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INTRODUCTION 

 

 The “Philosophy of Language” course is integrated. It is provided by two departments of the 

philosophy faculty: the department of logic and the department of theoretical and practical 

philosophy. The same number of academic hours is foreseen for each course constituent: lectures, 

seminars and independent work. 

 Entries under 1.-7. of the offered Curriculum (as well as entries “Structure of the academic 

discipline. Theme plan of lectures and seminars”, “Recommended Literature”) contain twofold 

information of both parts of the course: provided by the department of theoretical and practical 

philosophy (Part A) and as well as by the department of logic (Part B). 

 The course final is an integrated exam – summing up exam paper – done in writing. The 

final grade for the course is average of grading points for each of the component parts A and B. 

 

1. The discipline aim  

(Part A) The purpose of this part of the Philosophy of Language course is to provide students with 

an understanding of the history of the philosophy of language, its principles and main ideas, and the 

relations between some philosophical theories of language. Emphasis will be placed on the 

contemporary interpretation and application of these theories. 

 

(Part B) More profound acquaintance with the key concepts, important issues and leading theories 

of contemporary philosophy of language. 

 

2. Requirements one needs to meet for choosing the discipline for studies  

 

(Part A)  

1. Before starting this course, students must know the basics of philosophy, which are necessary for 

understanding the subject of philosophy, the role of philosophy in culture, and also know the 

specifics of the relationship between philosophy and science, religion, and art. 

2. Students must be able to carry out research work, interpret philosophical theories, use the 

literature on philosophy, and also be able to argue about philosophical problems. 

3. Students must have basic skills in solving problems in education and research activities. 

 

(Part B)  

To start the course students are presupposed to know the following: main stages, 

characteristics, problems, theories and personalities of the history of philosophy process as a whole 

and analytical philosophy in particular; students are to have been properly read in the content 

provided by introductory courses in logic; the English language sufficient level is needed that 

enables a student to work with current scientific sources. 

  Students should have skills to collect, analyse, interpret as well as present the information 

of modern philosophical investigations; use well established philosophical concepts and 

classifications while analysing defined issues; trace the genesis and development of philosophical 

problems considering later specific issues investigation. 

 

3. Annotation on the Philosophy of Language discipline 

  



 The discipline is one of the mandatory on the list of higher school subjects and is taught 

during the first and the second semesters of the Master’s degree course. The discipline consists of 

two parts: historical (Part A) and systematical (Part B). 

(Part A) 

Topic 1. The subject of philosophy of language 

The main content of the concept of "philosophy of language". What does the expression "nature of 

language" mean? Philosophical hermeneutics and philosophy of language. Repetition of the main 

conclusions of the course "Philosophical hermeneutics", the main topics of "Philosophy of 

language" and their connection with the previous course. 

Topic 2. Ancient philosophy of language 

The beginning of the philosophy of language. Ancient Greek logos and philosophical truth. Plato’s 

views on language. Cratylus: name and thing. Theaetetus and Sophist: the truth of knowledge and 

the structure of the sentence. Phaedrus and Plato’s Seventh Letter: the weakness of writing. 

Aristotle’s views on language. Ambiguity, homonymy, equivalence. Categories. Use of language. 

Stoic theory of language. Augustine on language. Theory of signs. Nicholas of Cusa on language. 

Topic 3. Philosophy of language in the early modern period 

T. Hobbes’ philosophy of language. Origin of the language. J. Locke’s views on language. G.W. 

Leibniz’s philosophy of language. Theory of concepts and signs. G. Vico’s views on the nature of 

language. Language and writing. Universal language and the language of science. J.G. Hamann’s 

philosophy of language.  

Topic 4. Theories of language in the Classical German philosophy 

J.G. Herder’s philosophy of language. I. Kant’s views on language. Concepts and signs. Judgment. 

Sound, tone, articulation. G.W.F. Hegel’s philosophy of language. W. von Humboldt’s philosophy 

of language. Language and thinking. The problem of understanding. 

Topic 5. Philosophical views on language in the late 19th and early 20th centuries 

F. Nietzsche on the nature of language. G. Frege’s philosophy of language. Meaning and 

significance, object and function. Identity of thought. E. Cassirer’s philosophy of language. The 

place of language among symbolic forms. Phenomenology of symbolic forms. 

Topic 6. L. Wittgenstein’s philosophy of language 

Early L. Wittgenstein’s philosophy of language. The late L. Wittgenstein’s philosophy of language. 

Autonomy of grammar. The myth of meaning. Meaning as application. Language rules. Language 

games. Use of language. The myth of private language. The problem of understanding. 

Topic 7. M. Heidegger’s and H.-G. Gadamer’s views on language  

M. Heidegger’s views on language. Criticism of traditional philosophical positions regarding the 

nature of language. The theme of articulation and understanding in Being and Time. The language 

of poetry and the language of philosophy. Interpretation of the nature of language in M. 

Heidegger’s later works. H.-G. Gadamer’s project of the ontology of language. The truth of being 

as the truth of speech. H.-G. Gadamer on the speculative structure of language. The paradigmatic 

nature of the poetic word.  

 

(Part B)  



The subject, methods of analysis, main problems, ways of investigation constitute the content of the 

discipline. The students get acquainted with a number of classical and modern analytical philosophy 

of language theories presented in, particularly, the works of Frege, Russell, Strawson, Donnellan, 

Kripke, Putnam, Austin, Searle, Grice, Davidson. The following notions are introduced and their 

essence is defined: philosophy of language, linguistic philosophy, philosophy of linguistics, 

syntax/sematics/pragmatcs, object language and metalanguage, use and mention, sentence, 

proposition, sense (meaning), assertion, statement, utterance, type/token distinction, attributive vs 

referential uses of definite descriptions, presuppositions, propositional attitudes, literal meaning and 

speaker’s meaning, constatives and performatives, speech acts, locutionary, illocutionary and 

perlocutionary acts, conversational and conventional implicatures, implicitures etc. 

 

4. Tasks (aims of teaching)  

(Part A) To provide students with detailed knowledge of the main philosophical concepts of 

language, as well as some of the main approaches of modern philosophy to the problems of the 

philosophy of language. 

 (Part B) To give the students the integrated system of knowledge in main problems, notions and 

theories of modern analytical philosophy of language. As a result, the students are not only ready to 

read and find out the facts about what particular philosopher have said thus to demonstrate their 

theoretical knowledge but to be able to apply it in their personal independent investigations. 

 

During the course the following abilities (program competencies) are being formed: 

 

General competence 2. To be able to communicate in a foreign language. 

GC 6.  To be able to search and find, process and analyze information of various sources. 

 

Professional competence 2. To comprehend the existence of close ties of specialization in 

philosophy with other intellectual and humanities practices. 

 

PC 3. To be able to formulate and argue topical philosophical ideas supporting the critical expound 

of the reached results of investigation with consistency and evidence. 

 

PC 5. To be efficient and critical in working over texts in philosophy while using various methods 

of analysis and interpretation. 

 

5. The results of studies: 

(Part A) As a result of the learning outcomes of the course student must 
Results of study 

(1. know; 2. be capable of; 3. communication 

4. autonomy and responsibility) 
Methods of teaching and 

learning  

Methods of 

assessment 

Percent in 

discipline final 

grade К

Code 
Results of study 

 To know (should):    

1

1.1 

Subject, methods, theoretical basis of the 

philosophy of language 

Lectures,  

independent work 

Oral report, control 

work, exam 

5 

1

1.2 

Main research problems of the history of 

philosophy of language 

Discussion 

sections,  

independent work 

Oral report, exam 5 

1

1.3 

Principles of the history of philosophy of 

language 

Lectures, independent 

work 

Oral report, control 

work, exam 

5 

1

1.4 

The contemporary approaches to 

understanding the principles of philosophy of 

independent work Oral report, exam 6 



language 

1.5 The typologies of philosophical theories of 

language 

Discussion 

sections,  

independent work 

Control work, 

exam 

5 

1.6 Specific features of the theories of language by 

Plato, Aristotle, Augustine, Cusanus, Hobbes, 

Locke, Leibniz, Vico, Hamann, Herder, Kant, 

Hegel, Humboldt, Nietzsche, Frege, Cassirer, 

Wittgenstein, Heidegger and Gadamer 

Discussion 

sections,  

independent work 

Oral report, oral 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

exam 

14 

 To be able (could):    

2

2.1 

To demonstrate the knowledge of specialized 

works in the philosophy of language domain 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral report, oral 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

control work, exam 

5 

2

2.2 

To explain the features of historical 

transformations of the philosophy of language 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral report, oral 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

exam 

10 

2

2.3 

To explain the genesis and specificity of 

certain important research problems  

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

oral presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

control work, exam 

10 

1

2.4 

To independently analyse, interpret and 

expound certain research results presented in 

scientific publications 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral report, 

discussions, oral 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

control work 

5 

2.5 carry out a detailed analysis of three or more 

literary sources 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral report, 

discussions 

5 

2.6 To apply adequately the acquired knowledge 

in philosophy of language case studies 

Independent work Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

exam  

5 

 Communication skills:    

3

3.1 

To demonstrate fluent communication in the 

language of specific notions, problems, 

theories, and techniques of philosophy of 

language 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral  report 3 

3

3.2 

To present results of theoretical research in the 

form of reports, presentations and abstracts 

Discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral report, 

discussions, oral 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source 

3 

3.3 To participate in in-class discussions and 

polemize in certain issues of the philosophy of 

language problems 

 

Discussion sections Discussions  3 

 Autonomy and Responsibility:    

4

4.1 

To show independence in finding out and 

critically assessing the researches in the 

logico-linguistic-philosophical domain, aptly 

using analysis and synthesis methods and 

foreign languages 

Independent work Oral report, 

discussions,  

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source 

2 

4Care about validity and invalidity of Independent work Discussions, 5 



4.2 arguments and sufficiency and insufficiency of 

evidence offered, as well as about the truth or 

falsity of conclusions reached 

 

presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

exam 

4.3 To be capable of later education in the subject 

matter on ones own 

Independent work report, discussions, 

oral presentation of 

independently 

worked over 

scientific source 

4 

 
(Part B) As a result of studying the discipline student must 

 

Results of study 

(1. know; 2. be capable of; 3. communication 

4. autonomy and responsibility) 
Methods of teaching and 

learning 

Methods of 

assessment 

Percent in 

discipline final 

grade К

Code 
Results of study 

 To know (should):    

1

1.1 

Subjects, methods, theoretical basis of 

investigation in the philosophy of language as 

well as main corresponding concepts and 

distinctions.  

Lecture, 

independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

midterm control 
work, and final  

exam paper 

5 

1

1.2 

 

Main research problems of the contemporary 

analytical philosophy of language 

 

Lecture, 

discussion sections, 

independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

midterm control 
work, final exam 

paper  

5 

1

1.3 
 

Specific features of some classical and modern 

theories 

Discussion 

section, independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

midterm control 
work, final exam 

paper 

10 

1

1.4 

 

The essence and specific features of the results 

reached. 

Discussion 

section, independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

midterm control 
work, final exam 

paper 

10 

1

1.5 

The main problems and concepts relationship 

to each other 

 

Lecture, 

discussion section, 

independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source  

5 

1

1.6 

 

Historical and current relations among leading 

theories 

Discussion 

section, independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source   

5 

 To be able (could):    

2

2.1 

   

To demonstrate the knowledge of specialized 

works in the philosophy of language domain  

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source 

5 

2

2.2 

 

To explain the genesis and specificity of 

certain important research problems 

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

5 



scientific source, 

final exam paper  

2

2.3 

 

To find out connections between separate 

theories 

Discussion 

section, independent work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

final exam paper 

5 

1

2.4 

 

To independently analyze, interpret and 

expound certain research results presented in 

scientific publications 

 

 

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

final exam paper  

10 

1

2.5 

 

To carry out lingvo-logico-philosophical 

analysis of definite important concepts 

 

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source,   

midterm control 
work, final  exam 

paper  

10 

2

2.6 

  

To apply adequately the acquired knowledge 

in philosophy of language case studies  

Independent 

work 

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

final exam paper 

5 

 Communication skills:    

3

3.1 

To demonstrate fluent communication in the 

language of specific notions, problems, 

theories, and techniques of pfilosophy of 

language 

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 

presentation in 

writing 

 

 

3 

3

3.2 

 

To present results of theoretical research in the 

form of reports, presentations and abstracts 

Discussion 

section, independent work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source  

4 

2

3.3 

   

To participate in in-class discussions and 

polemize in certain issues of the philosophy of 

language problems 

 

Discussion 

section  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source  

3 

 Autonomy and Responsibility:    

4

4.1 

 

To show independence in finding out and 

critically assessing the researches in the 

logico-linguistic-philosophical domain, aptly 

using analysis and synthesis methods and 

foreign languages 

Independent 

work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source 

4 

4

4.2. 

 

Care about validity and invalidity of 

arguments and sufficiency and insufficiency of 

evidence offered, as well as about the truth or 

falsity of conclusions reached 

 

 

Independent 

work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source, 
final exam paper 

3 

4

4.3. 

 

To be capable of later education in the subject 

matter on ones own  

Independent 

work  

Oral presentation 

of independently 

worked over 

scientific source  

3 

 

 

 



6. Correlation of the results of studies with the curriculum program results 
 

(Part A) 
                Results of discipline study 

 

 

Curriculum program study results 

 

 

1

.1 

1

.2 

1

.

3 

1

.4 

1

.

5 

1

.

6 

2

.

1 

2

.2 

2

.

3 

2

.

4 

2

.

5 

2

.

6 

3

.

1 

3

.

2 

3

.

3 

4

.

1 

4

.

2 

4

.

3 

CPSR 1. Carry out intellectual quest, discover and 

critically expose the topical problems of modern 

philosophy, delineate them within the framework of 

personal (independent) philosophical investigation 

+ 

+ 

 

+

+ 

 

+  
+

+ 
   

+

+ 
  

  

 

 

  

 

+ 

   

 

+ 

CPSR 3. Be capable of reconstructing the historical 

development of worldwide philosophy, evolution of 

philosophy ideas and problems. 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 
 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 
  

 

+ 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

+ 

 

 

CPSR 6. Have command of the state and foreign 

language of sufficient level for professional 

communication and discussion of scientific problems 

and research results in the field of philosophy. 

+ + 
+ 

 
    

+ 
 

  
+ 

 

  

 

 

 

+ 
 

 

 

 

   

CPSR 7. Critically account, analyse and judge 

philosophy texts, use relevant methods of their analysis 

and interpretation. 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 
+ 

+ 

 
  

+ 

 

+ 

 

 + 

 

 + 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

 

CPSR 8. Comprehend interdependence of philosophy 

itself and other philosophical discourse vectors and 

intellectual and humanities practices. 

  
+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 
 

+ 

 

+ 

 
  

+ 

 

   + 

 

 

 

+ 

 

CPSR 16. To perform effectively analytical 

justification and informativ-organizational support of 

professional activity. 

   
+ 

 
   

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

+ 

 

 

 
(Part B) 

 
Results of 

discipline 

study 

 

Curriculum 

program study 

results 

1

.

1 

1

.

2 

1

.

3 

1

.

4

   

1

.

5 

1

.

6 

2

.

1 

2

.

2 

2

.

3 

2

.

4 

2

.

5 

2

.

6 

3

.

1 

3

.

2 

3

.

3 

4

.

1 

4

.

2 

4

.

3 

CPSR 1.  

Carry out 

intellectual 

quest, discover 

and critically 

expose the 

topical 

problems of 

modern 

philosophy, 

delineate them 

within the 

framework of 

personal 

(independent) 

philosophical 

investigation. 

+ + +     + + + + +  + +    

CPSR 3.  

Be capable of 

reconstructing 

the historical 

development 

of worldwide 

philosophy, 

evolution of 

philosophy 

ideas and 

+ + +  + + + + +    +    +  



problems. 
CPSR 6.  

Have 

command of 

the state and 

foreign 

language of 

sufficient level 

for 

professional 

communicatio

n and 

discussion of 

scientific 

problems and 

research 

results in the 

field of 

philosophy 

            + + +    

CPSR 7.  

Citically 

account, 

analize and 

judge 

philosophy 

texts, use 

relevant 

methods of 

their analysis 

and 

interpretation. 

+ + + + +  +   + +  +  + + +  

CPSR 8. 

Comprehend 

interdependace 

of philosophy 

itself and other 

philosophical 

discourse 

vectors and 

intellectual 

and humanities 

practices.  

  + + + +  + +   +    +  + 

CPSR 16. 

To perform 

effectively 

analytical 

justification 

and 

informativ-

organizational 

support of 

professional 

activity. 

   +    + + + + + + + + + + + 

 

 

 

7. Grade forming summing up scheme  

 

(Part A) 

7.1. Grading forms  

Academic achievement assessment is carried out according to ECTS standards that presupposes two 

stages assessment of the mastered subject material, especially assessment of theoretical knowledge 

(to know (should) - 1.1.-1.6. – result of studying, which is 40% of the final assessment and (plus) 

practical training – result of studying (to be able (could) - 2.1.-2.6.; communication - 3.1.-3.3.; 

autonomy and responsibility - 4.1.-4.3., that is 60% of the assessment. 

Assessment of the semester work: 

1. Oral report: preparation and presentation by each student designated report on the selected 

beforehand defined materials (texts) that is an individual task for a student, which is consulted with 



the lecturer, carried out independently and presupposes working out one or some defined scientific 

sources (article, part of a monography etc.): SR 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.6, 2.1, 2.2, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2, 

3.3, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3 – 2 / 10 points 

2. Independent wort 1 (study of the historical transformations of philosophy of language): SR 1.6, 

2.1-2.4, 3.2, 4.1-4.3 – 11 / 15 points 

Independent work 2 (study of a particular theory of language – at the student’s choice): SR 1.6, 

2.1-2.4, 3.2, 4.1-4.3 – 11 / 15 points 

3. Control work: SR 1.1, 1.3, 1.5, 2.1, 2.3, 2.4 - 12 / 20 points 

The semester total number of points is formed by the points got by student in the process of 

mastering the discipline during the whole course of study. The final grading includes assessment 

points for independent work (preparing and presentation of an assigned report on the material of a 

chosen beforehand scientific source (sources)) and midterm control work (exam/test). 

All types of semester workload acknowledgment are summed up as: 

60 points                        maximum     

36 points                        minimum      

 

Final exam in a written form – SR 1.1-1.6, 2.1-2.6 (maximum – 40 , minimum – 24 points). 

 

Final grading: 

 According to ECTS grading system at the end of the discipline course student is awarded a 

certain amount of points to acknowledge the workload one has undertaken throughout studies that 

includes preparing and reviewing the discipline content, reading related literature, writing papers, 

giving presentations, developing projects, etc. plus final exam in writing. To qualify the academic 

worth of the discipline study one must score 100 points as maximum down to 60 points as 

minimum. 

 Those who have less than the minimal (60) points must do the final exam in writing for the 

second time. 

 Thus, the final grading (minimum - 60, maximum - 100 points) is a sum of a points for a 

semester workload (minimum - 36, maximum - 60 points) and final exam in a written form 

(minimum - 24, maximum - 40 points). 

 

(Part B) 

7.1. Grading forms  

Academic achievement assessment is carried out according to ECTS standards that presupposes two 

stages assessment of the mastered subject material, especially assessment of theoretical knowledge 

(to know (should) - 1.1.-1.6. – result of studying, which is 40% of the final assessment and (plus) 

practical training – result of studying (to be able (could) - 2.1.-2.6.; communication - 3.1.-3.3.; 

autonomy and responsibility - 4.1.-4.3., that is 60% of the assessment. 

Assessment of the semester work: 

 

 1. Independent work:  preparation and presentation by each student designated report on 

the selected beforehand defined materials (texts) that is an individual task for a student, which is 

consulted with the lecturer, carried out independently and presupposes working out one or some 

defined scientific sources (article, part of a monography etc.): SR 1.2.-1.5., 2.2.-2.5., 3.2., 4.2. 

(maximum – 40, minimum – 24 points). 



 2. Mid-term control work (exam/test): is done in writing; the lecturer informs students 

about the date when the control work will take place beforehand: SR 1.1-1.3 (maximum – 20, 

minimum – 12 points). 

 The semester total number of points is formed by the points got by student in the process 

of mastering the discipline during the whole course of study. The final grading includes assessment 

points for independent work (preparing and presentation of an assigned report on the material of a 

chosen beforehand scientific source (sources)) and midterm control work (exam/test). 

All types of semester workload acknowledgment are summed up as: 

60 points                        maximum     

36 points                        minimum      

 

Final exam in a written form – RS 1.2-1.3, 2.3-2.5 (maximum – 40 , minimum – 24 points). 

 

Final grading: 

 According to ECTS grading system at the end of the discipline course student is awarded a 

certain amount of points to acknowledge the workload one has undertaken throughout studies that 

includes preparing and reviewing the discipline content, reading related literature, writing papers, 

giving presentations, developing projects, etc plus final exam in writing. To qualify the academic 

worth of the discipline study one must score 100 points as maximum down to 60 points as 

minimum. 

 Those who have less than the minimal (60) points must do the final exam in writing for the 

second time. 

 Thus, the final grading (minimum - 60, maximum - 100 points) is a sum of a points for a 

semester workload (minimum - 36, maximum - 60 points) and final exam in a written form 

(minimum - 24, maximum - 40 points). 

 

Result of simple calculation: 

 Number of points per 

semester 

Final exam Final grading 

Minimum 36 24 60 

Maximum 60  40  100 

 

 

7.2. Framework of grading throughout semester   

(Part A) 

Assessment for (work throughout semester) Number of points per semester 

Min – 36 points Max – 60 points 

Oral presentation 

and participating in 

discussions at 

seminars  

Topics 1-7, Individual 

presentation of a report 

«2» х 1 = 2 «10» х 1 = 10 

Independent work 1 Study of the historical 

transformations of philosophy 

of language 

«11» х 1 = 11 «15» х 1 = 15 

Independent work 2 Study of a particular theory 

of language - at the student’s 

choice 

«11» х 1 = 11 «15» х 1 = 15 

Control work Topics 1-5 «12» х 1 = 12 «20» х 1 = 20 

Final grading for 

work throughout 

semester 

 36 60 



 

(Part B) 

Assessment for (work throughout semester) Number of points per semester 

Min – 36 points Max – 60 points 

    

Independent work Individual presentation of a 

report (result of autonomous 

working on professional 

publications) 

 

«24» х 1 = 24 «40» х 1 = 40 

Midterm control 

work (exam/test) 

Topics 1-4 «12» х 1 = 12 «20» х 1 = 20 

Final grading for 

work throughout 

semester 

 36 60 

 

7.3. Criteria of grading throughout semester 
 

(Part A) 

1. Oral report:  

10 points – student is fully familiar with the study material, presents it freely and 

argumentatively, discloses the content of the task deeply and comprehensively, critically 

analyzes, evaluates and synthesizes ideas using basic and additional cultural literature. Student 

demonstrates a high degree of independence.  

7 points - student is sufficiently familiar with the study material, presents it freely, but may not 

have sufficient arguments in the explanations, mainly discloses the content of the task, using 

only the obligatory cultural literature. Presentation can content minor inaccuracies. 

4 points – student is familiar with the study material, but does not demonstrate the depth of 

knowledge and critical attitude to problems, does not use the recommended literature. 

Presentation contents essential inaccuracies. 

2 points – student does not fully master the study material, presents it fragmentarily and 

superficially, makes essential mistakes.  

Participating in discussions: 

3 points – the addition is meaningful, thorough, constructively complements the discussion of 

the topic, 

2 points - the addition is meaningful, 

1 point - the supplement contains information that does not significantly expand the discussion.  

2. Presentation as a result of independent work (maximum – 15 points): 

15-14 points – student has mastered the volume of the entire material for study of the 

discipline; can with ease advancing arguments; being sure of arguments and sufficiency and 

insufficiency of evidence offered, as well as caring about the truth or falsity of conclusions 

reached; demonstrates independence, reliability, self-support in uses the list of literature for 

mandatory and optional reading; 

13-12 points – student has mastered the sufficient volume of the material for study of the 

discipline; can fluently, but short of arguments, present the main content of it; uses the list of 

literature for mandatory reading; demonstrates independence, reliability, self-support in writing 

the final exam paper; the paper though contains minor (insignificant) inexactitudes; 

11-8 points – student has mastered the material for study of the discipline in general; does not  

demonstrate the depth of its knowledge, independence, reliability, self-support in fulfilling the 



defined tasks; final exam paper contains significant inaccuracies; does not use the literature for 

mandatory reading; 

7-0 points – student has not mastered the content of the material for study of the discipline; can 

present it in fragments and superficially; insufficiently presents the contents of defined tasks; 

final exam paper contains significant mistakes; is dependent in carrying out the tasks. 

3. Control work (exam/test) (maximum – 20 points):  

20-18 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the material for study 

of the discipline; clearly and logically delivers it; profoundly and comprehensively answers 

question/task; correctly interpreting the truth or falsity of conclusions reached; demonstrates 

independence, reliability, self-support in uses the list of literature for mandatory and optional 

reading; 

17-14 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the sufficient volume 

of the material for study of the discipline; can fluently, but short of arguments, present the main 

content of it; uses the list of literature for mandatory reading; clearly and logically though with 

not enough arguments thus not completely and profoundly answers the defined question/task; 

demonstrates independence, reliability, self-support, resorts to the source only for mandatory 

reading; the paper contains insignificant inaccuracies; 

13-11 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the material for study 

of the discipline as a whole but not profoundly, is not independent in solving the defined 

problem/question/task, short of resorting to the mandatory sources to support arguments; the 

paper contains significant inaccuracies; 

10-0 points – in the paper student demonstrates lack of independent and satisfactory knowledge 

of the material for study of the discipline; answer the defined problem/question/task is 

fragmental and superfluous; the problem is not solved; the paper contains mistakes. 

(Part B) 

Report (presentation as a result of independent work) (maximum – 40 points): 

40-36 points – student has mastered the volume of the entire material for study of the discipline; can 

with ease advancing arguments; being sure of arguments and sufficiency and insufficiency of 

evidence offered, as well as caring about the truth or falsity of conclusions reached; demonstrates 

independence, reliability, self-support in uses the list of literature for mandatory and optional 

reading; 

35-30 points – student has mastered the sufficient volume of the material for study of the discipline; 

can fluently, but short of arguments, present the main content of it; uses the list of literature for 

mandatory reading; demonstrates independence, reliability, self-support in writing the final exam 

paper; the paper though contains minor (insignificant) inexactitudes; 

29-24 points – student has mastered the material for study of the discipline in general; does not not 

demonstrate the depth of its knowledge, independence, reliability, self-support in fulfilling the 

defined tasks; final exam paper contains significant inaccuracies; does not use the literature for 

mandatory reading; 

23-0 points – student has not mastered the content of the material for study of the discipline; can 

present it in fragments and superficially; insufficiently presents the contents of defined tasks; final 

exam paper contains significant mistakes; is dependent in carrying out the tasks. 

 

Midterm control work (exam/test) (maximum – 20 points):  

20-18 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the material for study of 

the discipline; clearly and logically delivers it; profoundly and comprehensively answers 

question/task; correctly interpreting the truth or falsity of conclusions reached; demonstrates 

independence, reliability, self-support in uses the list of literature for mandatory and optional 

reading; 



17-14 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the sufficient volume of 

the material for study of the discipline; can fluently, but short of arguments, present the main 

content of it; uses the list of literature for mandatory reading; clearly and logically though with not 

enough arguments thus not completely and profoundly answers the defined question/task; 

demonstrates independence, reliability, self-support, resorts to the source only for mandatory 

reading; the paper contains insignificant inaccuracies; 

13-11 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the material for study of 

the discipline as a whole but not profoundly, is not independent in solving the defined 

problem/question/task, short of resorting to the mandatory sources to support arguments; the paper 

contains significant inaccuracies; 

10-0 points – in the paper student demonstrates lack of  independent and satisfactory knowledge of 

the material for study of the discipline; answer the defined problem/question/task is fragmental and 

superfluence; the problem is not solved; the paper contains mistakes. 
 

7.4. Format, procedure, and criteria of assessing the exam paper 

 The final exam paper is done in writing and consists of three questions: two of them refer to 

Part A and the third one to Part B. 

(Part A) 

Each question in the examination paper (2 questions): 

10-9 points - the student fully possesses the educational material, presents it freely and with 

arguments, deeply and comprehensively discloses the content of the assigned task, correctly 

interprets the obtained results, uses mandatory and additional literature, demonstrates the 

independence of written work; 

8-7 points - the student has a sufficient amount of educational material, teaches it freely, but may 

lack arguments in explanations, mainly reveals the content of the task, uses mandatory literature, 

demonstrates independence of written work. Minor inaccuracies are allowed; 

6-5 points - in general possesses the educational material, but does not demonstrate the depth of 

knowledge in solving the assigned tasks, does not rely on the necessary educational literature, the 

work contains significant inaccuracies; 

4-0 points - does not fully master the material, explains it fragmentarily and superficially, does not 

sufficiently disclose the content of the questions. Has significant inaccuracies in work. 

(Part B) 

The exam paper is done in writing. The task consists of one question. The maximum number of 

(grading) points to qualify the academic worth of it (the paper) is 20. 

20-16 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the entire material for 

study of the discipline; clearly and logically delivers it; profoundly and comprehensively answers 

the put question/task; correctly interpreting the truth or falsity of conclusions reached; demonstrates 

independence, reliability, self-support in uses the list of literature for mandatory and optional 

reading. 

15-10 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the sufficient volume of 

the material for study of the discipline; delivers it with ease but not enough arguments to support 

the conclusions reached; answers the task questions in general.  

demonstrates independence, reliability and self-support though the paper contains insignificant 

inaccuracies; makes use of the list of literature for mandatory reading. 

9-6 points – in the paper student demonstrates that he/she has mastered the material for study of the 

discipline in general and does not demonstrate the profundity of its knowledge, independence, 

reliability, self-support in fulfilling the defined task; the paper contains significant inaccuracies, 

does not make use of sources for mandatory reading. 

5-0 points – in the paper student demonstrates lack of  independent and satisfactory knowledge of 

the material for study of the discipline; answer the defined problem/question/task is fragmental and 

superfluence; the problem is not solved; the paper contains mistakes. 



 Student is not allowed to the final exam paper, if his/her semester grading points are fewer 

than 36. To be allowed to take the final exam the student must make a presentation – report (as a 

result of independent, self-support work) at a seminar (discussion section) and have the midterm 

paper done. The examination paper assessment points cannot be fewer than 24 for being awarded a 

total positive course grading. If the examination paper points are fewer than 24 in this case their 

sum is not added to the points of a total semester grading regardless of the number of points 

awarded during the entire semester. The very number is entered into the examination results register 

in “resulting grading” graph. 

 At students will (and preliminary lecturer’s advice) the final exam paper can be substituted 

by preparation and presentation of a defined report based on the material of beforehand chosen for 

analysis source. The report is presented anytime during the second part of the course or just during 

the exam time. In this case grading criteria are the same as for assessment of the final exam paper.

  

 

Rating scale of grading (Comparability scale of grading) 

Excellent 90-100 

Good 75-89 

Satisfactory 60-74 

Fail 0-59 



STRUCTURE OF THE ACADEMIC DISCIPLINE 
THEME PLAN OF LECTURES AND SEMINARS  

 

(Part A) 

№  Lectures’ title 
Amount of hours  

Lectures Seminars Independent 
work 

1 Topic 1. The subject of philosophy of language  2  7 

2 Topic 2. Ancient philosophy of language   7 

3 
Topic 3. Philosophy of language in the early 

modern period  

  8 

4 
Topic 4. Theories of language in the Classical 

German philosophy 

  8 

5 
Topic 5. Philosophical views on language in the 

late 19th and early 20th centuries 

  15 

 Control work 2   
6 Topic 6. L. Wittgenstein's philosophy of language   8 

7 
Topic 7. M. Heidegger’s and  

H.-G. Gadamer’s views on language 

 2 15 

 IN ALL 4 2 69 

Total amount  – 75 hours, including: 

Lectures  – 4 hours 

Seminars  – 2 hours 

Self-study       –  69 hours 

 

(Part B) 

№  Lectures’ titles 
Amount of hours 

Lectures Seminars  
Independen

t work 

Part 1 

1 
Introduction. 
Theme 1.  Philosophy of language: aspects of 
conceptual geography 

2 
 

7 

2 
Theme 2.  Origins of analytical philosophy of 
language: Frege and Russell  

 8 

3 
 Theme 3.  Critical survey of the Russell’s views:  
  Strawson, Donnellan, Kripke 

  8 

4 
Theme 4.  Speech act theory: Austin and Searle. 
Searching for invisible meanings: Grice 

  8 

5 
 Theme 5.  Topical problems of investigation in 
the  modern analytical philosophy of language          

 2 30 

6 Midterm control work (exam/test)  2   

 

Theme 5.  Logico-semantic analysis of action 
sentences: Davidson  

  8 

    

 IN ALL 4 2 69 

Total amount - 75 hours, including: 

Lectures –         4 hours;  

Seminars –        2 hours;  

Independent work - 69 hours.  

 



RECOMMENDED LITERATURE 

(Part A) 

Basic (mandatory): 

1. Класики філософії мови від Платона до Ноама Хомського / Пер. з нім. А. Богачова, 

І. Іващенка, К. Ткаченка. – К., 2008. 

2. Богачов А. Досвід і сенс. – К.: Дух і Літера, 2011. – 333 с. 

3. Борше Т. Вступ. Філософсько-мовні міркування щодо історії філософії мови / Пер. з нім. 

А. Богачова // Класики філософії мови від Платона до Ноама Хомського. – К., 2008. – 

С. 7-14. 

4. Вітґенштайн Л. Tractatus logico-philosophicus. Філософські дослідження / Пер. з нім. 

Є. Поповича. – К., 1995. – 311 с. 

5. Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. Істина і метод. Основи філософської герменевтики / Пер. з нім. 

О. Мокровольського. – Т. 1. – К., 2000. – 458 с. 

6. Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. Межі мови / Пер. з нім. В. Бабича // Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. Герменевтика і поетика. – 

К., 2001. – С. 176-187. 

7. Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. Різноманітність мов і розуміння світу / Пер. з нім. В. Бабича // Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. 

Герменевтика і поетика. – К., 2001.– С. 164-175. 

8. Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. Читання і перекладання / Пер. з нім. В. Бабича // Ґадамер Г.-Ґ. 

Герменевтика і поетика. – Т.2. – К., 2001. – С. 145-152. 

9. Гайдеґґер М. Дорогою до мови / Пер. з нім. В. Кам’янця. – Львів, 2007. – 230 с.  

 

Supplementary (optional): 

 

1. Геґель Г.В.Ф. Феноменологія духу / Пер. з нім. П. Таращука. – К., 2004. – 548 с. 

2. Гусерль Е. Досвід і судження / Пер. з нім. В. Кебуладзе. – К., 2009. – 356 с.  

3. Ділі Дж. Основи семіотики / Пер. з англ. А. Карася. – Львів, 2000. – 231 с.  

4. Кант І. Критика практичного розуму / Пер. з нім. І. Бурковського. – К., 2004. – 238 с. 

5. Кант І. Критика чистого розуму / Пер. з нім. І. Бурковського. – К., 2000. – 504 с.  

6. Про Біблію // Святе Письмо. – United Bible Societies, 1991. – C. XI-XII. 

7. Apel K.-O. Die Idee der Sprache bei Nikolaus von Kues // Archiv für Begriffsgeschichte. – 

№ 1 (1953). – S.200-221. 

8. Apel K.-O. Die Idee der Sprache in der Tradition des Humanismus von Dante bis Vico. – 

Bonn, 1980. 

9. Baxter T.M.S. The Cratylus. Plato’s Critique of Naming. – Leiden, 1992. 

10. Cook D.J. Language in the Philosophy of Hegel. – Den Haag/Paris, 1973. 

11. Danford J. W. The Problem of Language in Hobbes's Political Science // The Journal of 

Politics. – № 42 (1980). – P. 102-134. 

12. Dascal M. Leibniz. Language, Signs and Thought. – Amsterdam, 1987. 

13. Denyer N. Language, Thought and Falsehood in Ancient Philosophy. – London, 1991. 

14. Dummett M. Frege – The Philosophy of Language. – London, 1981. 

15. Heidegger M. Sein und Zeit. – Tübingen: Niemeyer, 1993. – S. 130-166. 

16. Kripke S.A. Wittgenstein über Regeln und Privatsprache. – Frankfurt a. M., 1987. 

17. Krois J.M. Cassirer: Symbolic Forms and History. – New Haven, 1987. 

18. Land S.K. The Philosophy of Language in Britain. Major Theories from Hobbes to Thomas 

Reid. – New York, 1986. 

19. Larkin M. Language in the Philosophy of Aristotle. – Den Haag, 1971. 

20. Schofield, M. / M.C. Nussbaum (ed.). Language and Logos. Studies in Ancient Greek 

Philosophy Presented to G.E. L. Owen. – Cambridge, 1982. 

21. Schulte J. Wittgenstein. Eine Einführung. – Stuttgart, 1989. 



22. Riedel M. Kritik der reinen Vernunft und Sprache. Zum Kategorienproblem bei Kant // 

Allgemeine Zeitschrift für Philosophie. – № 2 (1982). – S. 1-15. 

23. Wohlfart G. Denken der Sprache. Sprache und Kunst bei Vico, Hamann, Humboldt und 

Hegel. – Freiburg/München, 1984. 

(Part B) 

Basic (mandatory): 

1. Алексюк І.А. Філософія мови: традиція аналітичної філософії. Підручник. - Київ: «Центр 

учбової літератури», 2021. - 320 с.  

2. The Philosophy of Language (2nd ed.) / Ed. by A.P.Martinich. - New York, Oxford:  Oxford 

University Press, 1990. 

Supplementary (optional): 

1. Бацевич Ф.М. Філософія мови: історія лінгвофілософських учень: Підручник. – К.: ВЦ 

«Академія», 2008. 

2. A Companion to the Philosophy of Language (2nd ed.; 2 volume set) / Eds. B.Hale, C.Wright, 

A.Miller. – Wiley Blackwell, 2017. 

3. Collin F., Guldmann F. Meaning, Use and Truth: Introducing the Philosophy of Language. – 

Ashgate, 2005. 

4. Concise Encyclopedia of Philosophy of Language and Linguistics / Eds. A.Barber, R.J.Stainton. 

– Oxford: Elsevier, 2010. 

5. Daly C. Philosophy of Language: An Introduction. – London, New Delhi, New York, Sydney: 

Bloomsbury, 2013. 

6. Devitt M., Sterelny K. Language and Reality. An Introduction to the Philosophy of Language. -  

Cambridge: MIT Press, 1987. 

7. Fennell J. A Critical Introduction to the Philosophy of Language: Central Themes from Locke to 

Wittgenstein. – New York and London: Routledge, 2019. 

8. Kemp G. What is This Thing Called Philosophy of Language (2d ed.). – New York and London: 

Routledge, 2018.  

9. Lycan W.G. Philosophy of Language: A Contemporary Introduction (2nd ed.). - New York and 

London: Routledge, 2008. 

10. McGinn C. Philosophy of Language: The Classics Explained. - Cambridge, Massachusetts, 

London, England: The MIT Press, 2015.  

11. Miller A. Philosophy of Language (2nd ed.). – New York and London: Routledge, 2007. 

12. Morris M. An Introduction to the Philosophy of Language. – Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, 2007. 

13. Odel S.J. On the Philosophy of Language. – Thomson, Wadsworth, 2006. 

14. Philosophy and Linguistics / Eds. K.Murasugi, R.Stainton. – London and New York: Routledge, 

2019.  

15. Philosophy of Linguistics / Eds. R. Kempson, T. Fernando, N. Asher – Elsevier, 2012. 

16. Szabó Z.G., Thomason R.H. Philosophy of Language. – Cambridge: Cambridge University 

Press, 2019. 

17. The Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Language / Ed. by M.Devitt, R.Hanley – Blackwell 

Publishing, 2006. 

18. The Bloomsbury Companion to the Philosophy of Language / Ed. be M. Garcia-Carpintero and 

M.Kölbel. – Bloomsbury, 2014. 

19. The Cambridge Handbook of the Philosophy of Language / Ed. by P.Stalmaszczyk. - 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2022. 

20. The Oxford Handbook of Philosophy of Language / Eds. E.Lepore, B.C.Smith -  Oxford: 

Clarendon Press, 2006.   

21. The Routledge Companion to Philosophy of Language / Ed. by G.Russell, D.Graff Fara. – New 

York and London: Routledge, 2012.   


	C:\Users\Ярослав\Desktop\Новая папка\КОНОНЕНКО\Богачов_Алексюк (англіська)_Тит.pdf
	C:\Users\Ярослав\Desktop\Новая папка\КОНОНЕНКО\Алексюк, Богачов_ Філософія мови_англійська.pdf

