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Annotation. The article is devoted to one of the debatable problems of modern philosophy — the
problem of appearing the “linguistic turn” and its influence on political, economic and social sciences.
It is proved that the “linguistic turn” itself is comparable in the significance of its claims and the results
obtained, perhaps only with the Cartesian turn of the New Age in its philosophical application or the
Copernican turn in science, that is why there is no need explicate its significance for the scientific
world of the end of the 20™ century — the beginning of the 21% century. It is substantiated in the study
that the “linguistic turn” is the bifurcation centre of an established system of existing paradigmatic
directions. Such an intellectual explosion results in an uncontrolled chain reaction with a train of
divergent consequences, which takes place in our analysis: philosophy, linguistics, philology, history,
political, economic and social sciences have been assimilating and developing the latest achievements
obtained as a result of the linguistic revolution — the “linguistic turn”.
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Introduction. The interest in language raised in the second half of the 19" century
when the transfer from classical science to non-classical one occurred. The period can
be characterized by differentiation of knowledge, by the expansion of communicative,
ethnic, intercultural, and consequently, language relations. Language becomes an
independent subject of research not only of philosophers but also of linguists, logicians,
psychologists. Language turns for philosophy and linguistics into a conceptual focus,
into one of the most urgent research tasks, at least focusing on it should give

philosophical-linguistic problems coherence, organization, and clarity. Moreover, the
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track for such theming is already ready — this is the famous “linguistic turn”, about
which much has already been said. The pathos of the linguistic turn is very clearly
formulated by the British analyst Michael Dammit — the philosophy of language is the
philosophy for the most part.

In the problematic breakthrough, the “turn to language”, made by philosophy in
the 20" century, one can feel in general the spirit of non-classical philosophizing.
Thought and speaking are actually human, opposing nature, inherent in the human
community. The problems relating to language have been dealt with since the times of
Antiquity, and until the 20" century, the classical analysis of language was spread,
which was carried out in “static”, “absolute” concepts that “covered” the entire
accessible horizon of phenomena. Non-classical philosophizing focused on moving,
historical phenomena, on possibility and chance. Along with this, language began to be
considered not as an entity, but as existence, activity, and language phenomena — in
their specific temporal representation. Thanks to M. Heidegger, language ceased to
appear as an object and began to be considered in its connection with the very existence
of man. M. Heidegger spoke of language as a “house of being”, namely of being, and
not nothing, which, on the contrary, was associated with lack of language.

Thus, the issue of appearing the linguistic turn in philosophy, its necessity for
philosophy, linguistics, and other sciences is still relevant and urgent.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of the article is to analyse the role of the
linguistic turn for philosophy, linguistics and other sciences at the end of the 20™
century — the beginning of the 21% century. The purpose stated determines the
objectives of the paper: 1) to identify the determining factors of the linguistic turn; 2)
to analyse the literary original sources of the famous philosophers and linguists devoted
to the problem of language here and now, to the situational conditionality of language.

Scientific novelty. In the study it is made an attempt to prove that if practically all
sciences are amenable to some thematization, this can be done only on the basis of
understanding language as a semantic field formed by a multitude of centrifugal forces
that comprise in their totality what is commonly called the “linguistic turn” as a
conceptual transformation of philosophical paradigmatics. The “linguistic turn” itself
IS comparable in the significance of its claims and the results obtained, perhaps only
with the Cartesian turn of the New Age in its philosophical application or the
Copernican turn in science, that is why there is no need explicate its significance for
the scientific world of the end of the 20™ century — the beginning of the 21% century. It
Is substantiated in the study that the “linguistic turn” is the bifurcation centre of an
established system of existing paradigmatic directions. Such an intellectual explosion
results in an uncontrolled chain reaction with a train of divergent consequences, which
takes place in our analysis: philosophy, linguistics, philology, history, political,
economic and social sciences have been assimilating and developing the latest
achievements obtained as a result of the linguistic revolution — the “linguistic turn”.
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Statement of the main material. It is necessary to differentiate the “linguistic
turn” and the “turn to language” as a manifestation of two fundamental interpretations
of language in the 20" century coming out of different prerequisites.

The first interpretation belongs to the analytic tradition in the broad sense (the term
“linguistic turn” was introduced by the analyst G. Bergmann), the analytic tradition
considers a language as its own subject, having meaning, and formulates the problems
of language philosophy as problems of reference.

The second interpretation refers to a richer and more complex continental
perspective, winding within itself into sub-perspectives, often oppositional, but not
binding language to meaning and theming it as an independent reality.

After entering the 20" century, philosophical thought faced with new
contradictions, paradoxes, which reflected a different socio-culture, peculiarities of
non-classical and post-non-classical science. The latest achievements in natural science
were breaking the old ideas about the structure of the material world, they demanded
developing new concepts, categories that would more objectively correspond to
scientific discoveries. Therefore, it became necessary to analyse the language of
science, the conceptual apparatus, which are an integral part of the general process of
cognition and development of knowledge.

The appeal of philosophers to the problems of language as an independent subject
of research was also determined by the enormous differentiation of sciences. In the
classical period, Newton’s mechanics dominated, on the basis of which a rigidly
determined picture of the world was formed. The methods of mechanics were
transferred not only to the study of material existence but also to wildlife, society, and
man. Beginning from the second half of the 19" century, this metaphysical-mechanistic
approach did not justify itself. Sociology and anthropology, linguistics and psychology,
cultural studies and other social and humanitarian disciplines were formed with their
specific subjects, research methods, and conceptual-categorial apparatus. Almost all
sciences seemed to rediscover the conceptual and linguistic aspects of their subject. Not
only the differentiation of scientific disciplines was formed, but also their integration.
At the junction of various teachings, psycholinguistics, sociolinguistics, hermeneutics,
semantics, other new sciences arose. Intercultural communications intensified, the
importance of linguistics increased. Close attention began to be paid to the
identification of semantic expressions of language, its understanding, and
interpretation.

The philosophical analysis of language becomes a necessity for the further
development of scientific knowledge, social communication. The linguistic turn in
philosophy is designated, the representatives of which are not only philosophers but
also mathematicians, logicians, linguists. Philosophical schools appear (analytical,
hermeneutic, existential, etc.), united by the general task of analysing language as the
basis of philosophical research of concepts, thinking, the structure of scientific
knowledge, and the demarcation of scientific statements from non-scientific ones.
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Phenomenological philosophy showed that in the movement of understanding,
consciousness meets the improper, with the other, accepts or does not accept it. This
made it possible to consider the relationship between language and speech in their
formation, while not abandoning the “motionless” schemes of classical scientific
analysis of language. It is very characteristic that H.-G. Gadamer, justifying the
universality of the hermeneutic project, linking any knowledge of the world with an
unavoidable moment of understanding, and any understanding with language, seeks to
discuss the boundaries of linguism. According to H.-G. Gadamer, it is well known that
direct involvement in the world is very often expressed in all kinds of pre- and
extralinguistic insights, preteritions, and who will deny that the real conditions of
human life, hunger, and love, labour, and power, in turn, measure space in which a
conversation is made with each other, listening to each other. It is so indisputable that
just any such pre-shaping of human speeches and beliefs also requires hermeneutic
reflection. The number of well-known philosophers and linguists points to the
situational conditioning of language, to its existence “here and now” (Gadamer, 1990).

F. de Saussure actually does not allow considering the relationship between the
sign and the object but encourages to engage in words precisely in the context of a
social, almost intersubjective reality in which they only exist, acquire and change their
meanings.

W. von Humboldt believes that the definition of language can only be
genealogical, based on the fact that language, in essence, is something permanent,
disappearing at every moment. It is not a deed (done), but an activity. The ontology of
essence is replaced by the ontology of existence, and language appears as constantly
changing, becoming and decreasing in accordance with the nature of itself and the
nature of man. Such an understanding of language is recorded, for example, in the
concept of “language game” by L. Wittgenstein.

In the abstract concept of language as an action, its temporal nature, as well as
the direct involvement of the speaker in it, is practically ignored. It will be fair to
separate communication and conversation: in the first case, everything that a person
addresses (both in activity and in utterance) is supposed as an object by this address;
in the second, a person turns to the subject, which for himself/herself also means a
significant change of position, and, possibly, the essence itself. Language fits into the
human world. An appeal to language is a return to the very speaking subject. However,
the matter is not limited to a simple statement of this duality: an analysis of a certain
phenomenon revealed in language is necessary, namely, how our cognitive apparatus
expands and is able to cognize what it does not contain in itself. It is such analytics that
leads us to the description of the structure of pre-understanding, anticipation, which,
according to Maurice Merleau-Ponty, remains the “place of truth” (Merleau-Ponty,
1989).

L. Wittgenstein proposes to consider statements here and now, in the context of
the situation and try to determine on what grounds in relation to this statement one can
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talk about understanding, about using a sign, about the meaning of this sign and
expression of meaning, about the speaker’s position and his attracting experience and
knowledge. Thus, L. Wittgenstein comes to the concept of language as a structure in
relation to which it is impossible to indicate the legislative instance (neither
consciousness nor the refined logical form of language itself). The so-called “language
games” involve a complex relationship between the subject and the content of the
utterance and knowledge, the non-absolute status of the subject itself, the utterance and
the addressee of the utterance, conceivable in continuous formation. L. Wittgenstein,
in fact, proposes to abandon the understanding of language as the legislation of nature
and consider its laws as laws of freedom (Wittgenstein, 1973).

Of course, such views and approaches to language did not arise by chance. They
were caused by a number of social transformations and processes that led to serious
changes in all spheres of human life and society. However, social transformation
should not be understood too narrowly. This concept applies not only and not so much
to individual countries and regions, but to those processes that take place on a global
scale, in the space of all social development. From this point of view, it is necessary to
look at the processes taking place in today’s global society. To outline these changes
briefly, it should be noted that they are associated with a fundamental transformation
of the nature of labour, and, consequently, the whole life of society. What are these
changes? At first glance, such phenomena as cybernetization, informatization,
nanotechnologies, global evolution, etc. are immediately evident. Without any doubt,
all this takes place, but, in our opinion, their influence on social processes is carried
out indirectly through labour, through a change in its nature, and even, perhaps, it is
necessary to talk about the post-labour era of the development of society.

Classical types of labour (a person directly produces certain products — goods)
seem to disappear, which leads to separating and dissociating people. Automata,
robots, capable of performing mechanical functions, are replacing people. There appear
such automata which can be called factories-automata. A post-industrial, information
society is being formed. What is happening, though in a different connection, was
predicted by K. Marx: the most important wealth of a person appears — free time. It is
it that determines the choice of the activity that a person would like and would be able
to be engaged in. Inevitably, the emphasis is shifted to the service sectors of the person
himself/herself, to certain types of creative intellectual activity, to enriching the
spiritual wealth of the human person and society. Obviously, all this is inevitably
associated with the development of the foundations of spiritual activity — language and
speech. In our opinion, this explains the fundamental linguistic turn in philosophy that
has taken place in the 20" century — at the beginning of the 21% century. The linguistic
turn in the analytic tradition is a turn from the naive-realistic view that philosophy can
explore the world in its substantial and essential sense, to studying how people talk
about the world and how people reason about reasoning itself. It is related to this the
forefront of the philosophical problem of meaning — the central problem of the theory
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of language. It is true when this turn is tried to be explained by the fact that in modern
philosophy they have turned from the metaphysics of consciousness to the metaphysics
of language, this explanation does not seem to consistent, because the metaphysics of
consciousness is simply impossible without the metaphysics of language.

Of course, in all this one can see the pragmatic vector of the development of
philosophy. According to R. Rorty, descriptions of reality that are extremely useful in
the context of a particular situation are of a positive character: language thereby acts
as the basic instrument of the individual’s effective action in the world around. In this
case, the matter is not about the shortcomings of the linguistic turn in philosophy, when
language, from the point of view of analytical philosophers, replaces experience. It is
important to understand the origins and positive meaning of this philosophical
movement, without giving a transcendental character to language (Rorty, 1967). The
change in the nature of labour, discussed a little higher, has given rise to another
tendency in the development of modern philosophy, again related to the fact that there
Is a separation, dissociation, and isolation of people. This happens despite the growing
power of various forms of technical communications and means of mass
communication. This leads to violations of the mechanisms of forms of
communication, to mutual misunderstanding, to contradictions and clashes among
people, up to armed attempts to resolve disputes. Therefore, it is no coincidence that
the philosophy of communication and communicative action appears as a continuation
of the linguistic tradition engaged in clarifying the essence and meanings. It is designed
to overcome this disunity, or rather, this is the answer to this state of society. J.
Habermas writes in the “Philosophical Discourse of Art Nouveau”, “It must be
recognized that only discourse connects technical, economic, social and political
conditions into a functional network of functional practices, which then serve to
reproduce both the discourse itself and this network” (Habermas, p. 281).

The main thing in the theory of communicative action is to achieve agreement,
to overcome disunity. V. N. Fure emphasizes, “Reaching agreement should be
distinguished from spontaneous unanimity, which can be of very diverse nature;
communicative consent should be recognized as significant by the participants in the
communication themselves, and not be induced only by external influences. Consent
often turns out to be actually forced, but subjectively it is not considered the consent in
this case since it is not based on shared beliefs. In other words, the moment of
involuntary recognition is fundamentally important for communicative consent, and it
Is with the procedure of intersubjective recognition of the content of communicative
acts that Habermas associates the rational nature of the practice of mutual
understanding” (Fure, p. 50). Obviously, without philosophical hermeneutics as a
theory of interpretation, it is impossible to solve the problems of the theory of
communication, nor to reach a coordinated understanding.

Conclusions. Thus, the development of various philosophical theories, such as
the linguistic turn, rational communicative practice, philosophical hermeneutics, in our
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opinion, is, along with other reasons, a reaction to a fundamental change in the nature
and content of work in the end of the 20" century — the beginning of the 215 century in
philosophy and linguistics.
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JIHIBICTUYHHUHA MOBOPOT TA MOI'O POJIb AJIs1 ®LIOCO®II TA
JIIHI'BICTHUKHA Y KIHILI 20 ITIOYATKY 21 CTOJITTA

Anotanig. CraTTs npHCBsiu€Ha OJHIA 3 JAUCKYCIMHUX mpoOneM cydacHoi ¢imocodii —
npo0ieM BUHUKHEHHS (JIIHTBICTUYHOTO IMOBOPOTY» Ta MOro BIUIMBY Ha CydYacHi MOJITHYHI,
€KOHOMIUHI Ta colliabHI HayKu. JloBeeHO, 1110 caM JIIHTBICTUYHHMNA MOBOPOT MOKHA HPUPIBHATH 32
3HAYMMICTIO CBOIX JIOMaraHb 1 OTPUMAHUX pe3yIbTaTiB, Ma0yTh, JIUIIIE 10 KAPTE31aHCHKOTO IOBOPOTY
HoBoro uacy B ioro ¢inocohcbkoMy 3acTOCOBYBaHHI a00 KONEPHIKAHCHKOTO TMOBOPOTY B Hayll,
TOMY €KCIUTIKYBAaTH HOTO 3HAYMMICTh HE MPEICTaBIAETHCS HABITh HEOOXITHUM JJIsi HAYKOBOTO CBITY
kiHig 20-ro — moyatky 21-ro cT. Y cTaTTi JOBEAEHO, IO «IIHTBICTUYHUN MOBOPOT» € TaKUM C00i
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PO3BHHYJIM HOBITHI JIOCSATHEHHSI, OTPUMaHI B Pe3yJIbTaTI JIIHIBICTUYHOT PEBOJIIOLLIT.
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JJMHITBUCTUYECKHHA MMOBOPOT ETO POJIb JJISI ®UJIOCOPHUHU U
JINHI'BUCTUKU B KOHIIE 20 B HAYAJIE 21 BEKA

Cratrbs MOCBSAIIEHA OJHON U3 JUCKYCCHOHHBIX MP00JIeM COBpeMeHHOM (rtocodun— npoodiieme
BO3HUKHOBCHHSI «JIMHTBUCTHYECKOTO TMOBOPOTA» M €r0 BJIMSHHUS HAa COBPEMEHHBIC MOJUTHYECCKUE,
SKOHOMHUYECKHE U COIMaIbHbIe HAayKH. JloKa3aHO, 4TO caM JIMHTBUCTHYECKHI ITOBOPOT CPABHHUM IIO
3HAYUMOCTHU CBOUX MPUTA3aHUN U TOJYYCHHBIX PE3YNbTATOB, MOXKAIYH, JUIIb C KapTE3MaHCKUM
noBoporoM HoBoro BpemMeHH B ero GprrocopckoM MPUIOKEHUH JTHO0 KOTIEPHUKAHCKHM TTOBOPOTOM
B HayKe, O3TOMY SKCIUIMIIMPOBATH €r0 3HAYMMOCTh HE IMPEICTaBISETCS Ja)Ke HEOOXOAUMBIM IS
HaydHoro mupa koHma 20-ro — Hayaina 21-ro BB. B cTaThe H0Ka3aHO, YTO «IMHIBUCTUYECKUI
MOBOPOT» SIBISIETCS HEKUM LEHTPOM OH(ypKalMU YCTOSBIICHCS CHCTEMBI CYIIECTBYIOIINX
napajurMaTHuecKux ycTaHOBOK. [10100HBIN HMHTENIEKTYalbHBII B3PbIB UMEET CBOUM CIIEACTBHEM
HEYIMPaBJISIEMYI0 [EMHYI0 PEaKIHio co HuIeH(oM pacXoIsiIuxcs CIeACTBHM, YTO JHOKa3bIBAETCS B
HaIlleM aHalu3€ BIHUSHUS «JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO MOBOPOTa»: (uinocodusi, TMHIBUCTHKA, (PUIOIOTHUS,
UCTOPHS, TOJUTUYECKHE, SKOHOMUYECKHE M COLIMAIbHBbIE HAYKH ACCUMWJIMPOBAIA U Pa3BUIU
HOBEWIIINE JOCTUKEHHUS], TOJTYYEHHBIE B PE3YJIbTATE TUHIBUCTUYECKON PEBOJIIOIIMH.

Knrouesvie cnoga: ananutuyeckas ¢unocodus; Oudypkanus; TUHIBUCTHUYECKUN MOBOPOT;
JUHTBUCTUYECKAsT PEBOJIONMS;, JIMHTBUCTHYECKass ¢uinocodpus; s3bIK <«3IeCh U  ceiuacy;
napagurMaTH4ecKue yCTaHOBKHU
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