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CTpyKTypaii3M SIK METOJ Mi3HAHHS y3arajbHIOE CTPYKTYpHI METOMH 3 METOI0 CHCTEeMaTH3allii 3HaHHS,
Horo MaremMaru3auii Ta MOZIEIIOBaHHS B MEXax 3arajbHOi MeTonosorii. BUB4eHHS cTpyKTypaii3My po3noya-
nocs y @paHiiii y pe3ynbTari HU3KH TOCIHIKEeHb, 10 OyiH 3[IHCHEeH] y ColiaJbHUX Ta TYMaHITAPHUX HayKax
y 1950-x — 1970-x pp. CTpyKTypaJicTu nparHyiiv 3p03yMiTH JIOACHKY KyJAbTYPY Ta AOCBiA y MEXaxX CUCTEMHU
3HAKIB, 1110 KEPYIOTHCS IPABUIAMU YTBOPSHHSI 3HAYCHHS 200 IIHHOCTEH y PI3HUX KOHTEKCTaX: JIIHTBICTUYHOMY,
COLIIAILHOMY, JIiTepaTypHOMY Ta KyJIbTypHOMY. JIiHTBicTHKA SK (DijIONOTIYHA HayKa 3all0Y9aTKOBY€E CTPYKTYpPHI
METOIIN Y MEKaxX CEMIOJIOT1, IKi 3r00M IIPOHUKAIOTH Y HAPATOJIOTII0, TEOPi0 TEKCTY Ta TUCKYPCY 3 OIEPTIM
Ha npami . ge Coccropa, K. JleBi-Ctpoca, M. @yko Ta He BTpadarOTh CBOET aKTYaIbHOCTI y Cy9acHUX JIiHT-
BICTUYHHX CTyAisiX. MeTa cTaTTi — MpoaHai3yBaTH €Tali PO3BUTKY CTPYKTypalliaMy y JiHTBicTHIll. MeToan
OXOIUTIOIOTH TaKi 3arajJbHOHAYKOBI IAXO/H, SIK aHAJI3, CUHTE3, IHIYKIs, JeIyKIlis Ta MeTol (opmalizalii.
Pe3ysbTaTh 1oB’s13aHi 3 BHOKPEMIICHHSIM TPHOX aCMEKTIB PO3BUTKY 200 OCMHUCIICHHS CTPYKTYpaji3My y JiHT-
BICTHYHI HayIli: SIK 3aralIbHOTO0 METO/y T'YMaHITAPHUX HAyK, 3HAYECHHSI SIK CTPYKTYpHOTO (DeHOMEHY Ta ceMio-
noriero @. me Coccropa y 3B’ 3Ky 3 MOBHOIO JisUTHHICTIO. BUCHOBKH. Y TIICYMKY 31HICHEHOTO TEOPETUIHOTO
aHamizy OyJlo BCTaHOBJIEHO, IO 3TiHO 3 BHOKPEMJICHHMH aCIIeKTaMH CTPYKTYpalli3My y JIHTBICTHIN, HOTO
POJIb € BU3HAYAIBHOIO HE TIIBKU Y KOHTEKCTI CTPYKTYPHOI, 8 i KOTHITUBHOI MeTomosorii y iHrBictui. Okpim
TOTO, CTPYKTYpali3M fK 3araJlbHUI METOJ I'yMaHITapHUX HayK CTa€ 3arajbHUM MNPUHIUIIOM, IO CHOHYKAEe
PO3BHTOK wi€T PiTocOPCHKOT KOHIIENIIIT Y HaNpsIMi BUBYCHHS HE T1JIBKH CTPYKTYp MOBH, a i MucienHs. CyTo
JIHTBICTHYHUMH PUCAMH € T€, IO CTPYKTYpaIli3M JOCIIIKY€e QYHKIIFOBAaHHS OCHOBHHUX OJIMHHMIIL Ta 3B’ S3KIiB
Y MOBI, fIKi XapaKTepH3yIOTh YTBOPCHHS JIEKCHIHOTO 3HAYCHHS Yepe3 Halip BH3HAUCHUX IMPaBWII 1 orepartii
y BIIHOCHO 3aMKHEHiil Ta 000B’SI3KOBO CTPYKTypOBaHii cuctemi. [lepcriekTnBHOIO € po3poOKka Teopiil Kor-
HITHUBHOI JIIHTBICTHKH, SIKi HE 3alepeyyloTh HasBHICTh CEMaHTHYHOI a00 JIEKCUYHOI CTPYKTYpH, 8 HAaBIAKH,
TIlyMayars ii y 3B’A3KYy 3i CBIIOMICTIO Ta IICUXIYHOIO AiSUTbHICTIO JIIOIUHH.

Kurouogi cjioBa: MeTo/] r'yMaHITapHOT HAYKH, CEMIOJIOTis, CTPYKTYPa, 3B A3KH, CIIPUNHSITTS, 3HAK, MMi3HAHHS.

36



Bunycx XCII

Issue

THE ROLE OF STRUCTURALISM IN THE CONTEXT
OF LINGUISTIC UNDERSTANDING

Melnychuk Oksana Dmytrivna,

Candidate of Philological Sciences,

Postdoctoral Student at the Department of Applied
Linguistics

Institute of Computer Sciences and Information
Technologies

of the Lviv Polytechnic National University

melnychuk oksanadm@ubkr.net
orcid.org/0000-0003-4619-363X

Structuralism as a method of getting knowledge generalizes structural methods aiming to systematize
knowledge and model it within the general methodology. The study of structuralism began in France as a result
of a series of studies carried out in the social sciences and humanities in the 1950s and 1970s. Structuralists sought
to understand human culture and experience within a system of signs governed by rules to form the meaning or
values in various contexts: linguistic, social, literary and cultural. Linguistics as a philological science initiates
structural methods within the framework of semiology, which later penetrated into narratology, the theory of text
and discourse based on the works of F. de Saussure, K. Lévi-Strauss, and M. Foucault and these methods do not
lose their relevance in modern linguistic studies. The purpose of the article is to analyze the stages of development
of structuralism in linguistics. Methods include general scientific approaches that include analysis, synthesis,
induction, deduction, and formalization method. The results are related to the identification of three aspects
of understanding structuralism in linguistics as a general method of the humanities, the meaning as a structural
phenomenon, and F. de Saussure’s semiology in connection to linguistic activity. Conclusions. As the result
of the theoretical analysis, it was established that according to the selected aspects of structuralism in linguistics,
its role is decisive not only in the context of structural, but also cognitive methodology in linguistics. In addition,
structuralism as a general method of humanities becomes a general principle that prompts the development
of this philosophical concept in studying not only language structures, but also thinking process. Purely linguistic
features of structuralism are that it investigates functioning of basic units and connections in language, which
characterize formation of lexical meaning through a set of defined rules and operations in a relatively closed
and necessarily structured system. It is promising to develop theories of cognitive linguistics that do not deny
the existence of a semantic or lexical structure, but, on the contrary, it aims to interpret it in connection with
the consciousness and mental activity of a person.

Key words: method of humanitarian science, semiology, structure, connections, perception, sign, cognition.

1. Beryn

JIIHTBICTHYHUM CTPYKTYpasli3M BUBYA€ MOBY SIK CAMOIOCTATHIO CYKYIIHICTb, CTPYKTYPY Sui generis
(mat. «cBoepinHy, enuHy y cBoemy pomi») (Hjelmslev, 1961: 28), a He sik yTBOpEHHS HENIHTBICTHY-
HUX ((I3UYHUX, TICUXOJOTIUYHUX, (Pi310JIOTTYHHX, JIOTIYHUX, COLIOJIOTIYHUX, KYJIBTYpHUX) (heHOMe-
HiB. CTpYKTypai3M SIK CTPYKTypHO-CEMIOTHUHHUI KOMIUIEKC Ma€ ONEePTs Ha KOHLEMIII0 CEMIOTUKH —
teopito 3Haka @. ne Coccropa (Meisel, Saussy, 2011). CrpykrypHa Moz€eIb 3HaYSHHS Y JIHIBICTULI
Y3TO/DKYETBCS 3 OCTYJIaTaMH CTPYKTYPANICTIB PO KOJIEKTUBHY, 00 3arajibHy CyTHICTh MOBH Ta ii
KOMYHIKaTUBHE CIIPSIMYBaHHS y BU3HAYEHOMY CEPEJOBUII KOMYHIKYBaHHS.

CTpyKTypaii3M OXOIUTIOE HHU3KY UIKUI CTaHOBJIEHHS Ta pO3BUTKY: JKEHEBCbKY ILKOIY
®. ne Coccropa (Joseph, 2012), IIpa3sky mxomy B. Maresiyca (Vachek, 1975), AmepukaHcbKy
mkony cemiotuku (Y. Ilipca, 5. Moppica (Morris, 1971), Konenrarenceky mikony JI. €i1bpmciena
(Hjelmslev, 1961), neckpuntusizm JI. baymdinsaa (Bloomfield, 1973), cTpykTypHY aHTpPOMOIOTiIO
E. Cemnipa (Mandelbaum, 1949). [1cuxonoriyHo-noB’ 13aHUM HaNpsIMOM € CTPYKTYPHHIA IICUX0aHaIi3
XK. JIakana (Miller, 1998); KOrHITUBHMI aCTIEKT BUSABIISIETHCS Y KOHTEKCTI T€OPii CTPYKTYPH Mi3HAHHS
ta po3yMinHsa M. ®dyxko (Foucault, 2002); cTpykTypHa JIHTBOIIOETHKA Ta TEOPis MOETUYHOI MOBU
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okpeciieHa y mojen komyHikaiii P. Ikoocona (Jakobson, 1980). Memow cmammi € ocMuciieHHs
CTPYKTypai3My y KOHTEKCTi pO3BUTKY JIHIBICTUUHOI HAYKH. 3a60annamu cmammi €: 1) aHaii3 po3-
BUTKY CTPYKTYpaJli3My SIK 3arajlbHOTO METOy TyMaHITapHOI HayKH, 2) BA3HAYCHHS MOTO POJIi B YTBO-
PEHHI CTPYKTYpH 3HaueHHs Ta 3) TIyMadeHHs CTPYKTypalizMmy y mexax cemionorii ®. ne Coccropa.
AKmyanbHicme TOCTDKSHHS TIOB’ 13aHa 31 3BEPHEHHSIM CyYacCHHUX HAyKOBUX PO3BiIOK, 30KpeMa KOT-
HITHUBHOI JIIHTBICTHKH, 10 CTPYKTYPHHUX aCHEKTIB OCMUCIICHHS JIHTBICTHUYHOTO 3HAYEHHS, Y 3B’ A3KY
3 TBEPHKEHHSM TIPO TE, 0 «CIIPHUHATTS, a00 Mi3HAHHA 00’ €KTIB MOXKJIMBE TUIBKH 32 YMOBHU CTPYK-
TYpOBaHOCTI mpeamerta cripuidHATTs» (Langer, 1989), amke CTpyKTypHICTb IpeIMETa € OB’ I3aHOI0
3 HUTICHICTIO 00pasy, KU CpUiMaroTh. BaxIMBUM € T, 0 CTPYKTYPHICTh CIIPUIMAHHS 3arajioM
Ta JIHTBICTUYHUX 3HAKIB a00 CIIiB 30KpeMa € He BiITBOPEHHIM Ha0OpYy XaOTHYHUX BiAUYTTiB, a Bi1O-
Opa’keHHSIM PI3HUX BIACTUBOCTEH 1 YACTUH MpenMeTa, TOOTO HOTO CTPYKTYPH.

2. CTpyKTypaJjism siK 3arajJibHUi MeTO/l aHAJIi3y y CMCTeMi T'yMaHITAPHUX HAYK

CrpykrypanizMm € pitocopchbKuUM IiIX0I0M, KU 3BepTa€ yBary Ha Te€, MO 00’ €KTH BUBYCHHS
y TYMaHITapHHUX HayKaX BHYTPILIIHBO BiIMOBIIAIOTH MiACBIIOMUM 3pa3KaM, MOTPH Te, IO BOHH € Pi3-
HuUMH 30BHI (Bunnin, Yu, 2009: 662). L{i BHyTpimHi 3B’S3KH Ta 3aKOHOMIPHOCTi YTBOPIOIOTh BU3HA-
YeHy apXiTEeKTOHIKY, Ka € 00’ €KTOM HayKOBHX PO3BiJIOK. ApXiTeKTOHiKa (m0o0y1oBa, CTpPyKTypa) — 11e
MIPUXOBaHi, NIMOMHHI (PEHOMEHH, SIKi, 3T1THO 3 KOJIaMH, JIOTIKOIO YH MpaBHiIaMH, (POPMYIOTh TIOBEPX-
HeBi siBuUIIA Ta noaii. Cepes BIacTUBOCTEH CTPYKTYPH — HTICHICTD, 3IaTHICTH JI0 CAMOPETYITIOBAHHS
ta TpanchopmyBanHs. CoIiaibHI 3B’ 3KU € PE3yIbTaTOM HE 1HIWBITyallbHOT il, a 3aJIeKHOCTI MiXK
UMM JisIMH; 1€ YTBOPIOEThCA sIK OKpeme BupaxenHns (Milner, 2008). OxpiM niHrBicTHYHOT cepH,
CTPYKTypati3M NpeTeHIyBaB Ha YHiBepCaJbHE MOSICHEHHS KyJIBTYPHHX Ta COLIAJIBHUX SBUII, 200
BUSIBJIICHHS] «HECBIJJOMUX YMOB colianbHOro icHyBaHHs» (Lévi-Strauss, 1963: 15). Mera cTpykTy-
pali3aMy — OKPECIIMTH peaibHi CTPYKTYPH 1 CHHXpOHIYHI TpuanHU. KynbTypy 1 CyCHiIbCTBO pO3IJIs-
JAl0Th TIPU [[bOMY K 3HAKOBI CHCTEMH, BU3HAUEHI CUMBOIIH, SIKi IIPUCTOCOBYIOTHCS 0 30BHIIIHIX
00CTaBHH Ta CKJIAJAI0Th YSBJICHHS JIIOMUHH Npo cede. CyCriIbCTBO YTBOPIOE CUMBOIIYHY IPOEKIIITO,
3a SIKOI0 HEMa€ I1HIIOI peasibHOCTI — Hi Cy0’€KTUBHOI (111031 TyMaHi3My), Hi 30BHIIIHBOI (1Tr031s
Mo3UTHBI3MY). CTPYKTYpalliCTChKa rajry3b po3IIsae BHYTPIIIHI 3B 3KH SIK (OpMajbHi, 00’ €KTUBHI
JIaHi, 10 € He3AJICKHUMHU 3 TOUYKH 30pY JIOIUHH Ta COI[IOKYJIBTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTY.

CrpykTypamni3m 3amnepedye Gpitocodchbki KOHIEIT no3umusizvy (HaTypami3my), IKHH CTBEPIIKYE,
IO CBIT HE 3aJIXKHTH BiJ CBIJOMOCTI i KOHKPETHOTO 00’ €KTa Mi3HAHHSA, Ta SYMAHI3MY, 3T1THO 3 SKUM
JFOAM CTBOPIOIOTH 1 MI3HAIOTh HABKOJIMIIHIN CBIT. KpUTHKA IMX TiIX0/IB BUSBUIIACS Y BUCIIOBJICHHSX
«araka Ha peanizm» 1 «cMepth cy0’ekray (Glucksmann, 2016: 139). OcHOBOIO CTPYKTYpaiiCTCHKOTO
«IHTETIEKTyaIbHOTO OadeHHs» Oynau Xoii3M, (imocodcrkuii 00’ €KTHBI3M Ta KyJIBTYpHHNA PEISTHBI3M.
CrpyKTypaiii3M He 3arepedye Ta He BUMarae HassBHOCTI INIMOMHHOI 200 MEPBUHHOT CTPYKTYPH, a TAKOXK
MOXKITBOCTI TOTO, III0 HOCIEM CTPYKTYP € iHIUBI K Cy0’ €KT CHPUIHATTS CBITY. 3 TOUKH 30py CTPYKTY-
pastizMy BHOKPEMIICHHS iICTOTHHX TEOPETUYHHX €JIEMEHTIB Oy/Ib-IKOTO YTBOPEHHS BUMArae CTBOPEHHS
TeOopii — CHCTEMH PaliOHAIBHO TIOB’S3aHUX TBEPXKEHbB, 110 MOSACHIOTH eMmipuyaHi aaxi (K. Jlesi-
Crpoc, XK. Jlakan) Ta BnactuBi npaktuku (M. @yko, JI. AnbTroccep). 3HaHHS HE CIPUAMAIOTH 1 HE
HA/Ial0Th Yepe3 (PakTu, a HamparbOBYIOTh — 3BIJICH aKIIEHT HA CBIJIOMOMY YTBOPEHHI KOHIIETITIB JIFOH-
HOIO, 110 TIIyMauuTh HAOyTHH TOCBIJ] Ta 3HAHHS SIK CTpyKTypoBaHe mizHaHHs (Caws, 1988: 1-2).

CTpyKTypamicTH CHHpaIucs Ha TOYHICTh Ta 00 €KTHBHICTh, HAYKOBE Ta ICTHHHE 3HAHHS IIPO
JOUHY, Oyl TIEpeKOHaHi, IO JIFOIChKA CTPYKTYpa BUSBIISE JIOTIYHY Ta palioHAJIbHY cCUCTeMY. Tak,
K. JIeBi-Ctpoc, ¢opmainidytoun ryMaHiTapHy HayKy, CIIOJiBaBCs Ha MailOyTHIO KOMIT IOTEpU3aIlilO;
XK. Jlakan cuctemaTn3yBaB MCUXOAHAIII3 32 AHAJIOTIEI0 3 MAaTEMAaTHYHOIO aKCIOMAaTHKOI0, Ha3UBAIOYH
TICUXOJIOTIO JIOTIYHUM TiIX0I0M 710 HecBigomoro; P. bapT akueHnTyBaB Ha COIIOJIOTiT SIK cOLiaNbHIN
JIOTiI, a/Ke caMe CUCTeMa Ta ii 3HauYeHHS MOBHHHI OyTH 00’€KTOM HAayKOBOTO BUBUEHHS. A priori
€ TIPaBUJILHOIO T€3a PO T€, [0 KOXKEH MPOIIEC BiIIIOBIIA€ CUCTEMI, 3@ JIOTTOMOTOIO SIKO1 BiH MOXe OyTH
MPOaHAJII30BaHUN Ta OMHCAHWN OOMEXEHUM IHCTPYMEHTApiEM — BH3HAYCHOIO KUIBKICTIO 3aCO0iB.
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3 momsAy JIOTIYHOTO MiJIXOMy CTPYKTYpati3M BUSBISE TITHOWHHI YTBOPEHHS JFOICHKOI TICHIXIKH —
KOTHITHBHI CTPYKTYPH, IIO JIS)KaTh B OCHOBI CBITOCTIPUIHSTTS 1HIMBIAa Ta HOTO B3a€EMOIIi 31 CBITOM.

3. 3HavyeHHA SIK CTPYKTYpHHI (peHOMEH

OCHOBHUM TBEPIKCHHSIM y CTPYKTYPAJICTChKill JIIHTBICTUYHIA MOJEII € Te3a Mpo Te, IO 3Ha-
4eHHs «BUMarae ctpykrypm» (Pettit, 1977: 4). V 3B’ 3Ky 3 uM nocrae BayxuBiUM COCCIOPIBCHKHIA
CTPYKTypai3M — TeOpist 3HaUEHHsI, IO MPOTHCTOITh HOTO pedepeHiiHOMY PO3yMIHHIO, PO3TIIsAa-
I09M iICHYBaHHS PEaIbHOCTI Tepel MOBOIO: MOBA BHHHKAE IMi3HINIE, 00 MO3HAYUTH HABKOJIUIIIHIM
cBiT. OcHoBHMI TpUHIUI COCCIOPIBCHKOTO CTPYKTYPaJi3My IIOJISATA€ y TOMY, IO MOBa € CHCTEMOIO,
OJTMHMIII SIKOT BU3HAYAIOTHCS MICIIEM Y CUCTEMI, a HE 30BHIIITHIMU TOYKAMH BiIJTIKY, SIKOIO € PEaIbHICTh
(Barber, Stainton, 2010: 782). AMepuKaHChKa IIKOJa CTPYKTYPHOI JIIHTBICTHKH TTOB’s13aHa 3 IMEHEM
JI. biyminpaa, sIKUi po3MpanboByBaB LEH HANpsAM sSK IHAYKTUBHE y3arajibHEHHS 3 ONEPTsSM Ha
OixeBiopu3Mm, 110 HEe Oepe 0 yBaru CBiIOMICTh MOBIA. BiH MPOMOHY€ 3aMiHUTH TEPMiHOJIOTIIO, IO
MO3HAYAE JIFOICHKY JISUTbHICTD (CBIIOMICTB, PO3YyM, CIIPUIHATTS, i71€1), BIAKUHYTH Ta 3aMiHUTH JIiHT -
Bictnunumu Tepminamu (Hockett, 1970). Y kOHTEKCTI IIbOTO MiXOAY CEMaHTHYHI BIACTHBOCTI MOP-
(heM Ha3MBaIOTh «CEeMEMaMI», IPaMaTU4HI — «eIicTeMaMi»; MOp(peMr MOJKHA MTOJUTATH Ha (poHeMH,
OJTHAK CEMEMH HEMOXKITUBO MOIUTUTH Ha MOp(deMu Oe3 BTpaTH MiJIICHOTO CEMaHTUYHOTO 3HAYCHHS.

CucreMHMI TIXiZ 10 MOBH y MEXaX CTPYKTYPHOI CEMaHTHKH 3allOYaTKOBYE TEOPIIO JIEKCHYHOTO
nonst (1931-1960-1i pp.), pemswiiiny (ppeiiMoy) cemanTuky (1960-Ti pp.) Ta KoMroHeHTHHH aHami3. Li
oKpeMi raimy3i Oymm Tex 00’ e1HaHi reHepariBHORO JiHrBicTHKOIO (Lehrer, Kittay 1992). Buennmu-miHrBic-
TaMH, SIKi IIPAIFOBAIN Y PYCII CTPYKTypHOi ceManTHkH, Oy JI. €npmcnes, E. bensenict, K. banaiarep.
A.-XK. I'peiimac cTBep/KyBaB, 1110 CEMIOJIOTIYHHUI PIBEHb BUPAXKA€ CUCTEMHHI PIBEHb MOBH; CEMAHTHY-
HUI piBE€Hb, MiHIMAIIEHIMH OJJMHUIISIME SIKOTO € BAP1aHTH, MOJISTAE B aHAJII31 €JIEMEHTIB MPOLIECY MOBJICH-
HeBOI isubHOCTI. CaMe ceMaHTUYHHI PiBeHb YMOMIIMBIIFOE BUBUSHHS isUTBHICHOTO a00 TMCKYPCHOTO
acriekTy MoBU. CTpyKTypHa CEMaHTHKA Ha/aja MOSCHEHHS 3HAYCHHIO SIK «TIEPEITiKy 03HAK» Y «CHCTEMI
nopiBHstHHS 03HaK» (Fodor, 1980). 3a TakuM MpUHIUIIOM € C(OPMOBAHIMU «KJIACHIHI» APiCTOTEIIBChKI
Kareropii, yTBOpeHi Ha OCHOBI 3HAYEHb CJTiB, III0 MOXKYTb Oy TH CHCTEMaTH30BaHi SIK TIOEJHAHHS «XapaKTep-
HUX» BIACTHBOCTEW MOHATTS. [IpoTe Teopist cTpyKTypHOI ceMaHTHKH 3a3Haia KpuTHkd y 1980-90-x pp.
Yyepe3 HEMOXKIIMBICTh BU3HAYEHHS «OCHOBHHX» XapaKTEPUCTHK MO0 BCIX MOBHHX 3HAYEHb.

4. Cemiouioris @. ne Coccropa Ta MOBHA AiSlJILHICTH

3HaKOBHI XapaKTep MOBHOI JisUIBHOCTI € HE MPOCTOI0 O3HAKOK (DYHKINT i€l AisIBHOCTI, 8 OHTO-
JIOTIYHOO BJIACTUBICTIO, aJKE BiJICYTHICTh 3HAKa YHEMOXKIIMBIIIOE MOBHY HisUTBHICT. TOMy 00’ €KTOM
MOBO3HABCTBA Y CTPYKTypalli3Mi € He TUIbKM MOBa sIK 3HaKoBa cuctema (¢p. langue), a i MOBJICHHS,
TOOTO MOBA SIK JIIHTBOCEMIOTHYHA NisUIbHICTE JtonuHu (Pp. langage) (Harris, 1951). Posyminus Tep-
MiHa «langage» crocyerbesi hopmanibHOI cuctemMu MoBH ((p. langues), y3aralbHCHHSM SIKO1 € MOB-
JICHHEBA JIISUTHHICTB, IO MOB’s3aHa 3 KOHKPETHUMH 3HAHHSIMH JIIOIMHI. MOBa MOKJIMKaHa pealtizyBaTu
3araJibHOJIOJICHKY KOMYHIKaTUBHY 3/1aTHICTh, «yHIBepcanbHUi hakt» (Pp. le fait universel du langage)
(ITpocsiauk, 2018), sikuii TITyMauyUTh MOBJICHHEBY JiSUTbHICTB SIK pealTizallifo MOBHOI 3110HOCTI JIFOMUHA
CTOCOBHO i JISUTBHOCTI Ta TOCBixy. MoBIeHHEBY HisuibHICTE D. e Coccrop po3misiae sk B3aEMOIII0
MOBA <> MOGIeHHs, 3T1THO 3 (POPMYITFOBAHHAM Mog1eHHesa JisibHicmb = mosa (bp. langue) <> mos-
nennst (omHOYacHO SIK (p. parole 1 discours). Take po3yMiHHS BUSIBIISIE CUCTEMY MOBH SIK 11 (DYHKIIIFO,
abo opmy OyTTs, a HE K (GOPMATTBHI CKIIATHHUKH, 1[0 CTAHOBIISTH 3B SI30K M06a + moenenns. OTKe,
CIIyIITHOIO € J{yMKa IIpO Te, 10 MOBA — 1€ He MPOCTHUIl MepelTik Ha3B pedeil. 3HaUYCHHSI YTBOPIOETHCS
3aBISIKM O3HAYCHHIO (aHIVI. signification), a He iIMeHYBaHHIO (aHII. naming). CIIoBa IPUPOITHOI MOBH
€ 3HaKaMH, SIKi MAalOTh BU3HAYEHY IIHHICTH (aHIN. value) y cucteMi. 3HaK CKIIQJAETHCS 3 JBOX Yac-
TUH: IoO3Ha4YeHHS (Pp. signifiant, aHrn. signifier) Ta no3HaueHoro (p. signifié, anrn. signified), hbopmu
Ta 3HAUEHHS — TO3HAYCHHs € BiJIOBIIHUKOM IO3HAYEHOTO, TOOTO 3HAK € HEMOAUIHPHUM: «MOBHHHI
3HAK € 3B’SI3KOM HE MK PIY4IO Ta HAa3BOKO, a MK MOHATTIM (aHIV. concept) Ta aKyCTHYHUM 00pazoM
(auri. sound pattern)» (Kopaiituyk, Tumenko, 1998: 87).
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3B’S3KH, IO ICHYIOTh MIXK TEPMiHAMH «3HAYCHHS» 1 «PopMay, ab0 «IIO3HAUYCHHS» 1 «IIO3HAYCHEY,
€ TIOABIMHUMHU Ta CHHEPreTUYHUMH: BOHH YTBOPIOIOTH CEMIOTHUHHUI Jyalli3M 3Ha4eHHS 1 GOpMH,
a'y TeMIIOpaJIbHOMY TUIaHi I1i 3B’ I3KM BU3HAYAIOTh (DYHKIIHHIIA XapaKTep CeMiONOTi9HOT cepu: KOH-
KpETHE 3HA4YCHHS BTiIeHE B OKpeMiil ¢opmi Ta mae QyHKIi0 po3pisHeHHA. KoxxHa MoBHa ¢opma
B MOBJICHHEBOMY BXKUTKY Y TO€JHAHHI 3 OMUHMUYHUM 3HAYCHHSM CTAHOBUTH BU3HAYCHUH MOBHHU
3HaK, ajie¢ BOAHOYAC ICHY€ Y CHUCTEMi HPOTUCTABIEHb 3 IHIUMH (HOpMaMu y €AuHIA (GopManbHIl
napanurmi (op. différence générale des formes), ne BCi €IeMEHTH € B3aeMo3aNe:KHUMU (Dp. fout se
tient). Y KOHTEKCTI 3arajJbHOTO CEMIOTHYHOTO PO3PI3HEHHS y TEPMiHAX «IIO3HAYCHHS <> TIO3HAYCHEY,
CTPYKTypHAa CEMAaHTHKA HA3WBa€ HAMEHIII KOMITOHCHTH 3HAYCHHS «JICHOTAT <> CUTHi(iKaT» (CI0BO
<> 3HAYEHH:), JIOTIKAa — «IHTEHCIOHAN <> eKCTeHCIOHam» (00’eKT <> xapakrepuctuka) (Kurzweil,
2018: 23). ¥V 3B’s3Ky 31 3MIHOIO KOHTEKCTIB MOBHOTO 3HAUCHHS 3’ SIBIISIETHCS TEPMIH «KOHOTAIIIS —
OJTHE 3 OCHOBHHUX IOHSTH CEMi0JIorii, 30Kkpema, B iHTepnpeTarii P. bapra, sikuii po3misaas ii sk oro-
cepenkoBaHull criocid mepemaBanHs 3MicTy BuciopmoBanHs (Howard, 1974). Otxe, MOBICHHEBA
TisUTbHICTH 1HAUBIAA (Pp. langage) € GaraTOBUMIpHOIO Ta IIIECTIPIMOBAHOIO Ha MPOTUBAry MOBJICH-
HeBOMY akTy ((p. parole) Ta MOBi sik ctatmuHid cucteMi (Pp. langue). 3’ saCcyBaBIIH, 110 SICMEHTH
MOBH BH3HaualoThCs y 3B’ s3Kkax, @. ne Coccrop nepeopMyinroBaB MOHATTS «9aCTHHA» <> «IILIe»:
IiJIe CTAHOBUTH CyMy ()OPMaIbHO Y3TO/DKCHUX €JIeMEHTIB. [lOCIiTHUK TOSCHIOE ICHYBaHHS B MOB-
JICHHEBIN AISUTBHOCTI IBOX BUMIpPIB — CEMIOTUYHOTO (IICUXIYHOTO) Ta HECeMiOTUYHOTO ((poHeTHd-
HOTO), OJTHAK 3arepevye MPsSIMUI 3B’ 30K 3BYKiB 3 IOHSATTSAMH, SIKi BOHU MIO3HAYAIOTh.

5. BucHoBkH

Ponb crpykTypaltiaMmy y KOHTEKCTI JITHTBICTHYHOTO OCMHCIICHHS ITOB’s13aHa 3 BUBYCHHSIM JisTTBHOCTI
MOBIISI Ta € BOXIMBOIO y HU3II T'YMaHITAPHUX JUCUUILTIH, 5K ICHYIOTh y JIHTBICTHII 3aBISIKH CBOEMY
3B’513Ky 3 MOBOIO. COCCIOPIBCHKY MOJIEIb, SIKa HArOJIOIIY€ Ha BHYTPIIIHIX CTPYKTypax 3HAKOBOI CHCTEMH,
PO3IISIAIOTH K CIIB3BYYHY 3 MOIJISIOM IIPO T€, III0 MOBA HE «BIII3EPKAIIIOE» PEATTBHICTD, @ «YTBOPIOE»
ii. Oxe, MOOyIOBa CTPYKTYPH 3HAYCHHSI Y KOHTEKCTI CTPYKTYpaIi3My He BIZIKMIA€ Hi POJI MCHXIYHOTO,
Hi COIIiaTbHOT PEATbHOCTI, OTHAK € OOMEKEHOI0 MOBHOIO CUCTEMOIO, HE HaJIat0u OTPIOHOT 3HAYYIIOCTI
CBIZIOMOCTI Cy0’€KTa, SIKMiA CIIpHiiMae Ta Ii3Ha€ JIHTBICTUYHE 3Ha4eHHs. [lonpu Te, mo CcTpyKTypasizm
€ KJTACHYHOIO TEOPI€I0 3HAUYCHHS Y MEe)KaxX T'yMaHITapHOI METOIONIOT 11, HOTO POJIb SIK «3acTapiyion KOHIIEH-
1i1 HE 3aMePEUyIOTh, a OB’ SI3YIOTh 3 IIEPCIIEKTUBHIMH HAIIPSIMAMU CyYaCHHX JIIHTBICTUYHHX JIOCIIKEHb.
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