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Where Others Found Answers,
He Found the Wrong Questions

~

The standard move

What is the nature of reality?

Wittgenstein's move

Why do we think that
question makes sense?

Most philosophy begins with
answers. Wittgenstein
began with doubts

about the questions
themselves — a more
unsettling and more

honest starting point.



“The real discovery is
the one that makes me
capable of stopping
doing philosophy
when I want to.”

— Ludwig Wittgenstein,
Philosophical Investigations, §133

Philosophy done well frees you from the
compulsion to keep philosophising.




CHAPTER ONE

The Man
and His Two
Philosophies

Who was Wittgenstein — and
why did he spend his career
trying to undo his own work?




A Life of Radical Contradiction

)|

02
03
04

Born 1889.

Into one of Vienna's wealthiest families.

Gave it all away.

Renounced his entire inheritance.

Soldier, teacher, gardener, architect.
A life deliberately ordinary.

Died 1951.

Having written two philosophies that contradict
each other.



One Philosopher, Two Philosophies

Picture Reality

Draw the rigid limits of
what can be meaningfully
said.

PHILOSOPHICAL
GOAL

Logical Analysis

Construct a perfect
language to mirror the
world's logical structure.

METHOD & AIM

Describe Use

Understand meaning as it
arises from the varied
activities of life.

Therapeutic Description

Dissolve philosophical
confusions by attending to
ordinary language games.

Was this a radical break — or a single project pursued by two different methods?



The Tractatus

Where Others Found Answers, He
Found the Wrong Questions

Language Pictures Reality
What is the nature of reality?

Only Facts Can Be Stated
What happens to everything else?

The Rest Is Silence
What are the limits of the language?

0\k‘ aes ¥
neW oo N
o0 oh
.\"‘m\ -~ :_\, c\M‘»w"n
\ AR
et o W
g OV Qe Y o
Lt \\IV\‘\ L ¥ o
ot st “ :
v W wos
A 9 W O WO
; ' L) ps® y YO
1 Qe Awt » - .
Vo et ¥ o WO on o™
\ o ! e ° W L
B S - g N Ay
’ f x\\’\:\ h"‘\“ h v “‘\Dl\“‘
"
" o o
Av 4 e o ot ot P
w* e ' P )
> . o A\
Al » w ¥
LW o \\\\ » *
i . (V1 ¢ 2o \\S\
o AWV et o TN
w N o ot
< LS v 3
ne e
st T e ot W \ g
\!
o " L ) y O
™ W W A%
* " Wi\
1\.“ . W W o \:
f A W4 . W
be PR s ot et "
(L N «-" \\‘."’\“
- W e
S\ TN
v LAY \ 0\
o . a
N < v
oo™ CA an \‘\\F‘ A
. -
1. Proges - “l\“\l
tatny e Willg ™
\" OATA LS s N \:\l“‘
11, M 1) Sww cavl W
AL W :
ow e o0 » e annhes he o
VA, Preagnt dve Winam ®
e

ponen Wile e

he baghn Laoghos.
2 p.n-r-.-‘h\un

W

L L (1LY

Wi e ce

AL and ¥i6

e W
. von oL

L e

dev don

"”,nuku
vV!
des Wiron

elat dne (TSN
1\
aryens vt o

wi

s "_,,\l.
O~

P4 1 .l\?“

AL sy
vhl\l\»n“

.I|’



Philosophical
Investigations
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CHAPTER TWO

The Architecture of a
Revolution

Eight concepts that transformed how we understand language,
meaning, and the limits of thought.
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Meaning as Use

“The meaning of a word is its use in the language.” - .uigwigenstei

Meaning is not a hidden object behind a word — it is what we do with the word.

River’s Edge

Financial Institution

Same word, different use. In a meaningful sense, a
genuinely different word.

Context is everything. Strip the context, strip the meaning.



Language Games

We are always already playing —
whether we know it or not.

Science
Evidence and falsifiability

515 Ethics
Reasons and values
K

Religion
Commitment and practice
N
\\ Law |
- Precedent and authority

A Confusion arises when we apply one
game'’s rules to judge another.



Five Language Games, Five Sets of Rules

Scientific <

Evidence and
falsifiability

P Ethical

Reasons grounded in
values

Religious Legal

Precedent and
authoritative rules

Commitment and
practised rituals

I Each game is internally coherent. The error is assuming one master grammar governs them all.




Family Resemblance

What do chess, tennis, ring-around-the-rosy,
and patience have in common?

Not one single defining thing — but a
network of overlapping similarities.

Categories do not require a shared essence.
They require only family likeness — the way
siblings share features without any single
feature being universal.




— 4 ’f
Philosophy is a battle against |\ —

the bewitchment of our 2\

intelligence by meansof <~ )g?‘\

.\\ v % "
language. | \\ “%l; o /( \
— Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, §109 ) 174 ﬁ', .'

Not a battle against ignorance — a battle e N
against a specific kind of confusion that //\
language itself generates in us. g |



Showing vs Saying

Some truths cannot be stated — only demonstrated.

Language can state
empirical facts.

Facts about the world —
within language’s reach

Language cannot state its own
logical structure. That structure
can only be shown.

Logic, form, the mystical —
beyond it



The Ladder Metaphor

"Anyone who understands me eventually
recognises them as nonsensical... He must
transcend these propositions; then he
sees the world rightly."

— Tractatus, §6.54

Climb the ladder. Then throw it away.
The argument must undermine itself to
do its work.



Rule Following

No rule determines its own
application — ever.

Any rule can be interpreted in
multiple ways.

What makes rule-following
possible is not another rule, but a
shared practice — a form of life.

The temptation

Rules apply themselves — the
meaning is ‘in’ the rule

The reality I

Interpretation goes all the way
down — until community
practice grounds it




Private Language is Impossible

Meaning requires a community, not just a mind.

Without shared criteria.

There is no difference between thinking you're
following a rule and actually following it.

Even inner experience.

Depends on public, shared language to be
thinkable at all.

The self is not an island.

Our most intimate vocabulary is inherited, not
invented.







Aspect-See

ng

The duck-rabbit looks like a duck. It also
looks like a rabbit. Nothing in the image
changes — but something shifts.

The same thing seen
differently is, in a real
sense, a different thing.

Wittgenstein calls this ‘seeing an aspect’ —
and it matters far beyond optical illusions.



Philosophical Grammar

Surface form can mislead us about logical use.

“l have a car” “l have a pain”

* You can lend it * You cannot lend it

e You can sell it e You cannot sell it

* You can lose it * You cannot point to it in the same sense

e You can pointto it

Grammatically identical. Logically radically different. This is where philosophical confusion is born.



CHAPTER THREE
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What does Wittgenstein’s therapeutic method look like applied to the

questions we actually live with?




The ‘Meaning of Life’' Question

A case of confused grammar.

The Misleading Question

‘P

O

I This may be a question with a confused grammar.

It assumes “meaning” functions the same way for

“life” as for a single word or gesture.

The Misleading
Question

What is the meaning of
life? — Treats ‘life” like
a word that points to

something specific.

The Better @
Question 2@

What makes these
relationships,
activities, and
commitments

meaningful to me?




Ethical Deadlock

Often begins with two people using the same word differently.

But which ‘fair’?
Equal shares / Proportional shares Needs-based shares
% Everyone gets l.l.l.l According to w According to
the same contribution circumstance

Before arguing the ethics, ask: are we playing the same language game?




Religious vs
Scientific
Language

Not straightforwardly competing answers
to the same question.

At a funeral, both friends may be sincere
— and may not be contradicting each

other at all.

bk

“He is in a better place now.” “That’s just wishful thinking.”

2 b )



| Know How | Feel

Do we actually have privileged access
to our own inner states?

Our inner vocabulary is
—» learned from others and

shaped by shared practices.

The Reality

Self-knowledge is achieved
through careful attention, not
guaranteed automatically.

The lllusion

Introspection gives direct,
certain access to inner life.




REIFICATION: MANUFACTURING
PROBLEMS FROM THIN AIR

“What is Time?”

Assumes “Time” is a discoverable entity
hiding somewhere.

“Where does the Self reside?”
Assumes “Self” names a locatable thing.

When we turn abstract nouns into objects, we create
philosophical puzzles that cannot be solved —
because they were never real problems.




Becoming a Language Detective

Four questions that dissolve more than they explain.

What am | actually

1 My

> Ty What uses does this
v | |4 word carry?
Map the range of the concept

Strip away the inherited
vocabulary

Real problem or How does context

linguistic one? shape meaning?

Ask whether the puzzle The same word in a different
setting is a different word

dissolves with clearer language



“A philosophical problem has the form:
I don’t know my way about.”

— Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, §123

Excavation

Dig deeper for a hidden truth
beneath the surface

Orientation

Find out where you already are —
and why you got confused




CHAPTER FOUR

Letting Go

What remains when the
philosophical problems dissolve
— and why that is enough.




Five Gifts Wittgenstein Gives Us

@ Permission to stop
Not every philosophical question demands an answer

/M
-0

A method, not a doctrine
Tools for thinking, not conclusions to accept

/(O Respect for the ordinary
L Everyday language is the starting point, not a deficiency

(

& Honest acknowledgement of limits
—— Some things can only be shown, not said

A therapeutic orientation
Clarity and peace of mind, not a larger system

o=
 —
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The Contrarian Thesis

Most philosophers Wittgenstein

Construct systems, build Dismantled — not out of nihilism,
arguments, erect edifices of but out of conviction that the
thought. ground needed to be cleared

before anything true could be

seen.

He was not building. He was clearing.



Silence is not Ignorance

‘ ‘ “Whereof one cannot
speak, thereof one
must be silent.”

— Ludwig Wittgenstein, Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, §7

Not a counsel of defeat. A recognition that
the most important things in human life
lie beyond language’s proper reach.




There are, indeed, things that cannot be
put into words. They make themselves
manifest. They are what is mystical.

— Ludwig Wittgenstein, Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, §6.522

Written by the most rigorous logician of his generation.
The mystlcal was not an embarrassment to W|ttgenste|n —
It was the h toward whicr IS rig¢



FIVE ORIENTATIONS TO CARRY FORWARD

1 Language shapes thought

Notice the words you reach for

2 Meaningis use

Look at how a concept functions, not what it seems to name

3 Not all questions deserve answers

Some deserve dissolution; some deserve silence

4 Clarity is a form of care

For yourself, for others, for the ideas that matter

5 Letting gois not giving up

Sometimes the wisest thing is to put the ladder down



Perhaps philosophy's greatest
task is not to explain life —
but to help us stop
misunderstanding it.

— Ludwig Wittgenstein



