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"In-non-being’'and " In-beind’
—A Comparative Study of Wittgenstein' s and Heidegger’ s Thoughts about Subject
XU Wei-min
(International College of Education, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China)

Abstract : Wittgenstein related subject to the limit of the world, and the subject in the limit-sense
in his logical philosophy provides a special dimenson to the notion of subject. Wittgenstein
observes, " The subject does not belong to the world, rather, it is a limit of the world.” " The
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philosophical self is not the human being, not the human body, or the human soul , with which
psychology deals, but rather the metaphysical subject , thelimit of the world-not apart of it.” The
sense that the subject is not apart of the world and does not belong to it pointsto thelogical form
of "In-non-being'in the boundary subject.

"Imnon-being’'can be perceived as smilar to"not P', both being negative forms. From the
perspective of logical space, the"not"in"not P'means'outsde’ , thus'not P'liesoutsde P. " Every
proposition has only one negative; there is only one propostion lying quite outside P’." In
contrast , "in-non-being’ does not mean’'outsde’, not implying that the subject lies outside the
world. The difference between the two consstsin thefact that Pisa part of the world and thus
can be negated from outside, whereas the subject of "in-non-being'is the world as a whole, which
presumes that there is no"outsdée’. The subject as a limit does not belong to the world, nor isit
outsde theworld. It existsonly asthelimit of the world. The subject in relation to the world can
be likened to the eyein relation to the visual field-the eye can not be actually seen. The subject as
alimit is d'zero-point”"of the subject system, just as'0’'is a symbol in arithmetic. The subject as
"zero-point”"is a real entity, not the nomexistence of subject or the death of subject. By
introducing the notion of subject as alimit , Wittgenstein intends to ref ute the previous thought”
Thereis no such thing as the subject that thinks or entertainsideas. "

The subject as a limit is transcendental. Unlike "not-P', which transcends P by means of
negating "not"and of "outsde' , the boundary subject transcends the world as a whole with the
logical structure "in-norrbeing’, and by doing s0 it expresses "what cannot be said’', such as
value, the purpose of life, God, etc. However , the subject as a limit is dependent on the world
on the one hand, and opposed to it on the other hand, thus the posdbility of the subject
coexisting with the world and others is diminished. In order to provide remedy for such
weakness, Heidegger proposes a subject with the logical form' inrbeing’ as opposed to
"irnonr-being’ , named'Dassein’. It inhabitsin the world and transcends it with the structure”in
being’ and "das Nichts(nothing)" expressed by"anxiety”. The developing of the thought fronf'in-nor-
being'td"in- be nd'embodies the trangtion from the world of logic to the world of life.
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