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           EP    -
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  ’ ,         99/30,    -
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saying that Frege’s idea of considering extensions as logical objects,        -
 ,    W   Tractatus (. §5.4   T).

3 W       F’   “  -”     W-
’       Tractatus. I  I,      z
 j     F’   “ ”  “-”,
     Tractatus.

4 O  ,  F’ .

5 C. (VELLOSO, W’ q “GA”, 04, . 33)

6 F  ,  F’ .
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        F’     

  ;  ()       k F’   “” 

“-”  R’ x  W    

 ,    F’   “x”  “ j”  

-    EP       “ -

”   --.

T    k ,        -

   F’   “  -”   “ -

”    k. A  k,       -

 F’       W’.

L’  z,    ,   . T   

   F’ . I     F’   “x”,   

    F’ . W          -

    j  VI,    F W

     “”. S II       W’

  F’ . Nx,   (III),       

O C      k Logical Forms. T, C

k     k   :      -

 . I q,       j     Tractatus

             .7

I  (IV)        W’  

F’   “ ”  “-”. B     

W’    ’      -

. I  (V),    W’   E’  .

T                W

        -   EP,  , 

k   . I  (VI),        -

    -à-   q    F 

W. T         SA  

 k           .

Frege’s logical ideas

I.1 Frege’s “propositional sense” as “truth-conditions”

W’   “”   Tractatus  q     

“-”. T        “”    

7 O   , ’   z        -
         . O   ,    
           , “”  “”
     ,     q . T      
  j     ,       -  
     .
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  “”    . (. §4.063 TLP) A   x  

     (§4.43): “T    x   --

”. D , F’   “ ”  “-”

    . D T,  x,    

    ,   F’   “”  “”

-.8 A  T,         F’ k

           Tractatus. (TREBAUL, S 0,

. 6) I ,    q    GG, F   -

     q       Tractatus:

E    - x  ,  . T  
          . T    ,
 ,      . (GG, §3)

A   q,         

’ -.

T        . M D,  x-

,   k The Seas of Language,   F  x   

  “”  “-”.

D         -? D    
      k    -  
    ? […]    x    F,  
W   T,   D. […]  F,  ,
    ,            
  - k k          
   k. (996, . 33-34),

W q   . W       x   F’

  “ ”  “-”       -

     “”  F’ .9 A        

,         “”  “”,    

 , ..,      ,     F’ k.

I.2 Frege’s demand of sharp definitions for every concept

F     q   z    q-

    ,  ,     . I -

 II,  III,  Gndgeee de Aihmeik (GG),     R ,

       q . M  ,   

8 T   W  z F’   “”    -
   “-”. T      , . (TREBAUL,
S 0).

9 D        . I (DUMMETT, 996, . 33), he thinks that the
      “”              
  k. F  “A     necessary          
,  ,     possible      ;        
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        .”
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  GG,  III,  z        

x  .

T,     j  ,   ,   
     ,        ,  
,    k,    q. F, 
  x  k :      . […]  
       . L  z 
-k   ;      x  -
 . (FREGE, B L A, 03, . . 69)

A  k,     F’       j. A

                  

 q      z . T  

  F         “”. I  -

, ’ k “     ” (977, . ). T   

             k. Cq, 

         ,      F:

  “”    “”. A    ,     -

   k  F’    PEM  .

F’   PEM    ,    . T 

    “”. I   ,       q-

  , ..,         ,  , 

    . T        

,   q,       “”. F F,

            ’ .

T  : ()   ’       

 ,   j     (  ) 10; 
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  . O  -  x,     

   . F  x   q  :

T   x  ,  , just  q, in another form, that con-
 []   . A j      
     : tertium non datur. (FREGE, B L  A, 03,
. . 69)

S,       q ,        ,

in Frege’s mind, just an alternative formulation of the PEM’  .

T     F’    PEM  

      . Cq,   ,

F’   PEM    A’    

  ,    11 (PC):

10 F C,    “    ”   -j,  “ 
”   -. A    ,      F’
 “O   ”. (CHATEAUBRIAND, 00, . 40-44,  )

11 I  ,  PEM   PC  , ,  De Morgen ,     
 , . B   ,   k,   .

 O q  A              -
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  . B           , 
 j,      x . N,      
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14 F C’   F’       -
,     F     j-    Begri-
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   - . W  , F  

              

               , tertium

non datur.

D  ,  ’         , F’

  “x”  “ j”     k    x-

   . A  k,  -,       F, 

         x   ’

. T   F’   “x”     

        “ ”  “-”

   x   x , ,      

  R’ x. I  x ,  W   

 .

II. Wittgenstein’s reaction to Frege’s notion of

“sense as Truth-conditions”

W   F’   “”   Tractatus q -

. H x     F’      

 . W’      

     . T        -

      . A    ,  -

    ,     ,  F’  . T

     , W x  -,  

  ,   q (T Ló-P, .

§6.). A   q,  x     -

 F’   ,   , “       ”. 15

H,  k W  ,   Tractatus,    

      q. I  ,     

W’        . W’  

       F’ j,         -

,   k    q  F’   “ ”.16

N         W’    -

  F’   “”  “”, ’     W

    z  ’  . O    

W    F’ k      k 

      ’ . F   ,   

    k,        x  

 . I ,   W,     

15 A   ,    q  , ,  -
  -. A,      (sinnloss) ,
  ’         :    k 
     k  . O    ,  Tractatus,    
 : T T,  A.

16 A  T     Tractatus     j      
. (T W’ -          
F, S 0)
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            -
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    F’  R’      -

        . T   W’
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    q ,    . T    -

       O C. T     

   C       

F’     W’      Tractatus. W 

F,      ,    , W,   

    . F,         

     x .

III. The division between predicate and propositional logic

III. Chateaubriand presentation of the division

W          q  F’ -

   PEM      I.. A    , 

  x         A x

    (PC). O        

     j  : ()      ;

 ()  x    - x    truth-conditions. T

 ,       C’ ,   -
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O C’ ,        
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             .

F,             -
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I  x q C       -

 “         j  ”. H

     “   ”. I    

 ,     ,     “”

 “”          F .
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      . T    logical form is
           j  -
      . T  , 
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      . (. 7-8) [ ]
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            . C  

 q       “ ” k  

    -  - .18 T     
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 L   z  -       “

 ”. T,      ,    
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I           ,    ,
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  ,  ’            
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z            
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       -     --

 . B C  F   q  desiderata

        . A   ,  -

              

        F    k  

    .

C  F   ,  ,       

        x. I  ,    

  A’    PC  F’ F   PEM  

 q:         ,  k

         /j -

        .

A      C’   F’ 

 z          (,

  - ). S,  F’ ,     -

  ,     -    . O 

,             

     ,   .

O W’    Tractatus       

   k      . B,   x 

 ,    “”  “”   -

. I ,         F’ x-

     , x   j  .

T -   EP’, ,      F’

. T               -

       F. I  ,  Tractatus  

            EP. I   W

 z             k

       “truth-conditions”,    

    –  “G ” –  q . I    

   x/. S,  F     “x” ,

..,   “x”     j     j 

  z, W  .

D  , F W    :

       ,     “ ”

 “-”. F,   ,     -

 “x”. A C   :  qz “” 

“-”    “x”, ..,  salva veritate,   -

   . (00, . 5).

9 T        ,  x. O    q-
    .
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R  Tractatus’ - , ,       

    “x”,      C. O 

is that the Tractatus         salva veritate at

 ,       x. I ,  F’ ,  

           . A 

    x,     q    k  EP’ 

,       W     -

         ,   q   .

T       I   : I    
   ,   ,     ? (WITTGENSTEIN, Nk
94-6, 96, . 53)

III. The tensioned frontier between the two logical analysis in the Tractatus:

the propositional and the sub-propositional levels

N  ’  F’      

C,        k    W  F. I

              

          . I -

            C. T

     F’        “ ”.

However, it was recreated within the Tractatus k.

I F’  R’  ,      -

 . T,      z  z   j/

. A,    q ,     j/

 ,     j     .

A   W   ’   ,  

 ,          

the Tractatus. C      F’  R’  k,  

Tractatus  ,  x/,   “” . Q 

,        -   -

z  W    ,    

 j.

C       ,      

  k   ,   Tractatus,       

     EP           -

     . T -      

            j

j  EP. B,   EP’    ,   

     . S,     -  -

, W    x   -  -

   EP. B,     x   EP’ ’

x     j. L’   , ,   

  0       .

0 T    - .
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 -           . I  -

 ,          

x  -x    .

4. T           -
  x  -x    .

4.43 T x       -
   x  -   . A -
   x   -. (T, F  q   
       x      …)

F  x,    P  Q  j.

A  W,    x  -   j

 : “(TT-T) (,q)”, (Tractatus, 4.44 )). I      

  EP,         -,   -

j     EP. T         

 ’     . T       

   x  ,       

       EP. W      

 --’  “ ”.

T        z    x

   q      ,  “

”. H,      . W j   z   -

     W’      

    ’  . T     - 

 T  F , ..,    -    

  --. F,        

           “x ”.

A,        ,    -

       SA. W   , 

         n- j     

nth , ,  . T    q,   k    -

,      ’ . T EP - -

   j q    - .

4.8 T          
— — n  .

W   ,   4.3-4.45,        5,

W      k    x  .

T            : “-

  ”. A R B  x   k (T N 

A BA S W’MA, 99):

 W          “G T    ”.

 C.  (BRADLEY, 99, . x-x; 4; ).
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I          , W 
  “E  ,   ,        .” (.03). T
things and their de re      ,  
. I ,  W  de re       -
 ,    . (. 4)

A            

   RC. TG      

 q q  W’ “ ”  “-”. I 

x  BT, W  C’    .

T      ( C,  x,  
)         . T    -
  :  theory of elementary propositions   . A   
    . ( x:    . I
            -
.) (WITTGENSTEIN, T B T TS 3, 005, . 8)

A       ,     

,        W’ “ ”  C’

“-”. B          

x           ,   priori

. A      q ,          -

   . S,    ’ ,  

     ’      

    / .

A  B, C’ - x    -

     .

C      C  M N
   - […] O -,     “
Lz’   W’    .” (. 9). […]

B     k.

    C   ,      -
   ,      W.
[…] A  C      k    k    
  k:           , --
 ? O           -
        ( , “ ”)   
k             
   . […] T           
  , (. 375)

W          -  

       C W.

A     k         -

. C     ,       

“ ”  “    q    

”     q:     /

 .
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-.

C        ? A  ,     
,               
 ? S    ’    (  ),   ’ k
      .

T q            
. F         k. (005, .
8, BT)

I     q     ’ ,

           EP. F,

 j         -    --

.3 T          “    

[ ]     ”. T     

    x      -. E j 

         “x”    -

      - salva veritate   

.

I  ,          

  -         “-”. F,

  x   -     “-”  

            -. H,

            

  ,          - .

U,    q    Tractatus. Q k: “H 

 j q  EP  ?”;  “H      

 --     ?”    .

A         ,     q

       - . I     k  EP  -

  “   ”       .

B,      k  ,   q  . D F’

     Tractatus’ ? O    k   

  W’ ?

A        ,  F’ ,  “x”

      - k  . T  

 k F’  j,  “x”. F’ x  

     - x,   . O 

j ,             

     ,    . W, 

   ,  -x   ()  

  , salva veritate, in any proposition

W’ “ ”    x q  

 ,     salva veritate    ,

3 E     -    ,      
 .
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    .4 B,    W’   

-   F’    salva veritate,  q-

 . F x,  W      

         ? W 

EP   k   ,      ? H 

W     ? W     k  -

, k F’    C’  ? O  

   k  ? W        , k

     ?5 A         -

    j/ ? D      

:     ? T    q   -

    .

IV. What happened with Frege’s distinction between sense

and reference in Tractatus?

U ,     q        

                -

   ,    C. K     

k             EP,     

       -    Tractatus. T  

 W     x       EP

       “ k”,      

  ,     .6 F,      

       , k     C,  

   q. H,    

      F     EP 

.

O ,          

EP     F’       

   k   -   W   Tractatus. S,  

      F’       j -

      W’   .

IV.1 Frege’s two compositionality principles

C             

  . I   ,    F  ,       

       “ k ”.

4 FW, , EP    -,     F’ .
T     ,   SA        ,  ,  
    k .

5 T   q   F’    Foundation of Arithmeticwhen the
x             .

6 Tk        .
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      x     , ,  ,
        x   . H 
   ? B          . A
      ,       
                
 . (FREGE, L M, 979, . 5)

I      k ( 99 ), F   

Beggifhi’     “ ”   ,   -

,     k. A     F’ , 

             

:     salva veritate, regarding referents, and the

   salva analyticity,  . I  ,  F’ -

,          

.7

T        k   Tractatus

 . I F’ ,          

  ,   “ ”. I  Tractatus, ,  

      .8 S     

        ,      EP 

the Tractatus             . T 

x      signs for    .9

N,  k    x (Ausdrucks)   

inside unanalyzed . W      ,  W’

   k,       F  R -

 q     .

3.38 Lk F  R, I         x-
   .

A,      Tractatus’  ,    

  “  k”, j  ’   F’ “ k

”    j. I  x ,       

   .

IV.Wittgenstein’s own distinction between sense and reference

W F’          

   concept-script, in the Tractatus        -

 . I          ,   

(Bedeutung). Y,      q  . I ,

7 I     ,       .

8 5.533 T  , ,        .

9 I , W’   T    F’    Begifhi. As
   V (009), F’      x     
 j  ,   k  q    . H  
     q k     ,   ,    .
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W               ,

  .

3.3 O   ;    x      
  [Bedeutung].

C  EP, W’   F  :   EP
    “”  ,  ’  .

3.44 S       . (N  k ; -
 k —   .)

O   ,   j  (Bedeng),   :

3.4 O   x  ,     .

D  ,     3.44  3.4 ’  -

where in the Tractatus. I       

  , W    “Bedeutung”  z  x

(Adk)     k  .

3.34 A x  meaning [B]    .

3.3 I        z    x ( 
). (A     x.) E    
           x. [
]

W       W’   

 x “Bedeutung”  §3.34? T    q  q   

,          complexes. S, ’

   .

F  ,  §3.34 W  k    ’

         . H   “x”

(Ausdrucks). H,  x    k   ,

     . T    j ( x).30 I -

    Notebooks (NB,   ) W     

 x    “”   . H  

    ,       ,    -

   .

T k W’  ,   z  x   

  ,   Philosophical Investigations (§60),   “T   

 ”. A    W,   Tractatus he    x-

 “”    z : “       k

     ”. A,  x “ ”   

    ,        z. A

  q,   “Bedeutung”       -

 x ( “ ”   x)      : 

30 W’   x          
    x .
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2022 , , in a certain sense,  , . T ,  W 

“x”,          “ j”,  .

W   x’      NB:

B     j,            
  “”? (NB 7.5.5,  5)

I  k     x j   ,  
   , k     , ... (NB .6.5,  69)

H        “”  . T   

, ,       x  , ,  

z     . B   ,    

W   Tractatus,   x    x  EP ,

 k,     “”  . Uk ,  - 

   , .., “ ” x. U    -

 ,      §3.34 W     x

(Adk)   . Q  ,     k  -

’ . T          :

3. I       x        
     j   .

3.0 I    ‘ ’,     ‘
z’.

3.0 T        .

3.03 A    j. T j    [Bedeutung].

3. Oj I   name. S  . I   k of . I -
not assert them. A     how a thing is, not what  .

N, W’ ,  . T   x  

. A   GA’  ,       ,

  . B,         .

W        W’     

. F ,      whole EP,  k        

 ,  . F,     “”     EP.

T       EP        

 . F     EP’  , ,   

  , “  ”   - . B, 

        . T,      

 q   k  -    ,

            j. I   

      j,      EP   

         names   

simple objects.
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Lk k  F’    ,     -

 :   ,   ,    ,   .31 On

W’ , , EP    . I     

    W’       

    EP. I ,        . D 

   ,       “ ”,  

 q :

.0 J    q     j    -
 j  ,      j     x
      . […] I I   j -
    , I    x     
.

I  q, W         j

   . H k     

    -   SA      

  .

T       Tractatus’ commentators,

      :    j  qualia or to treat them as

.3 D ,  ’    ,   

 q     . A  j    , , 

           . S

 ,    ,     q . T, 

         W’  x

          . O 

          ,      

 .

W’    -     q 

 F’. F,    , W   EP   k  ,

        . B,    ,

      EP         SA. N,  k  -

      - x      ,

      x. 33

31 E  F,           
       x    x  q,
  ’    . Q   ,  F     -
        j  , by deniion, cannot
   . A  F,  ( )    
    j   ,         x
 ,   . F x,    “TM”,    “ ”,
       j           
“  ”. (T F A, . 64, § 5)

3 C (FRASCOLLA, 000, . 8)     “     
      ”     “  j  q”.

33 F     ,  (LANDO, 007). L ’     
 ,             k  x-
       . S,        
-    Tractatus.
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2022 V. What changes at the Tractatus’s sub-propositional level.

W         W’ x  

- ,   Tractatus,   k     

     . T       -

,          0 . O x 

H S. L’ H P.D.   ,   930,  

      - .34

S  ’     k  k  -
. T    L  G [940]  .
(BRADLEY, 99, . )

I ,      j      “-

 ”    ,  B  z   k:

I’   W        -
  k    ’ . H       
   ,     ,  k   -
     j (, ),  , 
 .

B    A P, D A (T N 

P, 986)             

      “”. A  B (. 3), A

      “-   L A”. H  

A   ,     :

6.375 […]             .
(WITTGENSTEIN, T Ló-P, 96)

P,    :

“ x        x     ”. (BRADLEY, 99, . 3)

O           

      x     -

, x ,        ’ x.

T              k 

       j. T  j   

truth-conditions       -    x

   ’       . T    -

    W’    “”   “”,  

          .

A        B    

W   Tractatus,    x        

34 L’      “  ”  (LEONARD & GOODMAN,
940). T          -970    
, ,   ,   -  (CASATI & VARZI, 999)
  (SIMONS, 987).
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 “ ’ ”. B       -

       W     j

             . T

           k.

V. Revisiting elementary propositions’ logical form, Wittgenstein’s

vision in retrospect.

O W’      x  EP. N,

 k  :   ,  SA,    

 .

.06 S       .

.06 F  x  -x         
  x  x  .

T     SA       -

  EP         “  --

”,    . A    - ,

       ,      k  -

  EP’      k k,  W.

O              Tractatus’s

:

.5 T               -
             . L 
               
         .

A   ,      GA,     k 

    35 (   ,   

). Cq,        “ ”,   

        :  ,  E;   

,  SA. A,   W,       

“ ”.

I   36,  W’   “ ”  -

   “ x ”. W       -

  W’ , ,   EP’  -

. H       B T’ (BT) :

35 U,          ,    
   , salva veritate,   . B     “I” 
  q    Tractatus’  ,   k    -
  .

36 (VELLOSO, W’ C  “N”  “S”   C I
P, 0)
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2022 T,  I           ,  
  I     . I  I    
      &  & ...,       
ingredients (   )    (“”,  “”) 
. T,  ,            ,  
q      &  &  & S   &  &  &  & S. T 
     : “N   (:  )   -
  ()   ”. BT, 340-34

W         x   W

 . T     SA,    ,   x

 x,  ,  .37 T      SA’ 

     W  “”. I  q , 

              SA 

   . B,      q      -

    q  “”, . A  , 

     ,   , , , ’  (-

, ,  ).

I   ’    “   […] [] 

ingredients     ”        

   . I  x,      -

    . N,  SA     ,  -

   ,          

 . B,         Tractatus we

            , 

  ,    . S,    ,   ,

   ,  z ,  W  x  

,         “”,     k

x: “O!”. N    ,     

  EP’  . A  ,    

     k   Tractatus’ ,      -

    .

C F  W’    ’ -

 , z      q  . F F,  -

       q38, ,   ,  x  

. A, F          

      “x”   j39. W’   

q  . H   x        

    . A  ,  x     

“”,  “”. I  ,      F  “j”,

W     “x”,      .

I   ,     F W’ 

37 F F,     . L’     k       
,      . F F,   k   j,  
     q   x. W      F’  
   .

38 I GG, §9 -, F          q     
       x V.

39 C. (VELLOSO, F’    “x”, 03).
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  ’  . O x      

            

F W     “”.

Frege and Wittgenstein’s debate regarding State-of-Affairs

W     W   Tractatus      -

        F,   “”  “-”

  “ ”. W          

  F’     k,. I q   

F’   “x”  “ j”        

   x. T       ,    

   “x”,   F  GG,     --

   . W     F       

    x/      z. B    

         j x ,

,  ,    x q   

 j    q.

A   , F’ x x GG  

j  x   j. H x      

  ,       j.40 T   

- j/       ,   -

     . F’   . A ’  -

z      ,  x      

   ,    q       .

A    , W        

 “   ”   Tractatus. S,   x   

        , F’  j,

 x,       . I , F W   

     x   - .

F ,    F’    x  

 j, W   k   k:  x, -

    “ j”.

I  V,    F  W    

 x              -

. F  ,        j   

,           j   

    . F  ,       -

 x,    j. B,      

      ,       -

  j. T          , 

40 A  F, “I    j      , .., , 
       ” (FREGE, T B L  A x-
    (BLA), 964, . §). A      j    
(R, 000).
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2022    ,    “  -”. W      

 x       F’ q   

  -    Tractatus.

F  ,        x    

  “”   Tractatus. T    F  W  

  99     . U,   F’  

 ,  W’     . H,    

   “    ”. F  ,     

k  F     q  W’  x. W    

  Tractatus, W’  MS 05 (      

 99)  TS 4 (  93,   P G).

I    8 J 99, F    W’  

in the Tractatus:

Y : “I              j-.”
C          ? The part of the part is part of the whole.
If a thing is a component of a fact and every fact is part of the world, then the thing is also
part of the world. F   , I x    ,  I 
I ,       . [ ] (FREGE, F’
L W   T, 003, . 3-4)

W       F     :

T       .

. T      ,   .

. T    .

.0A       j (, ).

I        q,    F  z

W             

   “”. T  x  G L    

x    “T O: M  S T?”. I L’ -

ion, Frege is saying that, if the Tractatus     ,   -

          . B      ,

then either we reject      , .  .     

Tractatus is downright inconsistent (LANDO, 007, . 48).

A    x,        k   

    . H,       L   -

 ,      ,      

 . W  k   L’  :     -

j       T’ ,   -

             k.41 O ,

         ,  W 

    –    –      j4

      .

41 “T,        T   [...]” (LANDO, 007, . 48).

4 T -   EP    SA.
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F  k      ,       L

  F   W’  q    . A

   q : “      ,   ”. H,

W ’ q    q       ,  the world consists

in the totality of facts,  ,     .0, a fact is made up of things, we

     the world could  be made up of things? O  ,

,    F      j      

   objects, facts and the world within the Tractatus.W  k, -

,         W   k  k

 L   . T   ,      F’

        j  .

F’ k    q         

:     “”. H j       

  : W      x 

       Tractatus   , q  k

 x     . I  4    , F  

x  V’ ,      .

I    x  V     j-. T 
       V      ;
        . T      .
(FREGE, F’ L W   T, 003), .3-4

F’ j  . I    x   “”,

    x,    “   V,”  

V’ ,   V  - ,   ’, .,

     . I x ,     V

  ’ x  “  ”         , 

L  (007, . 48). S,       V’    ,

  “”,   “   ”,   x “   ”.

I      ,      V   

   ,  V’        .43 W   

   V’        ,     

   ,         ,    .

O x      “   ”     

 W’ . T      j  

F’ j  ,  NB,W    x 

   “x”. E      GA     

     “x”     “ ”. N,

    ,  ,  ,  .06.

43 I     Bk “S T  I L”, Q     
           . H x     .
“S  . […] W        ,  ,   
j   ;   ,  . B         
 k                
   j,           
                
   ,      -   .  ,   
           j j    ‘’ 
‘’  ‘’        ‘’.” (QUINEW. V., 963, . )
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2022 (W   x       ,   -x 
 .)

N, W ’    T    

“x”  “”          Philosophical

Grammar (TS 4,  93). I  ,   q    . Nx,

                 -

q  . T     W   :

Cx   k . F I , ..,    x     
  ,     . B   x       .
(WITTGENSTEIN, P G, 074, . 99-0)

I  q,    F’   x   :

[..] T           ,    x
   ,         . (F
      .) I  j     []    
   ( I  )   x       
 (  ). (WITTGENSTEIN, P G, 074,
. .99-0)

I  q, W        F. F 

    x            -

. I           ’ ,  

       x     “”:    

j,      . W      

     . T,     k:

T            ‘j’. (WITTGENSTEIN,
P G, 074, . 0)

O,       ,   , x   x  

    : )     “z  

 ”      “ ”; )     

      x     x.

R    x   Tractatus,  z  W’

              

, “x”  “”,   x    x. A, 

    Tractatus   EP     SA,  

  x. Nx,           

       ,    ,   . I   -

        EP     . A  

 j    SA,    j. T  , 

   x         . A  

  x SA,  x x.

O        ,    -

 x           T’ . P

 k    x          
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     . S,     ,  -

       , F’ W’  .

L’    F’ . A x  k     

q   “”   j    . S, F’

  k,   z   IV,     

       . I     k  

  V’          , F

          (   ,  x-

),              

  -k   ,  x,      

. O              -x-

    V’ .

T        , . W    

          x  

         . F,   -

,            x   

   /. I GG, F   -   

 x,  “-” . T   k , 

“ -, j  j”, F      j

  .44

N,  W . H     x  k F’

in the Tractatus. A   ,       an alterna-

tive mereological account that went down further until one reaches the level of “atomic facts”. S, 

GA x W           -

 ,     j   . T    

          k    ’

        x       -

’. A     V’ x.

D    k       ,

W’       x   .0 “ 

     j”          .

 .. S, ’      x    W  

“x   ”.

I       ,  Philosophical Grammar, W

     .

A x     ,     k    k  . (T
         ‘x’, ‘’ 
‘’.) […] A  x    j,    j. (T
 ‘’     x.) (WITTGENSTEIN, P
G, 074, . 00)

I  q,           -

        . S,        ,  

    . I    , ,   W 

the Tractatus, x,   ,      .

44 C. (COOK, 03, . A-4, A5-6, A-9)
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2022 S,  ,       . B   ? W 

  ? C             

? I   qW          

   .

[…] A , ,     k,       -
. The fact that these links are so concatenated, isn’t ‘composed’ of anything at all.
(WITTGENSTEIN, 074, . 0)

W   j          -

x;       x   j,   

. H k ,   x   k   ,   ,

       . F  j      

 j            .

H,    .    “T    ”. I  

 k x,           . B 

    “   j”         ?

I    q, W x        

        ,     . I

  , A  ,  GA    x    .

F       z ,       j

  x’   z    k   :

T     ,         
          ‘’   
.

E    x            

   ,   x’ x.

C  F’   VW’  

 ,   W’    ’ j. T -

  “V ”      . I     

   ,    ,   x,    

V’ . T     z       

 , W’ ,         . B

   ,          x 

          ’ .

W     W   Tractatus,      

    . T      q  GA   

    z    V’     -

            V’ .

9, P . I            -
. T        x      C 
    .

[…]

IV A 6. W. 6... I      F   -
    , I k,      .
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H    k   . T x-    
  I     I   . APPENDIX III EXTRACTS FROM
WITTGENSTEIN’S LETTERS TO RUSSELL, 9-0, . 86

[…]         x   z  
          
x ; ..,     equivalent    x
x. [ ] (WITTGENSTEIN, N  L, 957, . 38)

A   ,       q,      

               

 EP            x, 

 z    ,           

x   x         .

C     ,        

 k W   x-   x. Q  ,  

k                

    Tractatus. W   k    . W k   

      “Tractatus’s Great analysis”     x ,

, z F’   k x     k  z

. A R z   “  Tractatus”,  Tractatus’  

   ,     j.

I                .
(WITTGENSTEIN, T Ló-P, 96, . x)

Final Remarks

A     ,       Tractatus, W

        F’ . T   

F’ x V  ,  ,    F’   “x”. W’

     Tractatus     . W  -

     W’    F’   

x   . W        

  C’ k Logical Form. I  III,’ x   

W   Tractatus      x   

. T    k    : ()      ;

 ()        x  . T 

k      -   . T   -

       ,      

       .

W   W    F’   k 

   :    “”  “-”,    -

   ’ . I   z  ,   -

  F’ z     -    -

     . I  , W   k 

x,  k. T       z 

  EP,            .
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    ,      k  F’ 

  . T “”            “

k  ”,     . A     

   ,      W’    

    Tractatus           -

j/ . W       x   x

              k

 .
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Este artigo examina o conceito de “fato” conforme apresentado nos seguintes seis aforismos iniciais do livro

T Logio-Philoophi de Wigenein (1., 1.1, 1.2, 2., 2.01, 2.011). P lid om o poo áe

pdoxl d lei onjn dee ei oimo, gmenemo qe, embo Wigenein doe m

bodgem lái e veonionl d vedde p popoiçõe não elemene, ele divege qno à nálie

emâni popo po e bodgem om elção à popoiçõe elemene. Ele empeg em vez dio m

e meeológi nee nível ndmenl, deião e qe o lev  popo m eoneilizção d

noção lái de “o”. No popo é  de qe e bodgem mi om elção à lógi e à emâni

dod poWigenein no T iv  m popóio dplo: evi o pdoxo de Rell, m o memo

empo peev  noção egin de “enido popoiionl” omo “ondiçõe de vedde”. O igo vi m-

bém vli o pode expliivo de bodgem plindo-  m debe epiol epeío qe ooe ene

Fege e Wigenein obe  noção in de “o” pblido em 1919.

P-:Wigenein, T Logio-Philoophi, Fo e Complexo, Meeologi no T,

Senido omo Condiçõe de Vedde, Exenionlidde no T.
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