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For a large class of cases - though not for all
 ‘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 the word is its use in the language. And the meaning of a name is sometimes explained by pointing to its bearer.’ (PI 43), I will be discussing the view of Wittgenstein of words and their meaning in his book that’s called Philosophical Investigations. I will discuss the components around this phrase and validate where this viewpoint holds or breaks.
With his quote I mentioned before, he entails that no single word can hold a fixed meaning, that can't be changed or misinterpreted. An example lets the word 'fire' for example, if it held a fired meaning then everyone would associate it with heat only, but through our diverse intangible tools of language, our minds hold this can represent many other meanings such as destruction or passion. This entirely depends on the speaker and in the format in which it's used to give it intended meaning which is also referenced in the above quote "the meaning of the word is its use in the language. And the meaning of a name is sometimes explained by pointing to its bearer” (PI 43). 
I imagine communication would be vastly different if words were fixed towards a rule that’s unchanging and would always retain a single meaning. I struggle to think how metaphors would be conveyed if a word holds a single meaning then wouldn’t it be a literal saying? 
To further elaborate with an example of a word that has multiple meanings, the word “being” has many meanings that relate to oneself or another. The following are what it could mean “Existence”, “Soul”, “Spirit”, “Substance”, “Entity”, “Life” and many others but what’s important about the meanings it can hold can also convey a different story when the word is used in connection with particular emotions or gestures. 


[bookmark: _Toc27932355]Language
Whilst the concepts of how language works can be understood, the inner working functions of the mind are much more complex and intangible. Intangible as in the meaning of the words can never truly be static it’s always in a flux of those who speak the word. “When we say: "Every word in language signifies something" we have so far said nothing whatever; unless we have explained exactly what distinction we wish to make.” (PI 7)
 “Hence there is an inclination to say: every action according to the rule is an interpretation. But we ought to restrict the term "interpretation" to the substitution of one expression of the rule for another. 202. And hence also 'obeying a rule' is a practice. And to think one is obeying a rule is not to obey a rule. Hence it is not possible to obey a rule 'privately': otherwise thinking one was obeying a rule would be the same thing as obeying it.” (PI 44), Wittgenstein claims that to follow a rule is to interpret what that rule means. Attempting to follow it means simply practising the interpretation you understood from the rule and not solely obey the rule. Does mimicking an action or gesture not perform the same feat? I disagree with this train of thought as they are more than interpretation and practising of a rule something I can't truly explain takes hold in the mind that truly validates whether a rule is followed our consciousness of actions self. Unless one is able to lead themselves into self-deceit, I can't truly agree however with each rule there always conflicts with that given rule and with the idea of Wittgenstein wouldn't think of breaking the rule mean you immediately broke it?
Rules seem to be an important factor that must be followed in order to achieve results or maintain the order of operation. Whilst language holds several rules that are meant to keep integrity, its rules are always broken as various words can hold multiple meanings which makes language complex in its nature. Just as pictures can be interpreted differently so can words and phrases. When different languages try to explain similar things, due to the differences in the rules or the individuals speaking it can lose its original meaning and become something entirely different.


[bookmark: _Toc27932356]What’s Meaning? 
The meaning of words and actions can be interrupted different depending on the perspective they are observed from which can change drastically and Wittgenstein mentions this when he speaks about rules. 
He states that “That philosophical concept of meaning has its place in a primitive idea of the way language functions. But one can also say that it is the idea of a language more primitive than ours.” (PI 2), the primitive idea he references is of communicating through visual signs that would indicate or describe something. 
Through our language meaning is indicated by giving a visual representation of the spoken word and Wittgenstein affirms this notion by a state that connections between word and meaning are able to be formed with a pointing gesture to what the word means. An example of this would be a person's name can be given meaning by pointing whom the name belongs to and this assigns the word to a visual reference. An interesting factor is whilst names can have certain meanings behind them, it doesn't necessarily mean the person embodies the name they're given.  
“The language is meant to serve for communication between a builder A and an assistant B(PI 2)", Language is a tool that's used for communication and isn't only limited to humans beings and the difference between meaning from various species changes drastically upon different viewpoint.
For example, nuclear waste sites that aren’t meant to be dug up or risk the exposure to toxic radiation have signs that indicate that the area has nuclear waste, however different signs by different people will not necessarily hold the same meaning. Where others would see an object to be feared by looking at it others would find intrigue and try to learn more. Language has a paradox to an extent where we can’t truly define a static meaning as this change upon the observer.
This idea can be reinforced with Wittgenstein view on the process of learning to talk as a child, "A child uses such primitive forms of language when it learns to talk. Here the teaching of language is no explanation, but training." (PI), Although the method for teaching ostensively might work for references that can be seen, their certain scenarios where it’s impossible for this method of training to work and Wittgenstein also pokes at this “Are "there" and "this" also taught ostensively?—Imagine how one might perhaps teach their use. One will point to places and things— but in this case, the pointing occurs in the use of the words too and not merely in learning the use. —” (PI 9). Those words can require them to point at something to make sense, it's like a direction that points in a particular direction and doesn't make sense on their own. if we simply say "this" without it being directed to anything, then it holds no meaning on its own and only holds meaning when used in conjunction with another word that references something. So, if one would say “This are there”, they have basically said words that mean nothing as they are no subject that's being directed with those words to give them meaning. But when we say "this is a child", the child is the bearer that's pointed to by 'this' thus giving the word meaning as it's used in conjunction with its bearer otherwise it's meaning solely is rendered meaningless.
"Think of the tools in a tool-box: there is a hammer, pliers, a saw, a screwdriver, a rule, a glue-pot, glue, nails and screws.—The functions of words are as diverse as the functions of these objects."(PI 11), I also agree that their various tools our minds use to in order to process the information we are given, a great number of underlying functions that give capability by simply training through repetition and the connections are formed.  
Usage of words give it different meanings to add more examples to this idea/thought, different civilisations would view serpents as an evil ominous creature due to religious beliefs yet others such as the Aztecs would view the serpent as a sign of their god Quetzalcoatl. Meaning is constantly changing and evolving as the passage of time progresses but the tool for obtaining it stays the same. 

Private Language
Wittgenstein argues that private language doesn't exist, a language that only one individual can understand and use but by the nature of private language it doesn't clearly make sense if a private language is meant to be expressed. I view this as a form of emotion or sensation that we can't truly comprehend and convey as their limitations in all manners of what our mind can interpret/explain. On the other hand, we can say private language is the language that those with close bonds share, where their means can be defined to mean a set of different terms rather their actual meaning. An example of this would be partners calling each other metaphorical terms or describing certain “Actions” with private language by calling it something entirely different. 

[bookmark: _Toc27932357]What are Words? 
Wittgenstein obtained the thoughts regarding words and their meanings when he was reading a newspaper that was describing a court case and within the court case, they use imagery to replicate a crime scene and the words used in the newspaper did the same to create the visual imagery in the mind to recreate the scene. 
When Wittgenstein pondered on what words were, he came to the conclusion that they are a form of conveying visual imagery from one person to another. This idea came to him whilst he read a newspaper and as he dwelled on the thoughts he came to that conclusion. 

“These words, it seems to me, give us a particular picture of the essence of human language. It is this: the individual words in language name objects—sentences are combinations of such names. ——In this picture of language, we find the roots of the following idea” (PI 1), Wittgenstein states that every individual word holds particular meaning and references a visual component that can be traced to the roots of primitive language. At their core, each word for human language is a unique sound that we are able to produce, replicate in order to reference something. Without the usage of words, the communication method would be considered as primitive language as only visual signs would indicate or trigger a response from the brain. By using sounds we can convey information from another that can recreate visualisations of the information that’s trying to be conveyed.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Words are meaningless unless they are given their role or an identity.q
“In the practice of the use of language (2) one party calls out the words, the other acts on them. In instruction in the language the following process will occur: the learner names the objects; that is, he utters the word when the teacher points to the stone.—And there will be this still simpler exercise: the pupil repeats the words after the teacher——both of these being processes resembling language”(PI 7), words are learnt alongside their meaning otherwise we easily forget them and in this quote, we see that when communication happens, they are a response that establishes the language/communication between those speaking.
The early language of mankind was in the form of pictorial format. The language was expressed by showing an illustrated example of another real-world counterpart. An example of this would be glyphs or art that communicates a story without having the need to reference any words.
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Wittgenstein describes are language games, In the practice of the use of language (2) one party calls out the words, the other acts on them. In instruction in the language the following process will occur: the learner names the objects; that is, he utters the word when the teacher points to the stone.—And there will be this still simpler exercise: the pupil repeats the words after the teacher——both of these being processes resembling language. We can also think of the whole process of using words in (2) as one of those games by means of which children learn their native language. I will call these games "language-games" and will sometimes speak of a primitive language as a language-game. And the processes of naming the stones and of repeating words after someone might also be called language-games. Think of much of the use of words in games like ring-a-ring-a-roses. I shall also call the whole, consisting of language and the actions into which it is woven, the "language-game".(PI 7),  in the quote, he describes language games as a method of 2 people interacting where one speaks and the other acts upon it. One method of the language games, he describes it as a process of learning language by the instruction of saying a word referencing it and the other party responds to it. Yet they are still more to this language games, that doesn't simply on the facts that are provided but can be seen as words that used to give comfort or cause fear through explaining what could happen in the future.  	
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To conclusion in reference to how Wittgenstein refers to the meaning of a word is how it’s used within language, is that I agree with the notion as the meaning of a word can’t be static. However, I do feel that private language might not exist in the form of words as their experiences only an individual can truly understand apart from anyone else. I would describe this as feeling that you can’t truly put into words to elaborate it to others, their aspects we can’t truly even understand about ourselves as we are very complex creatures. 
In essence, one could say a word doesn't equal its meaning but its usage defines its meaning, the usage is in references to the emotion or direction one can use a certain word, our capability of language that our minds hold is able to discern between the different forms which I don't think can be taught ostensively but the connection can be made by hearing what is said and matching it to the emotion still this doesn’t guarantee the accuracy of meaning.
It’s important to make this distinction on how language is communicated as whilst it’s a tool meant to help us collaborate and work together it can be used negatively. Our minds are constantly learning from the visual imagery, sounds that we are exposed to and changes our inner sensations we feel.
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