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Summary. This paper attempts at analyzing the phenomena
of the language from the point of view of philosophy of logical
positivism and linguistic analysis. The authors applied
the basic approaches of the theory of the philosophy of logical
positivism and philosophy of linguistic analysis, especially
the principle of connection between content and form
of knowledge, L. Wittgenstein’s theory of meaning and the idea
that the meaning depends on the context. Wittgenstein viewed
philosophy as linguistic analysis with its focus on language
and “language games”. Words serve as tools, and can
fulfill different functions. The same is true about linguistic
expressions. Some propositions can be used to picture facts,
others cannot. Such linguistic flexibility led Wittgenstein to
the conclusion that people used to play different “language
games” because they belong to different social, professional
and cultural groups. Accordingly, the main task of philosophy
is the clarification of meaning. The meaning of a proposition
is to be understood in terms of its context, i.e., in terms
of the rules of the game of which that proposition is a part. The
main way of solving these philosophical and linguistic tasks is
the therapeutic process of examining and describing language
in use. The authors systematized and outlined a considerable
diversity of views of representatives of logical positivism
and linguistic analysis regarding the nature of language
and logic of thinking and communication. They concerned
clarification of the meaning of specific linguistic expressions,
phrases and words as an essential step in making philosophical
assertions clear and unambiguous; determining the general
conditions that must be met for any linguistic utterance to
be meaningful; establishing criteria that would distinguish
between meaningful and nonsensical sentences. The
purpose of linguistic analysis is to describe and systematize
elementary (atomic) facts. To be meaningful, statements must
be reducible to linguistic utterances that have a structure
similar to the simple facts pictured; and only propositions
based on facts are considered factually meaningful. The
undertaken analysis of the basic views of main representatives
of logical positivism and linguistic analysis allows making
the conclusion concerning inseparable connection between
content of knowledge and forms of its language manifestation,
but this correlation can take different forms and the task
of the systematic philosophical and linguistic analysis is to
define the most relevant of them.

Key words: language, linguistic analysis, context, theory
of meanings, language games, logical positivism.

Introduction. Logical positivism as a part of analytic
philosophy deals with the problem of knowledge representation in

a language. Besides, it is closely connected with the other branch
of positivism, i.e. linguistic analysis, the proper understanding
of which is of importance for contemporary linguistic
and philosophical researchers. Logical positivism initiated
one of the most important chapters in the history of analytic
and linguistic philosophy [1, p. 527]. Pursuant to the positivists,
the main task of philosophy is the clarification of meaning, not
the discovery of new facts or the construction of comprehensive
accounts of reality. Logical positivism was a philosophical
movement which used a strict principle of verifiability to reject
as meaningless the non-empirical statements of metaphysics,
theology, and ethics. The logical positivists regarded as meaningful
only statements reporting empirical observations, taken together
with the tautologies of logic and mathematics. According to
the verifiability theory of meaning, only scientific statements
are legitimate factual claims; and metaphysical, religious,
and ethical sentences are factually empty [2, p. 620-621].
So, the merit of the representatives of logical positivism is
statement of the problem of clarity and unambiguousness
of the language of science, removal of meaningless expressions
from it. The central issue is the problem of the significance
and clarification of scientific expressions. Scientific statements are
meaningful when they can be directly verified by reducing them to
elementary description of facts.

Purpose. This paper attempts at analyzing the phenomena
of the language from the point of view of philosophy of logical
positivism and linguistic analysis.

Methodology. The authors applied the basic approaches
of the theory of the philosophy of logical positivism and philosophy
of linguistic analysis, especially the principle of connection between
content and form of knowledge, Wittgenstein’s theory of meaning
and the idea that the meaning depends on the context.

Theoretical basis and results. Wittgenstein viewed philosophy
as linguistic analysis with its focus on language and “language
games”. Words serve as tools, and can fulfill different functions.
The same is true about linguistic expressions. Some propositions
can be used to picture facts, others cannot. Such linguistic flexibility
led Wittgenstein to the conclusion that people used to play
different “language games”. So, Wittgenstein treated philosophy
as linguistic analysis with its focus on language and “language
games”. According to Wittgenstein the representatives of different
professions and social groups are involved in different language
games. The meaning of a proposition is to be understood in terms
of its context, i.e., in terms of the rules of the game of which that
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proposition is a part. The main way of solving these philosophical
and linguistic tasks is the therapeutic process of examining
and describing language in use.

L. Wittgenstein contributed a lot to analytic and linguistic
philosophy development, so the proper analysis seems to be
quite essential. His basic work related to the problem discussed
is “Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus” [3], which is based on
the idea that improper understanding of the logic of language and its
different forms can lead to misunderstanding in communication.
It was suggested that “philosophy aims at the logical clarification
of thoughts” [3, p. 2]. The differentiation between ideas that make
sense and do not make sense depends on the rules of language.
Contexts help to solve the problem of differentiating the shades
of meaning, to change the gist of concepts and ideas in response to
the requirements of the time.

Language is composed of complex propositions that can be
analyzed into less complex propositions until one arrives at simple
or elementary propositions. Correspondingly, the world is composed
of complex facts that can be analyzed into less complex facts until
one arrives at simple “atomic facts”. The world is the totality
of these facts. His most famous proposition was “What we cannot
speak about we must pass over in silence” [3, p. 9].

In opinion of L. Wittgenstein the nature of language demands
elementary propositions, and his theory of meaning requires atomic
facts to be pictured by the elementary propositions. According to
his picture theory of meaning, the elementary propositions logically
picture atomic facts, or “states of affairs” [3, p. 48].

Hence, only propositions that picture facts are considered to be
cognitively meaningful and can be the propositions of science. On
the other hand, theological, metaphysical, ethical and statements are
not meaningful assertions. Such statements are based on Bertrand
Russell’s theory of logical atomism [4] and greatly influenced
the further development of logical positivism. L. Wittgenstein in
his first major work, “Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus”, presented
a theory of language which argued that “all philosophy is a critique
of language” and that “philosophy aims at the logical clarification
of thoughts”. The results of Wittgenstein’s analysis resembled
Russell’s logical atomism. The world is ultimately composed
of simple facts, and the purpose of language is to ‘picture’ these
facts. To be meaningful, statements about the world must be
reducible to linguistic utterances that have a structure similar to
the simple facts pictured; and only propositions that picture facts
are considered factually meaningful.

Wittgenstein’s second work devoted to the problem of logic
and language is “Philosophical Investigations” [5], which gave
rise to the so-called ordinary language philosophy describing rule-
following and private language. In order to widen the previously
narrow view of language the researcher advised his readers not
to think too much about essence of knowledge but observe any
practices that involve language as “language games”. “Philosophy
is a battle against the bewitchment of our intelligence by means
of language” [5, p. 47].

The new principles given in “Philosophical Investigations” are
the following: words serve as tools, and can fulfill different functions.
The same is true about linguistic expressions. Some propositions
can be used to picture facts, others cannot. Such linguistic flexibility
led Wittgenstein to the conclusion that people used to play different
“language games”. So, Wittgenstein treated philosophy as linguistic
analysis with its focus on language and “language games”.

According to L. Wittgenstein the representatives of different
professions, cultural and social groups are involved in different
language games. The meaning of a proposition is to be understood
in terms of its context, i.e. in terms of the rules of such a game
of which that proposition is a part. The main way of solving
these philosophical and linguistic tasks is the therapeutic process
of examining and describing language in use.

In his opinion, everyday and theoretical language is the plurality
of situational contexts (games). Words and expressions do not have
one and the same meaning in different contexts. The meaning
of the word is one of the ways its use in a particular life context
(game). According to L. Wittgenstein, there is no single meaning
of these words, and in order to avoid “metaphysical confusion” it
is necessary to reduce the words to ordinary language to identify
the plurality of their meanings by reducing it to elementary
description of facts.

L. Wittgenstein aims at showing up nonsense of most
philosophical ideas. He describes them as attempts to answer
questions that are not questions at all, or to solve problems that are
not problems in fact. The task of philosophers is to show the logic
of our language clearly. This will not lead to the solution of problems
but instead will reveal the nonsense character of the things that are
taken to be important issues. The outcome is not increased wisdom
but an absence of confusion. This is not a rejection of philosophy or
logic. L. Wittgenstein paid much attention to philosophical issues
requiring solution, but he thought they should be dissolved by
means of analysis rather than by theories quantity increase.

In “Culture and Value” L. Wittgenstein writes, “Rules of life
are dressed up in pictures. And these pictures can only serve to
describe what we are to do, not justify it. Because they could
provide a justification only if they held good in other respects as
well. I can say, “Thank these bees for their honey as though they
were kind people who have prepared it for you”; that is intelligible
and describes how [ should like you to conduct yourself. But I cannot
say, “Thank them because, look, how kind they are!”- since the next
moment they may sting you” [6, p.29].

L. Wittgenstein offers four main methods to avoid philosophical
confusion: describing circumstances in which a seemingly
problematic expression might actually be used in everyday life,
comparing our use of words with imaginary language games,
imagining fictitious natural history, and explaining psychologically
the temptation to use a certain expression inappropriately [7, p. 166].

Other representatives of logical positivism are A.J. Ayer,
B. Russell, G. Ryle, G. E. Moore, J. L., Austin Peter, F. Straw-
son, etc.

AJ. Ayer influenced the development of contemporary
analytic philosophy. His most important work, “Language, Truth,
and Logic” [8] was an influential expression of contemporary logical
positivism. “The principle of verification is supposed to furnish
a criterion by which it can be determined whether or not a sentence
is literally meaningful. A simple way to formulate it would be to say
that a sentence had literal meaning if and only if the proposition it
expressed was either analytic or empirically verifiable” [8, p. 106].

According to his principle of verification, a statement is
considered empirical only if some sensory observation is relevant
to determining its truth or falseness. Sentences that are neither
logical nor empirical, including traditional religious, metaphysical,
and ethical sentences are judged nonsensical [9]. The drawback of this
principle lied in the fact that the positivists reduced the importance
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of the statement to the procedure of its verification. In fact, it turned
out that unverified statements cannot be unambiguously considered
devoid of meaning, meaningless.

Scientific philosophy can only be a linguistic analysis, which
turns into something like linguistic therapy, in the means of solving
nodes that have arisen as a result of non-strict use of words. The
function of such a philosophy lies in the conditional analysis
of the disadvantages of previous philosophers.

The present-day researchers (P.V. Kretov and others) also underline
that linguistic problems traditional for analytic philosophy is complicated
by including the review of language metaphysical constants and by
diversification of use of interdisciplinary paradigms [10, p. §].

Within the framework oflinguistic analysis analytic and linguistic
philosophers agreed that the proper activity of philosophy was to
clarify language so as to resolve philosophical problems which were
immersed in linguistic confusion. A considerable diversity of views
existed among analytic and linguistic philosophers regarding
the nature of linguistic analysis. Some were concerned with
clarifying the meaning of specific words or phrases as an essential
step in making philosophical statements clear and unambiguous.
Others were concerned with determining the general conditions that
must be met for any linguistic utterance to be meaningful; their intent
was to establish criteria that would distinguish between meaningful
and nonsensical sentences. Some focused on the analysis of ordinary,
or natural, language. Still others were interested in creating formal,
symbolic languages which were mathematical in nature.

According to representatives of logical positivism the purpose
of the philosophy was considered to be “logical clarification
of thoughts”, which used the logical procedures to identify
expressions and their verification. They tried to build an ideal model
of knowledge in general as an example of scientific knowledge.

G.E. Moore claimed that philosophy makes primary analysis
of all components of meaningful information and communication.
Philosophical tasks involve the clarification of puzzling propositions
by indicating less complicated propositions to which the originals
are held to be logically equivalent [1, p. 2]. Only when this task
is completed can the truth or falsity of problematic philosophical
assertions be adequately determined after careful analysis
and exemplifications of philosophical and linguistic problems.

B. Russell was concerned with developing an ideal logical
language that would accurately reflect the nature of the world.
Russell’s logical atomism was a metaphysical view based on
the logical analysis of language, and the insistence that meaningful
propositions must correspond to facts 5]. According to B. Russell,
complex propositions can be resolved into their simplest components,
which he called atomic propositions. These propositions refer to
“atomic facts” and are the ultimate constituents of the universe [2].
His interest in the structure of language also led him to distinguish
between the grammatical form of a proposition and its logical form.

G. Ryle played a significant role in the development
of contemporary analytic and linguistic philosophy. According
to G. Ryle, the task of philosophy is to restate “systematically
misleading expressions” into forms that are logically more accurate.
He was particularly concerned with statements which misleadingly
suggest the existence of nonexistent objects [1]. In “The Concept
of Mind” [11], he attacked the so-called “mentalistic language”
which suggests that the mind is an entity in the same way as
the body. The ‘natural’ phenomena that philosophers are interested
in studying are, according to G. Ryle, better constructed as many-
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layered, complex practices in which the concepts of agency,
rationality, understanding, meaning, and the like are wielded [12].

J.L. Austin was another prominent figure in analytic and linguistic
philosophy. He also viewed the fundamental philosophical task to be
that of analyzing and clarifying ordinary language; and he came to
believe that all language is “performative” and made up of “speech
acts”. According to J. L. Austin’s speech-act theory, many utterances do
not merely describe reality; they also have an effect on reality, insofar
as they too are the performance of some act. His well-known works are
“Sense and Sensibilia” [13] and “How to Do Things with Words” [14].
“We see that in order to explain what can go wrong with statements
we cannot just concentrate on the proposition involved (whatever that
is) as has been done traditionally. We must consider the total situation
in which the utterance is issued-the total speech-act if we are to see
the parallel between statements and performative utterances, and how
each can go wrong. Perhaps indeed there is no great distinction between
statements and performative utterances” [14, p. 52].

PF. Strawson is associated with the movement known as
‘ordinary language’ philosophy. P.F. Strawson’s first book,
“Introduction to Logical Theory” [15], contains his analysis
of the relationship between formal logic and the logical features
of ordinary language. According to Strawson, the complexity
of ordinary language is inadequately represented by formal logic,
and that in analyzing ordinary language a variety of tools must
be used [2, p. 621]. In the work “Individuals” [16], P.F. Strawson
engaged in what he called descriptive metaphysics, an effort to
describe how people think about the world.

The commitment to language analysis as a way of pursuing
philosophy continues as a significant dimension in contemporary
philosophy. A division also continues to exist between those who
prefer to work with the precision and rigor of symbolic logical systems,
and those who prefer to analyze ordinary language. Although few
contemporary philosophers maintain that all philosophical problems
are linguistic, the view continues to be widely held that attention to
the logical structure of language and to how language is used in
everyday discourse can often aim at resolving philosophical problems.

Originality. The authors systematized and outlined
a considerable diversity of views existing within logical positivism
and linguistic analysis regarding the nature of language and logic
of thinking and communication. They concerned clarification
of the meaning of specific linguistic expressions, phrases and words
as an essential step in making philosophical assertions clear
and unambiguous; determining the general conditions that must
be met for any linguistic utterance to be meaningful; establishing
criteria that would distinguish between meaningful and nonsensical
sentences. The purpose of linguistic analysis is to describe
and systematize elementary (atomic) facts. To be meaningful,
statements must be reducible to linguistic utterances that have
astructure similar to the simple facts pictured; and only propositions
based on facts are considered factually meaningful.

Conclusions. The undertaken analysis of the basic views of main
representatives of logical positivism and linguistic analysis allows
making the conclusion concerning inseparable connection between
content of knowledge and forms of its language manifestation, but
this correlation can take different forms and the task of the systematic
philosophical and linguistic analysis is to define the most relevant
of them. The perspective of the further research lies in the possibility
of applying philosophical and linguistic analysis in the sphere
of intercultural and interpersonal communication.
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Caasosa Jl. J1., Bepmenko A. IO. InTepnperanis MoBu
y Gisnocodii JoriuHoro mo3uTHBIZMY Ta JiHrBICTHYHOIO
aHaJizy

AHorania. CTarTi IpucBsueHa aHalizy ()EHOMEHY MOBU
3 TOYKHU 30py (itocodii JOriYHOro MO3UTHBI3MY Ta (iocodii
JIHTBICTHYHOTO aHali3y. ABTOPH 3aCTOCOBYBAJIH B SKOCTI METO-
JIOJIOTIYHOT 0a3u JOCIIHKEHHSI OCHOBHI TONOKeHHS (istocodii
JIOTIYHOTO TTO3UTHBI3MY Ta JIIHTBICTUYHOIO aHANI3y, 30KpeMma,
TIPUHILIUIT B32€EMO3B’ 13Ky 3MICTy Ta )opMH 3HaHb, Teopii JI. Bir-
TeHINTEHHA 1100 MHOXXHHHOCTI 3MICTIB Ta 1X 3aJ€KHOCTI Bij
koHTekcTy. JI. Bitrenmreiin posnnas ¢inocodiro sk JIiHIBi-
CTUYHHII aHaNi3, TOJOBHUM 00 €KTaMHU SIKOTO € MOBa Ta «Tpa
criB». CnoBa Ta JIHTBICTUYHI BUPa3U € 3aC00aMH, IO MOXYTh
BUKOHYBAaTH Pi3Hi 3aBnaHHs. He BCi 3 HUX MOXKYTh OyTH BHKO-
puctaHi i onucy (akTiB. Taka THYYKICTH MOBH JO3BOJIHIA
JI. Bitrenmreliny copMyItoBaTH MOJOKEHHS PO BIIMIHHOCTI
«TpH CITiBY» Y Pi3HHUX OCi0 SK MPEJCTABHUKIB PI3HUX COLIAIBHUX
rpy1, npodeciii Ta cyOKyasTyp. BinnoBigHo, OCHOBHUM 3aBIaH-
HIM ¢inocodii € TIyMadeHHs 3MICTiB. 3MicT JIOTi4HOI IpoIo-
3ullii Mo)ke OyTH aJleKBaTHO BLITBOPEHUH JIMIIE BiANOBIIHO
JI0 KOHTEKCTY Ta Ti€i «TPH CJiB», YACTHHOIO SIKOi BiH €. [0NoB-
HUM HUISIXOM PO3B’SI3aHHS TaKHMX JIHIBICTUYHO-(PILTI0COPCHKUX
3aBJIaHb € TepareBTHYHA TPOIICAypa aHaJi3y Ta ONKCY MiFOouoi
MOBH. ABTOPH CHCTEMaTHU3yBAJIN Ta OKPECIIHIIN BEIUKHI MacHB
PI3HOMaHITHUX TOYOK 30pYy MPEACTaBHHKIB (PUI0COPCHKUX
LIKLJI JIOTIYHOTO MO3UTHUBI3MY Ta JIIHIBICTUYHOTO aHANI3y IIOM0
CYTHOCTI MOBHM Ta JIOTIKM MHUCJICHHS i CIIJIKyBaHHS. 3’sCyBaH-
HSI MOXJIMBHX 3HAUYCHb OKPEMHX CIIiB Ta BHUpPA3iB BBKAETHCS
BOKIIMBUM KPOKOM Y YiTKOMY Ta OAHO3HAYHOMY BHCIIOBJICHHI
GbinocodChbKUX TBEP/DKCHB, Y BU3HAYCHHI 3aralIbHUX YMOB, SIKi
MarTh OyTH JOTpUMaHI Ui HaJaHHs 3HAYYIIOCTI JIHTBICTHY-
HUM BHUCJIOBITIOBAHHSIM, Ta KPUTEPIiB PO3PI3HEHHS 3MICTOBHUX
1 6€33MiCTOBHHMX BHCIIOBIIOBaHb. METOIO JIIHIBICTHYHOTO aHa-
Ji3y € OMKC Ta CHCTEMAaTH3allisl eIEMEHTApHHUX («aTOMapHHX))
¢akris. 11106 36epertu 3HaIyLIiCTh, TBEPAXKEHHS IOBUHHI OyTH
noOyoBaHi BiJIOBIJHO J0 BHUMOI MOXJIMBOCTI 3BEICHHS JI0
JIHTBICTUYHUX BHCIIOBIIIOBaHb, SIKI MAIOTh CTPYKTYpY, HOLIOHY
JI0 OIHCY MPOCTUX (haKTiB, 1 JIKIIE JOTIYHI MPOMO3HILii, 3aCHO-
BaHiI Ha (haKTax, MOXXYTh BBaXXATUCS 3MICTOBHUMH. Pe3ynbraru
aHaJIi3y MOIS/IiB OCHOBHHX ITPE/ICTABHUKIB JIOTIYHOTO TA JTiHTBi-
CTUYHOTO IO3UTHBI3MY JO3BOJSIOTH CHOPMYTIOBATH BHCHOBOK
IOA0 HEPO3PHBHOTO B3a€MO3B 3Ky 3MICTy 3HaHb Ta (GOpM ixX
MOBHOT'O BUpa3y, sIKi MOKYTb OyTH Pi3HOMaHITHUMH i HOTpeOy-
I0Tb CUCTEMHOI0 Ta Pi3HOO014HOr0 (hi10cOPCHKO-IIIHIBICTUYHOTO
aHaJIi3y 3 METOI0 BU3HAYEHHsI HAHOLIBIII aJJIEKBaTHUX i3 HUX.

KJ1104oBi cji0Ba: MOBa, JTIHIBICTUYHUH aHaJIi3, TEOPis 3HA-
YeHb, IPa CIIiB, KOHTEKCT, JIOTIYHUIN TTO3UTHBI3M.
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