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The Concept of Meta-danguage and Its Value to Literary Interpretation

Fu Feixiong
( Department of Literature and Media Yibin College Yibin Sichuan 644000)

Abstract: Modern western logic and language philosophy have dealt with metadanguage from the per—
spective of formal semantics which serves only the analysis of semantic logical structure of proposition and
studies on semantic truth value. A semiotic approach to metadanguage is therefore more systematic and univer—
sal owing to its interpretation of the semiotic meaning of whole human sign system. In the fields of modern lin—
guistics  literary criticism translation studies computer science and education many studies operate on the
conceptions of metadanguage and meta-consciousness. The conception of metadanguage includes that of meta—

consciousness but the former is not fully equivalent to the latter. Both are of great value to meta-interrogation

of literary interpretation.
Keywords: metaJanguage meta-consciousness semiotics literary interpretation
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