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Abstract

Many observers have often said or heard footnotes such as “that painting is drawn very
realistically”, “ so real”, and so on when they view or observe artifacts.

Languages are tools which are used to express meanings or deliver feelings. When users
turn contexts to languages which they wish to express, if syntaxes, logics and rhetoric are
used accuracy and correctly, and audience receive their meaning correctly, however, could
concepts for languages expression could be perfect, accurate in reality?

One scholar pinpoints that “that painting is draw very realistically” is not appropriately.
It is even more incorrect and highly controversial. It is true? If answer is yes, where goes
wrong?

This article tries to analyze the phase “that painting draws very realistically”from
Semantic and Meta-language perspectives to find the different interpret meanings and
arguments by the word “realistic”.
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