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Your perspective on the relationship between language and morality is
quite intriguing. You're suggesting that while language doesn'’t provide
a universal moral system, it does set boundaries for what can be
meaningfully discussed in terms of ethics. This implies that certain
moral systems, like nihilism or absurdism, may be beyond the scope of
meaningful debate within the constraints of language.

You also propose that human moral systems don't need to depend on
supernatural entities or categories, suggesting that our language
provides sufficient constraints to guide the development of a coherent
moral system. This perspective aligns with secular humanism, which
posits that humans can lead ethical and fulfilling lives without reliance
on religious or supernatural beliefs.

It's important to note that these are complex and nuanced topics with
diverse viewpoints. The relationship between language, morality, and
ethics is a rich field of study in philosophy, linguistics, and cognitive
science. It's fascinating to explore how our means of communication
might shape our understanding and practice of morality. Thanks for
sharing your thoughts! =



