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    For the ordinary educated people ‘language’ means: 

(1)  the instrument with which they speak and write. 

(2)  a set of conventional rules (grammar) and a stock of words (lexicon), by  

which they communicate with each other. 

    (3) a special way of speaking and writing that belongs to an ethnic group, which 

cannot be understood by the members of other ethnic groups without the help of 

translation.    (4) a medium both for expression and impression of meanings. 

(5)  a system of audio-visual signs. 

(6)  the oral and the written are not coincident. 

But for those scholars of language and philosophy ‘language’ means much more 

than these five points and is an issue very challenging and debatable.  

First of all they will ask: ‘Is there a “language as such” which is universal and 

transcendental?’ Otherwise they may ask: ‘Is there an ideal language in the world?’; 

‘Is it possible to draw a chronological-genealogical map of language on which all the 

concrete languages in the world can be arranged in a ladder-like scale?’ Up to now 

the conventional answer is: Language is a universal phenomenon of human being both 

as a biological-psychological individual and as a member of an ethnic group; while 

there are numerous kinds of languages in the world [diversity], there must be some 

common elements between them which make translation mostly possible 

[uniformity]. 

Secondly, they will ask: ‘Is language an instrument of communication, a 

symbolic action of human existence, or a system of signs?’ To this question different 

schools of philosophy of language have different answers. 

Thirdly, a new science called ‘mediology,’ following Marshall McLuhan’s motto: 

‘the medium is the message,’ reformulates the question of language as a derivative 

issue of ‘medium’ in which what is important is not ‘the message that language as a 

medium mediates’ but ‘the message of language as a medium.’ In such a new 

formulation the philosophical problem between language and thought which has 

puzzled so many scholars is basically resolved or removed. Instead , the qualification 

of different kinds of media message becomes a focus. The disciplinary effort in the 

past two centuries to establish a science of language for discovering the ‘natural law 

of language’ itself is now considered just a derivative effect of printing, the most 

important ‘hot’ medium in the Modern Age. From this point onward, we can predict 

someday ‘the end of linguistics’ may be a fact. By that time nobody will think 

Chinese is a language because the idea of ‘language’ is regarded as merely an 

invention of ‘linguistic desire,’ a force of ‘hot’ medium. 


