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The Foundations of Linguistic Turn and
Its Impact on the Formation of the
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Linguistics and its application in the social sciences in the
nineteenth century relied on a structuralist perspective and, as a result,
was largely fatalistic and rigid. At the beginning of the twentieth
century, with the occurrence of the linguistic turn, an opportunity was
provided for this rigid approach to become more flexible and also to
provide the methodological and epistemological opportunities needed
to interpret and explain plural discourses and language games. This
opposition itself is embodied in the person of Wittgenstein. In the
early phase of his thought, as an analytical philosopher heavily relying
on formal logic, he practically considered only one discourse and
language game as the opportunity for design, but in the later phase of
his thought, he provided the foundations for accepting pluralism in the
field of language games. His intellectual legacy and that of all the
thinkers who in the twentieth century, in the form of post-structuralist
approaches, began to think in the field of language and epistemology,
was a methodology that, in the form of "critical discourse analysis",
on the one hand, gives the opportunity for plurality and diversity in
the field of discourses to human and social agents, and on the other
hand, in analyzing the linguistic and discursive games of these agents,
it pays attention to both their objective and personal context and
interprets their text and language. Through this theoretical struggle, a
methodology has been created that seems to be useful and applicable
for interpreting and explaining any field of social interaction that is
based on power relations.
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Introduction

Linguistics and its application in the social sciences in the 19th
century relied on a structuralist view and, as a result, was largely
deterministic and rigid. At the beginning of the 20th century, with the
occurrence of the linguistic turn, an opportunity arose for this rigid
approach to become more flexible and also provide the
methodological and epistemological opportunities needed for the
interpretation and explanation of multiple discourses and language
games. This very opposition is embodied in the person of
"Wittgenstein." He, who in the early phase of his thought as an
analytical philosopher was heavily reliant on formal logic, in practice
only considered one discourse and language game worthy of being
proposed, in the later phase of his thought, laid the foundations for
accepting plurality in the realm of language games. The intellectual
legacy of him and all the thinkers who in the 20th century, in the form
of post-structuralist approaches, engaged in thought in the fields of
language and epistemology, was a methodology that in the form of
"critical discourse analysis" on the one hand gives the opportunity of
plurality and diversity in the realm of discourses to human and social
agents, and on the other hand, in the analysis of the linguistic and
discursive games of these agents, pays attention to both their objective
and personal context and interprets their text and language. Through
this theoretical endeavor, a methodology has been created that seems
to be useful and applicable for the interpretation and also the
explanation of any field of social interaction that is based on power
relations.

Discourse analysis, as a relatively new field in the social sciences,
is the result of philosophical endeavors that have become known as
the linguistic turn. Before the beginning of the linguistic turn phase in
the social sciences, these sciences were mostly under the control of
essentialism. The linguistic turn caused "language" itself to become
involved as a factor and a determining element in the developments of
social science scholars.

Research Methodology

The research method of this article is qualitative and based on
grounded theory. This method, in avoiding deductive prejudices, tries
to first, apart from various theories in its field of study, examine the
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raw data, then comment on what that phenomenon is, and even create
a new theory. Therefore, in this research as well, instead of relying on
existing theories, more emphasis is placed on the methodology related
to linguistic and discursive action and procedure. In the next section,
we will see how the method of discourse analysis has emerged from
the criticism of essentialism.

Theoretical Framework

Essentialism is a doctrine according to which each specific thing is
assumed to have inherent, a priori, and eternal characteristics. Essence
or substance is a characteristic that a thing always possesses and it is
impossible for it to be removed from it. In contrast, accident is a
characteristic that an existing thing may or may not possess. The
removal and elimination of accident from an existing thing does not
destroy its existence, but the removal of essence or substance from an
existing thing is impossible and means its non-existence.

Essentialism is by no means problematic when it comes to natural
phenomena such as materials that have constant properties. The
problem begins when we introduce this concept into the human and
social spheres. Social objects primarily have a multiplicity and
diversity of characteristics and elements that can be considered
essential or accidental; secondly, many or perhaps all of these
elements are subject to change in the long term.

Attributing essentiality to social affairs is a very dangerous task;
because, for example, many of the characteristics that individuals
possess are due to the process of socialization, situational and
temporary moods, and specific individual abilities, and therefore it is
not an inherent matter but a matter contingent on the individual's
specific experiences. The same is true of the characteristics that are
attributed to societies and human groups.

Essentialities exist in all spheres. But the issue is that, contrary to
the apparent meaning of the word essence, essential characteristics,
especially in the civil and human realm, are not necessarily eternal.
Essentialities in the natural world are almost stable and eternal. It can
be accepted that the properties of materials and also the laws of
physics are eternal and everlasting. But even in the field of biology,
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different species have evolved and changed shape over time.

The issue is a bit more complicated in the realm of social sciences.
The essence of social institutions in the ontological dimension is fluid
and changing. The other issue, however, has an epistemological nature
and goes back to how and from what perspective we observe the
essence. For example, gender is certainly considered an essential
matter for individuals. But the question is from what perspective and
in what realm. For example, gender in childbirth and reproduction is
an essential matter; but in the realm of competence and professional
ability of individuals, it is not only not essential, but even considered
an irrelevant matter.

Let's examine a familiar example of confusing an essence with an
unrelated consequence in the field of international relations. Anarchy,
at least in the current conditions, is considered an essential
characteristic of the international system. By definition, the absence of
a central authority is the essential definition of anarchy, and this
definition is currently valid. The realists claim that the consequence
and result of this anarchic essence of the international system is the
pessimism of states towards each other and, as a result, their constant
recourse to self-help.

But Alexander Wendt questions this relationship and emphasizes
that self-help is not caused by anarchy, but by the egoismof states.
Precisely because the premise of anarchy does not have an essential
relationship with the consequence claimed by the realists, namely self-
help, other forms of interactionism between states can be imagined; a
form in which states seek absolute and unrestrained conflict with each
other; a content and culture that Wendt calls Hobbesian anarchy. A
form in which states seek restrained self-help and competition, not
absolute conflict with each other, which is called Lockean anarchy,
and also a content in which states have abandoned the principle of
self-help and relied on collective security, which is called Kantian
anarchy (Wendt, 1386: 27 and 359-450). Therefore, it is conceivable
and probable that the essence, even assuming its stability, can bring
about different results depending on other side conditions.

Research Findings
As we said earlier, essentialism is sometimes the issue of relating
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two unrelated matters; such as relating a physiological essence like
gender to the competence and professional ability of individuals. But
in addition to this, essentialism is sometimes the issue of reducing one
matter to another matter that may not be fully expressive and
informative of that issue.

The common characteristic in all essentialist approaches is the
emphasis on a characteristic in the phenomenon under study and, as a
result, neglecting other characteristics of that phenomenon. Social
science theories generally resort to essentialist formulas in an attempt
to achieve a central element in explaining phenomena, and ultimately,
by resorting to abstraction, they reach a single and universal theory.
These theories, of course, are very useful in understanding social
phenomena, but they are generally not able to describe all the
processes of creating a phenomenon.

Conclusion

This article began with references to the opposition between
essentialism and the linguistic turn. We explained how people like
Saussure and Wittgenstein made claims against the objective truth and
the essential and original attribution of signifiers to signify. Saussure's
discussion is important to us because it deals with the internal
relations of the language system. Although the theories of discourse
analysis and also the methods derived from these theories are more
based on post-structuralism in linguistics than Saussurean
structuralism, his emphasis on the internal relationship of signifiers
within the language system has a practical aspect for us.

Also, according to the two main teachings of Wittgenstein's
linguistic developments, the issue of language games and the
emphasis on the logic specific to each language game in explaining
and clarifying the discursive discontinuity observed between each
political discourse can be utilized.

The emphasis on the discussions of Saussure's linguistic
structuralism was done in order for the reader to understand a stage in
the history of contemporary linguistics during which the self-reliance
and endogenous nature of the linguistic structure and system were
emphasized, and as a result, the essential or inherent connection of
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language and linguistic signifiers to signified became irrelevant, and
finally, the conventional element of these signifiers was emphasized.
However, as observed in the discussion of Wittgenstein's transition
from the early to the later phase of his reflections, the linguistic turn
ultimately went beyond structural stability and also the emphasis that
logical positivists or positivists had on the "truth condition" and the
correspondence theory of the linguistic signifier with the external
objective signified, and thus the opportunity for the emergence of
post-structuralists was provided.

Although the post-structuralist tradition is not limited to Foucault
and includes great figures such as Derrida, Barthes, Deleuze, Lyotard,
Baudrillard, Laclau, Mouffe and many others, in this article, in order
to maintain brevity, an attempt was made to briefly introduce Michel
Foucault as one of the most influential figures in the formation of the
methodology of critical discourse analysis. It was mentioned that
Foucault, especially in his genealogical project, tries to examine the
role and impact of power on the formation of discourses and regimes
of truth and representations that are presented of the social world.

Finally, in the next section, we referred to the main figure of the
critical discourse analysis approach, namely Norman Fairclough.
Although it was not possible to address the details of Fairclough's
predominantly linguistic methodology in discourse analysis, we
explained that Fairclough divides each discursive procedure,
according to its function in representation, into three functions:
ideation or representation of the world in which discursive interaction
takes place; representation of the subject positions that inevitably and
based on the represented dictionary of this field of interaction
establish a power relationship with each other; and finally,
representation of a specific type of interaction logic between these
subject positions.
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. The Arbitrary Nature of the Sign

. collective behavior or convention

. gesture
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1. semiotics or semiology

2. floating and empty signifier
3. Onomatopoeic

4. phonetic evolution

5. genesis
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1. langue
2. parole
3. difference
4. diachronic
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. synchronic

. antagonistic

. convention

. volition

. pattern making
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1. Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus
2. Philosophical Investigations
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1. affections or impressions of the soul
2. nomenclaturistic

3. Picture theory of meaning

4. use conception of meaning
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1. family resemblance
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1. conventionalism
2. assertability condition
3. truth condition
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1. engagement
2. context dependent
3. significance
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1. representation
2. argumentation
3. speech act
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