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Discussion on Whether Meanings Can Occur Before Language and Sign

FU Fei —xiong
( College of Liberal Arts Chongqing Normal University Chongqing 401331  China)

Abstract: According to Husserl perceptional meaning occurs before any language expressions but it is a kind of meaning belonging
to basic level. Perceptional meaning from body proposed by Maurice Merleau — Ponty is also a basic one but adds some ambiguities.

Perception discussed by Martin Heidegger is based on existential understanding about being of Dasein. According to his interpreta—
tion perception and meaning understood by human occur before the meanings of any propositions and any statements which are presen—
ted by language. However in their essences perception and meaning understood by human Being ( or discourse) is identical. Name—
ly Being speaks or presents itself by itself. These opinions about meanings of the above philosophers are limited by their perspective of
narrowly — defined language. Meanings created by non — language thinking come into being before meanings created by language how—
ever dont come into being before signs. Therefore if a study is conducted from the perspective of generally — defined language
('signs) it can be concluded that the wholeness of meanings”occurrence which makes the inter — subjectivity necessary to meanings —

receiving meanings — interpreting meanings — exchanging and has to depend on the carrier of signs. In addition a study on how
meanings occur from the perspective of signs will be helpful both to explore the depth and width of meanings”occurrence and to give a
better interpretation to what is the early development of human’ s generally — defined languages.

Keywords: perceptional meaning; fundamental meaning; non — language thinking; the perspective of signs
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