The Problem of Meaning in Life: Usage and Generativity in the Spoken Language of Israelis in Different Life Stages
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The proposed project will examine the problem of meaning in life from a theoretical and empirical-developmental perspective of the study of language. The purpose of the research is to examine how speakers at different life stages understand and construct meaning in life. The study proposes a novel examination of this through the analysis of rich transcripts of semi-structured interviews using an interdisciplinary methodology combining language and discourse analysis. The common ground (Arvidson 2014) is that spontaneous speech in everyday spoken language is a portal through which feelings, attitudes, and subjective perceptions are reflected in an authentic and unmediated way. In this speech, it is possible to distinguish between conscious speech.	Comment by JA: דורית – אולי כבר פה כדאי להסביר בקצרה למה את מתכוונת בביטוי meaning in/of life. מאחר שלא ברור מה זה קצת קשה להבין. 
כמו"כ, התחביר מורה כאילו זה משהו אוביקטיבי הזהה לכל אחד.  אולי לייחס את זה לאינדובידיאל? כגון: 

how speakers at different life stages understand and construct meaning in their lives	Comment by JJ: Is something missing here?
The project will be comprised of two sections—theoretical and empirical. The theoretical section will include an interdisciplinary discussion that links perceptions of meaning in language to perceptions of meaning in life. The discussion will focus on the tensions between conceptions of meaning based on social agreements and shared social values, and conceptions of meaning that center on establishing individual and universal meaning and which are not dependent on a specific society. The theoretical discussion will also establish the methodology for the qualitative research.
The empirical study will be based on semi-structured in-depth interviews with native Hebrew speakers in four different age groups: 10-year-old children, adults aged 20-30, adults aged 40-50, and adults aged 70 and over. Each group will contain 20 participants with an equal gender distribution. Analysis of the interviews will focus on the various ways that speakers choose, consciously or unconsciously, to formulate their responses to questions about how they perceive different aspects of meaning in their lives and their value.
Through analysis of the interviews, which will use tools from linguistic, discourse, and conversational analysis, the study will attempt to answer the following questions: what are the grammatical surface-structure characteristics of the various answers to questions about meaning in life, and how do they compare the characteristics of the grammatical deep-structures of the same answers? What circumstances result in individuals contending with questions of meaning in life? What types of narratives are formed following these and other circumstances? What expressions of creative generativity compared to expressions of regulatory function arose in the interviews? Does age or gender have an effect on how meaning in life is articulated? How were expressions of direct meaning formulated, and how were expressions of indirect meaning formulated? What recursive uses and what expressions of “private language” characterized the descriptions of meaning?	Comment by JA: Note the rephrasing
The concluding discussion of the empirical research findings in light of the preliminary theoretical discussion will address the tense interplay between social norms and individual expressions of meaning in life. Through this comparison, a distinction can be made between expressions of meaning that are indicative of individual choice, and expressions of meaning that reflect agreements and judgments based on a form of life. More generally, the concluding discussion will indicate the role of language and its various mechanisms in establishing a sense of meaning in life at different ages, and on a more general level, the relationship between establishing meaning in language and establishing meaning as a mental process.
Detailed Description of the Research Program
1. Scientific Background
1.1	 The Study of Meaning in Life
The search for meaning in life and the will to meaning is the “primary motivational force” in human life (Frankl 1959: 121). This search is inherent in both the contents and the method of Plato’s dialogues, which are founded on conceptual analysis with the object being the discovery of the meaning of life and its purpose (Plato 1997; Scolnikov 2008). Although “meaning in life” did not appear in Plato’s writings as a concept per se parallel concepts such as purpose and destiny were discussed at length (Peperzak 2003, 41). The Platonic method of dialogue and the idea that one must “give birth” to the contents of life’s meaning in life from the words of an interlocutor was also adopted as a therapeutic method by Viktor Frankl, who situated the search for purpose and meaning in life as a fact at the heart of psychotherapy (Frankl 1959, 122).	Comment by JA: הרשיתי לעצמי לנסח קצת מחדש	Comment by JJ: Axiom?	Comment by JA: Or truth?
Western philosophy’s discussion of the question of meaning in life can be said to begin with Descartes, the father of modern philosophy, who argued that this meaning is based on virtue, including happiness (Descartes 1988 I, 125). However, the phrase “meaning of life” as a concept first came into use in the eighteenth century (Landau 1997, 263). It received more attention in the nineteenth century, amid the decline of religion and the rise of humanist-existentialist thought. The term “meaning of life” was used interchangeably both in a general sense of the meaning of the world, and in an individual-subjective sense as the meaning of the value and importance of individual lives. In the nineteenth century, the concept began to be addressed in a variety of fields. Two prominent thinkers who addressed it, and who are the subject of much scholarly work, are Soren Kierkegaard (Kierkegaard 1944) and Leo Tolstoy (Tolstoy [1879] 1987).	Comment by JA: See edit	Comment by JA: משפט זה תורגם נכון אבל כוונתך לא נהירה לי. במה הוא היה בשימוש interchangeably? האם זה היה כך רק בתקופה הזאת או עד היום? 
Kierkegaard, who is considered the father of modern existentialism, explored the meaning of life in the context of ethics, aesthetics, and religion (Golomb et al. 1995). Kierkegaard argued that forming a discussion is the first stage in clarifying an individual’s destiny in the world. Later, the individual must continue his investigation on the ethical plane, and finally on the religious plane (Krishek 2022). Kierkegaard’s book Stages on Life’s Way articulates the necessity of an individual’s gradual development in finding meaning in life (Kierkegaard 1998). Further, Kierkegaard pointed out how literary creativity is key to subjective reflection, arguing that only through subjective choice can we confer meaning on reality (Sagi 2000). Kierkegaard’s statement that “subjectivity is truth; subjectivity is actuality” (1944: 343) is an inspiration for this project, which focuses on “meaning in life,” in the subjective-individual sense of the construct. Although subjectivity can be understood in several ways (Landau 2020), the idea is to extricate a perception of the meaning that a particular speaker articulates within his life experience (Metz 2013). Tolstoy followed a path similar to that of Kierkegaard. His literary work preceded his philosophical work but unlike Kierkegaard, Tolstoy did not view his work as being a stage on the way to finding the meaning of life, but instead considered his religious faith to be the primary source of meaning in his life (Hosseini 2023; Jareño-Alarcón 2023).	Comment by JA: יצירת בדיון. 
Do you mean creating a fiction? I do not really understand the point. The standard reading of Kierkegaard has the first stage as the aesthetic. 	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant here?

https://books.google.co.uk/books?redir_esc=y&id=_1KqB79Y3l8C&q=subjective+choice#v=snippet&q=linguistic%20creativity&f=false

This is what Sagi refers to on p 54 here
In the wake of the Second World War, it became apparent that meaning in life is distinct from such constructs as wellbeing or happiness. Life in the Nazi extermination camps, as Frankl (1959 [1946]) demonstrated, may have been meaningful—but it was certainly neither happy nor a life of wellbeing (Landau 2022: 2). Analytical philosophers, whose work is of particular relevance to this study due to their focus on language, did not concern themselves overmuch with questions of meaning in life (Landau 2022: 1). Further, the few studies that have examined the question of meaning in life from the perspective of analytical philosophy do not take into account the contribution that linguistic theories and concepts have made to this debate (Landau 2022; Metz 2013). Since the mid-twentieth century, the topic has developed in different directions, but its complexity remains unchanged (Landau 1997).	Comment by JJ: King and Hicks who wrote this on "meaning in life" call it a construct not a concept

https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/10.1146/annurev-psych-072420-122921	Comment by JJ: Landau uses the phrase "meaning in life" (not of life) so I am using this here

https://global.oup.com/academic/product/the-oxford-handbook-of-meaning-in-life-9780190063504?cc=us&lang=en&	Comment by JJ: Of meaning in life? It is a bit unclear
Beyond the philosophical difficulty inherent in the construct of meaning in life and the considerable complexity inherent in describing it from a scientific perspective, it also presents linguistic difficulties. Meaning in life is among the vaguest of abstract constructs and involves complex and subjective processes that are not necessarily causal. Further, like other abstract constructs (such as happiness, morality, and love) meaning in life is ambiguous, and it is not possible to identify any clear referents for it. Similar to other abstract constructs, meaning in life is influenced by individual life experiences, the particular context in which it is used, and the specific culture within which it arises (Barsalou 1987).	Comment by JJ: King and Hicks who wrote this on "meaning in life" call it a construct not a concept

https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/10.1146/annurev-psych-072420-122921	Comment by JJ: Is this the intended meaning? I don't want to say processes twice in the same sentence	Comment by JJ: ולא ניתן להצביע על רפרנטים ברורים שעליהם הוא מצביע

Is this the intended meaning here?
Do you mean "concrete referents" rather than clear referents? Or is it better to say "to define it in a concrete way that is the same for everyone" rather than saying "referent"--is it really a "referent"?
Paul Thagard (2019) has proposed an interesting and important methodological approach for analyzing consciousness, insights from which will be integrated into the qualitative research questions of this study. Thagard’s proposal involves three categories: exemplars (like Tolstoy), typical features (such as purpose, value, and reflection), and explanations (such as mental, neural, and social). In another study, Thagard describes two approaches to the problem of meaning in life and accordingly divides scholars into two groups—those who focus on the individual aspect (such as Hill (2018)) and those who focus on the normative aspect (such as Wolf (2020) and Landau (2017)). Thagard proposed unifying these two approaches by “identifying objective sources of meaning for all” (Thagard 2022: 134). Here, it is important to note Thagard’s argument (2022: 134) that findings regarding meaning in life should be seen as lacking essentialness, in the spirit of Wittgenstein’s methodological concept of Familienähnlichkeit (family resemblance) (Wittgenstein 2019: 66-67). The concept of family resemblance will also be used in this study as a tool to analyze the content of the interviews. While Thagard (2022) proposed dealing with the problem of meaning in life by recognizing the relevance of neuroscience, this study proposes doing so through language analysis, using methodological tools that allow us to reveal both individual choices and the normative use of existing content related to meaning in life.	Comment by JJ: This sentence is very hard to understand unless we say up front what it is about

Thagard proposed an analysis of consciousness through these three categories, we do say this further down in the sentence but you have to read through a lot to find that out.	Comment by JJ: This is in English in the source but is the intended meaning really Tolstoy? Here, Thagard describes "exemplars" as External perceptions such as colors, internal perceptions such as pain, emotions, thoughts, and self-awareness. 

https://www.psychologytoday.com/gb/blog/hot-thought/202111/regaining-consciousness

Thagard says that exemplars are "standard examples"

If Tolstoy is meant I would explain why.	Comment by JJ: See above link, Thagard lists these as Experience, awareness, attention, starts/stops, and unity. 
And Explanations of as behaviors, reports, and experiences	Comment by JJ: I assume this is Thagard (2022) which is cited further down but I would put the citation here	Comment by JJ: I assume that the refs here are to the examples of each category suggested by Thagard 	Comment by JJ: The meaning here is not clear
Family resemblance means that things that are thought to be connected by one essential shared feature are actually connected by a series of overlapping similarities but there is no one single shared essential feature. 
I think this sentence needs more explanation or unpacking.	Comment by JJ: This needs unpacking further, as it stands it is not clear what "recognizing the relevance of neuroscience" in this context means exactly, or how exactly one should go about doing this when analyzing findings re meaning in life.	Comment by JJ:  בעזרת כלים מתודיים שיאפשרו להראות הן בחירות אינדיבידואליות והן שימוש נורמטיבי בתכנים קיימים של משמעות בחיים.	Comment by JJ: It is not clear to me what is meant here by 

שימוש נורמטיבי בתכנים קיימים של משמעות בחיים

I would unpack (a) what are these תכנים קיימים and what does "normative use" mean in this context? Otherwise I feel I am trying to grasp or guess at the meaning. Do you mean "existing phenomena that are generally agreed to confer meaning in life such as success or morality" or something?
1.1.1 Meaning in Life from a Developmental Perspective
Questions regarding meaning in life, including whether it exists or not, or whether one has a sense of it or not, are relevant to any human being at any age and life stage. The choice to examine the developmental aspects of the conceptualization and experience of meaning in life, as expressed through language, stems from the assumption that humans experience a sense of meaning in life in different ways and to varying degrees and that they can report on those feelings and experiences in language (King & Hicks 2021: 563). The search for meaning in life begins in a person’s early years, with the development of language (Vygotsky 1986). This coincides with the development of central cognitive skills, such as self-reflection and the acquisition of self-esteem (Erikson 1950: 1968), and the ability for abstract and moral thinking (Piaget 1932: 1936). Psychological studies indicate that six-year-old children have a sense of meaning in life (Devogler & Ebersole 1983; Shoshani & Russo-Netzer 2017; Taylor & Ebersole 1993). With age, there is an increase in the level of meaning in life (Meier & Edwards 1974; Reker 2005; Reker et al. 1987; Van Ranst & Marcoen 1997). Due to this, most empirical studies on meaning in life have been among older adults (see, for example: Battersby & Phillips 2016; Boyle et al. 2009; Ryff et al. 2016).
1.2 The Study of Meaning in Language
The study of meaning in language is one of the main research streams in modern linguistics and occurs in two parallel branches: semantics and pragmatics. Semantics, which is concerned with the meanings of words, bound conjunctions, and arguments, uses tools from logic and mathematics, such as truth conditions and first-order predicate calculus, and strives to reveal the abstract set of rules that underpin natural language. Pragmatics, meanwhile, is concerned with aspects of meaning derived from context, linguistic or extra-linguistic, via processes of interpretation and inference. Since the beginning of the twentieth century, philosophers and linguists have pointed to the importance of language analysis in understanding human nature, the cognitive limitations on our ability to learn, and the sources of our abstract values, including moral values. The philosophical linguistic turn, as Richard Rorty (1965) termed the common ground of scholars who focus on language, situates the study of everyday language at the center of all investigations.	Comment by JJ: For source of term translation

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Truth_condition	Comment by JJ: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/First-order_logic

See here for terms--we can also say predicate logic	Comment by JJ: https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/L/bo3625825.html
The focus on the study of the action of linguistic mechanisms is attributed to philosophers of the linguistic turn, chiefly Wittgenstein (1922; 1953), who is considered the first philosopher to assert that everyday language, in particular spoken language, contains the meaning that linguists seek to study and understand: “The meaning of a word is its use in the language. […] What is true or false is what human beings say; and it is in their language that human beings agree. […] Essence is expressed in grammar” (Wittgenstein 1953, §43, §241, §371; emphasis in the original).	Comment by JJ: I can't see where the emphasis is
The methodology of everyday language research will be at the center of this study, from both a theoretical/philosophical and an empirical perspective. The study will incorporate an interdisciplinary methodological toolbox based on concepts from several thinkers. The interdisciplinary common ground for these thinkers is their positioning of everyday language use at the center of the investigation and drawing of retrospective conclusions regarding how people understand and construct meaning in life, the contents of the construct, and linguistic mechanisms. The basic assumption shared by all the thinkers and scholars whose ideas are discussed below is that language is a tool of thought and everything that humans mean is embodied in it, including perceptions of meaning in life (Austin 1962; Chomsky 2015; Wittgenstein 2019). The construct of meaning in life will be examined comparatively, using Wittgenstein’s concept of family resemblance, through which he demonstrated that it is not possible to define anything, tangible or abstract, but only to describe the resemblances and differences between the characteristics of various phenomena (Wittgenstein 2019: §§66-67). Further, as Roman Jakobson has argued (1960), the study of the functions of language calls for an interdisciplinary research infrastructure, since language is the basis for every field in the social sciences and humanities. Therefore, the concise review below focuses on ideas common to the various thinkers, highlighting the unique contribution of each to the proposed methodology of this study.	Comment by JJ: http://www.signosemio.com/jakobson/functions-of-language.asp

For terminology
1.2.1 Usage and Context
Language use is a central methodological concept in Wittgenstein’s later perception of meaning. Wittgenstein’s argument that, in most cases, “The meaning of a word is its use in the language” (Wittgenstein, 2019: §43), has inspired many interdisciplinary studies, including in literature, sociology, and psychoanalysis (e.g., see Bloor 1997; Gibson & Huemer 2004; Lemberger 2016). Wittgenstein contended that meaning is always produced within a specific social context, within a language game that is part of a particular form of life, and is the data from which every investigation begins (Wittgenstein 2009: §23).	Comment by JJ: I found the exact quote, which is paraphrased here, but we may as well use it as it is short
https://www.nordicwittgensteinreview.com/article/download/1939/pdf/	Comment by JJ: I assume the "et al" in the citations here means "etc" i.e. these are a selection of studies? If so let's say "e.g. see"?
The concept of form of life has been the subject of various studies thanks to its importance in understanding the context in which humans use language (Bloor 1997; Kishik 2012). Wittgenstein used form of life to denote a set of specific cultural conditions of which we must be aware in order to understand what is being said in the language of that culture:
It is what human beings say that is true and false; and they agree in the language they use. That is not agreement in opinions but in form of life. If language is to be a means of communication there must be agreement not only in definitions but also […] in judgments (Wittgenstein, 2019: §§241-242).
Agreement in form of life does not simplify the possibility of creating agreement in opinions.	Comment by JJ: The intended meaning here is not clear. I added "in opinions" as I think this is what the intended meaning is trying to say, but I am not sure and it is not clear if this is Wittgenstein's own argument or the author's voice?
Wittgenstein also used form of life to examine complex and abstract concepts such as hope, imagination, and longing: “Can only those hope who can talk? Only those who have mastered the use of a language. That is to say, the phenomena of hope are modes of this complicated form of life.” (Wittgenstein 2019: §366 & 1). In all these cases, Wittgenstein emphasized that our understanding of a particular concept depends on our investigation of its ways of use, where agreements are expressed in judgment. An individual may use a concept in a way that is contrary to the agreement regarding it, but such use is also understood on the basis of, and in comparison to, the form of life—as a given.	Comment by JJ: Should this be § 366?	Comment by JJ: I am not sure what &1 means here, do you mean §1	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant here?	Comment by JJ: What do you mean by as a given? That the form of life is a given so understanding a non normative use of a concept is also a given?
At the same time, Wittgenstein pointed to “countless different kinds of use” and language games, in other words, to infinite creativity in language (Wittgenstein 2019: §23). The dynamism of the language system allows us to adapt to a changing reality, as well as to changing “mythology” (Wittgenstein 1969, §97) and “hinges” of certainty. Wittgenstein described the objects on which humans rely to perform actions as akin to the hinges of a door. The hinges enable the door to be opened (that is, the action to be performed)—but they can be replaced, with the action then based on other hinges. This type of change can occur as a result of constraints or intentionally, and can also be a source of poetic, dialogical, and mystical creativity (Lemberger 2016). Further, Wittgenstein argued that we tend to place at the center of our investigations concepts that are the expression of our interest, and direct our investigations accordingly (Wittgenstein 2019: &). This study will examine the construct of meaning in life through concrete linguistic performance analysis. Accordingly, these three components—the centrality of the use of a particular form of life, the dynamism of language, and the possibility of language creativity—will be key concepts.	Comment by JJ: https://static1.squarespace.com/static/54889e73e4b0a2c1f9891289/t/564b61a4e4b04eca59c4d232/1447780772744/Ludwig.Wittgenstein.-.Philosophical.Investigations.pdf	Comment by JJ: I would put the rest of the quote because otherwise the reader does not know what there are countless different kinds of use of

"there are countless different kinds of use of what we call "symbols," "words," "sentences."	Comment by JJ: I think this must be Para 570 "Concepts lead us to make investigations; are the expression of our interest, and direct our interest"

If so I am not sure that this is accurate

Maybe we should say instead, "it is concepts that "lead us to make investigations" and that are the "expression of our interest, and direct our interest"

I.e. just quote the graf more or less verbatim. 
Like Wittgenstein, Chomsky also believed that linguistic performance should serve as the starting point for research. From this, certain problems and questions arise such as: what are the relationships between language and knowledge and between language capacity and human capacities such as freedom and choice (e.g., see Chomsky 1971; 1987; 2015). For Chomsky, the central concept is that of generativity. While grammar is universal and subject to limitations, within the rules of grammar—which are only partially known to us—a native speaker can generate an infinite number of new combinations (e.g., see Chomsky 1966; 1975; 1987). The most basic feature of language, according to Chomsky, is the production of an infinite array of hierarchically structured expressions that are mapped to the conceptual-intentional interface. In this sense, language is a capacity with infinite potential. Linguistic creativity is expressed in the ability of humans to understand and produce new expressions (and sentences) to which they have not had any prior exposure and to use language for varying purposes.	Comment by JJ: E.g. see here

https://chomsky.info/language-and-freedom/

Is this the intended meaning here?	Comment by JJ: For terminology--we should add a citation here too

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/15475441.2011.584041
The investigation of linguistic performance as a portal to human consciousness is also shared by Wittgenstein, as is the argument of the possibility of linguistic creativity (although Chomsky focused on the creativity of speakers, and Wittgenstein on the dynamic potential of language). While Wittgenstein and Chomsky developed different methodologies, scholars have made a number of comparisons between the two thinkers, in the main with respect to their focus on investigating actual linguistic performance and their opposition to abstract theories (Rorty 1993; Werry et al. 2006). Another argument that is important for this study, and which is shared by Wittgenstein, Chomsky, and Davidson, is that metaphor is an integral part of everyday language, and that there is no need to distinguish between words that denote abstract concepts and those that denote concrete concepts (Wittgenstein 2019: §97).
1.2.2 Surface Grammar, Depth Grammar, and Choice
Wittgenstein (and also Chomsky (1971) in his work on transformational grammar) distinguished between two dimensions of linguistic performance—surface and depth. The surface dimension is embodied in an act (an expression) and the dimension of depth is embodied in the speaker’s distinct intention regarding the meaning of his words (Wittgenstein 2019: §594, §664). According to Wittgenstein, grammar can reveal whether a speaker says his words and means them, or whether he does not “mean the meaning” of his words but rather utters them in a casual, offhand way.	Comment by JJ: I'm not sure this is what Wittgenstein was saying though?

664 In the use of words one might distinguish 'surface grammar'
from 'depth grammar'. What immediately impresses itself upon us
about the use of a word is the way it is used in the construction of the
sentence, the part of its use—one might say—that can be taken in
by the ear.——And now compare the depth grammar, say of the word
"to mean", with what its surface grammar would lead us to suspect.
No wonder we find it difficult to know our way about

He isn't talking about "grammar" per se but about his concepts of surface grammar and depth grammar. I would make this distinction here.
Here, Wittgenstein offers an answer to the possible fallacies that Austin noted in his discussion of speech acts. Austin specified three inner states of mind that are difficult to express through speech: feelings, intentions, and thoughts (Austin 1962: 40). The speech act is based on specific thoughts or feelings, and if these cannot be accurately expressed, their words may be infelicitous. Austin listed three types of infelicities: insincerities, infractions, and breaches (ibid.: 39). Austin explicitly said that speakers may be aware of the inconsistency between their thoughts or feelings and what they say. The difficulty in ascertaining the reasons for this inconsistency stems from the inherent gap between the speaker’s feelings and those of the listener. The difficulty in knowing with certainty whether a speaker is really saying what he thinks or feels is similar to Austin’s description of the difficulty in understanding what is in other people’s minds (Austin 1961: 44-84).
Lemberger (2003; 2023) has shown how an investigation of depth grammar and surface grammar can allow us to examine beliefs and opinions through a literary, psychoanalytical, and cogitative lens.	Comment by JJ: This seems to be just floating here, I would link it better to the text around it
Following Wittgenstein, Baker (2003) emphasizes that we should clarify the circumstances in which a particular sentence is created, rather than the grammatical principles upon which it is structured. It is the investigator’s task to examine whether a word has a meaning that plays a role in human activity—and, in light of the results, to examine the various ways in which the same word integrates into that activity. Such an investigation can be carried out by studying the picture created by or accompanying a certain word, and depth grammar can then be used to interrogate the word’s use in its various forms.
This concept also led to the field of systemic functional linguistics (SFL), which perceives the linguistic system as a paradigmatic axis involving a set of choices. This approach focuses in particular on the purposes of language use. Within it, language use is seen as a semiotic process in which meaning is established through choice. According to Michael Halliday, language is a semiotic process for establishing meaning, in which speakers choose a particular meaning over another (Halliday 2010: 16). The concept of choice increases the importance of the paradigmatic axis of the linguistic system (as compared to the syntagmatic axis that is the focus of generative linguistics), and serves as a key for understanding the relationship between the linguistic system (or linguistic code) and linguistic performance in the field (that is, the text) (Freddi 2013: 56).	Comment by JJ: Which?	Comment by JJ: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Systemic_functional_linguistics	Comment by JJ: I can't find the source in the citation but  I can find another citation that describes language as a semiotic system in the sense of a "systemic resource for meaning" 

Halliday, M.A.K. 1985. "Systemic Background". In Systemic Perspectives on Discourse, Vol. 1: Selected Theoretical Papers from the Ninth International Systemic Workshop, James D. Benson and William S. Greaves (eds). Ablex. Vol. 3 in The Collected Works, p. 192. 	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant?
1.2.3 The Study of Meaning in Spoken Language.
The father of modern linguistics, Ferdinand de Saussure, called for the study of everyday speech to be prioritized over that of written language, on the basis that speech is the central and most basic means of communication for humans, and the main arena in which language develops (Saussure 1916). The development of SFL, according to which language is a social semiotic system used by speakers as a resource or source of meaning-making, has increased the importance of studying everyday spoken language. SFL points to the potential of spoken language to reveal learning processes and the construction of meaning (Halliday 1976 [1969]; 1985; Halliday & Matthiessen 2014). Spoken language is produced in real-time and a speaker’s choice of words and phrases is usually not preplanned. In spoken language, a speaker is more involved in the content that is being delivered, and there is less detachment between the content and the audience (Chafe 1982). Conversational spoken language is also rich in phenomena that do not exist in written language, such as hesitations, corrections, repetitions, and imperfect expressions. These “failings” can be regarded as keys to understanding the creative processes of a spoken text (Yatziv 2003: 153).	Comment by JJ: Added by me to help the sentence make more sense	Comment by JJ: Added for clarity based on this (Chafe 1987)

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED282230.pdf
	Comment by JJ: We don't need the inverted commas e.g. see Chafe 1987 who uses this term without them

https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED282230.pdf	Comment by JJ: Less than what? Written language? I think it needs specifying	Comment by JJ: Again Chafe 1987 talks about conversational spoken language (as opposed e.g. to a lecture which is spoken but is not spontaneous) so maybe it is better to make this distinction here	Comment by JJ: Text in the source but is this what you mean?

I would suggest "utterance" perhaps?	Comment by JJ: Is this the correct author? Cited here

https://pluto.huji.ac.il/~mszivy/Ziv_Y_Discourse_Analysis_proof01.pdf
To our justification of investigating everyday spoken language, we can add various insights from cognitive linguistics and conceptual semantics. Here, the assumption is that most of our use of language is automatic and unconscious (Jackendoff 2011), and so investigating the use of polysemic words, metaphors, and metonymies can reveal valuable insights into human conceptual structures (frames) (Fillmore 1982).	Comment by JJ: https://www1.icsi.berkeley.edu/pubs/ai/ICSI_mergingframes08.pdf

Since Fillmore called these "frames" maybe it is a good idea to include this term here since we cite his work
Further, discourse analysis, which concerns itself with phenomena of free exchange between people in everyday contexts, sees spoken language as a resource for the design and construction of identities, social roles, and social relationships (Drew & Curl 2008). In this light, this study will use discourse analysis as a methodology for collecting research data and forming the research corpus, and also as an investigative tool.
Meanwhile, the basic premise shared by scholars of narrative research is that the creation of narratives is a universal human activity, and one of the main (cognitive) tools humans use to establish meaning, understand and interpret experience, create self-identity, and enable a holistic understanding of the “self” (Shakdi 2003; 2014; Alasuutari 1997; Bruner 1986; 1987; Polkinghorne 1988; Freeman 1993; McAdams 1993; Riessman 1993). Narratives of self (that is, autobiographies) are used as a way to create a narrative identity that is stable and continuous in the face of a lived experience of multiplicity and constant change (Ricœur1994). Narratives of self allow individuals to understand themselves and the path along which their lives are directed (Gudmundsdottir 1991).	Comment by JJ: I don't want to keep saying "as a tool" etc in every paragraph, it feels repetitive
As a means to translate lived experience into a story, narrative provides a resource for the presentation of the individual self. At the same time, it also exposes differing aspects (including some that had been hidden) of a narrator’s self-identity and sociocultural identity (Schiffrin 1996). The pioneers of the study of narrative in spoken language, William Labov and Joshua Waletzky, found that phenomena previously considered unique to scholarship on literature and poetics are also prevalent in everyday speech, and that oral narratives demonstrate a high level of order and organization (Labov & Waletzky 1967; Labov 1975). Their empirical analysis of stories revealed that oral narratives are constructed around a “narrative skeleton” of event clauses, whose order of presentation in the text coincides with the order in which they occurred in the world they represent. Information that is not presented in the order in which it occurred in the world is thus not considered part of the central axis of the “narrative skeleton.” Labov and Waletzky also showed that the “narrative skeleton” constitutes only a small element of a text and that the majority of a story consists of “free clauses” that do not belong to the plot skeleton, but indicate “deviations” from it. Descriptions of character and place, as well as expressions that belong to Jakobson’s notion of poetic function (1970) such as repetitions, equivalences, parallelisms, and metaphors, may be termed “means of evaluation” or “value-emphasis” (Labov & Waletzky 1967; Labov 1975; Reinhart 1999; Polanyi 1999).	Comment by JJ: טקסט סיפורי

I don't want to say "narrative text" as it sounds tautologous

Schiffrin, who is quoted in the next sentence, uses "story"
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4168695	Comment by JJ: Maybe "construction and presentation"? 

Also Schiffrin talks about the "agentive and epistemic self" not just "self"	Comment by JJ: This is the terminology that I have found that is used in this context e.g. see p.81
https://www2.clarku.edu/~mbamberg/Material_files/NARRATIVE_ANALYSIS.pdf	Comment by JJ: Maybe "can be considered to belong to what Jakobson's notion of poetic function", see link in below comment	Comment by JJ: https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/229421709.pdf	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant here? It seems these are direct quotes of terminology but I cannot find them	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant
Also is this Livia Polanyi?

E.g https://mitpress.mit.edu/9780262660624/telling-the-american-story/
2. Research Objectives and Expected Significance
The study of meaning in life has gained considerable attention from scholars in recent decades, albeit mainly within the context of positive psychology. The construct has yet to be examined from a linguistic perspective, either theoretically or empirically. Moreover, there remains a perception that leading scholars of language, including Wittgenstein and Chomsky, are opposed to investigating meaning in life through the lens of language analysis (Landau 2017: 20). This study proposes to distinguish between theoretical opposition to an empirical study of meaning in life, and the potential meaningful contribution to such a study of methodological concepts from the corpus of these scholars, to whom we can also add Austin and Jakobson.	Comment by JJ: In the source it is 
been a productive and thriving field 
But I don't like that in English so does this convey the intended meaning?	Comment by JJ: Among whom?	Comment by JJ: What do you mean by et al here-- that there are more page refs in Landau 2017 not just page 20? 	Comment by JJ: Does it though? Maybe it is better to say something like

Despite this opposition to an empirical study of the concept of meaning in life, this research proposes using theoretical tools from these scholars--to whom we can also add Jacobsen and Austin--to seek a meaningful contribution to such a study.	Comment by JJ: I am allergic to "and more" and "and others"--either say who they are or just put these two, otherwise it looks like either you don’t know or don't want to list more.
Further, the study of meaning in life through language analysis will likely point to a relationship between the processes by which meaning is established in language and in life, thus providing a significant contribution to the study of meaning in both. The use of methodological tools from both discourse and language analysis could offer a rare opportunity to deepen our understanding of the sources of meaning in life, at different life stages, via the examination of its expression in everyday language. In this way, the study of meaning in life as a philosophical construct and a cognitive process would benefit from research that takes a new perspective, that is, through the lens of language analysis.	Comment by JJ: In the source it is "the sources of the growth of" but I think this is unnecessary and also clunky	Comment by JJ: In the above sentence we say that the study combines BOTH discourse analysis and linguistic analysis but this suggests you are just focusing on linguistic analysis. 

Maybe it is better to say something like via an interdisciplinary approach combining both…. Etc etc
3. Detailed Description of the Proposed Research
3.1 Research Question
The main question that this study attempts to answer concerns how native speakers of Hebrew of different ages in Israel understand and construct meaning in their lives. The study proposes to address this question via an examination of the various ways in which such individuals talk about meaning in life in everyday spoken language.
To this end, the study will attempt to answer the following questions:
1. 	Is there evidence of “family resemblance” in the answers to the question of meaning in life among interviewees from the same age group, and interviewees from different age groups?	Comment by JJ: Maybe say refer back to or cite Wittgenstein here to remind readers that this is your source for this phrase?
2. 	Which language resources do interviewees use to conceptualize meaning in their lives and to establish meaning and value for various aspects of their lives? This question is based on insights from cognitive linguistics regarding the central role of language mechanisms in human cognitive processes (Jackendoff 1994; 2002).
3. 	Which linguistic mechanisms do the interviewees use to reestablish meaning after a crisis? Are these mechanisms different?	Comment by JJ: A personal crisis or a national/societal one?	Comment by JJ: Different from each other? In various age groups? 
4. 	How do the interviewees position themselves in relation to the events and characters they perceive as significant in their lives? This question attempts to explore whether the interviewees situate themselves within certain roles in terms of establishing meaning in their lives and whether they perceive themselves as active or passive within these roles.	Comment by JJ: Is this the intended meaning?
These questions will shed new light on a number of theoretical questions within the extant scholarship on meaning in life, primarily:
1. 	Is meaning in life based on worthwhile activities that enable personal growth?	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant?
"growth as human beings" sounds clunky
2. 	Is there a relationship between ethical stance or ethical action and meaning in life?
3. 	Is there a relationship between success according to social criteria and meaning in life?
4. 	Is there a relationship between belief in the existence of God or atheism and meaning in life?
3.2 Working Hypotheses
The study will be based on the following assumptions:
1. 	The answers a person gives to questions regarding meaning in life do not necessarily depend on the answers the same person gives regarding questions concerning the meaning of life. The study is based on the assumption that an individual can feel that their life has meaning without having an answer to the question of the meaning of human existence as a whole.	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant
Otherwise it is a bit ambiguous
2. 	The choice to examine the construct of meaning in life through the use of language is based, first and foremost, on Wittgenstein’s idea that “the meaning of a word is its use in the language” (1995 [1953]: §43). It is also based on Wittgenstein’s explicit call for philosophical questions to be investigated through grammar (ibid.: §371, §373). According to Wittgenstein, even if concepts do not have clear boundaries, they may still be investigated based on their use (2006 [1958]: §52). Thus, Wittgenstein calls for us to “return words to their everyday use,” that is, to investigate them according to their actual use in language (ibid.: §116). Within this assumption, the characteristics of the construct of meaning in life and its various contents and aspects may be exposed by describing their modes of use within language. Of course, the study will also evaluate these characteristics using Wittgenstein’s methodological concept of family resemblance (Wittgenstein 2009: §66). This concept has already been employed in language studies (e.g., see Lakoff & Johnson 1999), and in the study of meaning in other areas of scholarship, including literature (e.g., see Lemberger 2016; Baumeister 2022).	Comment by JJ: Is the source here PI graf 116? "what we do is to bring words back from their metaphysical to their everyday use"	Comment by JJ: Should this ref be PI §67? We need to stick to using the same citation for the same work, so if this is PI (this term is used in §67 in PI) it should be 1958 §67
3.	Spontaneous language formations in spoken language are a porthole through which we can observe the (frequently concealed or unconscious) deep layers that lie at the basis of the various ways in which speakers understand and construct meaning in their lives, or through which they perceive events, characters, and other aspects of their lives as being significant. The assumption here is that a speaker’s choice of words is never entirely arbitrary. With the exception of metalinguistic utterances, it is not possible to determine whether a speaker has consciously chosen her mode of language use, or whether we can infer from it that she is aware of the modes of thought and perception expressed in her choice of words. However, language use always involves a choice (conscious or unconscious) from a wide linguistic repertoire (Halliday 1976 [1969]; 1985; 2010). Since a speaker always has more than one choice of words, it is extremely significant to investigate why a certain word was chosen over another.	Comment by JJ: I removed

In other words, the assumption is that 

And replaced it with "since"

As I felt this is too wordy and not really adding to the intended meaning.
3.3 Research Design and Methods
Meaning in life has been studied within a variety of fields, including philosophy, positive psychology, and literature. However, it has yet to be explored from a language perspective. Meaning in life arguably belongs directly to a number of fields. However, Baumeister’s argument regarding methods of philosophical inquiry in general can also be applied here regarding language analysis, i.e., that its validity in this context is to help provide a rich conceptual basis for psychological approaches to meaning in life, in particular for collecting and interpreting data, something that is acutely needed in psychology’s studies of meaning (Baumeister 2022: 427).	Comment by JJ: "sharpening a potent...basis" sounds like mixed metaphors to me, it doesn't work for me in English. Is this what is meant?	Comment by JJ: The meaning of this English text was not very clear to me--has this helped improve it	Comment by JJ: Psychological Approaches to Life’s Meaning is the title of a chapter in Landau (ed) 2022

https://academic.oup.com/edited-volume/41276/chapter-abstract/351577322?redirectedFrom=fulltext

I assume that here the intention is not to quote the chapter title? (I ask because it is the same wording and because it is capitalized)	Comment by JJ: If this is a verbatim quote from Baumeister I would put it in quote marks.
The construct of meaning in life ostensibly belongs to philosophy. However, as noted above, this proposed investigation of its relevance to other disciplines requires us to declare an interdisciplinary common ground and a methodological toolbox with which to analyze the interviews, on the assumption that these will incorporate aspects from other fields, in particular psychology, literature, and philosophy/linguistics, which is the main focus of this study.	Comment by JJ: We just said it belongs to a variety of fields. Maybe here "also belongs to philosophy"	Comment by JJ: Added by me for clarity, or this sentence/graf is a bit wooly 
Regarding the psychological aspect, the will to meaning (Frankl 1959) will be explored as a source of motivation embodied in language expression. Further, although Frankl was critical of Freud’s focus on drives and defense mechanisms (ibid.), Freud himself argued in various contexts that several kinds of morals exist in the human psyche, including religion, morality, and social feeling, as well as remorse and conscience (while the latter two are sometimes unconscious, they are directly embodied in the problems that arise during therapy) (Freud 1923; 1930). This study integrates the possibilities offered by Freud within its toolbox of possible sources for meaning in life rather than taking them as a comprehensive and binding investigative starting point (Lemberger 2023a). Further, the psychoanalytic concept of “psychic deadness” (Eigen 2004) may help to decipher the terrifying experiences that have damaged a person’s ability to create meaning in life.	Comment by JJ: תכנים שונים של הנעלה

I am not at all clear on what the intended meaning is here.

What is described seems to me to be something like Freud's concept of the superego especially given what is cited. I would rewrite this to be clearer and if it is about the superego we should say that?	Comment by JJ: The meaning of this sentence is a bit unclear, I think it needs more unpacking, in particular as Freud was highly critical of religion--maybe explain how Freud saw religion in this light?

Also what is meant by "directly embodied in the problems that arise during therapy"? Is this always the case? It feels like more explanation or unpacking is needed	Comment by JJ:  האפשרויות שהציע פרויד

This is a bit unclear
Maybe "the various concepts and arguments put forward by Freud" or something? "possibilities" just sounds very vague to me.	Comment by JJ: Maybe "emotionally crippling"
From a literary perspective, concepts such as narrative, poetic function, and flat and round characters may help enrich our understanding of how life stories are used in various capacities. Lemberger (2023a; 2023b) has demonstrated how various concepts and processes can be shared by language analysis, literature, and psychoanalysis.
The empirical part of the study will develop a thematic linguistic corpus, that is, linguistic data (expressions) from everyday spoken language. These expressions will be collected proactively via a series of semi-structured, in-depth interviews. Each of the four study groups will include ten male and ten female interviewees (i.e., there will be equal gender distribution). The study participants (interviewees) will be recruited via an advertisement on social networks. The advertisement will include a very general explanation of the aim of the study, to avoid influencing what interviewees say in the interviews and, as far as possible, to create the conditions for spontaneous conversation. To ensure diversity, the interviewees will be recruited from different regions of Israel and different socioeconomic backgrounds and will include both religiously observant and non-religious (secular) people.
All interviews will be conducted in a pleasant and quiet environment, either in person in the interviewee’s home or online via Zoom. Before conducting the interviews, we will ask each interviewee to sign an informed consent form, or, if the interviewee is a child (under the age of 18), we will ask a parent or guardian to sign a consent form (for the children’s group, there will also be an option for parents or guardians to be present in the interview).	Comment by JJ: Is this the intended meaning? Since the person will be at home if they use Zoom 	Comment by JJ: We would normally add this wording in English as not all children live with their biological /adopted parents.
At the start of the study, we will explain its purpose in general and ask the interviewees for permission to record and transcribe the interviews and to use this material (anonymously) for the purposes of the study.
Example interview questions:
The first interview question will be formulated as a general descriptive request: “Tell me about yourself.” Making this request at the start of the interview should create a pleasant and open atmosphere, where interviewees are free to disclose anything they consider relevant and significant for the purposes of the interview.
Some of the following questions will be put to all age groups, while others will be formulated specifically for each age group. Examples of questions that will be put to interviewees in all age groups are:
(a) What is significant (important) to you in life?
(b) Please tell me about a significant event in your life.
(c) Please tell me about someone significant for you (not necessarily someone with whom you have a personal acquaintance).
(d) What do you consider to be a source of meaning for yourself?
Examples of specific questions for each age group:
Children: What is your dream? What would you like to do in the future?
Age 20-30: How would you like to live your life?
Age 40-50: Is there anything you would like to change in your life?
Age 80 and over: Looking back, how would you sum up your life? What would you like to pass on? What message would you like to leave for posterity?	Comment by JJ: This sounds vague to me 
Maybe "what would you like to pass on to those who come after you?" (since not everyone has children), or "what would you like your legacy to be"
Since the study is focused on language use, the interviews will be transcribed according to the norms of discourse analysis to reflect everything that was said in the interviews, including hesitations, repetitions, errors, corrections, partial words, the expression of sounds such as “ah,” “beh,” “veh,” and pauses (and the duration of the pause). Further, the interview transcripts will include information, recorded in double brackets, of any sounds such as speaking, laughter, sighing, and tutting, and will include notes on any hand gestures or prominent facial expressions.	Comment by JJ: This is normally called a verbatim transcription	Comment by JJ: Since the interviews will be in Hebrew and these sounds are significant in Hebrew but not in English, we need to decide whether to include an explanation of what they "mean" in Hebrew--is there any point in trying to put their English equivalents? 	Comment by JJ: Do you mean "overtalk" i..e when the subject and interviewer speak at the same time?
An interdisciplinary methodology may be effective for studying meaning in life for two reasons directly related to this topic. First, meaning in life may arise from different aspects of a person or from different events. In analyzing these diverse aspects, it may be useful to propose a diverse methodology. The second reason concerns the ambiguity and complexity of the construct of meaning in life. The interdisciplinary approach in general, and the context of exploring meaning in life in particular, is intended to create a more comprehensive understanding of the problem at hand (Arvidson 2016) while also allowing new intellectual configurations of knowledge to be created (Moran 2010). An interdisciplinary approach presupposes that there are various forms of understanding, multiple solutions to a problem, and diverse subjective explanations. By combining different approaches to language analysis, the aim is to offer a solution to a problem that cannot be answered by any one particular method (Repko, Szostak & Buchberger 2016). Moran, for example, noted that “interdisciplinarity has produced some of the most interesting intellectual developments over the past few decades” (2010: 180). Enriching understanding through an interdisciplinary approach allows us “to advance […] understanding of a complex problem with the goal of applying the understanding to a real-world problem” (ibid.: ADD PAGINATION). Further, the interdisciplinary method will also integrate an interdisciplinary consciousness study (Arvidson 2006: 188), interpreting the conscious use of meaning in life in terms of attention.	Comment by JJ: היבטים שונים של בני-אדם

Is this what is meant? Or something like different aspects of a person's psychology, life experience etc? it feels like it needs a bit more detail	Comment by JJ: "a problem" in the source but that does not work in English in the context of the sentence. Is this a direct quotation from Arvidson?	Comment by JJ: You need the pagination?	Comment by JJ: I am not sure of the intended meaning here. Is the meaning that the proposed study will also incorporate an "interdisciplinary consciousness study" (I am not sure what is meant by that in this context, perhaps it is worth unpacking) OR that in general, interdisciplinary methodologies also incorporate such a "consciousness study"?	Comment by JJ: This is in English in the source but the meaning is not clear.
3.4 Preliminary Results
Previous work by the principal investigator submitting this proposal (Lemberger 2016; 2023) has focused on establishing meaning in poetry and prose using a language analysis approach. This proposed study is next-step research and places everyday speech at the center of the investigation. In her prior work, Lemberger examined expressions of creativity against a background of literary and social conventions in poetry and prose, using methodological concepts from language analysis (including from Wittgenstein and Austin and the fathers of American pragmatism, Pierce, Dewey, and James). Some of these methodological concepts will be included in the toolbox for this proposed study. In her Ph.D. dissertation, the doctoral candidate involved in this research (Yael Mishani-Uval) examined the relationships between various linguistic mechanisms in everyday speech, including figures of speech and linguistic performance, which serve to establish meaning during a person’s life. Mishani-Uval’s doctoral work also included a qualitative study comparing individuals from different age groups and found statistically significant differences between the groups.	Comment by JJ: Is that correct?

If she is a doctoral candidate, has her dissertation been submitted? Since this suggests she has written it but is still a PhD student? Or is she a post doc? I would clarify it	Comment by JJ: For terminology

https://www.lancaster.ac.uk/fas/psych/glossary/performance_-linguistics/	Comment by JJ: I assume, added by me for clarity 
4. Resources Available to the Researcher Conducting the Research	Comment by JJ: Are these English headings provided by the funder? If so leave them but if not maybe "principal investigator" works better here
There are no issues regarding the accessibility and availability of material. Prior to conducting the interviews, an application to the Ethics Committee of the Interdisciplinary Studies Unit will be required. This will include parent/guardian consent forms for interviewees aged under 18 and consent forms for interviewees aged over 18. Both the principal investigator and the research assistant are fluent in Hebrew, the language in which the research will be conducted, the source language of the literary corpus, and the language spoken by the interviewees.	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant here? Since we already covered that Hebrew is the language in which the study will be conducted?

5. Expected Results
This is a book-length project. The first year will be devoted to writing the theoretical part of the study, conducting the qualitative interviews, and creating a database for the empirical stage of the study, which will begin after completing a full verbatim transcript of the interviews. This work will require a research assistant to help with conducting the interviews, and a transcriber to undertake the verbatim transcriptions. The second year will be devoted to analyzing the interviews and drawing conclusions from the empirical research. In the third year, we intend to present our theoretical and empirical findings in conference papers and to write a minimum of two articles for submission to philosophy, language analysis, linguistics, and interdisciplinary studies journals. We also intend to write a separate article setting out our development of an interdisciplinary methodology, which will incorporate a language analysis methodology for investigating philosophical and psychological concepts. Drawing on feedback to these papers and articles, during the fourth year of the study we intend to write a book for publication in both Hebrew and English.	Comment by JJ: Hebrew language journals or international peer reviewed journals in English? I would specify	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant?
"take into account" seems a bit odd here to me but perhaps I am missing something
6. Pitfalls
The main difficulty with this study is the abstract nature of the construct of meaning in life. In view of this, analysis of the interviews will require a great deal of careful work to extract the meanings and narratives that will enrich language analysis in the context of meaning in life. Further, meaning in life may derive from various states of mind such as emotions, feelings, or ethical or aesthetic decisions, and may also involve various types of justification, and thus difficulties may sometimes arise when it comes to associating a particular meaning to an appropriate cognitive category. This, in turn, may make it harder to organize the research findings. To help mitigate this, Yael Mishani-Uval, the doctoral student involved in the research, has experience in conducting interviews and analyzing spoken language.	Comment by JJ: I am not sure what the exact meaning is here

Do you mean, 

"that will enrich the field of language analysis in the context of MIL"

Or 

"that will enrich our study of language in the context of MIL"

It seems a bit vague. What do you mean by "careful work" and "enrich" exactly here? How will the care be taken? This seems like a very important point...	Comment by JJ: These are synonyms, no?	Comment by JJ: Wouldn't this be a good place to cite Barsalou (1987) or refer back to the mention of him above--this seems to refer to this type of problem in categorization 
https://scholar.google.com/scholar_lookup?title=The+instability+of+graded+structure%3A+Implications+for+the+nature+of+concepts&publication_year=1987&pages=101-140	Comment by JJ: Is this what is meant here?
I think this final point also needs more detail--does her experience directly relate to associating meaning to a particular cognitive category?
