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Chapter VIII

REDUC IBILITY OF MEANINGLESSNESS

From the discussions of the pravious chaptexrs
it seems that the distinction between meaningful and
meaningiess is quite interesting and importamt. %he
distinction between ‘meaningful and meeninglaas® 4o o
‘genuine s the distinction between *good and bad's ‘tsuth
- and falgity?, ‘valid and dnvalid's Philogophy of ianguage
may be pivoted on the dlstinetion between mesningfulness
and mestinglogsness as the logic and othics is based on
the basic distinction between *valddity end invalidity',
*good and bad' rpespectivelye ‘Meaningful' and'memningless' .
are, & if, additional vords in the vocanlory of gppraisals
It may not be always possible to state what is the emect
meaning of an exp"nesaion but it iea'guij;:e possible t@v state
whether an expression is mesninggul OF not, I£ humen:
communicatien 4is to be sqme_ztm.ng sicnificant then with
regazd to say linguistic -e}spress:;%on we héms to say 'at
least whetheor it is meaningful or meeninglesse Fhe PULPOLE
of using lan,guégo :_li.s to c;omuaic@e; Anad the very a%tanpﬁ |
© 0f communication would f£ail if someone use the expression
vhich ig meshingloose -

But the important and interesting point is that
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geme renowmed philosophers & not give so importance to the
concept of mesninglesenesss JAccoxding to some philosophers

' tha concept of meaninglessness is not something news It copn

' The poesibility of reducing the concept of meaninglossness

to other concept(s) might render the triviality of the
@istinction between mesningfulness and meeninglescnesss Let

us sec whether meaninglessness cen be reduced into othex

' concept{g) of not.

£

Linguis't Adrienne Lehzer says,

Cade AN adequate u.nguist:}.c deseriptinn shau&&‘
be able to ghow expucsl.ty what is wrong with
pentences iike "I saw a splenéid odoz®, cats
can doge®, and ALl spinsters- are magried to-
handeone men®, Porhapa no definite line can
be drawn between false and meanmgleas
sentencess ™ 'The Recks think- pmz.mma
thoughts! cen be enalyzed either as gactusldly
false or as lingulstically a}asuzdol

But his view is not setisfectorys Bosause (1) he dald not
make any distinction between se:ztméé aad a%atanm‘t;s
Sentence may not be either true or false, Statement cm

only be sald to be either true or falses Scntences areé

i Adx:ienne Lehrey, “"Meaning in linguistics" in & _
Mooning edited by Adrienne and Keith Lehrer, Px:antice
Hallg Incs, Englowood Cliffs, New Jersey, 1970, pe9s
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used to moke statements, (2) A linguistically sksurzd
sentence can not be uced o neke a faloe proposition,.

5 folse proposition con be made ouly by o meaningful
sentences Being measningful, it seens, is the prereguisite
condition of gsentemce's to be a proposition or statoment,
John Haspex‘s séys.

sae A Lalse proposition asserts a possible

- states of affalrs to ba actual vhen It is
ot (for cuample, "It reins everyday all
over the world') a moaningless sentence
Epressds no proposition vhatevern for
thore is no state of affairs whoge osctuality
is being asserted.-l

N4V, Banerjece also com®s to the conclusion that the
concept of meaninglessness i8 not 8 new contopta It ¢an ba
understosd in tems of contradiction or faisity.l In proving
that the conCept of meaninglessness cai be reduced into the
concept of fsloity ho tekes help from the English dictionary
wherae the word "mooningless® is synonymous with the word “ebsurdl
The word *cbsurd® hovever has its sevorsl synomymous woXds |
like "incongruous®, *inconsistent™ and so on. He sa&e the
following 3

*incongrulty' or 'inconsistency’ must be
_either factual ox logical. So meaninglessnoss

;X Jahn Hosspets. nuction §
Prentice Hall, Inc., 1967. .67.
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should mean either factual or logical,s
S¢ meaninolessness should mean either
factusl or logical inconsistency. In
the formmer sense it is obvicusly
indistinguishable from and in fact the
‘same ag falsitys and in the latter it
is but another name for invalidity.?

But the wixds 'false' and 'inconsistent' are not the same
level of appraisal., Strawson nicely made this point

cleaxs HO seys 8

1

ene & plichtly more difficult distinction
is that between the criticiem we offer when
we declare a man's remarks to be untrue and
the ¢riticism we offer when we declare tham
to be inconsistent, In tho first cogo wa
criticize his remarks on the ground that
they foll to square with the fectsp 4n the
second cese we criticize thom on the ground
that they fail to square with ana anpthare
The chatge of untruth refers bayond the words.
and gentences the man uses to that in the
world sbout which he talks, But the charge
of inconsistency Gos not in this wey refer
to any&:hing outside the statements that the
man imakesge

¥Moreover in uttering the phrase *facjtuaz. inconsistency' it

1 N.,V.,Banexrjee, Lgmqus NG, “ Ge@i‘g@
dllen & Unwin Ltd.. London. 196-_; 9.91. .
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geams, he ccm:_lts a mistake, Pacts are as they ares We
h@vex‘: apply the appraisal ‘consistency’, *inconcistency?,
‘validity', ‘invalidity' to facts. Wo spply these oppraissi
only to the relation between the gtatemento that we moke,

Some philosopher made g famous tichotomy of
Yaither ¢rue or false or meaningless?’, as opplied to
gtatements or propositions. Pascmoorc also s the same in

He says §

Philosophical arguments see Ercguently issue
in the conclusion that a disputed proposition
ip noither truo nor falosey pather, in vhat
tufng out to be somewhat gpeclel sense of the
word it 15 meaningless.t

N,V, Banerjee also implicitly sccepted this t xichotomy of
'either true or felse or meaningless® by reducing the

concept of meaninglessness into the concept of falsity.
Because one eoncept is reducible into other (S) implics

that they are the same level concopts. But this trichotomy
is a bogus one and vanishes the distinction between centence
and statcments The gentence "All cricket vrs are very
strong® 1s not meaninglesse It is a perfoctly significant
gentence. But it does not make zense to ask of this sentence
whether it is tzue or false, It is about statements only
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that the question of truth or felsity can arise. Words
like ‘meaningful’, "-means.ngiesa'. ’graumatical" 'ungmm'aa-
A t&cal' belong to the fi.r:st ozder vocabulam while 't:ue'
'!alse‘ belong to the second o:aex vocskulerys A meaningful
sentmce cm only mcke a8 true or ﬁalse ptatements A
m"omingxess sentence donct meke eny stotement at alle

!

Those who says that the canéept of meaninglessness
is not a now eoncept ang is :educible into the concept of

£al sity. 11: seemg, are also influeneed by the apparent
similarity between the meaninglodss sentencé and the golfe
-ecbnttaﬁiﬁtéry staténmt. In both casea the general puripoce
of using imnguage that is the s.ntention 4o ccmmunicate gomee
thing hap been failed, Contradictions axe, howewer. meanings
ful which I have discussed in Chapter X1I, Contradiction
means c‘méeilaticn; In contradiction predicste expression
cancels or denies what is affimed by 'the subject expression.
The man who makés a contradictory statement makes a f£alse
statement, only a logically faloe or a priori false gtetenent
in-distinction €iom os:dinai'y‘f.alae statement,

~Another attanpt of charscterizing meaningless
sentences a3 false (g priori-false) has bech made by Theddore

Dranges The following gentences such as 8

(1) The theory of relativity is blue
 $2) The number 5 welghs more then the number 6

t o
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; (2) ‘;Sdcrai:',eé is a prime n;amb@t; | |
(4) Guedraplicity drinks procastinationm;
© (9) ‘Smells are loud " '
(@) T have esten a loud clap:
| (7) Horel perfection is a prime nunbor
(@) Chomistry is & grestor ordinsl then the
concept of truth; ‘I

are all meaningless, according to Theotwze Dyangs bocsuse
they involve a crossing of typeés orf type boundarics. They
are megningless or unintelligibic when thoy ade taken
iicerallys He 2lso sayo that sentences such ap (1) - (8)
need to bhe given some special interpretetion in order to be
understood, Some interprototion can be given to theom which
would fendér them not only meaningful but true alsos For
exgmple, the sentence (2) couid be uttered in a printing
shop by & type setter, Sentences (3) could have refervence '
to a numbered list of philosophers® nanas. But thay azc all
me@aningicse if they are interpreted in an ordinary and
stralghcforvard weays In replying to tho gquestion what

makes &an exp&'essién type crossings, Theodore Drango gives
two viewss In;r_mg_g_mw he seys in one place that the
sentences (1) - (8) 4nvolve crossing of typos janﬁ thozefoxe
meaningless : in . - s0 far as their ususl interpretations
are concorneds They seem to be saying ono type of thing
gomething that hasf, application only to ancther type of thing.
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He aplso says in enother place in the same book 8
What mskes a sentence a type: erosaing is
~ the intexpretation given to it, which s -
not necessarily its prima fecie meanings
' For exampla consider the sentence $
(9) That mechaniom hes two springs it it.
Sentence (9) would normally be taken to be
' a perfectly meaningful sentence of Enolighs
But suppose the word 'spring' which appears
in ity were understood to mean 'FThe £irst
sesson of the year's Then (9) ‘would be ‘a
type crossing, being egquivalent to "that
mechenism has two £irst scesons in 4th, 3

That 45 some unusual interpretation of a given sentonca moy
make the gentence in question as type crossings Thus these
afe two woys of sentences being ‘ﬁype crogsing and th‘ez‘eﬁém
‘héanmgless,; aceording to Theodore Drange, (1) en u;sua},. way
of intezpzatation would ma.ké some sentences type croasing and
(2) an unusual mv{éxpretaﬁicn of some sentences would make
them type crossings But he cléas:ly states "see let the temm
‘type crossing’ be understood see 8 referging to sontences
which are like (1) « (8) in the specified uay™s® The unususl
interp;:fe;haﬁign of sentences wdnlé make most of the meaningful
sentenices that we use in our dally life as type crossing and
hence meaninglesss There is no reason to take seriously his
‘second im'erpret'auion of type croseingss

i ‘l“heodnre Dzanga Iype | 3% Lo '
wmwﬁm The fiague. M'outan. 1966. De 13.

2 Ibid,, pal3e
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Lot us discuss whether type crossings, exempli-
£icd in gentences (1) = (8), can be characterized as iélse
{a priori £alse) as it is demanded by Theodore Drange. He
claims thet type crossings can be characterized as falsee.
And this foliows, he says, £rom the principle that negations
of type cxdiosings are true (a priori truc) and therefore
meatxingﬁx;};,. He’has given some prooEs in favom: of his view.

onc examplc of such proofs is the following s

(1) The theory of relativity is 3 thedrie

(2) Theories are cbstract eatiticss

(3) Ep sbetraet entities are concrete entiticge

(4) Cnly conczote cntities are cologeds
- {5)  Daly colored entities are Hluc, -

{6) Therefora, the theory of relstivity is ndot hluS.

He says that the :ca;x;ziusion is a priori ﬁrue fzau?d hence
meaningful as it is logicslly follous from the premises esch
of which is a true statement. and therefoxe the type crossings
. thmgelves can be iegﬁimat&ly Characterized os a priofi false,

Suk the-timory that negation of type cmssings are
a priordl tme and i:hérefora type crossings themselves mavy be
legitimately characterized as a priori false seems unecceptable
bocause the theory of reletivity is such g kind of thing
obout which no empirvical predicate iike blug. green, Ted,
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heavy, light and so on can be applied or denied to be
applied, "The theory of" relativity is not blue® also

is a meaningless sentence. :Lt cannot be a meaningful

says that the negation of a méanihélé‘sé sentence is

meaningless, And if a sentence is neaningless then the
quest:z.on whe‘cher the statanents mnade by these sentences
are -a.mgr or false do not arise. Pap opposea the view that
the negation of type crossing are true (a priori) in this

following way %

In o¥dinary parlence, a rejection of a
statement of the fom "X is blue" as false
is ecmivalent to the assertion that X has
some coloui other then bluep gimilarly,
were oné to reject "X weighs more than ¥*
as falseg' one would implicitly assert that
either X and ¥ have the same weight or ¥

welchs meore than X; and so 0n.1

So there is no question of describing or characterizing type
crossings as (a priorl) true. They are ijnp;ir meaningless

ag the type ci-osé:l.ngs themselves arxe. Only contradictory

statements are sald to be false a priori. &s contradictions

1 Arthur Pap, "Types and Meaninglcssness .
Mv&.sg, 1960, De4le e
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axe the negation of analytic statements which are trug a
* priozls Moreover, Theodore Drange sttempts to prove that
the ncgetions of type crossinéa are meaningful by way of
their being tfues But the sentencos being meaningful is the
prerequlsite condition of its being tiue but not vice versas

The concept of meaninglepsness io net reducible
Into the concept of Halolly is alse evidant £rom the poetic
uaes of languages In postry thexe oScurs neany expregsions
which are gamantically incorrzect and therefore meaningless,
In poetry we £ind many insﬁanCes of smich semantic vielations
fosming sémnge hut interesting sesthetic imagess Talia Dylen
Thomas's phrase ¥a grief ego" as en exenploe "ARY 1o a vozd
orainarily used with words specified by some temporal feature s
"a week zco®, Yan hour agy”, "a wonth age”®, Y4 century ago"
but not o table ago®, ®a drosn ago” oz Ty mbther ago"e When
Thomas usoed the word * Qr.‘-'ieﬁ?' with ®ago”® he was adding probably
a @uzevional time feature to the word for poctic effect. But
poctsy co never be said o ke falses Though it can be
meaningloss of nonsenge. 90 the concept of £alsity end the

meaninglegsness 4s not the samo concapte

There aze other sentences which sound 1iké Engligh
sentencen but make no gense at all bocause they includo some
words which have no meeaning, thoy azxc “uninteipreteble®, One

can only intexprat than if one impose gomo meaning Sor eech



mesningless or ponscice words lowils Carzoll's ®Jabberwocky™
is probably the most fagnoug poem in which wost of the c@ni‘:éxt
vords have no meaning - they & m’i’:‘ exist in any of the
English iexicon of the vorld, ¥Yet all the scntences cound ag

if theoy ara the perfect Bnglish centences «

He togk his vorpal sword in hendy

Long time the menxome Lo2 he scughte
So zested he by the Tumtum troe,

And stood a vhile in thought.

Or tske gome lines from Sulivmar Roy's The Blighty Cowe

A very strange bird is the Biighty cow
You ¢an see him at Haru's office nows

He has dreamy oyes in o very iong fecee
His gleck block curls are neatly in places

We éo mot knouw vhat ihe woxd *vorpel® end 'the Blishty cou'®
meanss e Can g&y that the sentence in which the words
1ike ‘vorpel' emd 'the Blignty cow' otcurs are meaningless

but never say that they are falses

From the shove discussions .ﬂ; gy be said thst the
concept of meaminglessnass and the concept of falsity are two
dlfforent concepts. &o there may not arlise oy question of
reducing mesninglessness into £alsity or characterizing
nezningless as falses Atteupt of charecterizing meaningless

ez false may not be svccossful.
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