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SEMIOTICS OF THOUGHT AND LANGUAGE
Makarova O.V. (the group of 46-81), Korepanov V.K. (Udmurt State University) (under the instruction of Prof. Korepanov K.I.)
There are theses mentioned below of different authors relating to the theme given “Semiotics of thought and language”. Semiotics is the science about signs and sign systems as the means of keeping, transferring and recreation of information in the human society, nature and human beings theirselves. In two words, semiotics is the science discipline about meanings of words and sentences.

But what is justly the meaning? First, it is thought to be the main question on the way to give interpretation to our point of view. Second, try to assume different views and picture our canvas of assumptions. Let’s assume our first category of this topic. 
According to the definition given in a particular source /1/,

“Meaning n. 1. Something that is conveyed or signified; sense or significance.

2. Something that one wishes to convey, especially by language: The writer's meaning was obscured by his convoluted prose.

3. An interpreted goal, intent, or end: "The central meaning of his pontificate is to restore papal authority" (Conor Cruise O'Brien).

4. Inner significance: "But who can comprehend the meaning of the voice of the city?" (O. Henry).

adj.: 1. Full of meaning; expressive.

2. Disposed or intended in a specified manner. Often used in combination: a well-meaning fellow; ill-meaning intentions.

Synonyms: meaning, acceptation, import, sense, significance, signification”.
Thus, we have a lot of significances (values) of the definition of meaning many of which are interrelated to the other principal definitions of our theme such as “thought” and “language”. But what is thought itself?
Thought is correlated with thinking. “Thought and thinking are mental forms and processes, respectively ("thought" is both). Thinking allows beings to model the world”/5/. So, we may say to induct that thought represents the infinite product of thinking.
Let’s generalize the points of view on our second category of this topic. In this aspect it seems to be important to refer to the language of thought hypothesis (LOTH). “LOTH is an empirical thesis about the nature of thought and thinking. According to LOTH, thought and thinking are done in a mental language, i.e., in a symbolic system physically realized in the brain of the relevant organisms.”/2/ Thus, we may introduce the term of a mental language and define it ourselves as a building of the form of thought’s transferring in our mind preceding to its expression by verbal, written or other accessible media.
What is thought to be the language? Let’s assume our third category of this topic. “Many animal and even plant species communicate with each other.  Humans are not unique in this capability.  However, human language is unique in being a symbolic communication system that is learned instead of biologically inherited.  Symbols are sounds or things which have meaning given to them by the users.  Originally, the meaning is arbitrarily assigned… Language and speech are not the same thing.  Speech is a broad term simply referring to patterned verbal behavior.  In contrast, a language is a set of rules for generating speech… Over the last few centuries, deaf people have developed sign languages that are complex visual-gestural forms of communicating with each other.  Since they are effective communication systems with standardized rules, they also must be considered languages in their own right even though they are not spoken.” /3/ That’s why the degree of development of these emerging language rules sets should originally predetermine the scope of correlation between thought and language (accordingly as we would see below - between the intention and the expression of given mental forms) as a whole and consequently in particular cases.
Usually language is not just a set of rules governing sound symbols in the process of our communication. To be true speaking about symbols, there are not only sound ones, but also “visual-gestural” signs by which defining the form of communication mentioned above in the source of /3/. Considering verbal behavior, we have to mention intonation and gests as the principal sources of information. So, according to one of the Spanish video conferences, the contribution of the aspects of sign languages (we mean soundless non-verbal forms of communication such as mimicry, gests and others) and intonation (sound non-verbal forms) taking together are equal to 7 percent of total information volume (depending the sort of pronounced text, emotional conditions, temperament of the person and other circumstances, of course)./10/
We would like to represent our point of view to examine above mentioned positions. We've got to say that meaning in the thought and languages usually stands to be quite a different. We suppose the significance of the expression in the thought, namely in the mind of an information emissor, in its mental language, to be more direct with the relation to intention what truly tends to say the speaker. But in the process of thought (or idea) transition to the listener (or addressee) or simply transformation of virtual and soundless mental language to the real one (We would like to name it as an uttered language) we just see a significant change in the originated idea. We suppose to name it as a distortion of the idea or its attrition because usually the emissor of language symbols tends to give to the listener more information part of which is implicated and often not perceived by the addressee. That modification partly and partially leads us to the following conclusion: “The thought uttered is lie”. In this way among other hypotheses we are arguing for expression theory of meaning (ETM).
“Words are conventional signs of mental states, principally thoughts and ideas, and that meaning consists in their expression. This expression theory of meaning is developed by carrying out the Gricean programme, explaining what it is for words to have meaning in terms of speaker meaning, and what it is for a speaker to mean something in terms of intention.”/4/ Grice “develops the theory of thought as a fundamental cognitive phenomenon distinct from belief and desire, argues for the thesis that thoughts have parts, and identifies ideas or concepts with parts of thoughts.”/4/
We try to relate LOTH and ETM in this work as the theories paid particularly our attention. Why? As we assume and generalize that in our opinion transmition of the thought from the addresser to the addressee (listener or spectacular or the person getting information by other senses) considers in formulating the intention in the language of thoughts (or mental language), on the one hand, and then its real expression according to given symbolic communication system, on the other hand. That’s why, talking about thoughts, the intention and the expression we believe to be the central linking parts of above mentioned theories. Also, as for us, the intention should correspond as more as possible with the speaker meaning applying by the method of induction the knowledge of the sourse/4/.
“The Language of thought hypothesis applies to thoughts which have propositional content, and as such is not meant to describe everything that goes on in the mind. However, the aim of the theory is to accurately describe the way in which our thoughts relate by providing a semantic structure for our thoughts. In the most basic form, the theory states that thought follows the same rules as language; thought has syntax. In order for the theory to accomplish this, it must claim that the linguistic tokens used in mental language must be simple concepts; of course, these simple concepts taken together with logical rules can be manipulated to form significantly more complex concepts”./5/ All the concepts, no matter of its complexitivity, have to be expressed in order to achieve minds of other people (addressee), that’s why we refer to ETM as above mentioned, “explaining what it is for words to have meaning in terms of speaker meaning, and what it is for a speaker to mean something in terms of intention.”/4/
“Correct communication between a sign, its sense and value should be such that certain sense would correspond  to a sign, and to sense, in turn, - certain value while to one value (one subject) corresponds not only one sign. The same sense is expressed differently not only in different languages, but also in the same language.”/8/

In conclusion, we would like to say that there are some disputes and a lot of points of view relating to the concepts of above mentioned categories. These disputes and a variety of treatises are expected to be in the future because as many other philosophical categories have a tendency to be discussed, deepen and developed. But sentence which seems to be a true are: “Thought without language as the spirit without a body, cannot be.”/7/ And we cannot doubt in the validity as well as verse versa because the thought is primary thing in the given context, and for transfer of value (meaning) from thoughts to mind of others with a view of high-grade cultural interaction of people is required itself language participation.
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