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Chomsky’ s Linguistic Ideology Against Wittgenstein’ s Philosophical Investigations
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On the basis of philosophical ideology both Wittgenstein and Chomsky capture some basic qualities and essentials of lan—

guage and offer scientific analysis shedding ample influence upon philosophy and linguistics circles. Adopting an external linguis—

tic perspective Wittgenstein’ s philosophical grammar focuses on language use whereas Chomsky’ s generative grammar empha—

sizes language competence from an inner linguistic point of view. Some of the linguistic terminology employed by them may seem

similar but are in fact essentially distinct. Despite the difference Wittgenstein’ s “meaning-in-use” theory may shed light on

the study of semantics and “CH interface condition” in generative syntax.
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