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Chapter :u 

LANGUAGE,· PHILOSOPHY AND POE.rRY 

Notf let ue begin from ::5ome typical areas wheX'e 

the problEm .o:f meaninglessness Js apparent,· ·ncmely ~ilo­

sophy ana post~. One may wonder why i~ i.t that 1n philo­

SQphy and in poet;ry partJ.cularly there is ·!A problan of 

meaninglessness whUe in science the problem is relati.veJ.y 

unknOfJ11• ;t may .be s<U.d that se1entific language .1$ 

stereotl!Peci and technieal• Seientists only t.-:y to discover 

the laws of fact and describe them in :mo~ pZ:ec:ise way. 

Ana in miftg so language .indeed vary nn.ieh mattexo to .science. 

Otll.e.xwise it would not be possible for scientist to carry on 

auoh act1vit;tes as making bJPOthesis, recoraing. class.ify1ng. 

S¥StEmat.f.z4-ng, generalizing and so on. But the p.xoblem lies 

in the ie=t that tbe manner in which language matter to 

sc:J.ence is not. the ·s$ne as i:t matter to philosophy ana poetxy:. 

Sctentist.s require mirdmal vartetiet3 of linguistic ex:pres•ion 

to oescribe their result. Here there .:ts only the ~o.rding 

o:E celttain infomation. al::Out the fl!I.Ct more preci.se1¥ e. g. 
1 a gm M ( F *2 · • Given that F • Force between 'th.e two bQ.Qies 

R 

o£ ~· G = GJ;avitatio~ M1 • mass, M2, = another quantity of 

massF~: 

.Scientists always try to re$tr!c:t their ~10'"as tQ 

their symbolic use to 'take all the coloul': out. o:f then'. 



Xh$.)(' G;e VQl¥ mu~b, Qu.~y with gJ.vlng infoxmations .about 
. ·:: -

the wrld- .o~ objective facts. not uith. the mannex- of 

making explicit thE$e infoxmation.s nicely 01: elegantly. 

He~:e st:yle of saying does not matter •o much. Anc;i whue 

style o# saying aoes not matter so much the question o1 

· ordei'i.n9 o.t qrrangirl9 ltllguage differently from that of 

.o .rtina;y language tloes not arise. So the qu~tion <?-£ 

violation .()f sanantical and synt~tical xules axe ;.el,~ 

tlv~~y unknown and so the ,concept of meaninglessness also 

is relativd;y unknown because the eon¢ept · o£ meaninglessness 

is 'JU.qbly relate(], td.th the· viOlation of t:JlrntaCtie ancl' sEin~t;iC 

regularities. .~any .. scientific s-entenp~~··· how:ever,;: ·Qften. can-· 
,· .. ,. . . . 

appear biz~are. to c:onmon m$'1 at f.i~~ s~~t.. Fo~ ~~le •. 
q ;' • . ' .• 

sc.ient.i.fJ..c $tpnss:ion like *Nothing is re.$lly ,SQ~i.cr may. 
. . ·. ' -. . . . ~ ' .- ' . . ~ . . . ' . . ·. 

'. ' 

seem bizzare to common man beecw.se in common us~g€!. tb.ings 

aJ.k¢. teb~~s.> ~hai~. ~#"ees are spok~ -o~--as· ":·~ltd". 4No~hing 
i~ reall;. -.. \~sOlid"' is .. a misle~Ciing ass~rt~n ,mlE!EJ~. ·~ie.nt~ts-. . ' - ... 

specify how they" .~e ud.ng the wo·rca "Solid" .• 
·:··· ' 

±1)' seienti:&H wd.ting the wor~' aie of no intrin'sic ' 

impox;t;anc~:: · ·references maae by· -the wor~ are a11 important. 

~ecause t}le'' t;;:li~ei 'concern 'o£ .sc:.L~t~t:s is' -to· give. info=~~n 
about the tact aha· ·i;J:ieii: intetr~atic;ne.' In contrast t9 

sc.tentific a·an9Uia9e-' tne ianglia~e o:f ~?o~l:Y ana~ phu~~ophy . ao 
not consist -only of ~eferenti~ o.r symbOlic us~ge but of 



sorri~in9 muc:ti .. :more.. . . J:t . is' the -~siness . of pOet ana 
• - : ' • •• ·.: • ' ' 1,. • ' • • •' ' ·, ~ • t : ', • • • • • • ·_ • • • • • • • _. 

pb.Q.osoplier to look at the t<JOrld fJ:Om infinite aimensions. 

ll'lie:Y trY. to· acqtii~te '9cm~cre:te knowie(fge o'f -the· .,,realitr• 

by pe~onatize(i exper.ienc.. And in. <bing. So. • re~J.ty''. 

stands. 'in a .rei'ative manner. The poet and the philo$pher 
.. 

pol:'li;.ray ·th·em in ·their ·own ·wsy.· ·ais expe'J;.ience o£ the worla 

is ·-inc)d~fiea. by. the ·~truc~uce .. of ·his l.sn~aga~ .. The funr;tion 

0 f l$~age in this ~pact 'is nOt . to: ciothe or robe the 

thought ~-e. the medtUm Di means. (;):f' which. t~e.· inte~<ii!Oommuni­
o~e in~o-i:mat.i.On about the ex£sting iekliit~. on· the:contrary 

i~nguage t)f' 'poet~. a~a pbllosop1ly' cr~at~--~aj:J.ty ln"~ts own 

:Image; :i3ot~ the philosopher ana .. the ·-p6~ .: ·ax-e -~a~·· the: · 
.. p~~·ive. -~pectatot of 'the •isting w6r~~l··· t~~y are' alsQ 

. . ,, 

inVolved ln thirildng ot diverse pQ$Sib.ili;ties ol; real,.it;y. 

-~nd tni~l .;ts the common grouna rotween th~- philosopher ena 
. , , ~' • , . . . . . . , . ' , . . . . . ' , , ' , ' I . - . 

th,e ;poet. )3oth. eng~ge in t;oanscenQing. acts which ~end 

the limits o:f oJ:4na~ ~eir:ienee o~ s~so~ ~eriailbe. 
~0 the eXtent a scientist . say something . t1hi~h is' akin t.o 

common sense understanding. He may ~e a::cusea: of saying 

som,~ing. nonsense ~ike •spc:lee is· actually matte~. ~he . 
• • 'J. 

root. of the philos<;)I>her and the poet in cbing philosophy 
. . .. 

:and writing. poetry is a· ·k~d of diScontent or· dissatisfac.,. 

t.:lon_ ~ut the existent th~gs_. ~oat ana philosopber . 

·always tey to enri¢h th~ concept :from their intuition• 

They ~tel:'!::rave things or events lrlith new meanings, a 



potency trih~eh. ~- r:mt~r~¥ in~uit~ve •. 'i;.chey EU:~. very much· 

sensitiv~ aPC?~t the ~:we-t; o£ wards~ .~#a this . is. clearly 

~efieeted· :in thei~ use of· metapho~. ·"'l" extent!ied tise .of. 
' • • • • • • I ' ~ • • • ' ' ' • I • ' ' ~ • 

\oJOras. J:t. helps them· to gE$ bol,.d of: n~ ideas. . _And th~ · 
. . . ·,'' ' . 

metaph<?ri<;:al: use o£ ,l~~age: i'? th~ ~.upl:~e o~an~t t?f . 
. styl:e• 

~heY· are rattling I?r·eakfast 
plates: .in basement ·kitchenS,. · 

· And- along· the tranple.d ec;lges 
' . -. . . . . ~- ' ~ . \ . 

Qf the street 
. ~ ·an awar.e . of the . danp so~s 

of house~aidS 

.sproU:tin~ aespo~aent:ly at a~ea 
gates. 

·Here· the. transference Qf. the qual.ities. of some 

.E3oitt' ~-f dep~vea ·plant gro-ll'lth ·to the houSenci.as souls 

. -~~gu.age. Colaeriage claimeq, is the • at:mow::y 
• ' '· ' ' ' • ~ ~, ' • 1 < I r 1 ' • • , : •, ' ' ,-: ' , • 

.of the human m.tDa•., an instrument .of ~a· :lmag~~i,on. 
' , ' ' ', ,, ' ' ' I ' ' • ,•' ; ' , •· ·',•, ,' .• ~~ ' 

lasngua;~ .:!-.~ ~n 1n-~rument 'by means' of 'which we ~each. 
. . ' 

beYo~d the .:i.nme&~~ lrrorla ·perceived Ql' the $ye. One ox 
. • • • '- • • ' •• • ' ' • • l ' ~ -

~he chief. ~c:t.ions Q~ po~:,:y ~s ·to evoke' fiJilOtiO~~ or 
' ·: " . . ' ' ' '· . . . 

feelings. 

I 
I 

• ' - I' <-> 
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. ' 

s~·i~ iivea u.nkriow and ferti 

could, know . 

When .Luc::y eeaseo to. .QeJ · 

$ut She' is' ill' h~ 'g~~e.- antf,o !, 
. ~he difference to· me :. 

· (w.Jilian wor~nli · .... Lue:Y> 

He·ra the ·simple 't40rds are. used to evoke the most 

powe~rul emotion. 

Styl·e also plays an .1mporta:n1: JX>le in the poetic 

language• 1\t a conferenca ~n · •Style in langu~ge~ held in 
' ' . ' - -

t~e Un.ited ·:?tate$· in 19$9, it was sttggestea that the .st:ylo 
' . . . ' . . .. ' 1 . 

o:f a person is as his. ~ingerprints.j. ~chopenh~u~r desc,J:ibea 

atyl~ as. t:J.:le ~,Phyl;J,ognqmy of the mina,·.. ,Ari.d in this 'stylis• 
•' "'!' • ' • • • • • 

. . . -. . . ~ 

tic ef~ect vagueness of meaning or wor~ :Ls an ~po~ant 

source. · ,M.Sriy thinkers annqunce that vaguttr;l~S~ is. in :fact 
., • , , '

1 
~ ~ : , • , , i I ' • ' 

·one of the baSic pr.incipl~s. ~f the .sl'!Dbol.ic aesthet~, 
• • ' • : :' . , ' l ' ' : , • • I ~ '')' ' 

Wittgenstein .in ·his Philosgphi.cal. InvestigaeJ.ons also gives 

.a similar view. He .says 

... · · · · But is a blUJ:;"~ed concept a concept 
at: all 1 ~ :ts ~ indistinct· photogJ:at:ih: 

a picture o:f a person at aJ4 1: · J:s it 
. ''even always an advantage.·~o ·~~ace ~ 

· ·indist.i,nct picture cy a sha~ onG 1 . 

. ~s~.· t the indistinct one often- exrotly . '.. ·2 . 
what we ne0d? , .. 

1 ROger Bmwn. in Sty.te in Language,,1 eel. by T.~.~epeok.' 
Canbridge Mass., ·reprint 1968,. p. 378_.-· 

2 L.Wittgmstein. P~ Basil Blackwell.. 19?6,. Se<:t. 71. 
~ • • ' k 



In tri~ . ~etrY o'~ -E~ E_~chkn.irigs :v1e .firUi phrases 

J..tke ~a- .man t1earing a. J::Ound jeer. for·. a hat••,.· "'chlldren 

bu.Udin9 this· rainman out of· snoW' and so on.t · .. And althougn 

the -al::love phrases violate some: semantical .rules;v-Je can 

understand them and this semantic violation c.;eates the 

imagery desirea. Por novelty the ~u::-iter use any wordr- that 

serve~ h~ · even the word may be sal;)J.guous or n~~.. ~he cont~ 

of ·the:utterance·helps ~ to understand l'Jhat:. the-spealter,tries 

to· si;{y. §entences tihich are anomalous· in· this way~ that i.e.~, 

by· the· employment o£ anbiguou~ and net-1 or uninterpretabl.e . 

'ti'10-l:ds are ··knOwn ·as ·~ nonsense•. But· -~his, s$!riantic v-iolation 
- -

is pennitted. for poetic' effeet •. ~hefat.1 ... Moitra sw:;.;, 

••• --~entences in scientific language: bring oown 
the l?ossibll.ity · of meaning v ar.iance almost to 

nil. ';Chis is made· possible by the fa:::t that: the 

~iverse of d;iscours~ ~ p.r~aetemninea and that 

.it Cbes not have to be detezmined by the context 
-:: 1 ' 

OJ; use. 

The language of poet.ry possesses reality and ,v:elue in its own 

right and not only as an instrument or venicle of communica­

tion. __ U~timetely :we are f~c~ated or encbapted by the use 
.. " . ' 

of languag~- by the :form of .lar1~~age. ~a the .language 

. ' ' . . 
1 ~hS£ali VJ.O~t.ra., P'J.,iteral Meaning and the Role of 

Context;"' in Logicat Form, Pregicatioti . and Ontglow 
edited' ~.l Pranab ~umar sen, Macmillan Indi.a Ltd.,l 
Delhi.- 1982.:p.1S3 •. 
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itself has become marvelous creation in the poetJ:y • 

... J\ rose~red song with sky-blue tune. a litt~e scent 

l aughte.t'· ., 1 Here the.re is a granmatical contiguity 

between the word • red•· and •song', 'blue• and •·tune' 

but ther.e is no semantic consistency between than~ 

:Here J.t can be saia that some pOetry leads us to a wrlQ, 

or et:eate~ e world which can not l)e exp.ressoo by a eustomat:y 

language •· the poet. breaks or at least mffles the boundaries 

of customaq- lan~age or preestablished linguistic systan 

c.onsciously_. Paul V aliey says "... $1biguity gives poetry 

it·s Cie:ticate challl'i•~ Even for some poet nonsense is more 

poetical thc;m sEllae. 

~he pmblem of meaninglessness alsQ ~inds its way in 

philosophy. And it fines .its way in philosophy because of 

the· vagueness involved in the very· ae:finition of philosophy 

an¢1 the nature of philosophical thinking~- In the case o:f 

philosophy to ask the general question like "what is 

philosophy?" 11What is the meaning· of the \rora 'PhUosophy'?" 

t-rould leavE! unanswered since there i$ no OJle repQrt.ive 

definition_. of philosophy.. Different paxson ol:' gxoup of 

1 Sukanta Chowahury, ~he S§!lect Nonmens; o£·,Sulgyrruar Ro~ 
Oxford Univers.ity Press, Calcutt~ 1967, p.5.6.·-' -

a Francis .. Sca,r:fe, Art of PA\}1 v ~Heinemaln, 19~., p~ 56. 
! 
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persons use ·the -word • ,PhUosophy' to. stand for veey 
. . ' . . 

aiff~~t things or ~:tivities·.. So to ask the question 
··' 

~~~8btlut phUo·oophy· ~t wocil.a :be. better to ask .in this .manner • 
• ) '.' , , , ~ • ~ , 1 : , , , , , I , , , • 1 , • • \ 

·\'Ill~ do ·you mean by the WC)X'd 'Philosophy'? Elmer Sprague 
' . . 

The qUestion "what ·is· philosopb.y?": is. like the 
.. question "what is furniture?•: .. ooth "'philosophy"' 

- '" . -

and • fumitu.re" are words that can be aPPlied to 
many· _things •. ~ ~ to an~~~r the -~e$tiori· itlihat· 'is 
. furn;tu·re?8 . One must ·detail the ctl:ffet:ent way~ 

in. t~h4.$ ·.the. wora " fuxniture• may ~ used. 
Similarl~,. ·•n ~swer ·to the question •what· is 
phiio$epby?"i requires a detailing of what the· 
t"10rd ,may mesn.- 1 

·-:No~~ :I Shall. ~cus my attentio~ .on the i~.sue that 

··~1!~ philosopheE or g%oup· ~f philosophers :mak~ a p~rticfular 

SYf?tem' • a system o£ :belief and f:hfil1: can meaningfully ·be said 

.te also dete.b:ninea by that· part.icular systen. . When two 

systene made ey.' the ph.:llosOpber Or 9%0Up Of ph:ilosoph~rs 
' ...... ' cont:·r '.aaJ.ci;: · ~1ith eaeh othex the problem o£ m~aningl_essness -

· ~reej) in. -:~a thi.st can be eXplicate .prop~rly by presenting 

- ·the instances .of variou$ ·kinds o£ ~on;fl~ting v.;l.ews about 

the :a;~c;me s®jEc:t :·matt~ in pbilo~o~y •.. 

' ... ·_ 
'. ,, . .': 

1 ~prague Elmer. What is PhJJ.qsgphy :. A Short Intedlctiqg.. 
Nero-1 York,. Oxford University Press# .. 1961,. pp. 3-4.- · 



, PhilosoPhy. in contrast with natural science 
. . . . -

:announced' the ultimate nature of the world or the- nature . . .. . ... - . . ' . ' . . . -· · ... ' -·- ' 
. . . .. . . 

o.f the l'iO:rl.d as a whole on the ba$:is· of. lpgic (_while the 
. -·.· . .. . .. . . . . - . . . ' - ' ' . - _, . . . ' ... 

natu.t.a1 sei.entists·• .Q.es~riptl,on o; th~ ~te?rla ~is Sl:l:bJect to 

emperic:al obsez:vat:loiJ). Ana the ph.Uosopher em conce.ive 

result ··.there ·we CaD. £ind· ·the • .ideaiists -~ri~· ·the- ·world o£ 
... - . . ' ,I '' .'- - •l 

...... ~ ' . 

matericilii~s 'and 'eo- many. l:aecilist .pblloBC;)p~ers. ,beli~e 
. . ' . . . . : . .. - . : . . ' . .. : ~ - : : . ' . . ' ' - . . . -( ' . . . 

that aboVe ~d ~f!l'P,~a the p~rc~ving :warl·d .. ther~ is. a world 
. ' ·.-- . . 

o:f extrE(p.rainary state--'o£·· affaiX:s. "Aild' ~t-.i~'the task of 

·the ph·ua~10ph~.r·t:o ~eim::h _c,~ ·su~h -~-r.,rdin~~ state of 
O O O" 0 0 ' • O O' 

0 0 
A 0 o ol 0 0 O ' '

0
0 

• • • ' ' • • • • • • 1.' ~ • - • • • • • -

affairs· ~±es c~nc-ealf3a- (the worJ.·cl oi:: ideas.!- the t~orld as ... - .. ' ,· .. - .. . . -- .. - . . 

God• s mind> ·•· ~-Ana the logic they give. in favour o:f their . . 

arpent. is' that the worla of sense does not pJ:Ovide than_ 
- . ' . . ' 

.... 

satis:factoty objects of ·knowledge because of its tWer cbanging 
' - . . . .-

natura ..... Orlly the idea• can provide them an altemat~ve satJ.•-
. ' ' - .. 

Behind the changing phenomenon the.J:e l..ie$ the . . . . . 
•'· -· ' 

unchanged ~d unchanging subst~~e. ~ih.i~h pr6v:iq~ pe:tm~ent 
' . ' . - . . 

'•"'.' · . .: ' ,' 

.· ·- In'-contrary to the :icieaJ.'ists ·.logiC about the 'Q:iS­

tence·~o:f- the -~rorld· o£ taeas material~sts 'give the±#' logic' in 
' . . . 

~avow: ··o; .the~ t11ot"ld of .Sen~e or the '_t)ar<::e,1.yin9 world.· 
. . 

~ccor&.,ng .:t.o tpem .the statements .made.- by the ·.idealist xor -
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'. ' . . ' . . . ' . 
· pez;c~'iving \'rorld -would not make sens~. Th$Y are simply 

~ - . . . . -

meaningl¢S$ expression~ Fo,x: · a . statEment to ·be • meaningful 
• ' •1 

~0 an .EmJ?.1.~~iS~ tne thitig ta:tJ~ad a}x)u1; tii\JSi; in some WSy . 
. ' - .. . . . . .. . ' 

-be .the. sort of thing tt];at can be experiencea. Thus the . . 
statenent -~ade. bir :the .ideali:,it' sucb' aS .•~ct h~··a pe:tC¢.ving 

,i ' . . . . - . ' . . 
' ~ ,I , . • • ' ' \ f ; ' • 

m~~·- ."T.he world of Idea:J --~~ th.e ~~~ ·:foxins o£ ser.l$.ible 

ol:>jeQt~:.:.:~e .r~araeca by_ th~ ethpbici,.sts _ • $a nie~in9~es8 • 
. ,·'-. ..... · . . ,. 

·., Itl· i')()et%y . and . iii_ pldJ.()sOphy '~anguage. has -a 

ped~ it:ttt;iln.PO rt 131ic~~ . . PhU.osopher· ·ana· ·poet· have- oo alter• 
' . . -

native ~t -Go oo~ this thmugb langciage .itsei:f~: ay• the· · 

nat~re· ·o£:···t:heir· art· 'th~y must ·be coiice#n¢d with language 

(.if' pnilosopny can"l:lte' reg~;J:.decf as a. kind of .a~)~. LJ;'he 

t-oot .. ·£o£-b6th of them is: a lund-of dissat-is£aetion --~-·-. . . . . . . '' ' . - . . .. -

aissatiSfact±on·. ~ut the orainary or· ·ev~ryday· us.e o:i( 
. . . . . ' ' - ~ . . . . - - -

l:ahgua~e: 6r it may· be · about the orCU;naJ:Y co~cept · o£ 

reality. Poin~r philosophy· and· wri.tilng poetrY_ is· an 

attanpt ·to:··un.freeze habits o:f no mal .thinking,. t~ red~em 

them by l.ess rigid and rest.r~ct.ed one. 'I'he nature oi 
... 

philosophical and poetical language ~s such 1:hat •the 
. . . . . . . . . , .'... . . . . . . : . . . . . . ·.·. . .. ~ : l: 

vew manne~ of saying is intrinsic ·~· what ;:J.s sai~ :• -·· 
' ' ' ' 

.. 

Whe pbi:loso,pber and the poet is the generator of a new 

1 .Margaret <;hattarj ea.· The· Lansuag·e of Ph:Uosophval 
Allied Publishers Private Ltd., Calcutta 1981,.· 
p.134. . 



l~guage gane -the· possessor of highly liDQPiistic 

imagination. l?hilosophical writing ·exp;oes$. insights -

tJ;le way in '\~hich the wo_rld J.s concai.ved ana the manne: 

iii, which they are expressed is an integral part o :f it. 

'Xhe way~ o# saying or style aetemnine what someone wants 

'td' -say. ~ expressing his sul>tle experience, his inS.ights 

or ·vis.io:o. philosopller sometim~ goes J:>eyona the boundaries 

of· ever:vday !language. Though they usa the ol:.'Qinary t1oras 

they use them in a very deeper sense. This kind o£ activity 

of the philosopher involves lingui.stic .imagination an4 

:fOJt t>IhiCh no rules can be given. In -do~g so they eVen 

sometimes texminate into vagueness or unclarity. Following 

Wittgenstein we ma:y say occasionally the ... blurred edges" 

c~ .. cfP· the Job ve.ty well. Walsmann also says this : 

!ll pnUosophe ~ · instead of pre~hing the 
.tight~usnes·s or ordina.ey speecm_ .should 
learn· to be on his guara. against the pit:f$ll.s 
ever present in its fo:Qns •• • just as a good 

. ' 

~w-e.r must be able to ~im up stre~ so the 

.Philosaphe~ should master the unspeakably 
Ci.U:£ic~t art of think4,ng up speech, against 

th~ current of cl:Lch~. 1 
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!I'h~ ~ que$t~n ·naturCI].ly_ arises 1 Does evez;yday use 

of. ~~wage ·- the- ~anguage. we' use in o~&nary convusation,·. 
~ • ' • • • • • • ~ • • • ' • • • • • • • ' ' • • •• ' • • • ' 1 • • • • ' • • ' • • • • • •• 

no~ .. a ptt)per way _of us;ing language ? ... X:t. ~~~.all nQbt~ . _,But 

£~m this . .it <lbes not imply that one c~t use 1 an9Uage 
. . ' ' ' . ' . . ~ - . . . . . . ' ' . . . . - . ' . _.. ~ - . . . . . . . 

dif;e~en~ly~-.: ~:~an who posse.S~es .. f.:lm~tl~ss fund of Jmagina-
,. ' ' ' ' • '' .. , • ' "' ''• • • ,,'. I' '•' • ' :.· '' • 'I' ' 

tiq!;l <?r. ~ssesse$ Subtle ~igh~ Can b;ing S new S!jmse from 
. . '· .· . . . .... -~ ' ' .· .·' . , .. - : '. ·:·.\ ~- .. · . '.l··~: .: : ::_·. '' 

the appg£ent nonsenS!)e~ 
~ . . . ·. .. . - .. Bven a paracfbJCical senter;Lce like 

. . . . . . 

. . 
thip c~es .f~ his .e¥.trao.~~na,ry ]tina. o£. expeneJ;J.Ce• 

• • • 0 ' ' • • ' ' • I • I ' 

l?hilosophi.eal a~mtents enable \lS to see th_ings iJl a new 
. . .. .. .. . . . . 

v1ay though thf;:ly do not confo~ 'logical I.'Ul.e~. Waismann . . ' ' . . ·.. ' : . \ . 

The essential . difference bet~-JeSn phUoaophy 
and l.ogia is that logic constrains. u~ 't'ihile 

phUo~~Y le~es us ·free i in ·a ·;Phuo~o;phic 
di~qussi.on we are le4. s~ep Dy: step, to Change 

' ' '" I ~ I ' I I 

our .. z:ngle ()f v$:;-;~on, e.g. to pas~ from one 
WEN: .~f putting ~ quest1on t9 -~the~ and this 

~ • 
1 

I ' ' ' • • ' ' • o • I I ' ,. < 

0 
1 o t /' 

w~~ , ou~ $Jpontaneous aJ:gUment - a thing . . . . ' ' ' . . 
p~foundly different fr~ deduc.ing. theor~s 

I ~ ' 1 ' , ' ~ 

from a given set of premises • ~ • The essence 
o£ philosophy lies ill. its freeaom.-1 

~d the ;-oct of the concept of meanin~lesanes~ .\J.es herein 

i,e •. - in free~ • :tb:eedo~ to think- <:if:&a: ~·ressing it. 



.-. ~V~%t PhilosophSJ: th~ .in his own· t-Jay,J -in his Own 

· ,~tltQ_lo9ic·~- · ha:kground ·oil:. :~et-lo#k. : OutaiCi~ his· concepw 

. tuG! :fi;an·e:tjo~.-c·e:t"tiain -~liess!Ons· -~- eXpt~sio~s 4)~ · !' 

. ·.4ifferent ~uosa:Pn.tcal- bacl:ground-·seens: to hiin·.not· £else 

· · · ~t·. ·in¢t;slj,in9l,ess:.,._. ·1Jin1s: .the. concept: -~:f .llle~glessn~Si$ : . .. ' . 

:~at,<?·. tn~.i.~ o:r.tgin ·tn the. nature·-o~~ pbilQ$oPh:Y· -·.tiis~# •. -_ : ·. 

Zt al~ ~in~ .its way in: I)oe:t.ical language: ~ I 
. ' . • :. . ~ •' • • . . • i. 

have ~en1:i.i.?n~o-e.~lier.-: _,Poet . .tr J.nvolv.e$ a ldnd'of· ·.tmme91ate 
. . . . . ' . . . - - ·' .. -· . .,_ -

an4 witching embodinumt· of. i.nsi.gbts i.tl .ye-~bai- fo-. . In 
: . ; ' \ : ' - ' ·. ' . ~_: . ·.- ', ~ ... : - .. - . . . . ' . ' . . . . . - . . . . - . . . . . . - -.. . . . . . . ~ .. 

espress·.tn~l -eh~.i~ ins.lght~: the.t.t-· imaginary Wor14: thE$ 
• ' - • ' • • ' • l ~ ' • - ·- • • • • . - • . • .• - • • • ' • ~ . - ~ • . ~ 

. tz:~c~qs.,·tne limits o:f_·.~~.irig· -i:an9l;i~e ana --~t~lish a 
. ' . ' . - . . . . . . :. . - . - - - . ·- . - ~ - ' . . . 

. spi-rit o# I\Onsens(!.. ~ukumai:' .R_oy -nmaed this. $PEaCJ.a! V'E!in o.f 
• .,! • • • - • • • • • • • -~ • - • ' ' •• - • 

nonsen$e the OSD. or sp.tr.it Qf- whimfY• ·-In· his . Rhvmes -w.ithou~ 

. R~~ea <~1-... ~~1) · we· ~ill~-DC)nsen~l.~~- .. :exp~es~.ton~ like a 
. ' ~ . . .· . ~' : . . . . . . " . . . . ' ' ~ : . ' . . · .. ' -- -·. . 

... ) . . -- J .·' .. 

··A ;pQchaxa: ana poreupme.·. · aef¥irt~ th~ · 
·· gr-ar.tan$,, . C~bi#~d: i:b ':fbtm: a 
·· -~~h~:r::4ff. · ·•n:dfUi of.· thcl.r :vai,iance •. 

- ' . . . .· . ·. . : -, ~ . 
. .. . 

: · ·;AnaFthfs i.tteiaq. nonsen~ ·C~ates ·an appa~nt 
- . ' ' . . _· ' -

g.J;av~~i ·"L-Ihteh·. ~s ~e~nt tn· pci~.a~ ,:.e. ~ .. poen is a wor~cfi 
·:· • • • , , • . , • •, I';; 

of .1~-~- owp;~·- . U~~ke the :p"'se .tt: d;)as--not accept the cqnven­

:tional vehiCle o:f lsnguageil ·In ·poet~ the mind . .i.s at;:t.tv-. 
- . . . . ' . ' . . .. 

. . . . -
· · .Jl:av:Jilg to_· m£:1ke ±~· own systen.a. 

. ' • I 
.In ·p;,etL<;al .QictiQn the wor~ 

, ' • " " ' : ' :•, , .•,: I 

,·' :• -. 
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. It iS· necess aiy to postu];ate.-at- ·one~ tw() · -

. s~t~~:?# t~at·: Q.f. p~s~ ~-1~ie~, \-1~ bav'e· 
lUl.Own. ;from. you~· yo~th up,. and that· of . 

. ·- . . . . . • • . ·' . .. . 1 ; . - :· ~ . : . . . : ·. . ' . .-· - . . • . -

. poet:y .about which anyone who· WJ;"ite:s 
-; O ,' ' 0 1 O ~ oo O O O < ' • I : 

0 
O 0 i 0 f O • O 

0 0 
0 

M 
0 

° ' 

· · p(Jetry ·\.,Ul have gu.rtmerin9s, ·_·we :Which· 

is ·not ·taught ~the schools.- 1· 

1 .. .TSlizabeth ~.~el.~. _The Structure :9£ Po§tJD.r•l ,1\putledge 
· '"'.J<.eg~ :~aUJ. ~ta.·,-.· ;LondO~. 195l.,<pp.-· ~00-JOl. · 

0· 


