Philosophy of Language: Wittgenstein; Fall 2003; suggested topics for the first paper
1. What’s Frege’s account of the truth or falsity of propositions?  (Be sure to explain his distinction between a proposition’s sense, reference (sometimes translated as “meaning”), and the mental “idea” it might be associated with.)  What’s problematic about Frege’s view?  What’s Wittgenstein’s alternative account (of the truth or falsity of propositions)?  What are Wittgenstein’s own views of sense and reference (translated as “meaning”)?  Compare and contrast them with Frege’s.  Do you see any problems with Wittgenstein’s account?  Explain.

2. Explain Wittgenstein’s so-called “picture theory” of the sense of elementary, or “atomic”, propositions.  (Be sure to define “sense”, “proposition”, and “elementary proposition”.)  What role do names play in the theory?  How are names different from propositions?  What are non-elementary, or “molecular”, propositions?  In what sense are they also pictures?

3. Because the logical system of Russell’s Principia Mathematica uses primitive propositions (= logical axioms not provable within the system), it seems that it might run the risk of dogmatism, i.e., an unjustified insistence on the truth of these primitive propositions.  Explain Russell’s theory of the truth of logical axioms (in Chapters VII-XIX of Problems of Philosophy, “The Philosophical Importance of Mathematical Logic”, and the chapter entitled “Logical Data” from Theory of Knowledge).  Be sure to explain what “logical constants” are (giving examples), and what “logical facts” would be.  How, if Russell’s theory worked, it might be used to defend against the charge of dogmatism?  What, for Wittgenstein, are some very basic problems with Russell’s view of the truth of logical axioms?  That is, what is the basis of Wittgenstein’s denying the existence of logical constants and logical facts?  (In answering this question, Tractatus passages 4.0312, 5.4, 5.43, 5.4731, 6.111, 6.1231, and 6.124 are particularly helpful.)  
4. Explain Wittgenstein’s view of logical (= analytic) truth, and his very unusual theory of “proof” in logic.  How is this different from Russell’s (see question 3 above for some guidance here).  Recall that “Agrippa’s trilemma” is the view that any justification ends up facing one of 3 difficulties: 

- circularity (assuming what’s being proved)

- dogmatism (unjustified insistence on the truth of some proposition)

or

- vicious regress (any justification would involve infinitely many axioms, and would thus be infinitely long; hence nothing is provable).

In the end, do you think that Wittgenstein’s view escapes applied to logical propositions?  That is, does his view get “impaled” on one of these three “horns”?  Explain.
5. Explain enough of Wittgenstein’s view of language and logic to account for his view of ethical “propositions”, as expressed in Tractatus passages 6.41-6.43 and in his “Lecture on Ethics”.  What is ethics concerned with?  What assumptions does he make about ethics here?  Evaluate his views.
6. In the Tractatus, Wittgenstein believed that all elementary propositions are logically independent of each other (2.061, 2.062, 4.211, 4.27, 5.134, 5.135, and 6.3751).  What implication does this have for the construction of truth-tables?  Why do you think he held this “independence thesis”?  (Handout pages 24-25 should be very helpful here.)  How has Wittgenstein in the “Some Remarks on Logical Form” paper (written 8 years later) changed his views on the logical independence of elementary propositions?  What reasons does he give for this change of mind?  In the “Logical Form” paper, he gives the impression that this is a fairly small change of views.  But is it?  What consequences does this new view have for the view of logic and language of the Tractatus?
