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Summary. This scientific research is devoted to
the question of the development of terminology in a historical
aspect, using the example of the concept “language”.

The research is a part of the study of understanding
the essence and functional essence of the concept “language”
in the historical aspect from antiquity to modern times.

The study of the dynamics of the concept "language",
development taking into account the historicism of use
and new scientific approaches to understanding the functional
essence, is an integral part of the study of the dynamics
of the development of language, reflecting the development
of human society, culture, etc.

The question arises about the functional essence, which
should have the concept “language” of its needs and necessity
in additional and interdependent communicative, mental,
cognitive, social, and other processes of human life and society,
taking into account the use of the concepts in the historic
aspect.

There is no single complete and unambiguous definition
of the functional essence of the concept “language”
at the moment.

The article carried out an information analysis
and systematization of the understanding of the functional
essence of the concept “language” in the research of German
scholars of the 4th period in the history of linguistics (late
19th century — the first third of the 20th century).

The analysis was carried out on the “kernel” information
arrays (essential groups) of the concept according to
the structure of the explanatory formula of concept content
(EFCC). The classification was made by functions, and their
systematization was conducted by an analysis according to
the main and differential, essential, and specific features to
identify common and different.

Based on the received results of the study, the “kernels”
(central and most important groups) and secondary elements
(dialectically interconnected and together representing
the general) of the functional essence of the concept “language”
were determined, analyzed, and systematized.

As a result, a complete and unambiguous definition
of the functional essence of the concept “language” in
the studies of German scholars of the analyzed period in
the history of linguistics was synthesized.

Key words: language, concept, explanatory formula
of concept content, functional essence.

The statement of the problem. Language is one of the objec-
tive indicators of human existence and consciousness. It is a wide-
spread internationalized concept in all societies; a highly complex
developing system that works in unity and interaction with the con-
sciousness and thinking of a human.

The question arises: what functional entities should the concept
“language” have according to its necessity and need in communica-
tive, mental, cognitive, and other processes of human life and soci-
ety, taking into account the historicism of the use of the concept?

A new approach to the study of the concept of “language”
is needed, namely, the main generalizing functions that reflect
the development of the concept should be highlighted which could
be taken as a basis, and they could be applicable in all spheres
of human life.

This research is an integral part of the study of understanding
the essence and functional essence of the concept of “language” in
the historical aspect from antiquity to the present.

The actuality of this study is motivated and determined by
the need to analyze developing approaches to understanding
essences and functional essences, concepts that are maximally
loaded with meanings, which undergo numerous changes in the pro-
cess of development of man, society, and sciences.

The scientific need is to increase knowledge about the func-
tional essence of the concept “language” in communicative rela-
tions in society and the general system of human knowledge in dif-
ferent countries and different historical periods.

Analysis of the latest research. For thousands of years,
scientists have been analyzing the functional essence of the concept
“language” in various aspects for mental, cognitive, communicative,
and other processes of human life and society. But there is no
common understanding of the functional essence of the concept
“language”.

The German scholars who studied scientific studies of “lan-
guage” mainly focused on scientific achievements and theoreti-
cal and ideological mistakes. The scientists partially considered
the question of the functional essence of the concept in combination
with other questions.

Scholars, who study the functions of the German language,
mainly focus on the functioning of language in the structure
of social relations and functions of society [1], the function of lan-
guage in German song lyrics [2], a text classification by language
[3], language functions in German TV advertising [4] and others.

Analysis of the functional essence of the concept “language”
with the aim of a generalized and unambiguous definition
synthesizing was left without attention.

The article aims to synthesize a generalized understanding
of the functional essence of the concept “language" by German
scholars of the 4th period of the history of linguistics (the
end of the 19th — the first third of the 20th century) (G. Frege,
E. Cassirer, C. Hermann, G. Schmidt-Rohr, F. Nietzsche, K. Biihler,
Heidegger M., K. Marx, F. Engels, K. Vossler, F. Mauthner,
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F. Panzer, H. Steinthal, H. Bazan, O. Reche, F. Miiller, F. Luschan,
M. Wundt, L. Weisgerber, A. Bach)”.

The object of the research is the concept of “language”.

The subject is the functional essence of the concept of “lan-
guage” in German scientists’ scientific researches.

The scientific novelty consists in the synthesis of a complete
and unambiguous definition of the functional essence of “language”
based on the research of prominent figures of Germany in the ana-
lyzed period.

The presentation of the main material.

The concept “language” has the functional essence that is
expressed in the “kernel” (the central and most important groups)
and secondary elements.

The German prominent figures of the 4th period of the history
of linguistics (the end of the 19th — the first third of the 20th cen-
tury) identified and studied the function of the concept “language”
in its details and from different points of view.

— to systematize the “kernel” (the central and most important
groups) and secondary elements of the functional essence
of the concept “language” according to the structure explanatory
formula of concept content;

- to synthesize the full and unambiguous definition
of the functional essence of the concept “language”.

Explanatory formula of concept content (EFCC). [5]

I. Elements of the characteristic structure.

1. Detection of the existence of the concept, the phenomenon
of its essence.

“Language” is “the phenomenon of being (the fact, state,
and existence or having objective reality), social phenomenon, phe-
nomenon of human culture; essence (the most important and essen-
tial), spirit (a form of manifestation of the spirit), pure actuality
(the absolute perfection of God), mediator (one who helps lead
and build relationships), culture and/or element of culture (a part
of the culture, a reflection of culture, material and spiritual culture
(property) of people, means and tools: force (accessing and influ-
encing consciousness), social force (power) (regulating processes)
in society, domination (the exercise of power or influence over
someone or something), communication (the act of transferring
information): a social and cultural construct (race) communica-
tion, social communication between societies (ethnicity, re-eth-
nicization), a creation and/or a creator, use (the act or practice
of employing something” [6, p. 130].

1.2. The detection of the existence of the functional essence
of the concept.

The main generalizing functional essences of the concept “lan-
guage” are presented in a generalized form with “kernel” and sec-
ondary elements within the structure.

1. The informative function.

The informative function provides thinking, cognition,
and orientation in the world. A language includes intellectual
activity: to manifest, to convey through acoustic-graphic codes
(AGCs), visual or acoustic signs some thought, emotion, or essence,
to think, to reason, and to conclude.

Friedrich Ludwig Gottlob Frege (1848-1925) (a German
philosopher, logician, mathematician, and a representa-
tive of the school of analytical philosophy) believed that
language served as “a means of expressing thoughts” reflected
and created by the process of thinking in human subjective
consciousness [7].
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1.1. The function of the objective reflection of information.

Objectivity implies the presence of knowledge about an infor-
mation array (object, phenomenon), using only facts, and serves as
a simple “neutral” message about a fact without a personal opinion.

Ernst Alfred Cassirer (1874-1945) (a German philosopher
and representative of the Neo-Kantian Marburg School) believed
that exactly language “... gives the world a new form, in which
the world is opposed to pure subjectivity, and feelings, and sensa-
tions” [8, p. 227].

Language, on the one hand, is a support for thinking, on
the other hand, is considered an ethnic formation, which deter-
mines the meaningful diversity of thinking. Thinking, therefore
knowledge of the surrounding world, is determined by a specific
language in the form of codes.

Conrad Hermann (1819-1897) (a German philosopher)
expressed the idea that language is a form of thinking, and knowledge
of the surrounding world is determined by a specific language: “...
as many different languages as there are, there are so many different
types or forms of thinking, and there can be no talk of pure and uni-
versal thinking, but only of such, which has its reality in a specific
given form of a particular language” [9, p. 215].

1.2. The function of reflection, knowledge of the world,
and a person’s relationship to the world (influencing the meth-
ods of a person’s cognition).

G. Frege explained the ability of language to transfer thought
by its dual sensory-rational nature. According to him, language is
a unique phenomenon. On the one hand, it is a system of sensory
signs (acoustic and graphic); on the other hand, it is associated with
a non-sensual essentially thought. Having these qualities, language
is able to perform the function of a bridge from the sensory to
the insensible [7, p. 167].

Developing Frege’s thought, C. Adenauer referred to funda-
mental issues of linguistics, such as the origin of language, language
in the context of history, language creation, language as a means
of cognition, the relationship between language and thinking, etc.

One of the most important theses of C. Hermann’s lingua-philo-
sophical research was the thesis about the relationship between lan-
guage and thinking (the highest form of active reflection of objec-
tive reality), about language as a form of manifestation of human
thinking: purposeful, indirect, and generalized cognition of essen-
tial connections and relationships of objects and phenomena.

C. Hermann wrote: “The doctrine of language as a bridge from
thinking to reality is syntax: therefore, what is contained in it is
first of all purely spiritual, specifically internal and subjectively
self-conscious,” [9, p. 230], but at the same time, the entire content
of language is correlated with reality and correlates with it.

1.3. The function of information accumulation.

Information exists in space and time. Information is preserved
and transmitted from century to century, from millennium to
millennium. Language (as an information code system of a sign
or piece of information that indicates something, symbols, signs,
and rules for their combination) exists to record, transmit, process,
and store (memorize) information in the most suitable form for this
purpose.

Georg Albert Johannes Schmidt-Rohr (1890-1945)
(a German scholar and sociologist, a head of the linguistic sociology
department of the SS in the SS-Ahnenerbe) supported the idea that
language itself represented a repository of knowledge that influenced
cognitive processes: “It is at the same time a force that transmits
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the heritage of the people to subsequent generations” [10, p. 409].
(“the people” is “a community, tribe, nation, or other group by vir-
tue of a common culture, history, religion, or the like”) [11].

2. The communicative function of language.

The communicative function carries out the process of creating
and exchanging information (a message about the state of affairs,
information intended for understanding and important for the behav-
ior of the person to whom it is addressed, maintaining contact
between interlocutors, and establishing mutual understanding in
the communication process to maintain certain relationships in
teams with the aim to influence the addressee messages):

— voluntary function serves to express in expressions of will:
requests and orders;

— interrogative function serves to ask about a fact;

— appellative function is aimed at inducing some action or
regulating actions.

Language gives people the opportunity to understand each other
and establish joint work in all spheres of human activity.

Friedrich Wilhelm Nietzsche (1844-1900) (German philoso-
pher, composer, cultural critic, and philologist) studied the history
and structure of language and classical languages and had an inter-
est in the genesis of language. He believed that thanks to language
and thinking through signs, a person developed consciousness
and self-consciousness.

Language, in thoughts, is invented for designating “... the rela-
tions of things to human beings”, with the aim of the preservation
of the individual, not to grasp ... things in themselves” [12, p. 80].

Karl Ludwig Biihler (1879-1963) (a German psychologist
and linguist) (distinguished three relationships existing between
participants in a speech event: sender, receiver, and “message”.
K. Biihler identified three functions of human language: expression,
address, and representation: “They (the sender, the receiver) are
not just part of what is being said, but they are exchange partners,
and that is why ultimately the media product of sound can have its
own sign relation to one and other” [13, p. 31].

2.1. The function of conceptual activity

E. Cassirer substantiated the functional concept of concept for-
mation and applied it to language. He noted that language carries
out two types of conceptual activity: qualifying and classifying or
generalizing [8].

2.2. The function of representation of the speaker (under-
standing, knowledge of someone, something).

E. Cassirer wrote in his book “Philosophy of Symbolic
Forms” that language correlated with representation function
that sets the direction of worldview according to the modus
of perception [8§].

2.3. The hermeneutic function (preliminary understanding
on which further knowledge of the world is based).

The communication and exchange of state of affairs and infor-
mation are intended to be understood and important to the behavior
of the person to whom they are addressed.

According to Martin Heidegger (1889-1976) (a German phi-
losopher known for his contributions to hermeneutics, phenome-
nology, and existentialism), language performs a hermeneutic func-
tion, which consists in the formation of that necessary preliminary
understanding which further knowledge of the world is based,
describes the circle of preunderstanding, i.e. a preliminary under-
standing of the truth of being, a being from which there is no need
to leave [14].

3. The social function.

Language is aimed at creating, maintaining, and regulating
social, historical, areal, and other relations between people and soci-
ety, society and people in society, in society or societies.

3.1. The function of connecting people’s lives in society
and their relationships in society or societies.

Language as a social phenomenon, built into the existence
of a man and a society, finds its place in the system of social actions,
such as the birth and development of a linguistic community.

Karl Marx (1818-1883) (a German philosopher, economist,
political theorist, historian, and sociologist) and Friedrich Engels
(1820-1895) (a German philosopher, political theorist, historian,
journalist, revolutionary socialist, and entrepreneur) emphasized
that language exists only in society.

K. Marx was interested in language primarily as a social phe-
nomenon built into the existence of man and society. The revealed
social nature of language formed a materialistic approach to lan-
guage learning.

The affirmation of the social nature of language marked
the beginning materialistic view of language, rejecting various
kinds of idealistic and religious concepts of language.

According to K. Marx, the functioning and development of lan-
guage are performed according to certain laws which are determined
by external social factors. Language is not an innate, biological
phenomenon, not the property of an individual person: “...neither
thought nor language forms a special kingdom in themselves... they
are only manifestations of real life” [15].

Through ontological and communicative functions, language is
integrated into the triad of essential human forces, which consists
of consciousness, labor, and language.

The triad: work, consciousness, and language for F. Engels rep-
resented an inextricable connection to ensure the life of a person
with a society, a society and a person in a society.

[t involves the interaction of a person with objects of the external
world. This interaction is the reason for the appearance of conscious-
ness and the expression of the results of activity in linguistic form.

F. Engels noted that in the social interaction of people “... they
had something to say to one another” [16, p. 10]. As a result, lan-
guage allows the speaker to express his thoughts, and another indi-
vidual allows to perceive and take note of them.

Karl Vossler (1872-1949) (a German linguist and scholar,
a leading romance philologist, and a specialist in literature) identi-
fied two main types of community: metaphysical and empirical. In
his understanding, members of the metaphysical linguistic commu-
nity were all people without exception as creatures endowed with
feelings, religious faith, and aesthetic taste. He associated the possi-
bility of the existence of an empirical community with the practical
interest of individuals in working together with common materials
and common tools [17].

For F. Nietzsche, language is an invented tool for the social-
ization and preservation of the individual and the species, “... uni-
formly valid and binding designation is invented for things, and this
legislation of language likewise establishes first laws of truth”
[12,p. 81].

3.2. The function of the people’s expressing worldview.

Each nation has its own picture of the world, and these differ-
ent pictures are completely irreducible to each other.

National character, temperament, psycho-emotional spectrum,
etc. unique to each people (“a people” is the collective or com-
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munity of an ethnic group or nation [18]) and, again, embodied in
its — and only its — language. Any other language, except the native
national one, even the most related one, is imbalanced with the indi-
cated spheres of human essence, which in one way or another nega-
tively affects the individual development of a person.

Fritz Mauthner (1849-1923) (an Austrian and German jour-
nalist, writer, and philosopher) noted that in each specific language:
“...discursive thinking is always identical with language” [19, p. 1].

This idea was supported by K. Vossler: “...in the bosom of lan-
guages lies a kind of predestination, a quiet indication and gentle
encouragement to one way or another of thinking” [17, p. 145].

Friedrich Panzer (1870-1956) (Germanist, co-founder
of the German Association of Germanists): Language, which is “...
the expression and creativity of the people of which it is the bearer,
a mirror of its originality and the consolidation of its picture
of the world”, “... it lives when personal its bearers die generation
after generation; therefore, he becomes a transmitter of the ethnic
and supports the educator of its spirit” [20, p. §].

Information expressed in one language can be transformed into
another. The differences between the types of thinking determined
by language are that any translation often differs from the original
and does not completely coincide with it in meaning.

C. Hermann said on this subject: “Certain thoughts can there-
fore be formulated only in certain languages, but not in others, or
by means of these others they can only be expressed imperfectly”
[9,p. 213].

That is, a person perceives the surrounding reality under
the influence of a specific language. It is necessary to take into
account the peculiarities of pictures of the world when interlingual
transforming information from one language to another. The trans-
lation may not be authentic or even lead to conflict without taking
these features into account.

3.3. The function of worldview formation.

F. Mauthner believed that language as the collective memory
of a people is closely connected with the formation, transmission,
and storage of the worldview of the people: “Being the collective
memory of the people, language is at the same time a “community
or unity of worldview” [19, p. 25].

3.4. The function of national cultural reproduction.

Language reflects and stores the totality of the results of human
mental activity, including national cultural characteristics. Thanks
to language, the continuity of human culture occurs, and the accu-
mulation and assimilation of experience developed over a long time
occurs.

Hermann Steinthal (1823-1899) (a German philologist
and philosopher) considered the social element in the origin
and development of language only as an accompanying important
circumstance, but not as the basis of human linguistic activity. From
his point of view, folk character and nationality can be found in
the language [21, p. 49].

F. Mauthner believed that “... it is obvious that the culture
and language of a people overlap. Language is the truest mirror
image of culture [19, p. 185].

K. Vossler believed that “... every people in its language has its
special worldview (Weltanschauung), or better said, the ability to
see the world” [17, p. 145].

Heinrich Banniza von Bazan (1904-1950) (a German racial
scientist, genealogist, and author) noted: “The linguistic community
in each case should be especially studied from the point of view
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of its relationship with the racial, blood community.” He agreed that
the people consolidate in the language the experience of their thou-
sand-year work, but “not “every” person is able to awaken in him-
self that primordial memory ((Urerinnerung) of the birth and devel-
opment of his linguistic community, but only the one whose racial
heritage of his ancestors extends to the fathers of the distant past
who created language” [22, p. 221].

3.5. The functions of influence.

3.5.1. The function of influencing peoples (“the peoples” are
all the persons of a racial, national, religious, or linguistic group;
nation, race, etc.) [11].

Language has the power to transmit the ideas to the masses.

G. Schmidt-Rohr considered a language as a force that creates
the group soul of the people [23, p. 8].

This force influences the people. G. Schmidt-Rohr put forward
the important thesis: it is not blood and race, not the state will or
religion, etc., but language “that most strongly determines the soul
of the people” [23, p. §].

At the same time, a certain relationship between the linguistic
community and the physical characteristics of the people included
in it seems real to G. Schmidt-Rohr. He cited, as an example, stud-
ies that tried to prove that different dialects of the same language
corresponded to different facial features associated with specific
pronunciation features.

G. Schmidt-Rohr agreed that “... alien blood brings a special
color to German thinking, but it is precisely from this that such
a rich diversity has grown in our German people <...> entire tribes
were melted down through a foreign language, despite their blood
difference, in a foreign people. The “German-blooded” Lombards
became Italians, and the Slavs in the east and southeast of Germany
are still becoming Germans” [10, p. 411].

G. Schmidt-Rohr raised the question of whether students
of the German language learning to think and feel in German
at the same time, “... how much Negroes who speak German are
Germans”, and whether a language can deteriorate because it is bor-
rowed from other peoples and races [24, p. 27].

Believing that the spiritual and mental states of peoples are
determined by language and race at the same time, he still gave
preference to language as “... a more significant and essential fac-
tor” [24, p. 27].

3.5.2. The function of re-ethnicization.

Language can serve as a tool for changing ethnicity, i.e. alien-
ating, absorbing, and transforming the national character, spiritual,
and cultural codes of the nation (societal basis) and, as a result,
transform one people into another.

G. Schmidt-Rohr believed that re-ethnicization occurs in such
a way that in “physically unchanged people” in whom “something
is changing”, namely: “... their spiritual originality (Artung), their
ethnicity”, and this change occurs not just anywhere, but at the level
of language: “Language is actually the level at which re-ethnici-
zation occurs. It is the explicit or secret goal of all measures in all
spheres of life” [25, p. 205].

H. Steinthal suggested that re-ethnicization had occurred
several times in human history: “Judging from experience, racial
characteristics disappear or are moderated only as a result of phys-
ical mixing; the rejection of one’s own language and the adoption
of another’s language was probably done in prehistoric times God
knows how many times, for reasons of dominance of someone”
[21,p. 52].
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Re-ethnicization, which is not directly related to racial pro-
cesses, can be a path to degeneration and collapse of culture.

Otto Carl Reche (1879-1966) (a German anthropologist, eth-
nologist, and “racial scientist”) considered language to be a prod-
uct of the racial spirit. His conclusion is due to linguistic differ-
ences the mental and intellectual tendencies of nations must differ
greatly from each other. People fall into a state of mental decay
by abandoning their national language. He wrote: “A higher orga-
nized language has no reason to accept a more primitive grammar,
but a primitive people cannot accept a more developed grammar.
<..> A highly developed language, borrowed by a primitive race, is
reduced to its spiritual level” [26, p. 258-261].

G. Schmidt-Rohr believed that “...it is necessary to recognize
as soon as possible the need to preserve the people by preserving
the language since the current processes of re-ethnicization are irre-
versible” [10, p. 270].

3.5.3. The human-creative function (the personal develop-
ment and formation of the individual).

As a person’s essential feature, language is dialectically closely
related to consciousness. Language has a power that influences
the individuality of a particular speaker and individual conscious-
ness with the aim to form a particular person as an individual:
“Language is most often not only a sign of nationality but often
also a force that shapes a particular person in the national spirit”
[25, p. 206].

Language is “... a social force; it dominates the thoughts
of individual people.” [19, p. 42].

C. Hermann viewed language as “... a force that dominates our
very own holistic individual thinking” [9, p. 215].

3.6. The function of categorization (dividing and/or group-
ing people according to a set of certain genetic characteristics).

The term “rasa” is derived from the Sanskrit language. In
Sanskrit, “rasa” literally means “juice” or “essence”. The concept
of rasa originates from the Upanishads, specifically the Chandogya
Upanishad and Taittiriya Upanishad [27].

Racial ideas can be found in the reasoning of famous historical
figures from different countries in different historical periods.

It first appeared in Europe at the beginning of the era of great
geographical discoveries, in the 14" century in Italy and Spain,
at the end of the 16" century in France, in the 17™ century in
England, and in the 18" century it appeared in Germany.

3.6.1. The function of dividing and/or grouping people
according to a set of certain genetic characteristics.

At the end of the 19" and beginning of the 20" centuries, ques-
tions about the “racial theory of language” became very actual
and began to worry many famous German figures.

Friedrich Max Miiller (1823-1900) (German and Austrian
anthropologist, ethnographer, archaeologist, and physician) wrote:
“It is unscientific <...> to speak of Aryan race, Aryan blood, or
Aryan skulls, and then to attempt ethnological classifications on lin-
guistic bases” [28, p. 17].

Felix von Luschan (1854-1924) (German and Austrian anthro-
pologist, ethnographer, archaeologist, physician) (racial measure-
ments of skin colors) [29].

1. O. Reche noted in his article “Race and Language”:

1.1. There are two views on the relationship between race
and language:

1.2. Race and language are in an organic relationship;

There is nothing in common between race and language.

He believed that “... race and language do not always coincide”
and the relationship between language and race in the modern world
reveals any modifications and variations, “... initially race and lan-
guage coincided without any exceptions,” therefore, despite subse-
quent processes of mixing races and languages, language remains
“the expression of the racial soul” [26, p. 260-261].

Max Wundt (1879-1963) (an anti-Semitic and Nazi German
philosopher) formulated the later position of National Socialist
“linguistics”: “Language is truly the voice of blood, determined in
its sound and temporal parameter by blood. The blood community
creates a linguistic community” [30, p. 17].

G. Schmidt-Rohr reasoned more decisively than many of his
contemporaries when he analyzed the relationship between lan-
guage and race. He started open polemics with National Socialist
linguists in 1932: “We deny in the most decisive manner the validity
of the view that there are languages “corresponding to the essence”
of races (arteigene Sprachen), blood-related peoples, forms
of ancestral spirituality” [23, p. 193].

G. Schmidt-Rohr studied the interactions of race and language
carefully and in detail. In his opinion, languages “... travel com-
pletely carefree along the boundaries of races, following their own
laws of their cultural strength, they unite races within themselves,
they give parts of the population to other languages, depending on
the cultural and political strength of peoples, but not races. “Pure”
races with “languages adequate to their essence” — even if they ever
existed — would inevitably split into languages and dialects accord-
ing to their own law in a n y linguistic life” [23, p. 234].

Schmidt-Rohr argued that “the spiritual and mental character-
istics expressed in a particular language are strongly determined by
the racial predisposition of the group of people speaking this lan-
guage,” although ... it is the diversity of races and racial arrays that
unites our European peoples into a single whole and together works
on the formation of an objective cultural phenomenon, an objective
ethnic phenomenon of language” [31, p. 85].

The special essence, the special personality, and the special
character of a language are most closely determined, first of all, by
the racial characteristics of the creators of this language, the phys-
ical and spiritual abilities and inclinations inherited along with
their blood. The scientist explained his point of view: “Only race is
the creator, and language is only creation — from the point of view
of race. Race is initially a deeper layer of the human essence than
language” [25, p. 205].

The scientist came to the conclusion: “From the point of view
of a particular person, language is to a much greater extent a cre-
ator, for the multitude of spiritual forces inherent in it, uniting many
races of a people, is more powerful than the special predisposition
of a particular person” [10, c. 409].

To the question of whether there are “... languages adequate to
the essence of a race,” G. Schmidt Rohr’s answer is: “No,” they
do not exist, and the emergence of literary languages of modern
European peoples cannot under any circumstances and in any way
be explained based on “racial destinies” [23, p. 233].

G. Schmidt-Rohr came to the conclusion: ... under no cir-
cumstances should a race be forgotten about the importance
of language as a force that determines the unity of the peo-
ple and conveys the united spirit of the people” because “..
the German people still consists of representatives of many races
and racial mixtures which are connected only by a common lan-
guage” [32, p. 218].
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Johann Leo Weisgerber (1899-1985) (a German linguist)
considered the question of views on language and race not simply
in the form of “... how the leaders of a tribe, race rise to language,”
but in the form of “... whether language, in turn, is of much greater
significance” we understand as the conditions of these relation-
ships” [33, p. 165]. He categorically rejected the attempt to make
changes in language from biological conditions: “Biological data
and the laws that form races act to participate as a decisive factor as
the transition to language” [33, p. 179].

From his research, L. Weisgerber concluded: “Our question,
therefore, whether the world of a particular language is intercon-
nected with racial preconditions, should be answered in the nega-
tively” [33, p. 171].

Adolf Bach (1890-1972) (a Germanist, regional historian,
and linguist) tried to find a moderate interpretation of the relation-
ship between race and language: “We consider it unproven, even
incredible that the sound evolution of the German language should
be linked to racial conditions. <...> Certainly, highly mentally gifted
and strong-willed people will lay down in their language a picture
of the world that is different in scope and depth than the people,
in whose existence the sensual principles prevail over the rational
and volitional principles” [34, p. 286].

H. Bazan believed that the linguistic community could not be
considered without a racial background: a true linguistic commu-
nity bears the integrity of the people; not all those who use language
belong to it; some cultivate it as the best heritage; others borrowed
it for a time, and they are not able to become the rightful owners
ever [22].

3.6.2. The function of a unity creation.

Language creates a linguistic community and regulates inter-
personal relationships, shapes the behavior and views of people,
the creation of community, mutual understanding, and internal
unity: “...under no circumstances should we forget about the impor-
tance of language as a force that determines the unity of the people,
conveying the united spirit of the people's strength” [32, p. 218].

L. Weisgerber gave preference to spiritual hereditary inclina-
tions transmitted with the native language [35, p. 362]. “... reducing
the picture of the world of language to the makings of a biological
interconnected group of people will always be crashed by the fact
thatlangua geisnot a quantity of the natural world, but a form
of the manifestation of the spirit. As such it has a historical magni-
tude and envisaged conditions which have importance for the devel-
opment and fulfillment of the spirit” [33, p. 180].

L. Weisgerber’s reasoning about the relationship between
the spiritual inclinations of race and the internal form of language
is very noteworthy: “The obvious influence of race on language has
not yet been proven at all. In many spheres the influence of race is
excluded altogether” [33, p. 179].

Later, G. Schmidt-Rohr concluded: “... if the German people
were undermined from within by Negroes and Mongols, and Ger-
man blood mixed with someone else’s, then this would change
the spiritual appearance of the German people, their culture and lan-
guage” [25, p. 202].

3.6.3. The ethnic function.

The ethnic function (ethnic community creation) helps to cre-
ate a national identity, to preserve the ethnic essence and ethnic
existence. The preservation and transmission of special differences
and specific features of a certain social group from other commu-
nities occurs with the help of language. The fundamental feature

of an ethnos is ethnic self-awareness, and its clearest manifestation
is the ethnonym (the name of people, nationality, or tribe).

G. Schmidt-Rohr in his work “On the Social Effective Power
of Language” noted that “... the first and basic level of any preser-
vation of the ethnic (vélkisch) essence and ethnic being is blood,
the second is the language of the people” [36, p. 7].

L. Weisgerber believed that spiritual hereditary inclinations, as
the basis for the formation of certain abilities, are transmitted with
the native language [35, p. 362].

Research conclusions and prospects for further research.

According to the results of the study, we systematized
the “kernel” (the central and most important groups) and sec-
ondary elements of the functional essence of the concept “lan-
guage”, which are dialectically interconnected and together rep-
resent the general.

From the German scientists’ point of view of the 4th period
of the history of linguistics (the end of the 19th — the first third
of the 20th century) the functional essence of the concept “Lan-
guage” consists of the informative function (accumulation
and objective reflection of information, knowledge, and a person’s
relationship to the world); the communicative function (con-
ceptual activity; representation, and preliminary understanding),
and the social function (connecting people's lives and relationships
in society or societies; the people's worldview expressing and for-
mation; national cultural reproduction; influence: peoples, re-ethni-
cization, personal human-creation; categorization: dividing and/or
grouping people, a unity and ethnic creation).

Perspectives and future research —opportunities are
the study of the process of development of the concept
“language” in the historical aspect to increase knowledge
about the development of understanding of the functional
essence of this concept in the historical aspect, to determine
the essence, role, and reflection of the functional essence in
the life of a person and societies in the 5" period (the 30" years
of the XX century until our time) taking into account historicism
to predict its further development.
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CoanaroBa JI. @yHKUiOHAJAbHA CYTHICTH TOHSTTS
«MOBa» Y HOCIi/IZKEHHSIX HIMELBKUX BYEHHX

Anoranisi. JlocmipKeHHS € CKIaJOBOIO YaCTHHOIO
BHMBYCHHS PO3YMIHHS CYTHOCTI Ta ()YHKIIIOHAIBHOI CYTHOC-
Ti OHATTS «MOBa» B ICTOPUYHOMY acCIEKTi BiJl JABHUHU 10
Cy4YacHOCTI.

BuBYeHHS IMHAMIKM PO3BUTKY MOHATTS «MOBa» 3 ypa-
XyBaHHSIM 1CTOPU3MY HOro BHKOPHCTAaHHS Ta HOBHX Hay-
KOBHUX IIJIXO/IB 10 OCMHCIICHHs (YHKI[IOHAIBHOI CYyTHOCTI
MOHATTS € CKJIAQJ0BOIO BUBYCHHS JUHAMIKH PO3BUTKY MOBH,
10 BioOpakae po3BUTOK JHOICHKOTO CYCIIJIbCTBA, KYJIBTY-
PH TOIIIO.

BuHukae nuTaHHS Tpo (QYHKIIOHAIBHY CYTHICTB, SIKY
MIOBMHHO MAaTH HOHSTTSI «MOBa» 32 CBOEIO MOTPEOOIO Ta MOTpe-
000 y B3a€EMOIIOB'SI3aHUX Ta B3a€MO3YMOBIICHHX KOMYHiKa-
THUBHUX, ICUXIYHUX, M3HABAIBHUX Ta IHIIKX MPOLIECAX KUTTS
JIOAVMHM Ta CYCHIJIbCTBA 3 YPaxyBaHHSAM iCTOPH3MY BHKODH-
CTaHHS MOHSTTSL.

Ha nanunii MOMEHT HeMa€e €JMHOTO IOBHOI'O Ta OJHO3HAY-
HOTO BH3HA4YCHHS (DyHKIIIOHATBHOT CyTHOCTI TIOHSITTS MOBaY.

VY crarri Oynu npoBezieHi iHGopMaliiHUIi aHa3 Ta CUC-
TeMaru3allisi po3yMiHHA (PYHKIIIOHAJIBHOT CYTHOCTI MOHSTTS
«MOBay y JOCIIKCHHSIX HIMEI[bKUX YUYCHUX 4 mepiony icTopii
MoBo3HaBcTBa (kiHelp XIX — nepima Tperuna XX cT.).

Amnaui3z OyB MpOBEJICHUH 3a CTPHIKHEBUMH 1H(HOpMALIHHH-
MU MacHBaMH (iICTOTHHUMH TPyIaMH) IOHSTTS 32 CTPYKTYPOIO
TiymauHoi Gopmynu 3micty nonsarts (TD3II), Gyna mpose-
neHa kinacugikamis 3a QyHKIiSIMH Ta X cHCTeMaru3allis 3a
OCHOBHMMH JTU(EpPEHIIIaTbHUMHU, CYTTEBUMH Ta CICIU(PIUHH-
MU O3HaKaMH JUIsl BUSBJICHHS 3arajbHOTO Ta BiIMIHHOTO.

3a pesynbTaramMy MPOBEACHOTO MOCIIHKCHHs OYyJIM CHC-
TEMaTU30BaHi «spay (LEHTPaIbHI Ta HAMBAXKIUBIIII TPYITH)
Ta JPYropsiIHi eIEMEHTH (JIiaJIeKTHYHO TOB'sI3aH1 Mi’K CO0010
Ta pa3oM CTAHOBISTH 3arajibHe) (YHKIIIOHAJIBHOI CYTHOCTI
TIOHSTTS «KMOB).

VY pesynbrari JOCHIIKEHHs OyJ0 CHHTE30BaHO ITOBHE
Ta OJIHO3HAYHE BU3HAYCHHS (PYHKIIIOHAJLHOT CyTHOCTI MOHST-
TS «MOBa» Y TOCIIDKCHHSX HIMEI[bKUX BUCHUX MPOAHAITI30Ba-
HOTO Tepiojy icTopii MOBO3HABCTBA.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: MoBa, MOHATTS, TIyMadHa (hopmyJia 3Mi-
CTY TMOHSTTS, PYHKIIIOHAJIbHA CYTHICTb.
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