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Abstract. The philosophy of language is considered one of the most important achievements of the
Austrian philosopher Wittgenstein in obtaining a philosophical report on logical thought through the path
taken by philosophy in the first half of the twentieth century in particular. It is a new approach in
philosophy that made language a unique characteristic of logicians and dominated by the theory of
meaning. However, the interest of philosophy in language is not a product of this era rather than what
preceded it. However, research in the philosophy of language has come to occupy a prominent place in
contemporary philosophy as it is a broad field in the search for conceptual knowledge and revealing the
relationship between the form of language and its content, in addition to establishing deductive processes
that may be about the structure of knowledge that can be established on the basis of what we know about
the structure of scientific and logical language. The philosophy of the twentieth century witnessed a
significant development in the various frameworks of thought, which was characterized by a clear
rebellion against the idealist tendency within the framework of multiple schools and philosophies. From
this, the contribution of philosophy and its impact on the idea of man as an existence and being in the
twentieth century was a clear concern for most scholars in their quest to direct the world towards new
activities of thought bearing conceptual differences through which they search for the nature of thought
and the essence of the value it carries in its relationship with language in awareness of the reality of
acquiring wide areas of cognitive confrontation with many of the problems that man experiences in his
relationship with himself and his relationship with the outside world in intellectual transformations that
have become the most accelerating in the world among the various philosophical trends and schools that
arose on the ruins of what preceded philosophical history.
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®NITOCO®HUA A3SBIKA JIOJABUT'A BATTEHIITEMHA U EE COIIMAJIBHO-
HOJIMTUYECKHUE UBMEPEHUSA- OT CMbBICJIA K IIPAKTHKE

Jlakan Xanand*
®apxatu Paruma**
Tanou Muxyx™

AdcTpakT. Duirocodus s3bIKa PAcCMATPUBACTCA KAk OJHO W3 BaXHEHINIUX JTOCTHXKCHHH
aBcrpuiickoro ¢uiocoda Jlromeura BuTreHmTeiiHa, MO3BONIMBIIEE IOJIYYUTH (uIocodckoe
OCMBICTIEHHE JIOTHYECKOTO MBIIUICHHSI Ha OCHOBE 3BOJIIONNH (HUI0co(CKOit MBICIH MEPBOI OJOBUHEI
XX Beka. ITo HOBBIN OAX0 B hritoco(uu, CIENABIINIA SI3bIK HEHTPAIBHOM XapaKTEPUCTHKOHN JIOTHKOB,
rI¢ TOCIOACTBYeT Teopus 3HadeHus. OnHako wuHTepec ¢Guiocopun K S3BIKY HE SBIAETCS
HCKIIFOUUTENBHO (peHOMeHOM X X BeKa- OH YXOJUT KOPHAMH B IPELIECTBYIONINE SMIOXH. TeM He MeHee,
uccienoBaHus B o0sacti GUI0CO(MHH sI3bIKa 3aHIIH BeIyIlee MECTO B COBpeMeHHOH (ritocopuH, cTaB
OOIIMPHBIM HaIpaBJICHUEM B MOMCKaX KOHIENTYaJbHOTO 3HAHWS W BBIIBICHUHM B3aUMOCBSI3H MEXIY
(dopMoli 1 conepikaHUEM S3bIKa, a TAKKe B 0OOCHOBAaHWH JAEAYKTUBHBEIX IPOIECCOB, CBS3aHHBIX CO
CTPYKTYpOH 3HaHUs, BEICTPANBaEMOT'0 HA OCHOBE HAYYHOTO M JIOTHYecKoro si3bika. dunocodus XX Bexa
MepeXuiIa 3HAYUTENIPHOE PAa3BUTHE M OTIIMYANACh OTYETIMBBIM OyHTOM IIPOTHB HJICANN3Ma, UTO
MIPOSIBUIIOCH B Pa3HOOOpPA3HBIX IIKONAX U HANpaBlIeHUAX MbIcau. [Ipobiema genoBeka Kak CyliecTBa U
Kak OBITHS CTana IEHTPaIbHOW TeMoil (QuiIoco()CKUX AUCKycchil. YUEHBIE CTPEeMIINCh HAIPaBUTh
MBIIUICHHE K HOBBIM (pOpMaM IO3HAHHSA, PACKphIBas MPHUPOLY CO3HAHUS, MBIIUICHUS U SI3BIKA Kak
B3aHMOCBSI3aHHBIX aCIIEKTOB YEJIOBEUECKOro CyIlecTBOBaHMSA. TakuM 00pa3oM, HCCIIEHOBaHHE CBS3H
MEK/Ty S3BIKOM ¥ MBIIIIEHHEM MTO3BOJIMIO (HI0co(uH IIIy0xke OCMBICINTh KOTHUTHBHBIE U JTyXOBHbIE
nmpoOJieMBl YellOBeKa, BO3HHMKAIONIME B €ro OTHOLICHHM K cebe M BHelmIHeMy MHpY. Bo3Hukmine Ha
pyHHaX mpexHei (GUIocopCKoi TpaaUIUK MIKOJIBI U TEYSHHS 3al0XKHIM OCHOBY MHTEIUICKTYaJIbHBIX
TpaHchopMaluii, KOTOPbIE CTaal OAHUMH U3 CaMbIX JUHAMUYHBIX MPOIIECCOB B COBPEMEHHOM MBICIIH.
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LUDVIQ VITGENSTEYNIN DiL FOLSOFOSi VO ONUN SOSIiAL-SiYASI
OLCULORI - MONADAN TOCRUBOYO
Lakli Hanano*
Farhadi Fatimo**

Taibi Miloud™*

Abstrakt. Dil folsofosi, Avstriyali filosof Liudviq Vitgensteynin on mihim falsofi
nailiyyatlorindan biri hesab olunur. O, xususilo XX asrin birinci yarisinda falsafonin kecdiyi yol
boyunca mantiqi disiincanin falsafi izahin1 formalagdirmagqla, falsafays yeni istigamat gotirmisdir.
Bu yanagma dili mana nazariyyasi tizarinds qurulan mantiggilara moxsus bir fenomen kimi taqdim
edir. Lakin falsafanin dilo maragi bu dévriin moahsulu deyil, daha gadim koklora malikdir. Bununla
bels, dil folsofasi izro todqiqatlar g¢agdas folsofodo miihiim yer tutmaga baglamisdir. Ciinki o,
konseptual biliklorin aragdirilmast, dilin formast ilo mozmunu arasindaki miinasibatin agkarlanmasi
va bilginin strukturuna dair deduktiv proseslorin miiayyanlogdirilmosi baximindan genis bir saha
toskil edir. Bu yanasma, elmi vo montiqi dilin strukturu haqqinda bildiklarimizo osaslanaraq bilik
sistemlorinin qurulmasi imkanlarini genislandirir. XX asr falsofasi mixtalif diisiinco istigamatlori
cargivasindo shamiyystli doyisiklikloro moruz qalmis vo idealist meyllora qarst aydin bir
intellektual Usyanla xarakterizo olunmusdur. Bu dévrds insan anlayist vo onun varliq kimi mévqgeyi
folsofi diskussiyalarin morkazina gevrilmisdir. Filosoflar diinyani forgli konseptual perspektivlor
asasinda yonlandirmays ¢alisaraq, dilin, stiurun va bilik gazanma proseslorinin qarsiligli slagssini
aragdirmiglar. Bu baximdan, dilin v diisiinconin qarsiliqlt miinasibstini dyronmok- insanin 6ziina
Vo xarici alomo minasibotinds meydana ¢ixan kognitiv vo manavi problemlarin folsofi tohlilino
yeni imkanlar agmigdir. Miixtolif falsofi moktoblor vo corayanlar, ovvalki falsofi ononolorin
xarabaliglar1 tizorindo formalasaraq, muasir diinyada on sirstlo inkisaf edon intellektual
transformasiyalar1 meydana gotirmisdir.
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1.Introduction

The nineteenth century was known as a century of disparate features in
comparison to the eighteenth century, which was characterized by being more
coherent in terms of general features. Talking about the philosophy of language
of Ludrig Wittgenstein (1889-1951) leads us to the positivist movement or
positivist philosophy founded by the French sociologist and philosopher
Auguste Comte (1798-1857) and influential around the belief that the only true
knowledge is practical knowledge based on the rational sense experience and
the strict application of the scientific method. Comte saw this as the final stage
in the development of humanity. He even founded around this idea what is
called positive religion, not false allusions. What is the relationship of this talk
to the philosophy of language of Wittgenstein?

This article undoubtedly discusses Wittgenstein's philosophy of language
from two complementary perspectives. The first concerns his analysis of the
structure of language and the limits of expressing meaning in relation to reality,
and the second concerns his position on metaphysics, which he often
considered an expression of a misunderstanding of the nature of language.

To what extent can Wittgenstein's philosophy be considered a project to
demolish metaphysics through the analysis of language? Does this analysis
lead us to transcend metaphysics or to reinterpret it in light of language games?

The philosophical movement known as logical positivism originally
stemmed from the Vienna Circle. This group, the Vienna Circle, arose in 1923:
“as a result of a seminar led by Professor Moritz Schlick and attended by,
among others, W. Weismann and H. Feigl... Many of those who participated
were not professional philosophers but specialists in other fields” [Ayer, 1970,
p.70].

Ludwig Wittgenstein was one of its members before he broke away from it.
Ludwig Wittgenstein and Karl Popper were closely connected to the Vienna
Circle, but they never participated in its meetings. The circle was characterized
by a pluralistic nature and commitment to the ideals of the Enlightenment.
2.Logical position

Logical positivism is the most developed form of the principles of
empiricism and positivism founded by Auguste Comte, which state that the
world advances in a positive direction to ultimately reveal truths, and then
ultimately arrive at the saying that only those statements that we can verify are
meaningful. Despite its ambition to reform philosophy by studying and
simulating the existing behavior of the empirical sciences, logical positivism
has become accepted by some, especially as a movement to organize the
scientific process and set strict standards for it. Perhaps the most important
characteristic of this school, whose thinkers gathered in a circle, is that it
recognizes the existence of a logical problem of induction, similar to that
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revealed by Hume, but it believes that its burden can be alleviated without
eliminating it. Moreover, the task of philosophy for the proponents of logical
positivism and its supporters is to analyze statements and words in terms of
their general logical construction, not in terms of the ways they are used in a
specific language.

Also: “The focus of philosophical research for the Vienna group and those
who followed them is language, meaning and structure. If meaning is the goal
of research, they limited their attention to the relationship of correspondence
between the linguistic image on the one hand and the absurd image on the
other. How is it?”

Defining this relationship between the two parties, language on the one hand
and the world of things on the other, is what they call semiotics, i.e. the science
of features [Mahmoud, 2012, p.173].
3.Philosophy of language

The philosophy of language was linked to the analytical philosophy led by
the proponents of logical descriptivism and logical atomism, such as Frege,
Carnap, Russell, and Wittgenstein, as: “These philosophers began with a futile
attempt to establish an ideal symbolic language that would avoid all the defects
of ordinary language, such that every name would denote a specific name or
every word would have a meaning and a connotation, and would be concerned
with studying the correct structure of the language’s vocabulary in properly
constructed sentences and establishing the rules for this structure. It would also
be concerned with studying the rules of inference from one form of sentences
to the other forms that follow from it. This project is sometimes called logical
calculus, meaning that language must become a calculation with its own
symbols, equations, and precision” [Zidan, 1985, p.30].

Analytical philosophers began their journey in search of meaning in the
language of philosophy after they failed to establish a logically complete
language, and after they were fascinated by the rules of mathematical logic and
concluded that every word or proposition that does not adhere to the rules of
this logic is devoid of meaning, considering that: “The decisive factor in
finding meaning in the language of philosophy is finding meaninglessness,
since philosophical propositions that are devoid of meaning were identified,
and then the language that expresses them was denied as a language without
meaning. After that, nothing remained except what has meaning, and what has
meaning is suitable for speaking about, while what does not have meaning is
not suitable for speaking about, ruling that every metaphysical word is devoid
of meanings and connotations, and thus every language that expresses a word
or proposition that has no meaning is not a language, while the language that
expresses what has meaning is a language suitable for philosophizing, and this
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language that is suitable in meaning is a purely logical, symbolic, and
mathematical language” [Scholey, 2016, p.122].
4.Wittgenstein's philosophy of analysis

In his book Philosophical Investigations, Wittgenstein stated that philosophy
is the critiqgue of language. This was the basis for the principle of his
philosophy upon which he founded his theory of knowledge. For him, language
is: “the basic means of knowledge, as it is the condition for perception and the
formation of meaning through and in discourse. It is self-evident that
everything begins in conception with language and ends with it in
communication. Hence, the admission that when we conceive of language, we
conceive of a form of life seems self-evident, although philosophy often
overlooks it, as Wittgenstein says. The form of life in this regard is linked to
human society. Language games, as the spoken form of life, differ according
to the differences in cultures, natures, times, social relations, and rules of
conduct in general. Thus, the way humans behave is the reference system by
which an unknown language is interpreted” [Banour, 2021, p.6].

Wittgenstein did not aim to establish a limit to thinking, but rather his
primary goal was to express ideas that serve logic and philosophy. Perhaps
these were the first stages in his intellectual and philosophical development. In
his analysis, he gave the old concept that separates the word on the one hand
from its meaning on the other, or between the idea present in the mind on the
one hand and that by which we express this idea on the other hand, meaning:
“We think or understand first and then we express our ideas through
appropriate linguistic behavior, so that the idea comes first and then the word
that expresses it comes second, and so that thinking and understanding, as well
as memory and attention and even the conscience, are events or processes
hidden behind the linguistic behavior by which they are expressed. This idea
was accepted by most philosophers and was even present among early
empiricist philosophers such as Locke, who believed that words in their direct,
primary meaning refer only to the ideas present in the mind of their speaker”
[Awida, 1993, pp.2-3].
5.The Logical-Philosophical Treatise and its Importance

The Tractatus is the only book published by Wittgenstein while he was alive,
and it is of great importance in that he is the only author who supervised a
nearly natural process. Its title first appeared in German in an unusual form,
and was later translated into English. As for the circumstances of its
composition, it does not seem to have been born in natural circumstances:
“Wittgenstein wrote it in large part during the four years of the First World
War... Despite the difficult circumstances of war and captivity, they did not
deter Wittgenstein from completing a book in which he had great hopes of
resolving the problems of philosophy once and for all... In this regard,
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Wittgenstein stated that he had sent his outline to Frege and Russell... and was
more eager to know Russell's opinion than Frege's. This is probably due to two
reasons: first, Frege himself advised Wittgenstein to read Russell's works first,
and second, Wittgenstein sincerely believed that the problems he dealt with in
the Tractatus were common problems to both of them, and indeed they were.
Many of the important problems he dealt with in the Tractatus had already been
dealt with in the Notebooks (1914-1916). The book of notebooks consists
largely of correspondence that took place between him and Russell
[Hammoud, 2009, pp.25-26].

Ludwig Wittgenstein is considered one of the most prominent and
knowledgeable thinkers of language in the twentieth century. Language was
defined in light of his first logical model in his book, The Tractatus, as a closed
image that only refers to itself. It is known from this that logic transforms in
the context of this interpretive semantic model to be immanent in language, so
that it does not remain foreign to language. In view of this, Wittgenstein
refused to consider the formal formulation of phrases and propositions as a
mere formal representation of a non-linguistic reality, because logic is not
related to changing a matter if our world is thus in reality. He focused on the
matter of meaninglessness in logical propositions, to which he added a third
proposition, which is the proposition devoid of meaning. What is meant by
this?

Meaninglessness is meant to describe the state in which it is not known
whether what we say is true or false. It is: “the embodiment of the state of
discontinuity between language and the world, where the expression adds the
representation of the world in what the logical proposition represents, and this
state is the meaning contained in it only, while language is much broader than
this proposition alone can express, especially when it breaks the representative
relationship between the class of primary propositions and those primary facts
in the world. This usually happens when language is used to say something
about itself. In such a case, the talk revolves around the meaning of its symbols
or about what is common between it and the world. Meaninglessness may also
occur when language is used to talk about what does not exist at all in this
world, such as talking about transcendent metaphysical matters” [Vittgenstion,
p.112]. Accordingly, philosophy in the sense in which he spoke can only be a
broad horizon for thought, and although he was criticized in the matter of his
throwing the language of feelings, he nevertheless considers that there is no
single way out for philosophizing. Here he has transcended the narrow rational
horizon in which some classical philosophical tendencies placed the concept
of philosophizing when | believed in the one meaning of philosophy.

Wittgenstein was aware of his attack on the construction of philosophical
theories and his assertion that our exclusive concern with describing how
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words are used in language will create a sense of resentment and frustration.
The absolute idea that we will remain far from all explanation may presume
completely unjustified intellectual restrictions: “Of course we feel that
language and mental states are phenomena crying out for change. For example,
there must be an explanation of language’s ability to represent the components
of the world, of what our understanding of language consists of, what thinking,
intention, feeling, etc., how can our attempt to explain these phenomena and
know their components be wrong or inadequate? Here we come to the essence
of our resistance to entering into and understanding this kind of research, which
is what Wittgenstein wants all of us to participate in. It is the precise point at
which Wittgenstein’s way of thinking appears inconsistent with what is
familiar to us. For us, we do not see the simplicity of how the answers to
perfectly ordinary questions: What is meaning? What is thought? What is the
basis of understanding?” “It is not through a theory that explains or explains
these phenomena that we feel that the only way is through an explanation that
provides us with some kind of reason for this phenomenon that we have a
motivation to understand more clearly” [Magen, 2016, pp.34-35].
6.Ludwig Wittgenstein's philosophy of language and its political and
social dimensions

The contemporary approach to language is no longer confined to the classical
philosophical problems that concern whether language is innate or
conventional. Rather, interest in it has extended to raising analytical and logical
problems concerning the meaning subject to understanding and interpretation.
“Language has formed the core of contemporary philosophical debate at
various levels, including questioning, reasoning, and engagement with the
concept. This shift towards the model of language in thought occurred as a
result of the linguistic turn that was inaugurated by modern logician Golub
Frege in the late nineteenth century, and was expanded upon by contemporary
philosophers of language and logic” [Dummet.M, 1991, p.181].
7.Philosophy of language and the liberation of social and political action

The relationship of the philosophy of language to society is a relationship
whose intellectual and cognitive legitimacy cannot be denied, which
establishes the idea of rationality as a human tendency that transcends temporal
boundaries and spatial barriers, and warns against culture as a cognitive current
that transcends historical conflicts. On this basis, we can define the various
relationships between linguistic discourse and political and social practices,
while specifying the details of this relationship and the role it plays in its
various dimensions, especially if we know that: “The system of discourse
begins by drawing that fear of discourse, that fear that in reality reflects the
authority and power of discourse, and it is a fear expressed by the self, the
institution, or the authority alike towards what discourse (in its material reality)
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constitutes as something spoken or written. The fear towards this transient
existence that is undoubtedly heading towards erasure, but during this we do
not control it. The fear of feeling that beneath this movement, which is
nevertheless a daily and gray movement, there are authorities or dangers that
you cannot yet imagine. The fear of expecting the existence of conflicts,
victories, wounds, and slavery through many words whose use has long since
reduced their crudeness.” [Michel, 1971, p.10].

Discourse, as is clear, is a material authority, that power and ability to bear
the responsibility of communication between the self and the other, as it carries
a set of mechanical and procedural specifications that reflect the forms of this
cognitive communication in light of the will to distribute what is correct from
the concepts, whether these procedures are internal or external. This approach
usually includes avoiding philosophy in favor of paying attention to the details
of the daily use of ordinary language.

From the above, it can be concluded that the functions of language in any
society revolve around the utilitarian function in the first place, or as it is called
the function of the will that satisfies the needs of the human being within the
society, which through this constitutes an organizational function to control the
limits of societal coexistence. This is what leads us to search for the
foundations of convergence between identity and language, and even between
language and civilizational thought, given that language is the first constant of
the constants of societal identity, in the central element that makes a certain
group possess characteristics and features that differ from other groups. This
is because language is strongly linked to the identity of the human being, as it
is the vessel that preserves his history, heritage, and position in the society in
which he lives. This dictation, although it has no reason, as it may seem, is
important, especially in Wittgenstein’s philosophy of language. However,
what makes us not exclude the philosopher from it is the consideration of
language in general as a descriptor of discourse. There is no way to talk about
the language symbol outside the context of its cultural use, and the meanings
are present in the history of the use of the symbol in its context. It is a temporal
circulation, as it excludes it: “For these reasons, cultural indicators and the
general environment of discourse are of great importance, such that the
environment within which the symbol is integrated gives Its significance, or
rather, it does not become a symbol at all except by virtue of it and through it,
just as the reader who projects his cultural environment onto the text gives his
interpretive tendencies, so the text has meanings or interpretations, if we will,
that differ according to the cultural contexts that are in turn governed by the
factors of place and time” [Banour, 2021, p.22].
8.Conclusion
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Philosophical problems are numerous in the history of Western thought, and
perhaps the subject of the philosophy of language is the most prominent of all,
especially with what was presented and distinguished by the Austrian
philosopher Ludwig Wittgenstein, who took language as a broad field of study
and made logical analysis a method of research in an attempt to transcend cases
located on the borders of thought in general and logic in particular, so that
ambiguity spreads wherever there is the natural field, mathematics, and others,
far from the model of formal language isolated from human understanding, as
it carries contexts far from the flow of speech. This made the presence of the
philosopher Wittgenstein effective and influential, especially in Western
intellectual and cultural circles during the first half of the twentieth century
through his linguistic and philosophical positions that aim to crystallize
philosophical thought within its logical framework with intellectual concept
that is capable of rational and logical listening before anything else, which is
the original linguistic system that is based on its analysis in its limited contexts
related to language related to the human being in general and the philosopher
in particular.
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