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Summary. The scientific research is devoted to the issue
of linguistic terminology from the point of view of its historical
development.

The main aspects and personal understanding of the concept
of “language” of the following French scholars of the 5th
period of the history of linguistics (the 1930s to the present
day) (Emile Benveniste, Jean-Jacques Lecercle, Jean-Claude
Milner, Gilles Deleuze, and Michel Foucault) to identify
and systematize the essence of the concept were analyzed
and summarized in the article.

It was based on the detailed analysis and systematization,
structural positions of the explanatory formula of notion content
(EFNC) “language”. It reveals its essence in the specified
historical period.

In the process of studying the works of French scientists,
connections were discovered and relations within the concept
in a generalized form with significant, and basic meanings
(basic groups) with a common element in the middle were
identified, information-correlation analysis was conducted
and a definition of the concept of “language” was synthesized.

According to the results of the analysis of scientific works,
7 main groups of meanings were identified, highlighted,
and formed, and a generalized unambiguous definition was
synthesized. The concept of “language” was understood
as a phenomenon (material, historical, social, political);
as a result of the processes of reflection and thinking
of subjects; as an object (controlled and identified, “object
of science”); as a system (of elements and variations); as
a tool (for the perception and transmission of information,
the formation of discourse, language coding, the globalization
of society, adaptation and change of personality); a means
(the formation of a cultural construct and subjectivity, social
interaction, power, ideology and uncertainty) and a process
(historical and social).

The proposed technology for forming EFNC can be
successfully used to determine complete and unambiguous
definitions of concepts in future scientific research.

Key words: language, concept, explanatory formula
of notion content (EFNC), informationally-correlation
analysis.

This study is devoted to identifying the content of the concept
of “language” and the development of its essence in the historical aspect.

The statement of the problem. The article is a compo-
nent of the research devoted to the concept of “language, dedi-
cated to identifying the content and researching the development
of the essence of the concept of “language” in the historical aspect.
For these studies, a methodology based on the use of the explana-
tory formula of concept content is used.

The scientific need of this study is motivated by the scientific
need for a thorough study of the substantive and structural relation-
ships that arise in the process of constant cognitive development,
and the need to synthesize an unambiguous definition of the essence
of the concept of “language”.

The research aims to synthesize the definition of the concept
of “language” in the personal understanding of French research-
ers in the Sth period of linguistics (the 30s of the 20th century to
the present day).

The main tasks of this research are to analyze, systematize,
generalize information, and synthesize the definition of the essence
of the concept of “language” from the position of comparison in
the personal understanding of French researchers who studied
the issue of the concept of “language”, whose activities fall within
the 5th period of linguistics.

The object of the research is the historicism of the development
of the concept essence of “language” in communicative, mental,
and other processes of activity to ensure the vital activity of a person
and society.

Thesubject of the research is the study and analysis of the essence
of the concept of “language” as understood by French researchers
in the analyzed period: Emile Benveniste, Jean-Jacques Lecercle,
Jean-Claude Milner, Gilles Deleuze, and Michel Foucault.

The scientific novelty consists of the analysis of the con-
cept of language in the scientific works of French researchers,
whose activities fall into the Sth period of linguistics according to
the structure of the explanatory formula of concept content (EFCC)
and the synthesis of a complete and unambiguous definition
of the essence of the concept of “language”.

Analysis of the latest research and publications on this
topic showed that researchers are interested in the main problems
of translating French proper nouns [1]; history, and dialects. French
phonology [2]; testing of knowledge, skills, and abilities [3]; evo-
lution of French nouns [4]; French language studies as a second
language [5]; lexical structure of the language [6] etc.

However, in the analysis of the essence of “language,” no
research has been done in the scientific works of linguists.

The presentation of the main material.

The explanatory formula of concept content of “Language”.

I. Elements of the characteristic structure.

1. Description of the concept.

1.1. Description of the concept and category according to
the results of the analysis of previous knowledge related to this
concept.

1 period (V -1V BC - XVI BC):
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1) Indian linguistic tradition in early antiquity [7];

2) the Greco-Latin linguistic tradition [8];

3) Classical Antiquity [9];

4) the Middle Ages [10].

2 period ( XVII - XVIII AD);

1) the Renaissance period [11];

2) the Enlightenment Period [12].

3 period (the end of the XVIII — the first half of the
XIX century) [13, 14].

4 period (the end of the XIX - the first third of the XX cen-
tury) [15, 16, 17, 18].

Sth period of the history of linguistics (the 30s of the
20th century to the present day) [19, 20].

Based on the results of the analysis by French researchers dur-
ing the analyzed period (Emile Benveniste, Jean-Jacques Lecercle,
Jean-Claude Milner, Gilles Deleuze, and Michel Foucault), the fol-
lowing explanatory formula of concept content (EFCC) was con-
structed.

2. Foundations and principles of the existence of the concept
of being at the analyzed period.

2.1. Detection of the existence of the concept, the phenome-
non of its essence at the analyzed period.

2.1.1. System: 2.1.1.1 N 2.1.1.2 (sign N means that there is
a correlation of information in essence).

Emile Benveniste (1902 — 1976) (a French linguist in the gen-
eral theory of language, typology, lexical and grammatical semantics)
wrote in the book “Problems in General Linguistics” that there was
nothing singular, or separate, and each fact was an element of the sys-
tem in language: “language is a system” [21, p . 71] and “analogues
systems” [22, p. 292] from the point of view of Michel Foucault
(1926-1984) (a French historian and philosopher).

2.1.1.1. A system consisting of elements.

Emile Benveniste wrote that “...language is a system in which
nothing is significant in and of itself, but in which everything is
significant as an element of pattern...” [21, p. 21].

Jean-Claude Milner (1941) (a French philosopher, linguist,
poet, and psychoanalyst) supports this point of view and adds:
“Language is the system measured against which lalangue is found
wanting, lacking” [23, p. 76] and separates Language (le langage)
(a sound as a sounding continuum), language (la langue) (sound as
segment or phoneme or signifier), lalangue (a result of the imagi-
nation; creation of images of irreal states), le langage (a sound as
a sounding continuum: a set of a variety of elements related to each
other), la langue ( a segment or a phoneme: an element of spoken
speech, a meaning-distinguishing unit of language) [ 23, p. 62-83].

2.1.1.2. A system of variations.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle (1946) (a Professor of English at the Uni-
versity of Paris at Nanterre studies philosophy of language and liter-
ary theory) thinks that language is no longer understood “as a stock
of words” (a set of acoustic-graphic codes (AGCs) that a person
owns (like langua in Saussure); conscious or intuitive knowledge
of the system, the rules of language (as Chomsky's competence)
and emphasizes language's ability to develop in different histori-
cal periods as “... a system of variations, which changes with
the change in historical conjunctures” [24, p. 141].

2.1.2. An instrument. 2.12.1 N1 2.1.2.2 N 2.1.23 N 2.1.24 N
2.125N02.1.26.

According to Emile Benveniste’s point of view “... the fact
that it has content, are in themselves enough to render suspect this
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comparison of language to an instrument, which tends to dissociate
the property of language from man” [21, p. 224].

2.1.2.1. An instrument of influence in subject-subject com-
munication processes.

Language contains the ideas of influencing on the subject: “...
areified subject — speaker — who possesses her language and uses it
like an instrument” [24, p. 144].

2.1.2.2. An instrument for the targeted work with informa-
tion: creating and transforming (coding and decoding) informa-
tion arrays created by the human brain in the process of think-
ing.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle writes: “But to attack the history-culture
nexus, the cultural past that is inscribed in the English language, out
of which the English language is made, presupposes a conception
of language as a tool and lingua franca, a simple instrument for
the transmission of information and knowledge, without depth or
past” [24, p. 3-4].

In Emile Benveniste’s understanding, “... thought is not the ‘raw
material’ of language and language is not the technical means for its
transformation into words” [24, p. 159].

2.1.2.3. An instrument of adaptation.

Emile Benveniste held the point of view that “Language
is the instrument by which the world and society are adjusted”
[21,p. 71].

2.1.2.4. An instrument of a complete individual's change.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle adheres to the point of view that “Lan-
guage is ... the site and instrument of the transformation of individ-
uals into subjects” [24, p. 198].

2.1.2.5. An instrument of globalisation, like any other nat-
ural-historical process, is irreversible. Global trends of merging,
consolidation, participation, and involvement in various spheres
have become an objective reality. These processes are natural
and law-governed.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle’s special attention is paid to the process
of globalization of languages: “However, it is clear that English has
become the global language and the language of globalisation ...
English, the language of globalisation, is an instrument of imperi-
alism” [24, p. 7].

2.1.2.6. A material instrument.

Emile Benveniste wrote that the comparison of a language with
a material instrument “...must fill us with mistrust, as should every
simplistic notion about language” [21, p. 223].

2.1.3. Means.2.13.1N2.132N2133N2.134N2135N
2.13.6N2.1.3.7.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle deeply analyzes and systematizes differ-
ent means of language. He identified 6 means of language in his
book “philosophy-of-language” [24].

2.1.3.1. Means of social interaction: “... language is
the medium and motor of social interaction” [24, p. 168].

2.1.3.2. Means of imperialism: “A standard language — the his-
toric-social construct — is at once the vehicle of linguistic imperial-
ism [24, p. 194].

2.1.3.3. Means of power used for the development, sta-
bilization, and management of subjects’ lives and society as
a whole: “... the centralized national language a vector of power”
[24,p. 144].

Gilles Deleuze (1925-1995) (poststructuralist French philoso-
pher) wrote that language was made not to be believed but to be
obeyed, and to compel obedience [25].
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2.1.3.4. Means of ideology: “... ideology is language and lan-
guage is ideology” [24, p. 172].

2.1.3.5. Means of teaching: “... the vehicle of whatever teach-
ing is possible” [24, p. 130].

2.1.3.6. Means for production of uncertainty (different per-
ceptions, ideas, interpretations, and understandings): “What
one language is among others, then, is nothing more than a singular
way of producing equivocation” [24, p. 62].

2.1.3.7. Means of subjectivity.

Emile Benveniste wrote about means of personal impressions,
feelings, and opinions: “It is in and through language that man
constitutes himself as a subject because language alone estab-
lishes the concept of “ego” in reality, in its reality which is
that of the being” [21, p. 224].

2.1.4. Cultural constructs determined by culture, customs,
and traditions: 2.1.4 N 2.1.4.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle believes that each language carries its char-
acteristics: “Language is the construct person processes (filters) infor-
mation, being able to reinterpret the world around him”. He qualifies
language as the most important component: “A natural language is "in
reality a cultural construct” ... This is the way a person processes (fil-
ters) information and is able to rethink the world around him” [24, p. 4].

2.1.5. Instances of discourse: 2.1.5 N 2.1.5.

Emile Benveniste expressed his point of view in the book
“Problems in General Linguistics” that “...language is turned into
instances of discourse” [ 21, p. 220].

2.1.6. Language as a finished result of human activity
and the processes of reflection and thinking of subjects that con-
stitute its interactions: 2.1.6 N 2.1.6.

Michel Foucault wrote about language as “... a product of will
and energy, rather than of the memory that duplicates representa-
tion” [22, p. 290].

Jean-Jacques Lecercle holds a similar point of view and wrote
that “... the ideal product of the functioning of our brain” [24, p. 176].

2.1.7. Language as a part: 2.1.7.1 N 2.1.7.2 N 2.1.7.3 N
2.1.74.

2.1.7.1. Language as an inner, a central part.

Jean-Claude Milner qualifies language as a central part and pro-
poses: “Let us agree then to call “language” this kernel which, in
each one of the various languages supports its uniqueness and its
distinctness” [23, p. 59].

2.1.7.2. Language as a part of life.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle also considers language as a part but as
the most important part of the life of a person and society: “... it
forms part of the fabric of everyday life” [24, p. 193].

2.1.7.3. Language as a basis and concept.

From the point of view of Jean-Claude Milner “Language, as
a concept, and language, as the underpinning of a real” [23, p. 121].

2.1.7.4. Language as an element.

Jean-Claude Milner viewed a human language as the signifi-
cant or essential element: “Language” is obtained, nothing more in
itself than a point starting from which the various languages can be
grouped together into a whole, but a point on which extension is
conferred in ascribing expressible properties to it [23, p. 57].

2.1.8. Language as an object: 2.1.8.1 N 2.1.8.2 N 2.1.8.3.

2.1.8.1. Language as a managed object.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle wrote that language is “... object
of manipulation and contemplation on the part of the linguist”
[24,p. 144].

“

2.1.8.2. Language as a recognized or identified object.

Jean-Claude Milner drew attention that language “... claims
to be always distinguishable from what is not a language, always
distinguishable from another language, always identical to itself,
always inscribable in the sphere of univocableness™ [23, p. 61].

2.1.8.3. Language as “an object of science” was understood
by Michel Foucault [26, p. 297].

2.1.9. Language as a substance: 2.1.9 N 2.1.9.

Jean-Claude Milner, after analyzing the concept of “language”,
wrote that “Languages do not form a consistent class, being incom-
mensurable;

—a language is not identical to itself;

—a language is a substance;

— a language can cease to be stratified;

— a language is not an isotope [23, p. 61].

The scientist came to the conclusion that “It becomes substance
as well, the possible material for phantasies, the inconsistent set
of sites for desire” [23, p. 62].

2.1.10. Language as a distinctive feature: 2.1.10 N 2.1.10.

From Jean-Claude Milner’s point of view, language influ-
ences for “... human race, whose essential attribute is Language”
[23,p. 62].

2.1.11. Language as a form: 2.1.11 N 2.1.11.

This understanding is shown in the scientific works of Jean-
Claude Milner and Michel Foucault:

1) Jean-Claude Milner's point of view: “... a language is
a particular form of it, a dialect of a language, a specific reorgani-
sation of a particular partitioning. But this simplicity is deceptive”
[23, p. 66].

2) Michel Foucault's point of view: “... language was a form
of knowing and knowing was automatically discourse” [26, p. 295].

2.1.12. Language as a process: 2.1.12.1 N 2.1.12.2.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle qualifies language as the most important
process in human and social life: “... considering language from
the standpoint of process” [24, p. 140].

2.1.12.1. Language as a historical process.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle sees language and history in close con-
nection with each other, and even in their mutual transition: “...
language not only has a history, it is history” [24, p. 158].

He points out the ability of language to develop histori-
cally: “... language as a historical process, has its own dynamic
and is obvious of the stratifications imposed by science” [24, p. 144]
and he of the opinion that “... a language is also a history, a culture,
a conception of the word — not merely a dictionary and grammar”
[24,p.4].

2.1.12.2. Language as a process of social practice.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle emphasizes the public nature of “lan-
guage”: “For language is no more situated in the individual speaker”
[24, p. 142] and “... a language that is always-already collective”
[24, p. 143], “... it is a social practice, a set of processes and not
of system” [24, p. 156].

2.1.13. Language as a religious worship: 2.1.13.1 N 2.1.13.1.

In Jean-Jacques Lecercle’s understanding “... language is
the source of fetishism” [24, p. 210].

2.1.14. Language as a phenomenon: 2.1.14.1 N 2.1.142 N
2.1.143N2.1.144.

Jean-Jacques Lecercle concluded that “language” is a phenom-
enon and divided into 5 types:

2.1.14.1. Language as a material phenomenon.

13

145



ISSN 2409-1154 HaykoBwui BicHUK MixxHapoaHOro rymaHitapHoro yHiBepcuteTy. Cep.: ®inonoris. 2025 Ne 73

2.1.14.2. A historical phenomenon.

2.1.14.3. A social phenomenon.

2.1.14.4. A political phenomenon. [24, p. 139].

2.1.14. Language as a phenomenon.

According to the research results of the foundations and prin-
ciples of the existence of the concept of being in the analyzed
period with the use of comparative values of the concept of “lan-
guage” from the position of comparison, the main meanings were
highlighted, delimited and 7 core meanings of the concept of “lan-
guage" were formed in a generalized form with a common element
inside, connections and relations within the concept were presented
and a definition of the essence of the concept of “language” was
synthesized.

The French scholars' of the 5th period of the history of linguis-
tics (the 30s of the 20th century to the present day) point of view
the concept of “language” is a phenomenon (material, histori-
cal, social, political); as a result of the processes of reflection
and thinking of subjects; as an object (controlled and identified,
"object of science"); as a system (of elements and variations); as
a tool (for the perception and transmission of information, the for-
mation of discourse, language coding, the globalization of society,
adaptation and change of personality); a means (the formation
of a cultural construct and subjectivity, social interaction, power,
ideology and uncertainty), and a process (historical and social).

Perspectives and future research opportunities are the study
of the process of development of the functional essence of this con-
cept of “language” in the French scholars’ point of view of the Sth
period of the history of linguistics (the 30s of the 20th century to
the present day), taking into account historicism to predict further
development of the concept in the life of a person and societies.

This technology of the Explanatory formula of concept content
(EFCC) formation could be successfully used in future scientific
research of scientists from different countries studies to determine
the essence and functional essence in the life of a person and soci-
ety, to determine the full and mono semantic definitions of the con-
cept “language” and predict further development.
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ConparoBa JI.  CyrHicTb  HOHATTS ~ «MOBa»
B J0C/IizkeHHsIX ¢paHIY3bKHX BYeHHX V mepiony icropii
JIHHIBiCTHKH

AHoraunisa. HaykoBe NOCHIPKEHHS NIPUCBSIYEHE UTAHHIO
JIHIBICTMYHOI TepMiHOJIOrI 3 TOYKM 30py 1i iCTOPUYHOrO
PO3BUTKY.

VY crarti Oy/0 IpoaHaNi30BaHO Ta y3araJbHEHO OCHOBHI
aCleKTH Ta OCOOMCTICHE PO3YyMIHHS TIOHATTS — «MOBa»
(paHIy3pKHX BYEHMX 5-r0 Iepiofy icTopii MOBO3HABCTBa
(30-1i poxu XX cT. 1o Hamux aHiB) (Emine bensenict, XKan->Kak
Jlecepxub, XKan-Knon Minbuep, XKuip Jlenes i Mimens @yko)
3 METOIO BUSIBJICHHS Ta CUCTEMAaTH3aLii CyTHOCT] MOHSTTS.

3a OCHOBy aHallizy Ta CcHcCTeMaru3auii Oyiau B3ATI
CTPYKTYypHI mo3uwii TiymMadHoi (opMynu 3MicTy IOHATTA
(TD3IT) «moBay.

3a crpykryporo TD3II Oyino mpoBeieHO AeTalbHHI aHaTi3
TIOHSITTSI «MOBay, SIKUI BUSIBISIE HOTO CYTHICTD Y 3a3HAYCHUM
ICTOPUYHHUH TIEPioI.

VY mporeci JOCTiDKeHHST Mpaib (paHIy3bKUX BYCHUX
Oyau BHSBJICHI 3B’S3KM Ta BIJHOIICHHS B CEPEIUHI
MOHATTS B y3arayipHiil opmi i3 3HAYUMUMH Ta OCHOBHUMH
3HAQYEHHSMH (OCHOBHI TpyNH) 3 CHUIBHAM €JIEMEHTOM
y CepeluHi, MpoBeacHO iH(GOpMAIIHHO-KOPEISIIHHIE aHaITi3
Ta CHHTE30BaHa Je(iHILis MOHATTSI «MOBAY.

byno BusiBIIEeHO, BHALIEHO Ta C(HOPMOBAHO 7 OCHOBHHX
TPyl 3HAYeHb Ta CHHTE30BAHO Y3arajJbHEHY OJHO3HAYHY
nediniiro. [TOHATT «MOBa» pPO3YMUIOCS SIK  SIBHIIE
(MarepianibHe, ICTOpUYHE, COI[iaJibHE, MOJNITHYHE), K
pe3yJabTaT MpOLECiB Bi0OpaXKeHHsST 1 MHUCICHHS CY0'€KTiB;
K 00’€KT (KOHTPOJIbOBAHUI Ta 1MCHTH(]IKOBAaHUH, «00’€KT
HayKW»); SIK cucTeMa (eJIeMEHTIB 1 Bapialliii); K iHCTPYMEHT
(m1st  copuiiHATTS Ta nepenadi iHdopmarii, (GopMyBaHHS
JTUCKYPCY); VTS IWI00aJTi3amii cycriibcTBa, aganTtauii Ta 3MiHU
ocobuctocti; 3acid (PpopMyBaHHS KyIBTYPHOIO KOHCTPYKTY
Ta Cy0 €KTHOCTI, COLIAJBHOI B3a€EMOIl, BIAIH, 11COJIOTIT
Ta HEBU3HAYCHOCTI) Ta mMpouec (ICTOPUYHHI Ta COLIATBHUIA).

ITporonosana TexHonorist popmysanus TO3IT moxe OyTH
YCHIIIHO BUKOPHCTAHA [Tl BA3HAYCHHSI TOBHUX 1 OJJTHO3HAYHHX
nediHiii TOHATh B MaHOYTHIX HAyKOBUX JIOCIIDKSHHSX.

KarouoBi cioBa: MoBa, TOHATTA, TIyMadHa Qopmyna
smicty monstTst  (TO3II), iHpOpManidHO-KOPETAIHIIHA
aHaIi3.
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