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EXHE PN
Main figures discussed

Wilhelm von Humboldt (1767-18395)
Ferdinand de Saussure (1857-1913)
Edmund Husserl (1859-1938)
Nikolai Trubetzkoy (1890-1938
Roman Jakobson (1896-1982)
Martin Heidegger (1896-1976)
Emile Benveniste (1902-1976)
Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961)

Noam Chomsky (1928- )
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Margins between Philosophy and Linguistics
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Biology, then and now

Theology

Mathematics

Physics

History

Linguistics the new science (general linguistics) = =

& BRI ER | REE ) BHR
- 2589 TTEFR a Tool of expression (Instrumentalism) ? =
—- EBEThtrEE#H| a Social Institution, i.e., a means of communication
- REBEFEALIRZIRIR As a Source of deception!
- FEE1EADEEES As Intellectual competence
- BEEAHEE As WorId -views, as means of discerning the world
- BEEH TFEHEMETF] ! “House of Being” (Haus des Seins)?
* EBEEAS— TR#E Language as a “system” =
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Kant's concept of system

& Kant’s distinction between system and aggregate

System Z:4%; Aggregate He2
e e REY o e ERe
G_row from wit_hin Assembled frp_m without
per intussusceptionem per appositionem
Eg. [EFEEE Eg. B55#

& Plato and Aristotle on Parts and Wholes =
— Platon: Whole > Sum of Parts by what he calls Structure (coumioxn).
— Avristotle: Organism > Sum of Organs
Ganze, whole (6Aov) # Summe, total (mdv)
Uberschufy/ surplus = telos (téhoc)

& Part-Whole logic in Husserl
— Two different kind of parts ...
— Parts as moments (Momente) +# parts as pieces (Stticke)



BEE &R 4> TR ER Whole-Part Theory

# Plato: Content of the whole is greater than the sum of its parts by
what he called “structure” (coumiokn)

& Aristotle: Whole (81ov, holon) # Total (zdiv, pan)

& Husserl: LU, 3rd Investigation/4th Investigation

— Distinguished between two kinds of parts

 Momente (Moments) &4 > structurally dependent parts
« Stlicke (Pieces) I#14 = independent parts

& Jakobson: “Parts and Wholes in Language” (1963)

— Discourse — sentence — words — syllables — phonemes — distinctive features
language > ,,multi-storey hierarchy of wholes and parts*

% Structure of Written Chinese (Z M EEMIEHE )

—-  [E&E&EF ] (formation of sentence from words) = syntax H

- [E=#&35A (formation of word from characters) = morphology
- T$#¥ER=F] (formation of character from script components) = Six Ways’



Hauptmerkmale eines Sprachsystems

1.Sprache# Sprechen (la langue # la parole) Die Sprache als Kompetenz kann die unendlichen Mengen von
Sprechakten nicht umfassen. Ganz das Gegenteil miussen allerhand Sprechaktivitaten der Sprache als
Kompetenz voraussetzen.

2.Als ein ergiebiges System besteht eine sprache aus Verlautbarungsgewohnheiten, syntaktischen Regeln,
und einem Wortschatz => phonology, syntax, lexicon

3....damit kann man ,von endlichen Mitteln einen unendlichen Gebrauch machen®

4 Sprachsysteme missen einzeln betrachtet werden, damit die strukturellen Verhaltnisse der verchiedenen
Elementen ersichtlich werden.

9.Gerade als Kompetenz bedarf die Sprache gewissemalen einen materiellen Trager. Im allgemeinen
handelt es sich von dem linken Gehirn (70% der Weltbevolkerung), wo sich zwei Sprachregionen befinden.
Beschadigung dieser zwei Sprachregionen kann verschiedene Arten von Sprachverlust (aphasia)
verursachen. (Broca-Aphasia und Wernicke-Aphasia)

6.Die Sprache hat ja ihren ,Sitz“ im Gehirn. Man muss sich einem Prozess von Spracherwerb (language
acquisition) unterziehen, um die Sprachfahigkeit tatsachlich in Besitz zu bekommen.

7.Spracherwerb ist zugleich ein Vorgang von Vergemeinschaftung. Deshalb halten fast alle linguisten die
Sprache als eine soziale Institution. In diesem Hinblick gilt die Muttersprache als immer unhintergehbar. Die
Aneignung von Fremdsprachen sind dagegen durch eigenen Entschluss zu bestimmen.

8.Deshalb stellt es sich heraus, dass der letzte Trager der Sprache nicht so sehr das Individuum sei, als
vielmehr die Gesellschaft oder gar die historisch-kulturelle Tradition der sozialen Gruppen.
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/@E;%.\EE%%E%@H#EQ: FEe—ERKE E—ERA . EH—-
AZRATE] , BAERAEETHMNSEESHR.

e FREMENHERAM : 457 554 (alangue # la parole) {E /5 —ERE M = > sE SR
TN A RE R MESIVE R o B > SEEIVESL - AIVAHRES B ER - 2
{ER—(EEARBLUEE 144 B EENEBE T T EA AR S EE - —Eiik
FLHI ~ fI—2geFASES: (phonology, syntax, lexicon ), H B BFE 2% LLiE@ (= Saussure)
FEE RIRTHREER - HEMETTREER - (EEERNER » Aln] DUERESIIER - 2
BREma o RS EREHE M (uniqueness) - EFZ 0 T EEE L WMERE—REES (W
JEREEILEE) - MAREZIaEE — M - SHIEVEE @ sEE Sl T (WsEy ~ B4 - iBE%F
) Z FEHIBARIRASE I E S E - 2
{EFs—TdHEES] (competence, faculty) S @ B85 & HA —ENY/EERS - —&iE > #45
BAORBS R T VAL ZERE (2=BK75% A1) HYRERE S &k o KESEE & A FIFEEHY
515 > GEIGESRE I AN EEANREEAYEEL - EIFTEERY T LEEE | (aphasia) -
amawA 128 BEHEUAEAYEER  BE5 AVEKE—[E " E15EE
(acquisition) - A R HIEFASNIEAE S HYAE
ot = NG — (S A2 B e T E RV ERE - R PrrA R s 2R A e s e
—fd " 3 E ] ) (social institution) o FTEECFEERLE AJHIN ACRABE AR A IR T
EFHVEES » MANERIRR R AR N ERHE - D
R > SESIRAEB W AEREA > MERN R 2 REZ S ARMIIE = b EFH -
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Weisgerber & Ricoeur on Language and society

& Leo Weisgerber (1989-1984): Menschheitsgesetze der Sprache (Humanistic laws of
language) HEMAX =
— Gesetz der Muttersprache (Law of mother tongue) B}E& FE££/ thrownness
— Gesetz der Sprachgemeinschaft (Law of linguistic community)5& & B i EE £
— Gesetz der sprachbedingten Daseins (Law of the linguistic conditioning of human

existence) FEENEE S EHTEE < Menschwerdung!)

& Ricoeur: “If language is a system without a 'subject’, we can no longer take for granted the
primacy of the subject which Western philosophy has asserted since Descartes, Kant and
Fichte, and into which Husserlian phenomenology has breathed new life in the name of the
intentional consciousness, of reduction and constitution. Far from constituting the sense,
the subject himself is instituted by language. Like society, man is the product of language

rather than its inventor.

& FEBEEOEMRIEM Gleichurspriinglichkeit, equiprimordiality
-O/P 10
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@ Linguistic Turn P

The mainstream view (Encyclopedia Britannica)

& "lts main characteristics have been the avoidance of system building
and a commitment to detailed, piecemeal analyses of specific
issues. Within this tradition there have been two main approaches: a
formal style, deriving from logic; and an approach emphasizing
ordinary language."

& "Perhaps the most distinctive feature of analytic philosophy is its
emphasis upon the role that language plays in the creation and
resolution of philosophical problems. These problems, it is said,
arise through the misuses, oversimplifications, and unwarranted
generalizations of everyday language. Wittgenstein said in this
connection: 'Philosophy is a battle against the bewitchment of the
intelligence by means of language.' The idea that philosophical
problems are in some important sense linguistic (or conceptual) is
called the 'linquistic turn'."




A Broader Understanding of “Linguistic Turn”

AR =X FiEa 4
i DTEE AEERN Frege, Russell,
(ILP, OLP) (Therapeutic model) Wittgenstein, Austin
i IHES - EHIERE EREPE L (Constitutive model) Brentano, Humboldt,
SR RS /Gestalt Theory, Husserl,
/HaE R Heidegger
Husserl/Merleau-Ponty
i ZiEEER IR Saussure, Nietzsche,
Post-Structuralism (Deconstructive model) Heidegger
v {in-E 15 AR Plato, Hegel,
Gadamer (Hermeneutic-dialectical model) Humboldt, Heidegger
v BEEH HEERERER Kant, Humboldt,
Habermas (Transcendental-pragmatic model) | Peirce, Husserl, Grice,
Searle, Heidegger
Vi LY B AR Leibniz, Kant, Hegel

W. von Humboldt

(Formative model)

13



__g—"roroader understanding P

of “Linguistic Turn”

% The notion of “Philosophy of Language” vs “Linguistic turn”
& Different models of “linguistic turn”
— ILP/OLP stance (therapeutic model) 2>
« Wittgenstein, J.L. Austin, Quine...
— Phenomenological stance (constitutive model)
 Husserl (intentionality)/Merleau-ponty (Body schema) - Brentano/Humboldt/Gestalt Theory
— Post-Structural stance (deconstructive model) 2>
 Foucault, Derrida—> derived from Saussure, Nietzsche, Heidegger
— Habermasian stance (transcendental-pragmatic model) >
« Habermas and Apel-> derived from Searle, Peirce, Grice, Kant, (Humboldt)
— Gadamerian stance (hermeneutical-dialectical model) 2>
« Gadamer—>derived from Heidegger, but “urbanized” by Humboldt.
— Humboldtian stance (formative model)

«  Took root in the entire German philosophical tradition, especially Leibniz, Kant = and Hegel,
in a totally new key, yet exerting tremendous impact on the subsequent development of
contemporary linguistics

 Revived partially by Chomsky, Habermas, Gadamer, and the Neo-Humboldtians, and arguably
even Husserl 1



MUistic Turn: OLP stance

Goethe's counter-
position

“Ich denke immer,
wenn ich einen
Druckfehler sehe, es
sei etwas neues
erfunden!” (Maximen
und Reflektionen)

D

% “The project thus described was pursued most zealously by J. L. Austin

and the proponents of so-called ‘ordinary language’ philosophy

. ‘Our common stock of words’, Austin wrote, ‘embodies all the
distinctions men have found worth drawing ... in the lifetimes of many
generations: these are surely likely to be more numerous, more sound,
since they have stood up to the long test of the survival of the fittest, and
more subtle ... than any that you or | are likely to think up in our arm-
chairs of an afternoon - the most favoured alternative method'. But the
trouble with this approach, as many have felt, is its tendency to
consecrate the nuances of received (‘'common-sense') wisdom while
failing to address more substantive philosophical issues. Thus it can
easily give rise to an outlook of laissez-faire relativism or an inert
consensus-based recommendation that philosophy should cease asking
awkward questions and be content - in Wittgenstein's phrase - to 'leave
everything as it is'.“ (Christopher Norris - Oxford Companion to
Philosophy, entry on ‘Linguistic turn’.) <



http://www.poetryconnection.net/images/Johann-Wolfgang-von-Goethe.jpg
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Philosophical Issues related to Language

Consciousness

Knowledge and perception

Meaning Constitution (Bildungskonzeption)
Mental development

Human relationship (communication)
National character

Social institution

Tradition formation

- S-S



Brain and Language
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Language & Brain



http://www.outtacontext.com/title-artist-a.gif

§ — Lower lip
I —Toalh, gums, ond jaw
—Tongue

\— Pharynx
\Intro-obdomlnol
‘&

FIGURE 149

Sensory homunculus (Penfield and Rasmussen
1957, p. 44, figure 17)

Heod— 1

Shovlder—s

FIGURE 150

Motor homunculus (Penfield and Rasmussen,
1957, p. 57, Figure 22).
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Motori_c Hom.unculus
In details
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The Human Brain: )
discovery of speech areas

MOTOR TRANSMTTypr(,—

S0MATIC SCNSORY
TRASMITTiY (~
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r/\z . (werni'ke 4'{4)

ANTERIOR S EEC W |
AWEA ' RIAN*
(BRocA ,\\ '
ARE4 ) e
3 :
“ .

A Y

OCcy :
Lag£l74L

AvDitody VIJVAL
Tani. TRANSMTTING
.’ JM'7~ ’
TN s valL
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HEARING SEEING
WORDS WORDS

: !

SPEAKING GENERATING
WORDS WORDS

PET scans showing different foci of language functions

mmage by Dr. Marcus Raichle (1992), Washington Urniversity adapted from Sir John C, Eccles,

Howr the Self Controls Its Brain  Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1994, p.175
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Roman Jakobson (1896-1982) Z~

MR

&GRSR > FEE AH
%L’* od B FIAIRE ijlél@/ﬁﬁ
R EEPNEEIENE T

& U EHSATDER R ) (eREE 4
s ERE S UMY ELE
(extralinguistic reality) 7 58 |

Roman Jakobson, Brain and language : Cerebral Hemispheres and Linguistic Structure in Mutual

Light.. (Columbus,Onhio : Slavica Publishers, 1980.) o
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/®’Cogn/|tlve Science, then and now

(George A. Miller, Psychology Dept., Princeton University)

Fhilosophy
T

il T,

Psychology " T Linguistics

Computer
i Anthropolo
science pology
Meuroscience
TRENDS in Cognitve Sciences

Fig. 1. Cognitive =cience in 1978, Each lina joining two disciplines reprasants inter-
disciplinary inquiry that already axisted in 1978,

George A. Miller (1920-2012): “The Cognitive Revolution: A Historical
Perspective”, Trends in Cognitive Sciences Vol.7 No.3 March 2003

O

Philosophy

W

Psychology(®

> Linguistics

Artificial |/
Intelligence

m Neuroscience

T

=) Anthropology

.8

]

1Y ik

Figure illustrating the fields that contributed to the &

birth of cognitive science, including linguistics,
neuroscience, artificial intelligence, philosophy,
anthropology, and psychology!"]

Based on File:Cognitive_science_heptagram.svg (without education
corner), originally adapted from: Miller, George A (2003). "The

cognitive revolution: a historical perspective”. TRENDS in Cognitive
Sciences 7. This revised adaptation more accurately reflects the 26

image as presented by Miller. [Wikipedia entry]


http://www.cogsci.princeton.edu/~geo/Miller.pdf

Aristotle: On Interpretation

/@/ (translation: E. M. Edghill. McKeon edition)

" Spoken words are the symbols of mental

(HE-E—fLHE experience and written words are the symbols of spoken
i)y - "HEEE words,/Just as all men have not the same writing!, so all
- i% mgna men have not the same speech sounds2, but the mental
Tl ¥E‘U\%%%n experiences3, which these directly symbolize, are the
%%ZEU\;E%:%Z same for all, as also are those things4 of which our
K%: . g% experiences are the images."
BZER  E5MH o S
EFEW o 2 ypud)(/)pt;va graphomena writing f‘s
S| Jovi phon&  speech sounds E
o | mudfparta athémata mental experiences (im )zesszons) S
The Platonic background 3 i i ; o 5
“Truth lies not in words 4 3
but in things" Aristotle’s implication:

* Things and mental impressions are universal

, « Sounds and writings are relative to peoples
» Chomsky'sreply —> T o
S , tion <> « Conventionalist view - Instrumentalist view
aussure's position = « Language acquisition is possible through piecemeal learning

_Hfa",lzcjg;’ ggsmon = Related Philosophical issues:
« e » Relation between mind and reality (adaequatio truth?!)
SN th'f‘k'”g  Any prelinguistic clarity of mind / thought?!
- concept of Bildung « The role of language (sound)
GLES) * The role of writing (script)

27



phi4313-humboldt.ppt

m-Iabermasian stance

)

% The late Habermas: Theory of Communicative Action

Influenced by Searle’s “speech act theory’/ sociolinguistics

Influenced by Paul Grice’s linguistic theory, especially the
“cooperative principle, and the “maxims on conversational
implicature” (A BE 3 3¢~ BIl, i.e. maxims of quality, quantity,
relevance, manner)

Should foster an “ideal speech situation” to guarantee an
“‘uncoerced” and undistorted “public sphere”

Enlightenment reason, especially its trend of subjectivism, might
have a lot of shortcomings, but should not be abandoned
altogether.

Modernity as an “unfinished project” <

28



1900-2002
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Language and world-view (Weltanschauung)

& Kant

- HSHEERR H Weltanschauungfi
- FITTiTEE: Weltblld Weltansicht (tHFL[E %)

% Humboldt
— “...there resides in every language a characteristic world-view.” (60/434)
— “... since every language contains the whole conceptual fabric and mode of
presentation of a portion of mankind” (60/434)

& Gadamer [Welt-an-sich vs Welt-ansicht]

“It 1s true that the historical ‘worlds’ that succeed one another in the
course of history are different from one another and from the world of
today; but it is always, in whatever tradition we consider it, a human, ie.
a linguistically constituted world that presents itself to us.[...]

— “This 1s of fundamental importance, for it makes the use of the
expression ‘world in itself” (Welt-an-sich) problematical. The criterion
for the continuing expansion of our own world-picture is not given by a
‘world 1n 1tself” that lies beyond all language. Rather the infinite
perfectibility of the human experience of the world means that,
whatever language we use, we never achieve anything but an ever more
extended aspect, a ‘view’ of the world (Welt-ansicht). (Wahrheit und
Methode, Truth and Method, D423/E405)

— Habermas on Gadamer: “Urbanizing the Heideggerian Province”, 2. a
hermeneutical opening of Heidegger to the true “other”, ie. the thou. € o9
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Problem of Universals

als a crucial link between Philosophy and
Linguistics
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P,
Problem of Universals - Z2AHH7E (1)

b UAAH ) BT EES ) WETE AR RE R B AR LK
Py <
& FERR[NRE ¢ (CHEYEHVETRE - universal A B2 HEr
(judgment)Hizm ' &, FHEV—FE - HIFTEE T 2
» AHIERS T 5T ) (particular) BiL T BAFE | (singular) -
{BIEFA F5% o universals BFREE T340, 0 1
particular 71 singular I 5] DL-&EE A MRS R " (&S |
(individuals ) °
& fEE T HERE ) ? ARBIE MRV A TE A AT ©
- U¥E | B9340 (Eg. Dr. Shepherd” s dog)
- BRI~ B R B SR

31



/@_/,,,Pﬁ:biemc)fUniversaIs-,.~
-t THERS

A FAVE
B2E®

AR FAE ﬁﬂ'ﬂi
TR > HE

APAETLE] FEE%UHRJ
HY A TR P G R Y
—REMEEA - [F
LN EVEENE Sy = [5NEE

s HEERVERE -

BE—BIE > falh
e BT Ery TR
MMEE R, > HiA
PR A = R Y A
%L/{Z’j}ﬁ ﬁﬁnﬁﬂ?”
?*??JT BRI
%> FAHENT S
JETHEEIFRE K
> EEEERY AR Y
A AN T EE
B, o R K
£7] ; (Occam’s

Razor)fJJE Al » J5&:

ER R A
HEAY G %!

ARaRE

% Boethius (480-524 CE) B &R
R ¥ Commentary on Porphyry’s Isagoge = Aristotle’s On Categories

— “Whether genera and species are substances or are set in the mind alone;
whether they are corporeal or incorporeal substances; and whether they are
separate from the things perceived by the senses or setin them.”

& HABEHS (Controversy over universals, Universalienstreit)

- & KEKEARIBR “Whatis the nature of universals?” ifi 71 A B
FREEMRSE, HIPEMAMES . B (realism), AR

(nominalism),

& WERW (realism): BB &, MEER i, BIRES—LEEY (res),
BEREEEHEY, AR RERALS.,

—  extreme realism: Plato ATs&ggIERY

BREMX%. KiE. T€5.

—  moderate realism: Aristotle FJ?IB'E
BRI HAE AR B LT E R

& MEAEE (nominalism): EREELAZEY, HERZ4 B (nomen)
—  Roscellin 32 A58 4 B R 22 /2 %vox, flatus vocis ( blast of sound).

—  Abelard 24 Roscellin K332amFHEIE, IRH{FAIEMIEE, TRE
—REE, M2 meanlngfulsound JNA] #8 & Sermo — vox sigificativa

~  Occam $5£ 8.2 conce tus Be&rllff  begreifen), _Concept R Bfizd 2
conceive, “-ceive’ B EEMEIR, con ” iﬁ%?’fﬁ ‘fo Zlitt, Con-cept

S pea o B .
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__@—Problem of Universals - %*E%%E

- philosophical implications of ,,conceptualism*

“EZ42"#, concipere, conceptus Eth, AfHEEEEEMI BInFIMES FmEER, *®
tH B35 AR FL$EBAT LL RI R R0 12 R B R (Occam) A MEERIIL ZE A B S E
£ (conceptualism), ¥fItbhrfEsRER |, FEimIKFIIELAETE A nomen, FEAsermo 5
f 4 conceptus, E£—EEMS, HEAHRE BHAZEFE (ex hominum institutione)
MEER - wmE—ARER AR ST BERBHE AMEETZRETMLEAE
LB E—XHsFrHEHEAAHR DELENEEEEFREENTE - iE—
MRE, EEKIBAREZE (Bochum) i Kurt Flasch 2t T+ 7 HEEMEE . [b[FIELhL
m)feH NIRRT ANER BB EHANBR, MAFEAERS—F
MR ZE, ABAZERNH LRGSR, MLhfERER S AREE M RET(E
HIB MR —E—BMm &, M EERE—UTFE WA ERNES,
%% PILEhIEH ANRHERZEMNEHBEMNER, GRESIFH—SHHNESER
i
T HEERNAES, PLRERE sermo —5R |, RO MIEE D5 S Mg
RESTDEINEREFRTHR, EHN—AESF, sermo EERET T, AR
EHRZPESMEENRETNERMER (meaning discrimination), $E&EFEE
ExERTIEE, EABRINMEHRDHIETESEEL TN EIE, |

- LI EEE%RESBERATFF . (REE2MEERE) | p224.

[(REGRT|ERESD 151 1 &1 FERRRE, [I{EaiHEEE 2 dphonetics &
phonology (phonemics) Z & REE &
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Sidenote: Phonetics vs Phonology

% Two kinds of study of speech sounds:
— Phonetlcs —> Natural scientific (physical-physiological)

h X
EER b 4
— Phonology —> Social scientific (psychological-intellectual-
social
iR
H BER=F

« System by system
« Concept of phoneme
Aoman Jakabae 11 « Meaning discrimination through phonological oppositions

& The Prager conception of a “phonological system”:

— “We call phonological system of a language [...] the repertory of
oppositions which in a given language can be associated with a
differentiation of meaning (repertory of phonological oppositions).
Terms of phonological oppositions that are not susceptible to being
dissociated into smaller sub-oppositions are called phonemes”

(Troubetzkoy/Jakobson)
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D
@ Problem of Universals - HAARIRE

- Medieval resolutions/compromises

L hiHAC Avicenna, Albertus Magnus, Thomas Aquinas HFEE
EET RS, BRE TEMB=2%, , E'ELEF
TINE ]

— Universale ante rem St 7F{ERII4E
- (e.g. Plato) ¢ £ 2. HFH

— Universaleinre BREFENIHE
- (e.g. Aristotle) B PAET &

— Universale post rem #M7FERIL4E

> FEER. fRP. BEEE

& BREM=3 THM] 4 RERZR—EZNEEEZE.
— Universal by analogy (per analogiam)

«  Problem of analogy as a theoretical complication of the third type of
universals as listed above > See next slide
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/@/The Kantian Heritage of Humboldt

& Wiéhrend Leibniz den Weg des deutschen Idealismus im weitesten Sinne
angebahnt hat, gilt Kant als derjenige groRRe Philosoph, der Humboldt
entscheidend beeinflusst hat, sowohl im Hinblick auf Methodik und
Terminologie, als auch auf die philosophische Grundposition, weil Humboldt
dem Kiritizismus Kants im Grunde genommen treu geblieben ist. Wie Rudolf
Haym und auch Cassirer pragnant ausgedrtckt haben, sind der ,,Buchstabe und
der Geist Kants* in Humboldts Arbeiten Gberall zu sptren.[1]

& Kulturphilosophisch gesehen hat Humboldt nach Kant den Humanitatsgedanken
am starksten vertreten. Der grol3e Beitrag Humboldts tber Kant hinaus liegt
allein darin, dass Humboldt einen neuen Schwerpunkt fiir den idealistischen und
humanistischen Gedanken gefunden hat, ndmlich, im Problem der Sprache. So
meinte auch Cassirer, dass ,.kraft der Vermittlung der Sprache, ein vollig neuer
Weg und Zugang zu den Geisteswissenschaften tberhaupt® gefunden wurde.[2]

Hylomorphism 2> <
[1] Rudolf Haym, Humboldt-Biographie, zitiert von Ernst Cassirer, ,Die kantischen Elemente in Wilhelm

von Humboldts Sprachphilosophie®, Festschrift fiir Paul Hensel, hrsg. v. Julius Binder (Greizi. V. 1923), S. 105-
127, besonders S. 109.

[2] Cassirer, ibid, S. 108
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B S 2

Kant’s general

1 distinction between
“sensualists” and
“Intellectualists”

Eg. Epicurus vs Plato

See Chapter on “History
of Pure Reason”

(A853-4 B881-2)

ant’s Relation to his predecessors:
(1) Rationalism & Empicism

& EBAHHEEAMARR R BRE RN T =0
&2 Dogmatismus EE =y AFHER M5 A B2 55710 (childhood)
2 Skeptizismus EbMgr B iEE A & EIGHA(adolescence)
2 Kritizismus  ERgr A RS A A-HH (adulthood)

& Dogmatismus 52 AfE " #EM:FEF | (rationalism)
Skeptizismus FEAVETEEL " &Kk | (empiricism)
Kritizismus  f5HYZREEEH CHY " #HEHFTEE | (criticism)

&  FEFEY rationalism Eidempiricism 43 Bl HEEE

- “In aword, Leibniz intellectualised appearances, just as Locke,
according to his system of noogony (if I may be allowed the
use of such expressions), sensualised all concepts of the
understanding, i.e. interpreted them as nothing more than
empirical or abstracted concepts of reflection.” (A271 B327)

& FE{EHEZHLEY rationalism Edempiricism - (HIE —E 5 FEE(
B T RS ER 7
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/@/Kant’s Relation to his predecessors:

(2) Plato & Aristotle

& Kant and Plato?
— Parable of the “light dove” (A5 B8-9 )
— ‘It would be my own fault, if out of that which | ought to
reckon as appearance, | made mere illusion. (B69 )

& Kant and Aristotle?
— Hylomorphism (UAn hyle, nopen morphe)
— Doctrine of categories

& Between |dealism and Realism
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D
mncept of Experience (Erfahrung) (1)

& Different conceptions of “Experience” in the Hist. Of phil.
— Avristotle (éuteipias)
— Hume
— Kant
— Hegel

& Critique of Pure Reason: Ist paragraphs:
R SRS 5 S e =) e e
- E{% " zE& M | (Verbindung, Combination)
— “Combination is representation of the synthetic unity of the manifold.” (B131)
— “By synthesis,... | understand the act of putting different representations
together, and of grasping what is manifold in them in one act of knowledge.”
(B103)
&  Empirical reality Vs transcendental ideality
( empirical realism VS transcendental idealism )
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m tenets of Kant's problem of knowledge (2)

& JEME (sinnlichkeit, sensibility) Ei1E4: (Verstand,
understanding) /5 AJERTERAY R {[E A AT ACHYFR A

& HE— AR NIRRT - B — IR AR
O ESBLEHE (RUEEF 2(Form)

& 18 B EI 2[RI B el B o o {1 g
- FIE RS2, (forms of space and time) -
- BE L Ry T EEE | (categories)

& Aristotle NIEE &—E7% (hylomorphism)
& LT H— T
— “Thoughts without content are empty,

— 1Intuitions without concepts are blind.
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8 2
Articulation (‘47E1 )

— Articulation FESLE{H4E H#fE(E | 2835 | (phonation, Verlautbarung)
— {HER[ZE{E4 % articulation ﬁ%#‘uﬂi%ﬁéﬂfﬁ@ (Saussure, Humboldt)

& Artikulierter Laut — horbarer Laut = Artikulation
(KOrper)
& Articulated sound — audible sound = Articulation

b

Form  Matter (sound matter)

& Humboldt: Artikulationsvermogen (441) Artikulationssinn

& “Articulation rests upon the power of mind over the vocal organs, to
compel them to deal with sound in accordance with the form of its own

working.” (66/441) "




jii For Kant:
&;ﬁa % Form:—> “form of intuition + form of thought”
{3 3{{ ‘Humboldt:

- FOrm of Language >  Sound-form + Inner linguistic form

7
DAL 4



o el

e 2

(EMAE-523) T EEEPEUT  —UIBEE - ERNEES - LS -
AT T BV AR | AL
PRSI e IR 26 RA R ATA .
Sl A RO Rl SRR T R -
B - b D) - (BOIRE © (LA T - SRS - AN
S A - PR - SR - Dl DA RS- RO DL
SR - B —YIE R P A2 REY -

SHACHE (EAL - AEEE « (AL~ PRI © T SR LT
(B LIS - W

" ORIGARTE © BURAERR - LR o ERHEY - IS EINE - SSEE - S
DIgE - BIZLISHE - AT AR - ERE IR — - JR@EHT - 0%
L SRt ST - SR ke e -
i - S =D - TIEINE © SORETFILLSENGE - S AR - JERREH - 54K
Gt = SE AR - (BB - (KT E) (59) T36,

P

SERGHE AT AT ¢ VSO  RIAR A, (HT
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/@ﬁegger’s view of Language

& “Der Mensch gebardet sich, als sei er Bildner und Meister der Sprache, wahrend doch sie die Herrin
des Menschen bleibt. Wenn dieses Herrschaftsverhaltnis sich umkehrt, dann verfallt der Mensch auf
seltsame Machenschaften. Die Sprache wird zum Mittel des Ausdrucks.” (VA GA- 07 193) rA
HBELAREESMNMHEENER, @EEEEE’MJIE%BEA*EE’JIA R
FR—BEHE AWEBA-—FEHNEEZY, BETRARENTE] (VA GA 07, 193)

& LEAPRTER mmﬁm%§EMIEJ%EM3ﬁMEEIEﬁ BREZE TE4]
EXR (¥, AFESETEAHEZIE mh IF#&E] 1 ui\%é (&Eﬂ FZIWU )
ZIBEBRZE ! E—HE, BUTE5IXERFTESS : rIlH: o EFER
E—T— E=F (Haus des Seins), #1Z2 AZERYE2EE (Behausung des Menschen), IEI/*%.:.:. =PLPN i

BEERGZE, BERLMAFERANEEINEESPEIRE EMEAEME,
nn:.Z*ﬁz*E (Machenschaft))’ﬁﬂi%)&*ﬁZE""’é (Gehause), 1 (HB GA 09, 361) 1B &4
MAEESR ANEHRHTBHMFERERAES TURETMNEEMWTHEAZERES
M TRAD), WE—EESHRINRAR T EA NEESERZBUBMEM
2Nt EmIEEE, MeAER TR 2P FLEE ! <

¥ BEKE—EYH 5851 HNAERE HE-— ﬂzr‘iﬂziiz&?% RiCH) T4 ER,
FiAREE, SREERIERMESH S BEMREEM. 2%, BEEYE - A
*}E%*Ej]%“ﬁlﬁﬁffﬂ‘] [RfER] , MERERBERNERERSZHUEI—1EM
FEL o 44



e 2
The Post-Modern stance

& French version of “linguistic turn”

— Highly critical towards the trend of subjectivity and of
enlightenment reason”

— Influenced by

 Saussurean lingusitics: language is a system of
interrelaltions and differences “without positive terms”

* Ricoeur said of Lévi-Strauss’ structuralism as “Kantianism
without the subject’

* Nietzsche’s relativization of truth.
 Heidegger: Language as “machination” (Machenschaft) 2>
— Distrust of philosophy as well as of language

45



_@®—  “Hylomorphism”

In Kant and in Humboldt

& For Kant:
— Matter = manifolds
— Form [of knowledge]:
« form of intuition
« form of thought

yielding human experience

% Humboldt:

— Matter = sound + sense-impressions ...
— FormofLanguage -2

«  Sound-form

* Inner linguistic form

yielding human language as articulated speech/thought
é
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/@/éi—éﬁlﬁﬁ' L — 5o Bk

Quotations from Chomsky (1)

[# BiEi% 1 “Erzeugung” (17) -> generative grammar. “Spracherzeugung” (20)

LIEREIR, {EERMA...«[die Sprache] muss daher von endlichen Mitteln
einen unendlichen Gebrauch machen.” (17) “The fact that every language ‘makes
infinite use of finite means’ (W. von Humboldt) has long been understood”. (LM 127)

“The generative grammar internalized by someone who has acquired a language
defines what in Saussurean terms we may call /langue.” (10)

— Concept of “Internalization” (8582 TA{k1 (CIL 11, 112; LM 119, 170)

“For Humboldt, as for many others before and since, a word does not stand directly
for a thing, but rather for a concept. There can, accordingly, be a multiplicity of
expressions for the same objects, each representing a way in which this object has
been conceived through workings of the process of ‘Spracherzeugung ...”” (CIL 20)

“Consequently, a language should not be regarded merely, or primarily, as a means
of communication..., and the instrumental use of language ... is derivative and
subsidiary.” (CIL 21)

Schopenhauer: (PP-1I-620) «...Polyglottism, neben seinen vielen mittelbaren

Nutzen, auch ein direktes Bildungsmittel des Geistes ist.” e



D
B Saussure D Aristotle

« “Without language, thought is a vague,
uncharted nebula. There are no pre-existing
ideas, and nothing is distinct before the
appearance of language” (CGL 112)

» ‘“Instead of pre-existing ideas then, we find in

= - .
T =T AN all foregoing examples values emanating from
: ; ; r\ : ”
i s By .. : the system.” (CGL 117)
. % pd :
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B s RREERM

X TCoMlop = 2
Levi-Strauss on language system

& "Language does not enter into a world of accomplished
objective perceptions merely to give purely external and
arbitrary signs or 'names' to individual given objects
which are clearly delimited from one another; but it is
itself a mediator in the formation of object. It is in one
sense the supreme denominator

& (Levi-Strauss, "Le Langage et la Construction du
Monde des Objets" in Psychologie du Langage)



D,
e EEIEMEH

Gt [EAAEA, FAEEN BASAE BUAAG, AEHEE HHAREE M

(&) $41 [F] = ESERE, DEfFm~86 815 Gie - B17 - 0 - B -
LREEERRA (&), KA (B, BEA TR RA TH .

=M TAEBEEERN EESRENA| M (8] ¥ E2FEE. BEfTn~E—8%
EEELE. BEWIAL. REWANATFROEAN BERARR )RR TR
D

B AAEAT, BELNE 0 (7] T, EERASE, AAEAANERE 7T, &
T, BT, XBET, EEKERS. . EREOEHFI~TH., TEBSR. THA. 7
. FUEAEY ) HEEGA ) o (El |, EK. EE.

B [RFERR, BEEEEF) ¥ U] | ERERE. ERGEREGFIN~FE, Fik
K, T@EEMERA NE] B sl .

F8 : [HEEHA, EEASMS, 19 [£E] 7 ERERE. ERFEAEHFiN~LEEaTmE.
ErmEE., E0B? SBEERA "E] RA TE] .

HE . TEEEGANY, METIENE) 0 (F56)]  F2mEE. BREaEsITm~H%
SN IRIREE - R - MBlsHE - SRR Er (R, BB REE & (AR .

Fier THERARSR?2BUSIEKARERI 8 (2], ERERE. BREREHIFI0
~RSE7RZE? EEEERA X% RA 124,
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Ferdinand de Saussure’s

Course In General
Linguistics
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) P,
mile Benveniste on Saussure:

(“Saussure after half of a century”, Problems of General Linguistics)
& Saussure eulogy:

— “Saussure was first and always a man of fundamentals”

— “...Considering that activity, human speech, in which so many
factors are brought together—Dbiological, physical and psychic,
Individual and social, historical, aesthetic, and pragmatic—he asked
himself, where does language properly belong?”’

& Two basic questions of Saussure:

— What are the basic data on which linguistics is to be grounded and
how can we grasp them?

— What is the nature of the notions of human speech and by what mode
of relationship are they articulated?

— Early work: Mémoire sur le systeme primitif des voyelles dans les
langues indo-européens (1879)
52



F. de Saussure:
Object of Linguistics i3 8 2R

& Le Langage (.J.:I = IR %) Phenomenon of language or speech
~ Lalangue SEEERH  Language system
— Laparole EE Speaking
->

& Starting from the sound “nu” as a linguistic phenomenon
— The “oral” vs. the “audible” ie. ““vocal” vs. “acoustical”
— The “physiological” vs. the “psychological”

— The “individual’ vs. the “social” (“individual act” as “only the embryo of
speech” (13)

— The “system” vs. “evolution”, ie. “existing institution” vs. “product of
the past” € Benveniste on Saussure
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4  Audition more important than phonation
& Vocal organs are as external as the Morse Code
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anguage (langue) as the true object of Linguistics

& .. from the very outset we must put both feet on the
ground of language and use language as the norm of all
other manifestations of speech.” (CGL-9)

& ...language is a convension, and the nature of the sign
that is agreed upon does not matter. The question of the
vocal apparatus obviously takes a secondary place in the
problem of speech.” (CGL-10)

& “To give language first place in the study of speech, we can
advance a final argument: the faculty of articulating words—
whether it is natural or not—is exercised only with the help

of the instrument created by collectivity and provided for its
use...” (CGL-11)
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)

anguage (langue) as the true object of Linguistics

& Language (la Langue)
= Speech (le langage) minus the non-psychological
minus the executive (la parole) or the individual

& ““Language is speech less speaking. It is the whole set of
linguistic habits which allow an individual to understand and to
be understood.” (CGL 77)

La langue = Le langage — La parole

& |If we could embrace the sum of word-images stored in the minds
of all individuals, we could identify the social bond that
constitutes language. It is a storehouse filled by the members
of a given community through their active use of speaking, a
grammatical system that has a potential existence in each brain,
or, more specifically, in the brains of a group of individuals. For
language is not complete in any speaker; it exists perfectly only
within a collectivity.” (CGL 13-14)
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P,
—®Saussure -articulation

& -- “language is a convention...” -- “One definition of articulated
speech might confirm that conclusion. In Latin, articulus means
a member, part, or subdividion of a sequence; applied to speech,
articulation designates either the sub-divion of a spoken chain
Into syllables or the subdivision of the chain of meanings into
significant units; gegliederte Sprache is used in the second sense
In German. Using the second definition, we can say that what is
natural to mankind is not oral speech but the faculty of
constructing a language, I.e. a system of distinct signs
corresponding to distinct ideas.” (CGL-10)

& “Language might be called the domain of articulations, using the
word as it was defined earlier (p.10). Each linguistic term is a
member, an articulus in which an idea is fixed in a sound and a

sound becomes the sign of an idea.” (CGL- 113) 57



" The linguistic sign

& Sign, signified, signifier

& The linguistic sign unites, not a thing and a
name, but a concept and a sound image.

& Signified (concept) < Signifier (sound image)
& Reciting a speech without sound!

& “The linguistic sign is then a two-sided
psychological entity that can be represented by
the drawing

|

)

/E?;rm
Saund
Hmage

|
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the international phonetic alphabet (2005)

consonants LABIAL CORONAL [ DORSAL [ LARYNGEAL
(pulmonic) | silabial ;Z:‘:;l Dental Alveo\ar:fJ:;T;rRetmﬂex ';"a‘]aet"a‘f’ Palatal | Velar | Uvular |Pharyngeal| Glottal
Nasal m m n n n D N
Plosive pb td td cJ kglqe| 2 [7]
Fiave |QP | fv 0d[sz f3]52 |e2|¢cjxy X 1B oolpg
' Approximant V] A 1 j W
niernationa : c
Trill B r R |H §
Lateral
P honetlc Alphabet ty [ih[ © [
Lateral
: E approximant l I, K L
E l Lateral flap ,l |
Where symbols appear in pairs, the one to the right represents a modally voiced consonant, except for murmured fi.

Shaded areas denote articulations judged to be impossible.
1 8 9 7 2 O O 5 consonants (non-pulmonic) consonants (co-articulated) brackets

clicks implosives ejectives M Voiceless labialized velar approximant //morphophonemic//
© Bilabial fricated 6 bilabial " examples: W Voiced labialized velar approximant /phonemic/
| L?ﬁ:tae-lda%xsgllarral") d gﬁr&ﬂ? P’ Bilabial | Voiced labialized palatal approximant [phonetic]
! A;liiilp(tp@ig‘?rlgﬁglj'r) Retroflex | £ aDﬁ,[;Efila?r 6 Simultaneous x and [ (existence disputed)  {orthographic)>
Laminal postalveolar ’
+ Lgtber‘i taigg]]:tral ) Jf pelatl k > f::::d t,[ Affricates and double articulations
” fricated (“lateral”) g- Velar ﬁ affricate = may be joined by a tie bar
Velar (back released) d Uvular S' aligal?; gb
vowels suprasegmentals (tone)
Front Nearfront Central Nearback Back I Primary stress " Extra stress level tones contour tones (e.g.)
Close i ira wsu | Secondary stress [,founa'tlfan} é 1 Top & Rising
Near close 1*Y * U €l Long €' Half-long é 1 High e\ Falling
Closemid € %@ 940 ¥to € Short €  Extra-short & 1 mid g 1 High rising
Mid ] , Syllable break £ a Linking e 1 Low & 1 Low rising
Open mid £ CE_B\G_A ] intonation o breek) & J Bottom € \1 High falling
Near open x e | Minor (foot) break tone terracing € \ Low falling
Open a CE_\—G n II Major (intonation) break N Upstep & A| Peaking
Vowels at right & left of bullets are rounded & unrounded. 7 Global rise N Global fall ¢ Downstep &M Dipping
diacritics DiacTitic-s may be moved to fita letFer, asford. Dt-her letters may b-e used as diacritics-of phonetic detail:
X_ray ph otos ShOW the sounds 51 t* (fricative release), bf (breathy voice), m (glottalized), * (epenthetic schwa), 0¥ (off-glide), w? (compressed).
SYLLABICITY & RELEASES PHONATION PRIMARY ARTICULATION SECONDARY ARTICULATION
ni Syllabic n (;i g/lgicckelf‘;iscgr E b Dental tW d¥ | Labialized X More rounded
€U |Nonsyllabic |§ d g"t?f?‘ilo‘{coeice oot gl Apical t dJ | Ppalatalized 9 X" | Less rounded
th bt (Pre)aspirated | 11 @ | Breathy voice ‘g Cni Laminal t¥ d¥ | velarized éz Nasalized
dn Nasalrelease | I1 @ | Creaky voice ]_J,t Advanced t*d* Pharyngealized | 2* 3* | Rhoticity
d! Lateral release Strident l t | Retracted tz gﬁ;@?iﬁgaﬁ{zed €9 ?ad;;:;igot
t' :Jecl’e?alégible n d— Linguolabial a J Centralized w gr?éralized €0 faertngiet?'got
e @ Lowered (ﬁ is a bilabial approximant) | € J | Raised (. isa voiced alveolar non-sibilant fricative, " a fricative trill)




