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Russell describes his philosophy as a kind of “Logical atomism” by which he meant 
to endorse both metaphysical view and certain methodology for doing philosophy. In 
this paper I have tried to show the reason why Russell’s doctrine is called logical 
atomism. I have also tried to discuss the reality of facts over the objective and also the 
ultimate object. And concluded that, Russell’s picture of the World which consist of 
plurality of entities that have qualities and enter into the relations, remains one of 
which many contemporary philosophers are attracted.  
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1. Introduction  

Russell’s logical atomism had a profound influence on analytic philosophy, In the 
first half of the 20th century, indeed it is arguable that the very name “analytic 
philosophy” derives from Russell’s defense of the method of analyses. Russell 
described his philosophy as a kind of “Logical atomism”, by which he meant to 
endorse both metaphysical view and certain methodology for doing philosophy. The 
metaphysical view claims that the world consists of a plurality of independently 
existing things exhibiting qualities and standing in relations. The logical atomism 
claims that all truths are ultimately dependent upon a layer of atomic facts, which 
consist either of a simple particular exhibiting a quality, or multiple simple particular 
standing in a relation. The methodological view recommends a process of analysis, 
whereby one attempts to define or reconstruct more complex notions or vocabularies 
in terms of simpler ones.  

2. Objectives 

→ To show the correspondence between language and the World. 

→ To show that facts are more fundamental that objects. 

→ To show what is the ultimate object in Russellian view. 

3.Material and Methods 

This is a descriptive study. It is based on metaphysical view. Some ebooks, articles 
and books has been followed to prepare this research paper.  

4. Results 

Russell’s logical atomism has significance influence on the development of 
philosophy especially in the first half of 20th century and Russell's atomistic picture of 
the world, which consists of a plurality of entities that have qualities and enter into 
relations, remains one to which many contemporary philosophers are attracted. 

 

Abstract 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-08, Sept 2018 Special Issue (01) 

 
w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9 - 9 5 9 8 Page 137 

5. Discussion 

5.1. The correspondence between language and the world. 

Russell says, “The reason that I call my doctrine logical atomism is because the atoms 
that I wish to arrive at as the last sort of residue in analysis are logical atoms and not 
physical atoms”. Russell regards logical atoms as the ultimate constituents of reality 
and that is why he call his doctrine as logical atomism.  Russell holds that there is a 
correspondence between language and the world. Russell thought that there was a 
connection between logic and metaphysics because he thought that we could analyze 
the nature of reality via an analysis of language. In support of this view about the 
relationship between language and reality :  

“For any true sentence S, there is some fact, or set of facts, which makes S true.” 

But considering this view a question may arise are facts related to the logical atoms – 
the ultimate constituents of reality ? Russell holds a clear distinction between facts 
and objects.  

Let us first know what Russell mean by fact ? By ‘fact’ he do not mean any particular 
existing thing, such as the rain or the sun or Socrates, what he call a fact is a sort of  
thing that is expressed by a whole sentence, not by a single name like ‘Socrates’. 
‘Fact’ for example is, when we say that a certain thing has a certain property, or that it 
has a certain relation to another thing, but the thing which has the property or the 
relation is not what he called a ‘fact’. 

Thus facts are the things that are responsible for the truth of sentences. They are 
complexes made up out of objects and properties. 

Thus ‘objects’ like material objects, properties, and relation; and on the other, hand 
the ‘fact’, which are complexes made out of there objects, gives us the metaphysical 
framework of logical atomism. Thus the metaphysician who endorses logical atomism 
will have to basic questions to answer : (A) what are the ultimate or most basic facts, 
and what are the ultimate or most basic objects? 

5.2. Russellian facts : Atomic, Negative and General. 

5.2.1. The reality of facts over the object.  

‘Facts’ are the complex item made out of objects, which seems that objects are more 
fundamental than facts. Thus one may naturally wonder, why metaphysician, whose 
job is to delineate only the most fundamental aspect of reality – the last thing that one 
arrives at in the process of analysis, should bother at all with facts?  

In one sense, objects are more fundamental than facts. But Russell thinks that, 
nonetheless an inventory of the basic elements of reality must include fact in addition 
to objects. As discussed earlier Russellian fact do not mean a particular existing thing 
such as the rain, the sun, Socrates and thus render any statement to be true or false. 

The fact that objects do not by themselves, make any statements true or false indicates 
that objects are not all that there is to the world. For one thing that we know about the 
world is that it is such that certain sentences are true – e.g, ‘show is white’. According 
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to the Russellian view if we give a list of objects that exist – material objects, 
properties, relations and so on – we will have a number of items relevant to our 
sentence : some material instances of snow, the property of being snow, the property 
of being white. But, we cannot know whether our sentence is true or not just from the 
fact that these objects exist. Because to know the truth or falsity of the sentences we 
need to know how those objects are combined, which objects have which properties. 
That is to say we need to know not only what object exist, but also how they are 
combined in facts.  

5.2.2. Atomic facts. 

Russell regarded atomic sentences/proposition as the most fundamental kind of 
sentence, and atomic facts as the most fundamental kind of fact. In the “Philosophy of 
logical Atomism”, he introduced the new terminology “atomic fact”. ‘Atomic fact’ 
was introduced for the simplest  kind of fact i,e, one in which n particulars enter into 
an n-adic relation. He used the phrase “atomic proposition” for a proposition 
consisting only of a predicate for an n-place relation, along with n-proper names for 
particulars. ‘n – is – f ’ here ‘n’ is a logically proper name, and ‘ is F’ is a predicate 
which expresses a property of the referent of ‘ n’. If the meaning of ‘ n ’ in such cause 
will be is referent, then it is natural to think that the fact corresponding to the sentence 
will be a complex consisting of two things : the object, whatever it is, which is the 
referent of ‘ n ‘, and the property which is expressed by ‘is F’. Russell called these 
sentences atomic sentences and the facts corresponding to them atomic facts.   

5.2.3. Negative facts.  

Among the basic elements of reality there are not only atomic facts, but also negative 
facts corresponding to true negations of atomic sentences. 

The sentence ‘it is not the case that milk is red’ is true hence by the principle 
connecting language and reality, its truth must be explained by some class of facts. 
But then the question may arise what class of facts can explain its truth ? The atomic 
fact which corresponds to ‘milk is red’? But this is not a fact. As Russell view is that, 
“It is obvious that there is not a dualism of true and false facts; there are only just 
facts”.  

An intuition here is that, it is true, and it’s truth must be explained in terms of facts, 
hence it’s truth requires there to be negative facts, as well as atomic facts. 

5.2.4. General facts. 

Russell in his Principia Mathematica puts an arguments as “…..it would be a very 
great mistake to suppose that you could describe the world completely by means of 
particular facts alone. Suppose that you had succeeded in chronicling every single 
particular fact throughout the universe, and that there did not exist a single particular 
fact of any sort any where that you had not chronicled, you would still not have got a 
complete description of the universe unless you also added : ‘These that I have 
chronicled are all the particular facts there are,’ So you cannot hope to describe the 
world completely without having general facts as well as particular facts.” 

Application of this argument to more ordinary generalizations, like “All crows are 
black’. The truth of this sentence requires a general fact, in addition to the atomic 
facts about the colors of particular crow. 
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5.3.3. Russellian objects  

Other than metaphysics of facts, there is metaphysics of constituents of facts that is, 
metaphysics of objects in Russell’s logical atomism. The term ‘object’ includes not 
only particulars but also universals like blackness.  

5.3.1. The ultimate object. 

Considering the facts, the main question arise what are the ultimate or fundamental 
objects? In case of facts, we began with atomic facts and tried to find out whether any 
sentences required for their truth other sorts of facts. The same method begin with one 
basic class of objects, and ask whether we can understand the contribution made by 
expression in terms of the original class of objects, or whether we can understand the 
contribution made by expressions in terms of the original class of objects, or whether 
we need to postulate a new of objects. In some cause we will, but in other cause we 
will find that the referent of the term in question is only a ‘logical construction’ out of 
some other class of objects let us consider a sentence,  

‘The average of Indian is 40-6 years old,’ 

The surface form of this sentence seems the same as 

‘Ram is 40 years old.’ 

This latter sentence corresponds to a fact containing an object, Ram, and the property 
of being 40 years old. How about the first sentence ? 

A natural thought is that it does not contain an object, the average Indian, and  the 
property of being 40-6 years old. There is no such object. A natural interpretation is 
that there are lots of individuals, Indians, each of which have a certain age property. 
‘The average Indian’ is just a way of generalizing about these individuals. Another 
way to put this is to say that the average Indian is a logical construction out of actual 
individual Indians. 

5.3.2. Existence of sense data and Universals 

The kind of object about whose existence we should be most certain is sense datum. 
The object with which we are immediately acquainted in perception. 

However sense data, a class of mental particulars cannot be the only constituents of 
facts In addition to particulars, we need universals. 

Two different people could both experience white sense data; it seems to follow that 
their sense data have something in common : whiteness but then whiteness cannot be 
a particular, since it is, so to say, in two places at once.  Whiteness must be, not a 
particular, but something of which different particulars can partake at a time. That’s to 
say that it must be a universal, a kind of abstract object.  

Apart from universals considered for a single particular, there are some universal 
relation which hold between two or more particulars. For example : the relation of 
resembling something, or being to the left of something. These are both ‘Two-place’ 
relations : they hold between two objects. There are also relations which hold between 
more than two things, such as the three-place relation is in between.  
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6. Conclusion : Influence and Reception. 

Russell’s logical atomism had significant influence on the development of philosophy, 
especially in the first half of the 20th century. 

Besides positive influence, many trends in 20th century philosophy can be best 
understood largely as a reaction to Russell's atomistic philosophy. Ironically, nowhere is 
this more true than in the later writings of Wittgenstein, especially his Philosophical 
Investigations (1953). Among other things, Wittgenstein there called into question 
whether a single, unequivocal notion of simplicity or a final state of analysis can be found 
(e.g., secs. 46–49, 91), and questioned the utility of an ideal language (sec. 81). 
Wittgenstein also called into question whether, in those cases in which analysis is 
possible, the results really give us what was meant at the start: “does someone who says 
that the broom is in the corner really mean: the broomstick is there, and so is the brush, 
and the broomstick is fixed in the brush?” (sec. 60). Much of the work of the so-called 
“ordinary language” school of philosophy centered in Oxford in the 1940s and 1950s can 
also been seen largely as a critical response to views of Russell (see, e.g., Austin 1962, 
Warnock 1951, Urmson 1956). 

Nevertheless, despite the criticisms, many so-called “analytic” philosophers still believe 
that the notion of analysis has some role to play in philosophical methodology, though 
there seems to be no consensus regarding precisely what analysis consists in, and to what 
extent it leads reliably to metaphysically significant results. Debates regarding the nature 
of simple entities, their interrelations or dependencies between one another, and whether 
there are any such entities, are still alive and well. Russell's rejection of idealistic 
monism, and his arguments in favor of a pluralistic universe, have gained almost 
universal acceptance, with a few exceptions. Abstracting away from Russell's particular 
examples of proposed analyses in terms of sensible particulars, the general framework of 
Russell's atomistic picture of the world, which consists of a plurality of entities that have 
qualities and enter into relations, remains one to which many contemporary philosophers 
are attracted. 
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