formulated by the crpiricists elther of the clascsical sype or of
the recent type (l.0s Whot we call logical positivism noe & Sayo)
connot solve the basic problem @f meaning even in the prismogy
sensae Secondly, the variastions juot esorsed in the way of wsing
experience in more thén onc cunse have amused tho curiosity of
the sensibde aan a8 0 how 0 dectemine nooning. Lvan the
troditional emiricicts like Locke Berksley and Hune exemplify
che veing Of exporicncs in more than oNo ways what 4o vhy,
altemative explonations, ouggestions and criticisme Rave been

Zfered by & nnber 0f critical cxponento all of whom suprore
varying measures showing tho problen of meaing in the context
of empirical philosophye Uhat is more charecteristic 0f the

rocent trond of empiricism is that some tucntioeth coptury scholars
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of the emirical tradition have brousht etnozience o a logical
comelusiche logical positivists develop the theory of weaning
wnder tho vegification theosy through the logicsl anclysis of
donguoge and exverience in an Wittgenstelanian monner & 1t was
f£irot chovm in the Traststun. Dut we cenast take 1% too £ar,
Looical onoiycio 46 reqguired but neoning Coes not colely depend
upen Isgical onalyais oinun otheor foctors, viz. nosyehologiosl,
epistanological ond apriord fsctore, Heaning desends wom the
whole eitustion, o in wiezlding the meaninpesituetion subjective
foctors play a vital role which we chall try to show in the cousse
@% our discussion thooughout tho whole thovlss Nesning dependcs
uson napy fsctors end thus meosniag has cone solated fields of
kﬂéwle&ge. sudh o8 exzerience, truthy language, cunmanrication,
vorifiabllity, ond configmabilitye [lotwithstanding these
posaibilteios regerding meondng whet Linds togethor all empiricivis
ic that they try to rostrict the use of expericnce only in a
iiteral sense. Uy exporience they vinted to mean the experiencing
of particulag existencas, They dld Lt £xom the obhjective side
vicwing tholr objective cicnificence, Uut expezience 4L used
thic way, camnot toko uwy for, Tho Glfficulty 18 due €0 the foct
thot il anpisicdsts including tho traditicnol ones oomotines
uondered ayay {ram tho true spizit of enplricicm of thoy fgied

to restrict 4t to the lindts of tho poreentible, given world oF
thoy heve been prompted by the idea to search after a bhésic
Cloment o inowledge. In hoth the censet as stated chove, they

wanted to moko direct referonce to things OF wbjecto. “he search
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for aeaning 18 *at once® & logical inguiry cund an empiricel .
inventigatione Thisg 15 moZe due to the oVeswsnphacis upon the
verifiability theory of mcanings Shww the cecaningspioblas s

o0 touchy @ problan that even & hunlkle md ogdinary man like
myself, while philosophizing i5 intrigued by this baffiing
problems o there 46 not only thot the noaningsproblem hae not
becn discutoed, but the nemincwproblem is cuch a pzobles which
esh be discussed again and ggain from & ceortain atandpoint.
Cecondly, the meaningeprobien itself is very much 80 Anteresting
problen £rom the epistemwlegicsl view=point as wvell a5 fxom a
practical aspect when we spealk more and noce of communicetion

as a trend in many developing scliences., wtherzise, ganeraliceations
ond o wilversal aysten of knowledge could nst have heen possible.
40 ooon 89 we cloim ta have c@mma‘@aﬁmm we egually claiam to
have tho poardngfulness ond truth of thooe undvercal oystens of
knowledge, otatoments, rules etce It i tue indecd, that the
neoblen of mcaning angd truth hes been cevorally discussed, yet
one feels encourzaged €0 diocuss this prodicn once egain for the
giople rocoon that no definise polution regarding thoe problem of
meaning 46 st hande on the othexr hand, thore are alternstive
,@ammumw. puggestions end osystenatic analysic which actually
aneourage me o venture intd thic £ields And what we have felt
more strikking do thot, whilo ddscupsing the problem of meaning,
we also difger f£rom those who have discussed ond have beeh
@iscussing tho mesning-problem cnly in the light of kyx logical
posditivism sicnes “he oraningeproblom 32 6loo chagactecistic of
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the traditional empiricists. §o ey pause haze a littls that
Locke dn his Lgoay ¢i46 not raise the problem of meaning save

@nd except his Jiscussion on languege, ideas, oignification

and communication of ideas, Locke Jid not axactly utter the
word, meiaing, but in tha couine of hie diccuwsion on l&nguags
and gmegal signs which age made to ptand Zor general idess, it
nay be preguncd that his spalysis of languans leads to the
sionificonce and, therefore, veaping of ideos, Looke himself
wos azsoelated with the analysls ol words, concepts uhich stand
for 4deas but clearly ik does not raveales 4n analysids of Locke's
otudy of language, signification off words shows that the meaping
pEoblen was implicit in the writings of Locke. Frankly speaking,
the British empivicicts had 8 mind &9 develop the mcept. of
@mpicicism sn philasophy, but in the ecocurce of tholr discussion,
the prablen of neaning was occasioned by thedz analysis of
language, signification ané sbotrect angd gencral use pf terms
stos Similorly, Berkeley’s achievasent on ides, of course,
SUPPOTtS cuf view that 1dea is meaning, Thuo the problem of

meaning is raised in TDerkeley (Hsfy Ine AL e 1
inomledge by Berkeley, ppe0, 91)e Hume aliso says, the meaning

of a word is on ides for which Lt stando or ‘which it ropresents®,
In Book ¥ of the rgatise Hune develops thoe theme oFf meanlng of
eonething which "the word reprepenis or means®e Hume, of cCoutsey
upholda the picturs theosy or the imsge thoory of mesninge Hume

- pays, &g ides is a pictute or an image. Yhoerefors our attempt



is also to chow a historicel dewelopnont of ampizicisn as well
a2 to make & comparative study, thereby forsing a link between
the two trends, both old and new in episteniogy.

Sherefore, we £ind that, for several reasons, the
meanings.problenr Hos become an sllied problem to eapiricism,
Yhe difficulitics are apparontly numesous ond crushings %o
cpoek more clearly, tho doteminction of meaning in the context
of experiaice is all the more a dilficult ¢osk vhen we see that
the truc mcaning of exporiince hos hoon zeopazdised oth by a
iogieally cxtended and 8 noresy neininyg of euperience. In the
philocophies Of Locke, Borhley and Humg, cven cxporicnce is
9ot Laken dn its totel cenoe sad ve koow norosver, oxporience
39 not uwsed dn ono Singlo acncge. <n it 40 glear thot the aerca
of exsoricnge has not bhoen ploporly noosusod and the problen
boecomes vogy Goute when rosint wrodsiciots identify meaning
with exporience and meaning uith truth wnuareantebly, Recant
unpiricists cre of the opinicn thot experiance cannot give us &
noticn of universality asad thot general ostatonents afe not the
direct product of experience. Thoy emphecize ore and LOre wpon
the verifisbility princislite Yihe rcaninyg of 8 propesition lies
in 4o motlnd of verification's Hecording to ¢the principle of
vordifiability, m teshyoicien®c cscertions are without seaning.
The logical pooitivists thoughi thet they hiot derived the
princinle of vorlfialdlity from tho Egagistuse. In the grsctatys

wittgenoateln wrote, 'O undemptond 4 pPrIndoliion means €9 Know
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‘uhot is the case, if it 48 true', Is mesning icemtical with.
tzuth « & guestion naturelly acisess, It is gquite a step to
identify a proposition’s moening with ifts mothod of verification.
Wittgensteds, of cousse, wrote that the logical positivists
miginternreted hime It was his intention to get clear about the
use of 2 sentence off word, Whatever its origin, it soon came to
be fegardcd @5 the bapice tenet of logical positivism which is
more than &9 fommlise the technigquos ofF lHach and Pearson. fhe
princizle of verifiabilivy 4o nedther an copicicel geaeralisstion
nor & tautology. If we strongly support the verifiability theory
of meaning, ity them, £23lows that tho pliincio reforents op
obifectives azo cmpifiesl fects. Logical analysis of the world of
panorience as pictured in propoeitions ascerting the existence of
the world vould thus being e to facts. wen serioun Gifliculities
azose when Gchlick tried o oxplain dhat he meent by Yexnerience’,
First, Schlick's esrlier vession of the verifiability theory

{0f meaning) ddentifies vorifisbility and honce neaning with its
roducdbility to expericnce, Lipegience *vonifies® prozositions
énd, therefore, the critegdin of the solubility of & problem is
ivn peducibility to possible exporicnce. Scecondly, his alienesting
the content from structute lesds to the idea thet sgoicntific
knovledge §5 always knowledne of astructure op distinet fsom ﬁm
*snjoyment® or 'iiving through'® of experiencee 3n short, meaning
ic logical inplicotion. As & result thoy Sclate oeaning end
exporience 4n & pazticular waye This is oore due to the fack
thot they onbrace tho vorifiability principle to determine both



vii

neaning and trath s the ﬂﬂé of axperiences %o spesk of the
prima facic view of cuperiencs verificotion is importent and
soms stataaents may be veriited what are callet basic propositions
¥ pIotoco} statements, e ggree o the vigyw that the recent
sopiricists or logical empiiicists are right when they say that
without any correspondence betwesn language smd facty 4t 1a aloost
inpossible to talk about the world at all, Jut the problem
Peeomes & Cuabrous one when we Ccpnoider that languege consists
cssentially of nothing but atendc propositionsy that Wittgensteln
eoncelvee of language 83 truth-functional and that hasie -
propositions €0 speak of everything, In roitrospsct, therefore
wo gay thot we need vorification of stateaente to strengthen our
faotholds in vhot we axpericice, Selence cannot odve without
verification, Hotwithotanding this, vecificetion is not the
ultimate cpiterion of judging things of the world of expesience
since verification has to involve naay <difficulties, for example,
the meaningiulnese of private cxperience statements, the noaning
and significonce of false ptatonents and of negative facte in

the light of the truth-folaohived cistinction, Even sclience caanot
o fte beogt L1E she has to depend upon vorification a8t svery step.
And the meaningfulness of general proposition or general emplrical
otatenents cznnot be actuslly verifiedy we 4o umdarstané the
meaning of & sentence without thinking in the least of its
verifiability, Lven Newton did not mean thet his gensralisations
yere not derived from experience rogarding the low of gravitstion
etes Oo there 18 no good geascn to plead for verification in an



viii

ultimate smpirical sensey in mofomm teminology the emviricists
try to solve the problen of meaning of wivexoal stotenents by
rEeducing than o 8 set of basio progositions which, they bDelieve,
oge at least loglcally fundamental ond tho mesning of which can
Bo directly deteroined by agporiences I€ corpogience 38 o
lopically twwisted expocience, then statenents ninus awperiency and
properties of thinge do mean Only stoucture, #Ang thesefore,
recant ampiricists hald a very stortling vicw thet axporience for
then means only dtoucture, But guz denends for neanicy certainly
o not stop with the formal stweture of a contence, We o not
adnire this type of logically twistad expericnves Lxpecience has
a Lepoader pirnificance, %he funcamentel nistake liﬁﬂ with the
emmiricists 4c that they obviously Ceny thst subjective experionces
have any Dinding oignificence at all. 9%hoy say, subjuctive
crpogience cannot bo mede o subjectematter oL pur intoregubject
ynderstandings bBut emperiacoe cannot be $ahen wp froo the
imporoonal viewenoint . It chould be interescroonsle ‘hogefores
in this senoeg we shall try €O show thot capoerience has othel
vcaningse In this cense, we chall also plond for & viow of
cxperience accRPGing to which ¢xapcricnco ¢oes neithor ncan
structure, noy does it mean mere exposience of pagticuler things

. ©r objects, ROY Coed it wean the nere objsciivity of thought, but
cxperience means also the indiviGual's own cunsclous experieance
through wiilsh an ionter-subjective coomunication of Lxuth,
charability of thoughts ke possible.

“herefors, in thoe epistenic criterion ©f noaning we raise



outh questions &s what is

aopicicism 7 Ghot 48 the meanioy of
apiricisn ¥ Lhat 15 the gyea of cxperience 7 Uhet are the
conditions ¢f the validity of smperionce ¢ lie have %0 strictly
Jotermine gll these questions 4o the i0hi 0of oxperionce alone,

£ ue are oulotentially in agroooont with vhet wve sald
before, wo can Cefinitely chou 8 picnificant reletiocn betueen
neaning and azperience and msoning end truthe What o msnifost
£&cn the oioove i that empiricists haove tilum ddverso stends
enly duo o the fect that thoy have tokon erprience in an objeCe
tive uway fe0e, by aporience oy sesn cupariesce of only

pardiculay thinsse

“harefope a0 attempt o Le made plausibls 4n Chanter X
that an intere-subjective understanding is noCesgary Loth fop
communicablo truth snd oeandnge & falseo dondal of subjective
sxporicncy ﬁ@tz on the podnt of objoctivily 35 nok &t all &
hoppy comdtoont £0f5 the awpiricists. uUmporience oithough taken
originally by thes to resch a kind of certsinty, wss uset in @
vory particulsy cente, end, therefors, moaning way comaitted o
& porticulor aspect of exporience, I Chopter IZ 4t 4o chown thet
ve are confronted with cergtain difficultics 4L sxaporience ba She
basis of meaning. If exporience be the deteminant of meaning,
theon, wo camnot spesk of unfvercal statenents and truth in
goenerales I philososhy of longuoges cemantdc analynis 15 bese
exemplified when we make & comparative ctudy betwoen expecience



and the mcwingecontent of L8 cogresponding atatonont, In were
sensewnereeption OFf objocts it 40 po2ziblo vhore theo slonents of
inovicdge are pimple ond whegre ocur inowledse is about particular
objoctss Yot the problem careics us further regarding the
eompnunication of truth in gooral, e do gpeask of both meaning
and expericnes, bocause both meaning and cporience predurXiue
a ptondard 0f vruth egually communiceble 0 ané chagable by
others, LO ve can, hovever try €0 shovw 4 cementing relstion

botween noondngs touth cod exgperience uhich 4o poosible due to
tho Zact that oug ocubjoctivo experiances, if bound tegether, can
give uw o unity of Enoulodges Chapter 11X io concemncd with what
io ¢alled the corrosponctenco thesry of tiuths In this chapter ve
hove tricd 4o show thal an altesnotive theogy of cofzespondence
can cosily he formulatcd A€ we are oblo to LEidge over @ gap
between those canericnces which are obSomved md those which are
not abservods ‘@szﬁpmﬁmea Goen not really oesn this or that
but corxcsponcenco meend & coprresponience having a wider significanse
in Chaptor IV it cen bo chown that for & jolat programo of the
oeaningetsuth gelation, truth znd f£aloehood distinclions are
nocascary 3o opite of our mointainlng tho correspondenas theory
0f truths Ug cabnot show tho relation Letusen meaning and truth
construed in a particulars ways Othexwise, false cstetanents could
not have boen meaningfuls And we hove tricd €0 show that tzuth
and ﬁalgﬁim@ notions negotively are aloo desondent OB Gul
sunjective ouperience which 1o obvicusly o foct to ¢loin oulr

objectivity in Mopmlcdseerciaticns In Chopter V our deep concern



in that univessal statenents are also mooningfule Hlthough it
i2 oxGinarlly «owtsd hov cad wniversal stotesents Lbe oeaniongfule
wien we &0 that the wiivessel &taﬁmwb i not the dizect fzuit
of EXpOricaco, yet tho finest splution 1o Lhict universal
seatements nd the meaningivlncas _@-ﬁ epivicel statononts are
chvicusly ¢ho poducts of cxpoerience, Lo oystomatic study ox
cungulry 42 poesible uvithiouwt generalisetions and a udversality
ol mnowiedice In Chapter VI our concern i to ohow that
osorawidcation 1o posedble batwsesa the subjoctive nindse Gur
rEperiences, slthough suvjsctive are yot tou communicate to esch
othes for casuging @ unlversal oystem of ?m:mle&ge 65 well os fox

tho comnumtcation of truth in genoral,

, thile proposing ond chalking out the plen of nmy theois,
I, none the loss, Coll encouraged by my honcst conscience to make
& pumber of schnowlatgearants vihiteh I note hege in this nreface,
iy acinouledoment L8 dus (O LLelaatosh LEnguntly keftesbhele
fornecly Direstorwiofdasaser of the Lapsrinent of Philozophy,
Viovaebhorati Univeroity Lor hids porsonal ifnspiration and
cnosuraganent ¢ uacertake this great task end f£o¥ his Kindly
giving o the mmﬁa&m to utildize the b rary of the centze
oF Advenced astucy in Philosophy of the cane University nov and thene
In this connection I also remarber the conotant cosoperation of
Urpd Randan Sen, Mefe, Liliatce 0f VisvaeShorati Univessity for
wodng the bopks €rom the librzarye 1 2leo thonk Lrl Remen
Bose of llorth Songal Univemsity foX typing out tho thedis in
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five copliegs i3y thants age due €o fho cutlhopities of the
Univorcicy Grants Conninelon foF soadepiny thelr financiel
ezolstanco @ ae wader the heod “Finapeial Acsistance ¥o Teschess
dn the Univoersieles/Colleges Cor Rooeurciyficamed uorkls My
gratitude 4o alo0 due to Retired Drineinal D.helanysl, Heds(louble)
fog Srprovcment of the langusse of oy thoslos 1 Glco owe a good
GoBl o Proflalelen of tho Leptilof Philcoozhy, University of
Uorth Beagal for his kRlnd agggeotiont and help in sdomdttiog the
thogdos amd above all, I ouc a ¢oud doal o Oy ECLCarchmsupoIvissg,
by, Pe Haoy, Beoder in Bhilocophy of ¢he bejurtoont of Fhilosophye
Conth Benghd Uadvoroity without whse eanotint guldomnes the pfosent

Jdeseetotisn oouldd nob hove boca oukpdttaeds

“hiloe writing ¢his profcce 4 also need to mention the
works Cond by otherd. Ulut fn thio short peolace 4t je not possivie
to keep opsco dop them all, although I shaell meéntion then in the
Libliograghical colunty of oy thesjo, “hozcforpe,. with cue anclogy
I only senticn come foportant works vhidh have been Mmoot sugcestive
w0 oo Lop the prepatation of oy thesdse ong the bogks consulted

vhich 2 hove Selt nost noecosoary 20F Ay pursose are C.l.Horcis’

£

kogke Borbolaw ipe, Jondsthan Dennett's ;
G'Copnor’e kocla Vammock®s Bggicigy Bosson's {upe vanes Homon's
Beluseelld's Hp Inod '




in (ndo conneetlan, 3 egually nodd & mooddcn come

Irmsortant orticley and emnpllotions which hovo 8180 boen a great
couree of inupdrotion @ me Hov Colicctiny makorialn £o% ay
thesdoe “he Inportint asticices conpulisd ave Melchlick's
positivisa Rl Asciiss®, "On ¢he Homing of Propooisions®
Ronitivien ond fenlise®), Ledesusdony’v “Borkeley's whoory of
Flcanitg®, eveBl Sheuwghnessy®s “Oun Maving Joacthing in Comnon®

and Timothy, Lebl.uprigge’s *Chu Privacy of Lipmepiencd,

e mcmﬂy mm gummtm with a g m uaal af
modificationg, btut bic views gre in many meepects
the cano o trode @ﬁ the carly @lditions,



