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SCOPE, DEFINITION, FUNCTION AND STATUS
OF LINGUISTICS ASASCIENCE

Annomayusacer. Jluneeucmuka — oyn ounum 6epyy, anmponono2us, muiou yuponyy, KOHeHUMUEOUK
ACUXONI02USL HCAHA PUNOCODUA COIAKMYYIAp MYPOYY HCAAMMAp MeHeH My300H My3 OAUlaHbIUKAH
UBUTIOCTUN HCAHA OHY2YN HCAMKAH 00N1ACHbl. O3y MOYHUUIMEMEMOEMEHOZYMOCYPOOOEPEM, IUH2BUCTU-
Kaoe2eHIMHe, AHbIH AHbIKIMOOCY, KYPAMbl, (PYHKYUACHL HCAHA OUOHOOU dJle dIMHE YUYH OY2YHKY KYHOO
an UNUM MAKAMBIHA 93,

Hezuszu co3dep: Jluneeucmuka, bunumbepyy, muiou YUpeHyy, UiuM.

Annomayus: Jluneeucmuxa — 5mo pacmywas u UHmepecHdas 00aacme uzyienus, umerowds Heno-
CPeOCMBEHHYI0 C853b C PAZHOOOPAHbLIMU Chepamu, MaAKuMU Kak 06pasosanue, AaHmponono2us, 00y4eHuro
A3BIKY, KOZHUMUBHOU ncuxonozuell u gpunocoghuell. B ceoetl cmamve s 3a0ai0Cb BONPOCOM, YMO MaAKoe
JUH2BUCTHUKA, ee onpedelieHue, cooepicanie, GYHKYUU, a maKdice, nouemy Ha ce20OHsUHULL 0eHb OHA

umeen cmamyc HayKu.
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Abstract: Linguistics is a growing and interested area of study, having a direct hearing on fields as
diverse as education, anthropology, sociology, language teaching, cognitive psychology and philosophy.
In my article | answer the question what is linguistics, its scope, function, definition and why it has a

status of a science nowadays.
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Fundamentally, linguistics is concerned
with the nature of language and communication.
Linguistics is the scientific study of language. By
this, | mean language in general, not a particular
language.

If I was concerned with studying an individual
language, I would say: “I am studying French...
or English”, or whichever language we happen
to be studying. But linguistics does not study and
an individual language; it studies “language” in
general. Linguistics is scientific in nature and it
approaches language scientifically. So Victoria
and Fromkin rightly say:

“The scientific study of human language is
called linguistics”.

Linguistics can be understood as a science in
both general and specific terms. Generally, we use
the term “science” for any knowledge that is based
on clear, systematic and rational understanding.
Thus we often speak of the “science of politics: or
statecraft of “the science of cooking”. However,
we also use the term “science” for the systematic
study of phenomena enabling us to state some
principles or theories regarding the phenomena;
this study proceeds by examination of publicly
verifiable data obtained through observation



of phenomena, and explanation after adequate
observation of data, which should be consistent,
i.e. there should be no contradictions between
different parts of the explanation or statement;
and economical, i.e. a precise and non-redundant
manner of statement is to be preferred. Let me
apply these criteria of science to linguistics.
Linguistics studies language: language is a
phenomenon which is both objective and variable.
Like natural phenomenon in the physical world, it
has a concrete shape and occurrence. In the same
way as a physicist or chemist takes materials and
measures their weights, densities etc. to determine
their nature, the linguist studies the components of
language, e.g. observing the occurrence of speech-
sounds, or the way in which words begin or end.
The scientific nature of language is asserted by
Jean Aitchison:

“Linguistics tries to answer two basic
guestions: What is language and How does it
work.”

Language, like other phenomena, is objective
because it is observable with the senses, i.e., it
can be heard with the ear, it can be seen when
the vocal organs are in movement, or when
reading words on a page. Observation leads to
processes of classification and definition. In
science, each observable phenomenon is to be
given a precise explanation. Its nature has to
be described completely. Thus, for example,
the chemist classifies elements into metals and
non-metals; a biologist classifies living things
into plants and animals. Similarly, linguistics
observes the features of language, classifies them
as being sound features of particular types, or
words belonging to particular classes on the basis
of similarity or difference. But while linguistics
shares some characteristics of empirical science,
it is also a social science because it studies
language which is a form of social behavior and
exists in interaction between human beings in
society. Language is also linked to human mental
processes. Thus, it cannot be treated always as
objective phenomena. We deal with language
scientifically as S.PitCordeer says:

“Linguistics is concerned with the nature
of human language”.

Thus, linguistics is both an empirical and a
social science. In fact, it is a human discipline since
itis concerned with human language; so it is part of
the study of humanities as well. This includes the
study of literature, and appreciation of poetry. In
taking language study, linguists follow several
approaches: Descriptive to describe the structure
of language, Comparative to compare languages
and establish correspondences between them and
Historical to examine the history and evolution
of languages.

Moreover, since every branch of knowledge
uses language, linguistics is central to all areas
of knowledge. In linguistics, the traditional
distinctions of science, art and humanities are not
relevant. As Lyons puts it, “linguistics has natural
links with a wide range of academic disciplines”.
To say that linguistics is a science is not to deny
that, due to its subject matter, it is relatedness
to philosophy and literary criticism. 2Modern
linguistics has grown from an autonomous
discipline to one linked with disciplines such
as psychology, philosophy, literary studies
and branches of linguistics have developed, as
sociolinguistics, psycholinguistics and stylistics.
Linguistic theory scientifically discovers the
nature of universal grammar whose principles
characterize all human languages. The linguist’s
aim is to discover the ‘laws of human language’
as the physicist’s is to discover the laws of the
physical universe.

An increasing interest in linguistics may be
noted among workers in anthropology, culture
history, sociology, psychology, and philosophy.
For all of them linguistics is of basic importance:
its data and methods show better than those of any
other discipline dealing with socialized behavior
the possibility of a truly scientific study of society.
Linguists should, on the other hand, become
aware of what their science may mean for the
interpretation of human conduct in general.

The purpose of this paper is to point out some
of the connections between linguistics and other
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scientific disciplines, and above all to raise the
question in what sense linguistics can be called
a “science”.

The value of linguistics for anthropology
and culture history has long been recognized. As
linguistic research has proceeded, language has
proved useful as a tool in the sciences of man and
has itself required and obtained a great deal of
light from the rest of these sciences. It is difficult
for a modern linguist to confine himself to his
traditional subject matter. Unless he is somewhat
unimaginative, he cannot but share in some or all
of the mutual interests which tie up linguistics with
anthropology and culture history, with sociology,
with psychology, with philosophy, and, more
remotely, with physics and physiology.

Language is becoming increasingly valuable
as a guide to the scientific study of a given culture.
In a sense, the network of cultural patterns of
a civilization is indexed in the language which
expresses that civilization. %It is an illusion to think
that we can understand the significant outlines of
a culture through sheer observation and without
the guide of the linguistic symbolism which makes
these outlines significant and intelligible to society.
Some day the attempt to master a primitive culture
without the help of the language of its society will
seem as amateurish as the labors of a historian
who cannot handle the original documents of the
civilization which he is describing.

Language is a guide to “social reality”.
Though language is not ordinarily thought of
essential interest to the students of social science, it
powerfully conditions all our thinking about social
problems and processes. “Human beings do not live
in the objective world alone, nor alone in the world
of social activity as ordinarily understood, but are
very much at the mercy of the particular language
which has become the medium of expression for
their society. It is quite an illusion to imagine
that one adjusts to reality essentially without the
use of language and that language is merely an
incidental means of solving specific problems
of communication or reflection. The fact of the
matter is that the “real world” is to a large extent

unconsciously built up on the language habits of
the group. No two languages are ever sufficiently
similar to be considered as representing the same
social reality. The worlds in which different
societies live are distinct worlds, not merely the
same world with different labels attached.

The understanding of a simple poem, for
instance, involves not merely an understanding
of the single words in their average significance,
but a full comprehension of the whole life of the
community as it is mirrored in the words, or as it is
suggested by their overtones. Even comparatively
simple acts of perception are very much more at
the mercy of the social patterns called words than
we might suppose. If one draws some dozen lines,
for instance, of different shapes, one perceives
them as divisible into such categories as “straight”,
“crooked”, “curved”, “zigzag” because of the
classificatory suggestiveness of the linguistic
terms themselves. We see and hear and otherwise
experience very largely as we do because the
language habits of our community predispose
certain choices of interpretation.

For the more fundamental problems of the
student of human culture, therefore, a knowledge of
linguistic mechanisms and historical developments
is certain to become more and more important
as our analysis of social behavior becomes more
refined. From this standpoint we may think of
language as the symbolic guide to culture. In
another sense too linguistics is of great assistance
in the study of cultural phenomena. *Many
cultural objects and ideas have been diffused in
connection with their terminology, so that a study
of the distribution of culturally significant terms
often throws unexpected light on the history
of inventions and ideas. This type of research,
already fruitful in European and Asiatic culture
history, is destined to be of great assistance in the
reconstruction of primitive cultures.

It is very encouraging that the psychologist
has been concerning himself more and more with
linguistic data. So far it is doubtful if he has been
able to contribute very much to the understanding
of language behavior beyond what the linguist
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has himself been able to formulate on the basis of
his data. But the feeling is growing rapidly, and
justly, that the psychological explanations of the
linguists themselves need to be restated in more
general terms, so that purely linguistic facts may
be seen as specialized forms of symbolic behavior.

Linguistics is at once one of the most difficult
and one of the most fundamental fields of inquiry.
It is probable that a really fruitful integration of
linguistic and psychological studies lies still in
the future.

Language is primarily a cultural or social
product and must be understood as such. Its
regularity and formal development rest on
considerations of a biological and psychological
nature, to be sure. But this regularity and our
underlying unconsciousness of its typical forms
do not make of linguistics a mere adjunct to either
biology or psychology. Better than any other social
science, linguistics shows by its data and methods,
necessarily more easily defined than the data and
methods of any other type of discipline dealing
with socialized behavior, the possibility of a truly
scientific study of society which does not ape
the methods nor attempt to adopt unrevised the
concepts of the natural sciences. It is peculiarly
important that linguists, who are often accused,
and accused justly, of failure to look beyond the
pretty patterns of their subject matter, should
become aware of what their science may mean

for the interpretation of human conduct in general.
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