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and Letters: A Selection (ed.) L. E. Loemker, 2nd edition (Dordrecht: Reidel,
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o]9Jel= 1= ‘lingua universalis’, ‘lingua generalis’, ‘characteristica rationalis’,
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gt olE Azbe] ol Agolfel] B AT == H. W. Amdt, “Die
Entwicklungsstufen von Leibniz’ Begriff einer Lingua Universalis” in Das
Problem der Sprache, hg. H.-G. Gadamer (Miinchen: Wilhelm Fink Verlag,
1967), 71-21 =,
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10) W. Kneale and M. Kneale, The Development of Logic (Oxford: Clarendon
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o]% glo]TU = 1680 At Futo] o]27)74x] 200do] AA HH
A 71EHS FAZ S gkt A AuEES waste] Al Wy
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Press, 1962), 324,

1) golZyz= AAE 1678-91d AfoJoll & 3 AmgollA] Apalo] gk oA AA
g B3z 7)grio] g Zol7ls ShANE tiehs u viRl, obF XAE e
o AAE Ao £k 2049 Feol7t MW wisd Hdoldokar At
Leibniz, Philosophical Essays, eds. R. Ariew and D. Garber (Indianapolis:
Hackett Publishing Co., 1989), 6 = (|8} ©] A& Ariew and GarberZ
F43h.

12) o]d Al 7} AHd #s|4= D. Rutherford, “Philosophy and Language in
Leibniz”, The Cambridge Companion to Leibniz, ed. N. Jolley (Cambridge:
Cambridge Uni. Press, 1995), 230 Z-%
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The Problem of Language and Representation in
Leibniz’s Philosophy

Kim, Seong—Ho (Korea Univ.)

In Leibniz’s philosophy we can find two different approaches to
language. In early days he pursued to construct a ideal, artificial
language, namely ‘universal characteristics’. But in his mature
philosophical period his interest concentrated on the ordinary natural
language. Then, what is the relation between these two approaches and
what is the reason of this shift?

According to ‘Cassirer thesis’ Leibniz’s ultimate goal was the
construction of an ideal, universal system of language and his
discussions about natural languages were superfluous. But recent authors
strongly opposed ‘Cassirer thesis’ and took pains to stress the continuity
and consistency between Leibniz’s accounts of artificial and natural
language. The best evidence for the continuity of his view of language
is the fact that he draws no definitive line between two languages. His
ultimate goal was not a certain system of language, but an ideal
instrument for our inference and communication. Accordingly in his
view of language the relation of representation, which unites a character
and what it signifies, plays a crucial role. But regrettably Leibniz left

no sufficient accounts about linguistic representation.

Key words: Leibniz, Representation, Universal Characteristic, Ideal

Language, Natural Language
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