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Jien-mi月 Juc

.1. Introduction: The Aim of the Tractalus 

Therc would hardly be anything bctter thao th巳 author's own 5umm盯y 01' his own 
work that could 閃閃c as thc corncrstone 0 1' an understanding of thc ma Ì1l point of that 
work. 10 thc prcface to his firsl rnastcrpiccc. thc Tr，αctatus logico-philosophicus 
(abbreviateù as thc Traclatus h巳rea Jler)、 Wittgcnstcin has madc such a remark 

The whole scme of lhe book might be SUITllTICÙ up in the followmg worù ,: what can 怕也id

at a~ c叩 bc 'iaid clearJy , and \vhat \ve 叩0110t talk ahout we mu<;t pa<;s over in si1ence 

1hus thc aim of thc book h to draw a lirnit to. . tl1C cxprcssion 01' thoughls 

\1 orcovcr. in a leUcr to Bcrtrand Ru怖ell ， he hu ':i written 叩methinεsccmcd to be 
similar 

Thc maill p仙1t is thc theory ()f whá1 can bc exprcsscd (gesagl) by propositions - i.e. hy 
language - (and 、'1hich come可 to the same thing what can he [houghi) and what cannot be 
expressed by propositions, but only shmvn (gezeigt) , which , 1 believe , 1S rhe cardinal pro­
hlem ()f ph i1usophy.2 

Some commentatofS, such as lL O. Mounce and K. T. Fann ,3 havc rcgardcd thcse 
two pa~s é)_ges a~ me正ming the 他me 1hing, thu、 id巳ntifil巳d "what can bc said" with 
“what can he expr問問【_l hy propos山on泊， and ‘ what we cannot talk about" with 
"what cannot bc expre~sed by propositions, but only shown". For convenienc己，

抽kc. the formcr pa立 has b巴巴n term口J as the 泣lyahle" ， ::md 1he laller thc 
“showabl己'. \-Vi11> this dichotomy , the aim ofthc TractaluS , namely , to draw a limit to 
our language , can ncvcr be accomplishcd; 曰n心可 according to Wittgcmtcin , hoth the 
S3}!2ble ?nd thç sh ,)w 8. ble do f泣 II withiηthe ~imi~ 、f our !川江gU3g巳 I pγcfc ，' tc Cêl l!, in 
contradistinc t1on to the sayable , the scωncl pair 出 th己“the unsayablc". And thc 
uns且yahle shoulcl b巳 as E. Stenius h ，叭 point巳U out , fur1hcr analyzed inìo “ that \vhich 
can bc shov>'t1 in langu <l gc but not sa缸， and that \vhich can bc neith巳 r shown nor said in 
language".4 Thcrcforc, the nam己“the sho、vable" will he reserved for "wh :l t cannot he 
巳 xpresseù hy propositions , but 0ηly shown" , and “ what wc cannot talk about刊 \viJJ bc 
in Wittgcnstcin's own words, l <J bellcd 可he my<;tic汀"

In the following , I will show that what Witt直enslein contcnds in thc Tractatus 
lS: both saying :md sho V\.'ing ar巳 legilimate funclions of our language; ancl thc mystic is 
where thc limit of our languagc lics 
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B. The Sayablc 3_nd the Showable 

Thc expressions “wh斗t can he said" and “ what cannot bc 前aicl" arc obvÌous]y 
uscd by Wittgcnstcin in a tcchnical !>巳TI)C ， Their m巳aning could only be detcrmi且cd
upon thc background of Wiltgeml巳m's conc巳ptiOTI o[ 1叮咚uagc. ln thc Tractatu\' 
Wittgensteinωnceive" language in its rclation to the world. At flrst , hc 3sscrts th3t our 
language is logical and the world is logical as well; furth叮morc ， our languagc and 1he 
würld are of a common logical ~tructure form. He 他ys

It used to be saiu 甘1at God could create anythin甚 cxccpl what would he contrary 10 th巴

law, of log比 Thc truth 15 that 間 could nol say what an 可J1 ogical" world woulu look 
like. [3.30IJ 6 

It i~ as impossible to represent in language anylhing tha• contrauicls loglC'. [3.032J 

A gramophone record, the mU ,;lcal iuca. the writ他 n notes, anu 吐白凶ounu-wa、tCS、，11

,tand to onc anoÙJcr in the same internal rclation of depicting tha1 holds hn叫:en

language and thc world 

They afe all constructed according ro a c臼nmon logical pattern [4.014] 

1 would call this kind of inlcrnal relaLion "thc formal corre5pondcncc" orιthc formal 
connection" hetwccn l:mguagc 3nd 1hc \V orld. 1n addition to th的 corrcspondcncc 01 
the logical stru c1ure 0 1' our languagc to thal of the 附rld ， there exi吼叫nothcr conncc 
1 ion between them , to which [ would givc thc name "materialα)rre<;pondence" or 
“ matcrial conncction" bctwcen our language and the world. Thc meaning 0 1' thi~ kind 
of corrcsponden巳e or conncction may b巳 clarificd lhrough an exposit lOll of the inter 
rclation bct\v巳 en "objecb:' (or "things") 叫dιslatc of affairs" ‘ names" anù 
‘elemcntary proposition". Such an cxposition rnight bc dcriveù from thc following 

paragraphs 

A stal巳 of 旭ffair ， (a 治tatc üf lhings) i凶 a comhina lÍon of ohjC ClS (things) , [2.01] 

An clcmentary propositi叩 consists of namcs. lt is a nCX\l S, a concatcnation, of 圳市S

14.22] 

Onc namc stand ，、 for onc thinιanOúlcr !or another tlnng , anu they arc comhineu wi吐lone
anolhcr. In lhis 、吋y thc wholc gTOup like a tabkau vivant presents a ~tate of affairs 
14.0311] 

The sinlplesl kmu 01" propo,ition , an elemcntary proposition. asserts the cxislcnce 01" a state 
of al1a肘 14.21]

Thc sensc of 且 proposlt1υ且 is it, agreemenl anù disagreernc ll1- \vith possibihties of existcn臼
IllU nü立 cXlstcn凶。f ~tatcs of a汀air<;. 14.2J 

From thc fir~t thrcc par且graphs ， wc C3TI easily discovcr thi5 intcrrelation: a state of 

161 



The Sayðble and Thc Unsaya划 e in Wittgensrein's Tractatus 

affairs conslsts of objects, names stand for objcc肘， an elcmcntary proposition consists 
of names, thercforc, an el曰nentary proposition presents a state of affairs. It Is exactly 
this correspondence of the elementary propositions ln our languagc to the states of 
affairs in the \vorlù that 1 have named as the material correspondence or connection 
But the last two paragraphs show that this material çorrespondence needs c1arification 
since it involves the existence and non..cxistence 0f states of affairs. In facL as G 
Pitcher says, Wittgcnsteinιuses term~ιsituation' (‘S l1 chlage') andιstatc of affairs' 
('511('11νerhalt') in such a \vay that situations and states of affairs may bc eith盯 actua!

(existent) or merely possible and nonactual (nonexistent) 們 The existencc of states 
of affairs Is called by Wittgcnstein “a po訓 live façt" anù thcir non-existence "a ncgative 
fact". [2 日 6] In other words , if a possible state of affairs actually exists in the world, 
then its existen凹的 a fact (positive fact) , and the propositioll that asserts its cxistence 
i5 therefore tru巳; otherwi可e ， false. lf a po抖出le state of affairs does not acrually exist 
in the world , then its non-exi~tence is a fact (negative fact) , and the proposition that 
αsserts jts non-existence, (speaking more accurate1y , denies its cxistence,) is true 
otherwi峙， false. 8 In both case呵， however , a proposition must already have a sense , 
[4.064 J acçording to which its truth-va1ue may be 吐et盯mined. Now, with 
Wittgenstein's conception of language in l1s relation to the world in mind , we may 
come to his distinction of saying and showing 

As to the distinction in question , the following paragraphs are rather illuminating 

A proposition SllOWS its scnse 
A proposition shows how tbings stand if it is true. And it says /hat thcy do $0 stand 
(4.0221 

1\0叭)sitions cannot represent logical rorm; it is mirrored m lhem 
、1Vhat finds its re汀ection in languagc , language canllot rcpres(孔t

、1Vhat expresses itself in language , we cannot express by means of language 
Proposilio叫 ，hοw the logical form of reality 
τ"hey d呻l，y 江 (4.1211

As shown in the abo時， our 1anguage is connccted to thc world in two ways: the 
formal and the material. 1n the material way , a proposition says or asserts the ex­
istence or non-existence of a state of affairs in the wo r1d , Such a proposition must 
be either true 0γfalse ， and îts truth-value depends on the reality of the world [4.121 
Then、 what c位1 be 阻id is the existente or non-existenιe of states of affairs , i.e. the 
whole of reality. Using this as criterion 、 only propos技 i011S of nalural sciencc are 
qua1ified as 'iaying something [6.53].9 Concisely , prop也itions with sense say somc 
thing while those without sense say nothing. But, if this is the case、盯e thOSB proposi 
tions, such as those of logic and the equations in mathematics, which lack sense a11 
nonsensÏc al? If there exists between our language and the world on1y the material 
connection , the answer will definüe1y be affirmative; but the existeηce of the formal 
connection makcs it negative. Although a11 the proposition可 of logic 盯e tautologies 
[6.1 ], a1l 1ack sensc [4 .461; 6.11 J, all rep問sent no po指出le state of affairs [4.4ó2J , 
a11 say nothing about the wo r1d [4 .461 ; 5.142; 6.1222; 6.12331 , they 
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jDU川 al 01" Ilurn ，mllic~ Eil<;t/Vv'!.:, l 

Jcscribe Thc sωHolJingυf l11c world , or rathcr rhcy rcprcsenlitτhcy h的 C Il U “~ubjcct 

matler". n1ey pre可upposc lh J.l 11ameS h. av巴I!lcanmg 創lJ clcrncntary propmitiυn~ ~cnsc: 
JnJ 山況1 is th巴 11' COnneXlOJ1 W1th 吐1C world. [fi.1241 

吶叭叭 lhc [OffiUt! ]ogíca1 - propcnics ()f lallgua巴e and the \\-'Ofld. [6.121 

A tautulogy reprcsentsμtl lhc possibil叫“ 0 1' thc cümbination of ils com1itu凹1T~. ~n 

__ome scn~c. it re l1 ccls 0[" .\11叭的 the logical form o f" uur langua t'-c and t11c 叭叭 ld 、 16.22J

thcrcfOï,;, \Viltgc l1 ~tci l1 \vould 1l0t Tcgard i1 as nomemlcä 1. Morcovcr , ill ~plte of its 
lackag巴。f 何 n~e. iL !?resup/)os凹 the ~C Il吋 lhi~ i 、 ano1h巳r reascηwh:.' \"/ittgenstein 
would not con~iùcr it as 110n 、c l1 sic ，;1. Similarl').: , cquatioll5 in mathcma t1cs , though 
rnèrcly Shl)\V 1hc 10臼 C o f" tllc world 1631 J , ärc 1101 nom巴的1凹! 如 hat 旭日 be ~h O\vn ， 

th巳 n， is th Lò logical form of our lan芒1J: lg巳 or ()f 1h巳 world

此toremcr， bct\vccn s:lyin包川江l 、}圳、九 m且 thcrc i、 such 且 rcla t1 0ll 可 ho\\，ring i 可 logic址 Ily

pnor 10 saylng: 1ε \vhcnc\'cr our langu且ζ巳 lS LI 可cd 10 <;:J y 怔了ITi clhJllg il must (l ll'巳 ady

(111 1hc logical ~ensc) sho \V ~川江c other thin且 3ccaU5c. a5 Vv'ill 巴巴 n、tt' in cl山口l~_ a pro 
pmlt lO n 、九七 ich onlv ~bovvs sO\I1 dhin巷 、叫LllO ut ~aying an、 lhing is conl~elvable (己 g. thc 
1auwlogics), wllik a propo~ltion wlndl 0川、、a}"~ ~Om、出 n中 withoLlt Sllovo/ ing ally1hi l1ι 

is inconccivablc 
llcrc. \VC 111叮 con c] uùc 1lti~ "cctioll. \Vh叫 can bc shown in hingllagc is 1hc 

common log;cal for I1l of our lan已uagc :md lhc world. \Vhat C(l n bc said b)/ Ja nguagc i~ 

t11c cxistCllCC 0 1' non-cxi5t 巳ncc of SI atc~ 01'叫fairs. i , c. thc who1c rc;llitv 80th of lhcm 
can beωmpa1ibly cmhodiö ;n proposition 、 51rictly ~pωlci月1'ropo月itül，n s ofna1u凡l

SClcr>ce. [n othcr \V(>rds , both say iJ啥叫d ~ho叭 i l1 g aïC Jcgitim叫c rUnCl lOI1 5 of OLll" 

lan♂lage ，斗nd both rhc sa)fablc 仇nd tllC ~hO\vablc 叫心的 ilhm r11c limit 0 1" our lallguagc 

H. The Mystical as thc Limit of Our Languagc 

、九ie have show巳d thar hoth 間vabJc and t11c ~howable (l rc \1' itl11n thc 1 立了lj1 of ()Uï 
iaguagc 口oes lhat m巳an. therè i 月 nolhing which i 、 un~ayι\h !t; by languag巳<l nù ullsho況

ablc in langu峙c ， (}J 的 cryihing 叫 n bc pul inlo \V orus'! lfso , l !te aim of 1hc Tr的 lalus ，

nan、c1y ， to dγawa limlt to 0111" languagc. is bu1 an illusion. Wittgcnslein undouh1巳 dly
dcnies 叫 ch a view a '-, h.:: holds 

rhcre alC , illde刊， thi月、 lhaT cannOl bc put into \V onk I' h呵 makc thcnnelv叫 mamj的t

rhcy arc \vhat i巴 rny 、tlcal. [6.5221 

Thc “mystl已al" is thal which i" n叫 only umayab!è by langlwge , hut also unshowable 
1n language. lt is bCY( ll1 d Ihe rcιch 01' our iaηguage. lt is ihat which we 可hould pa~倍

。vcr in sllcncc 
In ìV.itigemlcin 日哥 lew ， l !t巳 rnost pro1tlm凹1[ memhers of th巳 m>..~t lCal arc 

mC1 :-tphy~ic~ and -:t hil'S '1'11。況吼叫CJJl Cllt5 、uch a~ “ thut the world e.x的ts" r (1.441 了
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dnd "to view the l,.vorld a~ limited who1e 、 [6 .4 5] 3rc what metaphysicians try to talk 
abou t.]() 011l t11e contcnt of thesB statcmen臼 s mystical: thcy cannot be said by or 
ShOW11 in languag己、 but merely make tllcmsc1vcs ma;lifes t. Bcsides. ethics cannot bc 
expressed or put into words too_ [6 .4 21] 乳 hat 必 in the w(咒 ld is wha1 it is , what it 
ough I to bc is 110t in thc \丸。rld [641 J; lherefüre. there is no proposition of ethics in 
the world. [6 .42] Propositions of cthics 1 址ck seme. thcy 5ay nothing abodt the 
world. 11 and neither 社o they show anything. But that docs not imply th別 '!:.::y (l fC 
nonscnsicaL since th叫“make themselves m叩ifcst" at ka~t. 1'he most fundalllcntaJ 
idea in ethics is thc willing subjcct OT the “ I叫 2 which Wittgenstein takes for “ thc 
bearer of ethics" 1.1 \\/h8t manifcsts itself in ethics is thc existcncc of the \villing 
subjed as a bearcr of etlücs , or rathc r. as :1 prcsuppositl 弓 n 0 1' thc cxi~ience of the 
wo r1d; buì it cannot bc said by or shown in our language , i e. it is bcyond the limit of 
our lan且uage. 3 

Now , \vc may show how \Vittgcnstcin accomplishes Thc aim oï th巳 Tracratus on 
thc basis of the tripartit巳 disti日ction betwcen the ~ayablc ， the ~howable and thc 
my叫ca1. Both 泊 ying and showing are legitìmate functions of our lan)!:uag巳 and the 
sayablc has sense while the showablc has not; but none of them is nonscnsicaj' only 
when one att臼npts to say what ca11 on1y bc sho吼叫 ìt is 11011sc11sical (::.g 、 1 is a 
number" 14 , 1272]). The mystical is not nOI1峙的ical as \vell since it makcs irself 
manife~t; only when one attempts to say or to show th l' mystica l, hc i:-, making a 
nonsemical statcment. Both the sayJbk and th" sho\vabl己仁且1"1 be put into words. lt 
is the mysticaj that cannot be put into WOI'血; it is b叮ond the jimit oÎ our laηguuge 
it mmt bc passεd over in silenc己 and right herc dr的NS Wittgcn~tein a limil to OUI 
languagc 

]';OTES 

Lud\vig \Vittgcn,tdn , TractαfIIs L ()í!，i cο Phil削οphicu ，l ， trans. !f. F. Pc斗rsandBF
McGuinnc的 tL勻。don and !Icnky. Rüutledge & Kegan Paui Ltd , 1ν()j: ln4 
paperback eú\tion: Rcprìntcd 1981: Original Gcrman 巴 dition appeare吐的 1921 ) 
p. 3. Furth巳r references to thi<; work wiU be given by propositlon numbcrs in 
brackets in th巴 body of my text , referenc凹 to the Preface of this work will be 
g1V臼1 by page numbers 

2. G H , von Wrigh t. ed. , Lelters tο Russell， Ke ν nes {)nd ;，Vουrc (Oxford. Blackwcll 
1974), R. 37 

3. Sc巴 H ， O. :Vlouncc , Witlgenstcin \. l'ra('tarU ,\' (Oxford- BlackwclL 1981), pp. 93 
100: K. T Fω1TI， Wittgu幻 leill's COl1 cepliοn of Philosophy (8erkeley and Lm 
Angel凹 Universìty ofCalifornia Press , 1969), pp. 32-33 

4 Erik Stenius , Witrg f' ri.\ tein 's Tractal1H (Oxford. Basil BlackwelL 19的 0) ， p. 123 
5 , Th:: wordιmystical" ocιurs three timcs in thc Tï(lc/α tus ， namely , 6 .44 , 6.45, 

6 522. \Vhether th叮叮e used in thc same context is di<;putable In this paper 
thi也 word is uscd in the contcxT of 6.52 :2 

6 久ccording to 3.031 and 3 ,032 , he ùid not dirccüyγ句ect lhc “i1logical world" , 
what h巴臼id was that even if tl閃閃 wcrc an illo 1' \cal wodd , our languagc couJd 
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110t say anything about it. The “ logical" world is rather required by our language 
îf our language is to be abl巳 to say something about the world. Also see George 
Pîtcher, The Philosοphy οf Wittgenstein (Engl巳 \vood Cliffs ，'~. J.: Pretice-Hall 
1m: 、 19(4) ， Ch. 2. As a matter of fact , Wittg巳nstein has lîttlc interest to what thc 
worldreallyis.j6.1233] 

7. Pitcher, ibid. , p. 46 
Several commen個1"ors hold that the German "Sachv~rhalt" should bc rendered as 
"atomic fact" rather than “ state of affairs". See G. E. M. Anscombe , An Jntro 
duction tο Wittgenstein 's Tractah的 (London' 'Hutchinson University Libra門
1967 third 巳dition ， 1959 first pub1ished) , p. 30; and K. T. Fan江 p. 9. Both of 
them say that Wittgemtein hims己lf acceptcd this transla t10n Some other com 
mentators dìd not follow thìs translation , but still emphasized the atomicity of 
'Sachv~rhalt". See Stenius , pp. 32-33; and Robert J. Fogel凹， Wittgenstein 

(London , Henlcy and Boston 且üutlcdg巳 &K巳gan Paul , 1976) , pp. 4- 5. Thus、

in general, 110 matter how thc German "Sachverhalt" 的 render吋 we ma y, 3ccord­
ing to its atomicity. comparcι'Sachverhalt" with "elementary proposition" 的

well 出 ιιSachlage" with ;'proposúion" , and “ name' 仙也“object". For this part , 

also see Pitcher. p. 22 , an吐 pp.17-41

8. According to 4.21 , only el巳mentary porpositions asscrt the existence of states of 
affairs: name句， elcmentary prpositions only corrcspond to positivc atomic facts 
And. in a letter to Russ巳 11 ， Wittgenstein clearly c1aimed that the negations of 
elementary propositions \v它rc not themselves eJementary propositions. See 
Anscomb巳， p. 34 

9. 1 do not mean tlJat a11 propositions of natural science are saying something; e.g 
1hc law of induction 1S a proposition witb 問nse [6.31 J , i.c. it is 
咱yablc ， bu1 th己 law 01' causality ,>ays nothin皂 的Clut the world 

10. Cf. Pitcher, p. 159 
11. ludwig Wittgemt己的， ]'vο teboο ks 1914-]916, ed. G H. von Wrlght and G. E. M 

An:-.combe , tr. G. E. M. Anscombe (Oxford' Basil Black、呵ll ， second edition 
1(79), p. 78 

12. lbid. , p 80 
13 久 ccordin g. to Wittgnestein , both logic and ethics are unsayablc and transc己 ndental

í6.13 ，后 421] Ilowevcr , logical neccssity can bc sho\\.'n , wh i1e ethical t間的“ nno t. Als() 叩e Rush Rh巴的， JJiscUSsiOJ1S of Wittg凹的tein (!'ic \,!,.' York: Schock巳N

l3 ooks, 1970). p. 95 
Hcre. ! general1y follow the explanatio們可 madc by Zemach、 although there is a 
littlc differencc b'etween Zemach 's expJanat>on , St巳l1lUS'也 and FogeJin's. Sce 
Lùdy Zemach, Witlgenstein's Philο~ophy ο'f the 101ystical. ed lrving M. Copi and 
Robert V/. Be益 rd ， Essays on Wittgensrein :1' Tractarus (New York. The ;vlacMi1lan 
Co. , 196后)， pp. 359-375 
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