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Abstract

This research paper re-analyzes the relationship between language, meaning and reality,
particularly in light of the philosophical ideas of Ludwig Wittgenstein and Jacques Derrida,
which have had a profound influence on subsequent postmodern philosophy. In his book
"Philosophical Investigations’, Wittgenstein through the concept of “language games”, wanted
to explain that the meaning of language is not a direct reference to a specific object or
experience, but is determined by its practical context. He showed that language is part of
human life, and that it functions differently in different social contexts. That is the meaning
of language is determined by the rules and context of language use. On the other hand,
Jacques Derrida, through his theory of deconstruction, questioned the permanence,
meaning, and center within language. According to Derrida's concept of “différance,”
language is a structure in which meaning is indeterminate and always delayed. This view
presents an uncertain and multidimensional form of reality, in which truth or knowledge is
not singular and definite. Based on the ideas of these two philosophers, postmodernism has
become a broader philosophical and cultural movement that rejects fixed definitions of
language and reality. Here, reality is a continuous construction, formed within language,
and does not represent any specific truth. In the postmodern view, truth and meaning are
relative, multiple, and constructed within social and cultural contexts. As a result, language
becomes the only way to understand and construct reality. This article mainly analyzes how
Wittgenstein's concept of language-games and Derrida's theory of deconstruction have
helped to rethink the relationship between language and reality, and how these theories
have served as the main philosophical foundations of postmodernism. This research article
attempts to highlight the complexity and uncertainty of constructing reality through
language and will inspire the reader to think in a new way that truth and reality are not
actually fixed, but rather a dynamic experience formed through the continuous play of
language. The three main pillars of this research article are: Ludwig Wittgenstein, Jacques
Derrida, and Postmodern thinkers. Each of them analyzed the relationship between
language and reality differently and revolutionized modern epistemology.

Keywords: Language-games, Forms of life, Language and reality, Deconstruction,
Postmodernism
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BZECIT5IZ, COIATT G CATICIT FHCAT ST GIFI-CI 97 T e o
BRECITHRET T o @3k IR©:
FCE BRHETBIZT [ *Iere Srew wwged s wrfas, R s wid M s
CETFHBCE Y2 RCI6AT FC | O TS, Ol FCT GFYACTR “SIFI-(RE1” (language game), (FLICH
e g fdifee =1 o aRE oo M| oidle, of w¥eT ey wwgsd Srreiige el
TCEA— “o¢ WA FIRE” (Meaning is Use)l 93 «ReliG fof of R &g Philosophical
Investigations-&Q CAFHT FCI| QT fof T, “For a large class of cases —though not for
all —in which we employ the word ‘meaning’ it can be defined thus: the meaning of a word
is its use in the language.”! S€ie, @A *% I ICHE W Wi =7 Gl AT QR oI
TCxy FrOTC [IZS 2R ©IF fefrs, (@I Wie 78 a1 Toredid e 7 771 STerRDIR @9
SCoR AACH—CINT O &« &8 Tractatus Logico Philosophicus- @ T SRCeT (@ O IRI©™
2% 91 dfowe| g AFSIIee fof Toieife Feam (@ S AR oo @ Cafbarwy @k e
T 31 ST forear it 41 A A Sl ol “Srl-cer” TN qell TR FCE, @R 2ifefs
SIfE GIRIACT A6 (I AT ¢l T, I ey (2 @< 27t AT | (T, “&eT wre” @ qhife
OFf Sy, ‘o WR” Wit B o2, ‘T @27 @t ¥Fh TFFR— 92 AT AT 9L, O
[T 799 F@  FOIE, @A 932 F T ©f I (R OF 87| TIHEHIRT (AITS
G (@ O (FICH S A RIS AT I77 FC A1 IR OF I I7QA2. OFF o7 W |
(BRIGIS O LRI TCH G2 AT T© oi1ael Fea| e ofF viEef T2 ETHIRET g
SfgE T ool sraw 9 Fa 73 IR 7 ghro (deferred) @ 1wy arl fW4ifae I
WG FCEA| (AFSTC| A& Jean-Francois Lyotard-a3 NCe, CEHCITHIRER OEI-CLeH ©g
COIFBIGH Sea o fof6| ffi IC, “Wittgenstein’s language games are paradigms of
how knowledge functions in different discourses.”? % TV CRECITHIRCTA ©CFH G (1T
AFod oRCES A 36| AR piEefs awid T6 @ o o @ ie foazd, e 17 73,
TR S SR 2T, AETE (2lfiFe g3 L TAMTAI (L T4 (S NG 27| BI5CITHIRER
ST ARG ¢°f fofe Fea il @2 qree srres «<est e srnfer eifesn ferea o,
SN BT To{e1feh S AR SCE TSI 2relfe Fed|

TIBCETHIRER W fBRIT “Srl-cie” ¢ “GR_e AT A (forms of life) @3 75 el
qTF G AICY NSO TS | Wittgenstein 9C19, “To imagine a language means to
imagine a form of life”.3 widie, ©orar @ ffees FIOTCA 7, 392 «ft @3t [ME S gaaa
[*— (FATC TG FU ICA, FI6 ¢, ARSI S 8 FACE N I FCA | “OI-(A” FeCo
BIHEHIET @RIF (@ SR G2 55 4Ff6 (417 el 9 ey - s a3k 2ifsfs caan
3 o IRYET ¢ [EifTe @ M o @ T Wie”, W I, ‘AN (O
SICARII, “FTeT I8 @ — UT A IFGCAR [WGT SIAI-TLAN SR IR (12 L 77, AAE
eI @R T o oid tofd '3 fof T, “We can think of the whole process of using
words as one of those games by means of which children learn their native language.” 4%
AR QI BN S IEF e @RI 91 IR ST FIS@ ANIGF SR ACK Tv® @R
VIS IS SR AT, O FTH FC| BIHCITHIRET T, S| A2 QF(6 TSI TCSI—

1 Wittgenstein, p.43

2 The Postmodern Condition, p. 41

3 Philosophical Investigations, p. 19

4 Wittgenstein, p.7
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CELITDIE, (CAT IR CATTHCIT AT ST CIFI-TI IR TETe! G gy
T ot 4, oo R 93 FReE Afsmas@ ACes Sqaed 31 92SCRR “SRI-C4e” 9T
“QIGE AICTF Lelfar” -7 F @

RGO HIR(R OIF-TYIM ©g Derrida @ Lyotard- @3 @i 1ic f¥ee 3w 9 wied @, o
FUCAT GRS A1 TGeT 731 392 ©f I2f94 AR @ AR AICH T 5z 6 6| U3 I,
SII-CIIT LIl ST CRIT (T Ao e Srae o ¢ e g o oifde—afs Tog
31 oryl IR g 73| O, TG 8 GIT—AZ A6 AFICH7 AT TY© G2 “GII AT Al "7
% e AAfFonfFer foecas oRE (4@ 5ee |

o 3 M (meaning) FLCR FoF T FAHE @ICT =cwq T2 ACE T3 IR @G e =7
ANIEE cormi=ib qae IR “IfifEfon Tom fofe Fea)| THeroIREa oFl oog v3 [l Sors
PG NLFICH Ie7 EACR| FOf ICM, “the meaning of a word is its use in the language.® ” =48
CRICAT ¥ I AFT (I 2ICH I 'OR, I SCACHT o1 TR IR (T IFCH Sf IeT] ICR (1R HANCE
Afe-Tifex Torm fofe e wi¢ [ifere =71 c@ww, “wifyr 5% wify” @2 w6 aavem FT= @le Jed
qF ¢ I I, ARR GIGH B@ ~AFE A 96 of foF 96 A AiS| SR SFE =
FACAIR &9 I IS 77, 92 O (2AfFFe fofer @z IR Tog FSaier) ©I5 513 6,
ST S WY $AE JAHCS AR TL AT ©F “GIRA AT A @7 Ay \Res A, e
TIFCIR GAb51 @ AN SeAeTes Teey |

Sl (@I @NCACHT TGN 77, 92 GF0B AN I TR Ao [Foeg 4ffe zg—er
frdiacers 27 Sf AT 361 2l FemiT SIons ey SIat, *whaw Q3 TS FOTCR WL
3G e JeToF @Y o I CRBEDIET IC, “To imagine a language means to
imagine a form of life.”® S<ie, 435 SMAT @I =Icww @bz 73, IR ©f €T G306 ATES G
! T FISICAN I FCA| T SN SR NGCH (@I 5 IR A1 Ay S o2 S <72 o
for, e @ AT adE (wod e @18 oid 3T AeTe! B I TTCEITHIRER “O-ce”
gy Afefls sm JaeR a3t [Me ceR scsl, @ A ¢ ot s o fAéifre &)
TrIRFTRl, 3N FMICT “AR@” @ 93 ToR RHoR aoiF, @ <7 @F AFos
feemfefes T=micT (13 *Icwg o w6l g o | SR Sl TRAICHT BT FIoCA el
IE T

ceRer wieT Siat @<k et

TF (el @FeE T wrifae [l o, o uar s ag ofw wiies @Wﬂﬁ différance
s AT I, AN TN =0 differer (Re T @R A1 T41) RCT Tgo)| fofd TGOS
(B4 I difference 9 INCT différance CTCIT, TS G Qe SILHE (QIRNCHT | (CTCR WCo,
O ol TR R 1 Fd =7 A TR Al W% o ol S T *ewE Ak AL
(difference) YT 4R G2 o TR [@F© (deferred) =1 fof =, “The play of
différance is at once the condition for possibility and the condition for the impossibility of
truth.”” Si€e, SR oi¢ e 27 @cRg *mefe @t S (/e #1deee fefecs #fifoe =7, T8
1R ¢ FUCAR QYOI 471 I a1, Fiaet Al =71 Swers =wy *= 1 foczs s vifers 3
et o @3 SRR evers afers| efer og SIard, oy @I *w 31 or o ey g @
FCI I, AR O X TPHATES Toifgfen edy e o tofs =71 @ afe cofed o “trace” A

5 Philosophical Investigations, p.43

¢ Philosophical Investigations, p.19

7 Margins of Philosophy, p. 21
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CELITDIE, (CAT IR CATTHCIT AT ST CIFI-TI IR TETe! G gy
“foeza o —1 o se weda «=1 %9 777, 992 2Afefimre w@y *cag ARy ffe ¥R (I=eTa
MCE 2R el BT Ty A1 S TCH QFBT BT A, (TAC ST FUCHIL FOIS TV (ARITS
At 01

Jonathan Culler J15T FCI9, “In Derrida’s theory, every term carries traces of other terms,
and its meaning arises only from its difference from others and its deferral toward further
terms.”® 4% AfGACE COfel IC “endless deferral of meaning.” (BT QT MU (&, ¢
GFT5 ST @ sAfFRSTHIeT &, a1 FUCAR IR €@l T 71 932 741 fox rgre w=fe &)
% 7B OrRCE 43I = 8 fNSacry Sd-+ftaes RO @4l REE AR @7, IR ORCHE
SR B! @ TR CF FROTCA QT 463 | (BT 1% ©g TRECI5I3Cd TIRE-Mofes S
YIReT QeI wie @R Reremig ¢ Sfwerl, el cofel ey scas g o Fea weeifzfon
T @3 2SS #1046 TV AT ST YTT | 93O, (©RCH différance ©F NTAR
ORI (3, ST Y ABIST 21 FC A1, I ABIOICE 2SS NI FC A (T2 NI FUCAIL (5
2 1| 9 Bl CoIFSTeN w¥ieTd i fofe RETR F16 ¢, @A 797 1 9L FACAR 9FF A
f&= fog =1

(el o, oif YT S@ICTR Abfere WF-FeNF [Pt 930 G B 308 (| ©fF I
A AT el 2o logocentrism— S, #btey IR @FH @F@arge 7oy Il
Tifgfon oo o fegT) cefsrer @ram @, wirprey wiey o1 a1 Sieerd fdiereet S @9 «aeld
Glifers “Toifgfe”— @ g9, S, I, @7, A1 FOTACE 9Pg ST 2| 93 4[T ST a3f6
fgm ¢ FrSacary M R (e, T MO @6 oy 1 el e w1 T ol @
2SICF logocentrism ICT IS FC Q3R GG (VT (| ©fF TCo, @FICAT 942 &= 91 pore
T, IR Al o T S @A B 1 *Mw T 67 T ol T 4R 7S e ToifEfS
FACAIR 41 T | (SISl 6, “There is no outside the text.”® SR, @ ¢ I IBICIE
oI RCAR g o1 i «wes #Aifd 71 o feag o o fdiRd s 93z G2 W @
feifye @ O3 U <Rl (TS (el SiF 4TS Deconstruction “alod R IO, TR AT
S LM, I =19 AT SRS FICAT (T (ACF2 777 @3 77 o frcs 74| Fofer acem,
O QT GFB FISTCT @A A6 =19 7 @36 1o ek T1Fe 7w oL tof7 7 g FHER
st o1 B FACS HAICE 7| 9 7R SEE 87 fofe wea (Wi areaer Reeae bicis I,
Tl logocentric WG RIIA f&#T| Jean-Luc Nancy (SRGR iZSies w4 F¢3 619, “Presence
is not the foundation of meaning, but rather its most deceptive illusion.”! 0 =dfie, E=fgfon
fefece tof oid uafb fRaw Twl fFg 73 e ¥ TR TN SR YR IBICH TCLT THHCE
ST FC COICE, T 7! CIFSNTN BRI O TSR (FC| (TG 9T ©F THCIHIaER
oI AR fefes gl goma wie sifye e, SR cefer s I ¢ aifers oo™
fofeq fegeae eifim Fca| OiF WCo, VIS GHART A1 YOI 77, IR ©f Twe s a3z
*5fAfe 2 O (SO ¢ SIF WHICT| I FCA, (FICA! TG A1 AT 4F% 1 fifne i 73—
TN CATPBACIGTCH (R YPGT Ty G0 |

efRie Tee, qBIe! (@I Efdife 1 e el 77 A SN SEE B GCHAE
TSI RGN IR ol Ie mm @, IeTe! ot o w4y e e w— odie rsqel

8 On Deconstruction, p. 99

2 Of Grammatology, p.158

10 Nancy, The Birth to Presence, p. 51
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SRS 19w SR WCw, SNl (@ VIS e 2w, ©f S 4o+ 8 IR T4 (Te
S, “Iln’y a pas de hors-texte”— “There is nothing outside the text.”? 1 4% I&<y @il (ef<el
@RTS B, SN T, TfSTas] G2 IBIS FA(FZ2 O NG 0 @2 Ol Qel e
f&fePTes e o1 T A1 oo o, S @ (@I Ao eforiq T TR SER (1R
TRETOICE 10w A | Fofey e, @i 78 a1 it o fofifere 2y iy foze a1 *1corar s1eet Wit ~fideamra
TIYIC, A G AT QI FAC RYIS 77| GRS Y AT ZFH A1e Al ceferer “différance”
* e 0T I @2 “différance”- 97 AT RE @RI W, ARG @I =77 A1 focza =g
FUCH QOIS T 1, ©IR ©[AE FUC! (FIC QYIS I fer FC =1 | G COfIeT O @ JBIol
TE @36 ffierier vigefr e @A @9, Ruth Ronen I¢1¥, “Derrida exposes the illusion
that reality precedes language and shows how language always already mediates our
perception of the real.”! 2 (SRIGIM NCo, ST (FOICT TALCF (IR, ©IfF I I ©F AT BT
FIOICAR 877 67 Fea1 e s, e, e 3%, 9N6 Sma Sgfea— e
SRIEASIEIST

CAPDTCH TC ST @R Jree:

CArSTCIfTeT e R *fotaa el ey @0t @36 cafbarty ¢ Iewfas i@ 3@ MEgfes
@ P SCwie, A gfee JeFore!, Reme 93z g3F e 7oy A icabeed dfe
f9PTcE @@ FC1 Jean-Francois Lyotard CAFBCIGTNCE CHC AT NGRS FCI:
“Incredulity toward meta narratives.”! 3 Si€ie, (AIFBTEF DT @FICA GFF JTR 79y Al AR
@7 fRgeT (13; 392 @b O, @i, el 4R AVIOR I2RY F91 8 fsfieles e a0 (ArSer
foeiimal IC7 FCRA, “AIT WICETD I FRENFAT FRA @NT— TR Adeae werifs,
RGICTR MLICT 7 T[T, A1 IS TIPSR GO Toj— A LR IV A 43R
ﬁEﬂWI Lyotard ©fF AT &9 The Postmodern Condition: A Report on Knowledge (1979)-9
TC¥9, “Simplifying to the extreme, I define postmodern as incredulity toward meta
narratives.”! * S<fie CHIFSCH vESf el 6 91 @, @IE 933 I A1 FIR 77 W1 wfoeas
I FACS ACT | AFBACISTCA (I (187 20T FAXEAMIST| G T AL Ty, S
FRO!, TWCed FRCrwel, @ =fe Sgeifved fTael ee o (ol u2 Siewmee e, afels
Tej WwE W‘(’Eﬂ%, STl MY @ FAS FIICE T¢4i3 (58| Michel Foucault-49 SR, “Truth
isn’t outside power... itis produced by virtue of multiple forms of constraint.”? 5 =I¢e ey

I fRReors sTel 77 IR e el FISCIR e s

CFSTTIE SEGE AT T FNol RO (ed, T vy T 329 F /1 0w
IRBIOICHS T3l S| BTG deconstruction @S, Q3R TRBCITBIRCAT OIAI-TLeT ©GS U3 (A
AN ARSI —CRICT SR @55 oY (78 IR O 7 FCH 3%, C2FFI26 QIR [T T
CIFSTER DRIMRIT NCT ST TS A (@, O, ®F 4R IVIS—2 772 ATRT T
IR ARFreTOICT S| Derrida, Lyotard, Foucault &% 4 qRCF aifesifass wor frcaces, A
Wittgenstein-93 O&I-C4& SCGH A OO &1 Michel Foucault 93 SI¥¥, “Discourse is
not simply that which translates struggles or systems of domination, but is the thing for

11 Of Grammatology, p. 158

12 Possible Worlds in Literary Theory, p. 97

13 The Postmodern Condition, p.41

14 Lyotard xxiv

15 Power/Knowledge, p. 131
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BZECIT5IZ, COIATT G CATICIT FHCAT ST GIFI-CI 97 T e o
which and by which there is struggle.”! © FCIIF TS, O (FIT ©F AFICHT T 7, IR
@I ¢ FAOF TCIS F7 (| 9TOIR CIFSTCIA RiBe ST BTN el ¢ fas e
fofee wc|

CIFSTEIFes  FFAT 43 IFeq ia— T (@I 77 Torce 7, IR ORI IQRLOICT g
@A CFSTER BifvMera WS, Sl (@16 VIO AfSTe FCI I; I92 SFIR IAVIOCE et
FC| 93 QR YA wHETR 9T Glifers [odite Sge| Sigfaest Rt $@ @ S @36 T
W@, T TLGCT S IBIOICE IR I 3671 371 8 (AFBICH w4 ol (@@t QF @I
TG 7, I ABIOR o =& RO e I

TANRT:

9% 2RCHF B fofecs J7aT I&0 AW @, S (&9 IA[IOICE 0 FIF TLT 7, IR
VIS A5 @ ffier T19 Q6 *fEal Tomie| TIBeTHIRT ¢ (ufiel Toez orw FHE,
ARG S GHACF BIICE FCACA | O ©g (ATTF &A1 T, O o [Weifare 27 siw arcamey
8 A @ fofe FCT U P UFF AT T oI 4T A TRA | TRHCTHIREAT ©il-
CET Gl (AICE @RI T, o SR (IR I ACACHR MR [iee| widie, “od” @9 sfoye
FFAC (TR G| 7, IR VCIH (A A GG, FRFASA NCAy, A FfERa Feicd = 3929
Tz (o eo f$a Fea fofW I, “The meaning of a word is its use in the
language.”! 7 SMcs cefeld “différance” @ “deconstruction” ©g SINCAS (MR (3, O 6
o9 T e @3 o 5T PAfeca AeE A “deferred” =1 B! IFF ¢H, “There is nothing
outside the text.”! 8 =i IBIS! 1 ey [ ST ©IfF ©ie BT AT fWffs— b Sieer *iee (et
31 SRS 5y 73

9% 7% AT ©F (ACF G ged TR ANeT T— (T O vy Afowe 77, TR ©f
NCEg 379y, ST, WF QIR TAEF IABIOICE T8 (OICT | (AT (OS] L, “Reality itself is
structured by language,” W9 SEHCATBIZA (M, O (AT 1% TR ST Q6 QLK
oRl 8 IBIOR FCAL FACS 21| ARSI, 9T TR TR AN A G OF Gioo ARFO
C4ATT TR TCH AT &L o FCR, TN I IR VIS B I (7 Tl AR 79,
tAfezel, FEifs, RSy I ZA— FARFY TETSICI @RI FC M| TLBCITBIRT QIR (CfHT—
Tome obfere AHfE GRETCE BT FCICRH (@ A8 2EE U3 e 8 seifaaeniy 38 9ag
SIAl (12 AVIOCS AAPIE 8 FROICI T2FF FACO 2I1CH | O AREICHA, ST FACHIR (@I 4o
fRACH ST 73, 792 BT AITH ATET ST AT I | A2 GBI (AT, O Jere2 Aoy
“representational theory of language” I SIF dfCTaNYEF LACE LOIYA FCA|
TIHCI513 OfF 2! Wi e Ica, “*iewa e oK IReRe [iee” | 93 Wy fefv o,
S GIF Y (@ ©f (@A [UE I waef affolir, 392 orew wid Fdifve = o arifEre ece
8 AIEF-TRFSF (TFHCH | T 8T ‘e T3, I SR (K&1F AT ©f @are fife
| (TG S8 QF QT ICE, SR TN SCE [Efe F7 9 93, e st ¢oftmiear
SR
TIHCITDIEA IR (TfRTI— U 72 THCET or-sTiFs qiEef (Irdwer Jfecs T I @
OIYIR HACHH (0T GoIS I IBISICF W[ FC| CATBAG T© AN, IBIS! @A 47T,

16 The Archaeology of Knowledge, p.54
17 Philosophical Investigations, p.43

18- Of Grammatology, p.158
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GTF, FIGHANZ 7S] TI— I ORI [Wfife « (6 Arfers, Aegfos FOT | orSTer sifgs
Jean Baudrillard-43 ©m9¥, “The real is no longer what it used to be; it is only a
simulation”— 9% 337 (GGl 8 TILCITHIRCI OIIF IAC T T (@RI SR ABI0F =S
o ¢ TOAR, TIECITHIRN IR (O] T&CiR (I, O/El @F(6 Ay =& T S
@IS, AN [T IR BIOIT 9GS 99 FC1 @ FIACR Oiena B4R CArSTeid

wfieE
TREAF
1.

10.
11.
12.

13.

G fofe (Ta— (@G I 2 (@, /ISP OF (FeelF orFl-[Afife o
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