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Nino Khuberashvili

Semantics and Pragmatics of Sentence Connectives in

Natural Language

Resume:

The paper deals with the differentiation between what is said and what is
meant in our verbal communication, which is consider as coded information by
linguists . We are interested in the fact which content elements of an utterance

should be traced back to word meanings and which to the specific use of the
words.

In uttering verbal expressions to achieve communicative goals, we must be
able to use the expressions appropriately. But how do we proceed if every word
has a fixed meaning that language users reproduce in their utterances. Or are
there no fixed meanings but only rules of use that guide the language users in
their formulations.

Linguists have two competing strategies for the description of verbal -
communication. For linguists pursuing the first strategy, verbal communication
can be exhaustively described by reference to word meaning, sentence meaning,
and the meaning relations holding among verbal expressions. Linguists pursuing
the second strategy seek to avoid assuming the existence of meanings; they try
to describe the same phenomena in terms of language use.

Comparing the two strategies might lead one to regard them as merely
terminological variants of the same theory, equally applicable and equally
efficient in the description of verbal communication, were it not for the fact that
they involve different empirical hypotheses and apply different methods of

investigation. Monists of meaning usually assume that we have direct empirical
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access to word meanings and that rules of word use, if such things exist, are
easily derivable from word meanings. Monists of use tend to believe that only
the use of a word is empirically accessible, and that the meanings of that word,
if such things exist, must be derived from its use. Common to each monism,
however, is the assumption that its respective approach can give a complete
linguistic explanation of how language functions.

Focusing on sentence connectives, I am going to argue against monistic
approaches and in favor of a theory that assigns complementary roles to the

meaning and to the use of words in verbal communication.



