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GRAMMAR OF MODERN ECONOMICS: FUNDAMENTAL TYPES

Abstract. The article is devoted to the analysis of socio-economic relations through the prism of
study of the linguistic cognitive structures and grammar for the purpose of objectification of the indi-
cated scope of reality, determines certain rules of use of linguistic practices that ensure the formation,
transmission, acquisition of knowledge in the process of communicative interaction. The economic
content of the value phenomenon allows to figure out the process of how goods enter the exchange
system and how they compare with each other on the principles of equivalence and similarity that
eventually allows to evaluate them. Accordingly, the value corresponds to the attributive function of a
verb in grammar, when the sentence statement forms the starting point of the language. The continu-
ous process of exchange is provided by the constant breakdown of the value of a particular object by
all other estimating values, and it is here that the value begins to perform the function of the joint
which the general grammar recognizes for all nonverbal components of a sentence that perform the
function of naming. This game of values allows every part of the wealth to be both defined and defin-
ing component at the same time, as well as value becomes both the verb and the noun at the same
time, i.e. the theory of trade and money relations demonstrates how any object can acquire a function
of a definitive in the correlation with another object and become its constant sign.

Claiming that language is a material bearer of social-communicative interaction between people, it
is determined that the fundamental grammar typology and fundamental typology of socio-economic
relations are identical to each other, and the mechanism of formation of the categorical apparatus of
the modern language in the field of economic knowledge takes characteristics of a peculiar procedure
of objectification of individual human consciousness and ensures formation of a mosaic cultural tradi-
tion in the process of transformation of the world economy.

Keywords: human; economy; linguistic cognitive structures; grammatical method; values; capital;
cost; labor.

3. C. BuxoBaHeub, k. inoc. H.
MPAMATUKA CYYACHOI EKOHOMIKU: ®YHOAMEHTAIBHA TUMONOrIA

AHomaujiss. Y cmammi 30ilicHIoeEMbCS1 aHarni3 couiaribHO-eKOHOMIYHUX 8iOHOCUH Yepe3 rnpu3smy 0o-
CNIOXKeHHSI MOBJIeHHEBUX ri3HasalbHUX cmpyKmyp i 2paMamuku 3 Mmemotro o6’ekmugidauii 3a3Ha4yeHoi
cepepu peanbHocmi. Cmeepdxyodu npo me, WO Moea € MamepianbHUM HocieM couianbHo-
KOMyHikamuegHOi' 83aemMo0ii MixX /1100bMU, 8U3Ha4YaembCs, Wo ¢hyHOaMmeHmarnbHa murosoais spama-
muku ma yHOameHmarsbHa murosnoeisi CycnifibHO-eKOHOMIYHUX 8IOHOCUH € MOMOXXHUMU Mix C0b010,
a MexaHi3M cmaHOB8/IeHHST KameaopiaflbHOo20 arnapamy cydYacHoi Mosu y chepi eKOHOMIYHUX 3HaHb
Habyeae 03Hak c80€epIiOHOI npouedypu ob6’ekmusizauii iHOugidyanbHoOI ceidomocmi MoOUHU Mma 3abe3-
rneydye ¢hopMygaHHsI MO3aidHOI KyrbmypHOIi mpaduuii 8 rpoueci mpaHcgopmauii ceimogoeo eocro-
dapcmea.

Knroyoei cnoega: noduHa; eKoHOMIKa; MO8MEHHESI MisHagasnbHi cmpykmypu; epamamuyHull me-
mo0&; uyiHHOCMI, KanimaiJi, eapmicms; npauys.

3. C. BbixoBaHeu, K. uUnoc. H.
rPAMMATUKA COBPEMEHHOW 9KOHOMMUKU: ®YHOAMEHTANBHASA TUNONOMrug

AHHOmMauyus. B cmambe ocyuwecmensemcsi aHanu3 coyuarnbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUX OMHOWeHUU de-
pe3 npusmy uccredosaHus 13bIKO8bIX 103HagamesibHbIX CMPYKMyp U epaMMamuKku ¢ Uesbio 06bek-
mususayuu ykazaHHoU cehepbl peanbHoCcmu. Ymeepxxdasi po mo, Ymo SA3bIK 518/15iemcsi Mamepuarb-
HbIM HOCUMenemM coyuarbHO-KOMMYHUKamugHo20 83aumodelicmeausi mex0dy nodbMu, onpedesissiemcs,
umo ¢hyHOameHmMarnbHass murosiogusi 2paMmamuku U ¢hyHOamMeHmarsbHasi murnonoausi obuwecmeseH-
HO-3KOHOMUYECKUX OMHOWEHUU 518/15H0mMcsi moxoecmeeHHbIMU Mexdy coboli, a MexaHu3M cmaHose-
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JIEHUSs1 KameaopuasibHO20 arinapama CO8PeMEHHO020 s13blKa 8 chepe SKOHOMUHYECKUX 3HaHUl rnpuob-
pemarom 4epmbi ceoeobpasHol npouedypbl 0bbekmusu3dayuu UuHOUsUOyarnbHO20 CO3HaHUS Yesioge-
Ka u obecrniequsarom hopmupogaHue Mo3auyecku KynbmypHoUu mpaduyuu 8 npouecce mpaHcgop-
Mayuu Mupoeo2o xossticmea.

Knrouyeenle croga: yenogek; 3KOHOMUKA; S3bIKO8bI€ 03HasamesibHbIe CMPYKMypbl; epaMmamu-
yeckuli Memod; yeHHoOcmuU; Karumaii;, cmoumocms; mpyo.

Relevance of the object of the study. The current structure of the economy of post-industrial era
has several ways of manufacture, and the classical approach to industrial capital which was focused
on the use of the maximum volumes of objectificated permanent capital is now including the character-
istics of intangible capital. The above changes of socio-economic system of the globalized world sig-
nificantly affect the substantial filling of such key categories as the value, money, capital, man power,
labour, etc. Open topics for discussion by the scientific environment still include the analysis of the
socio-economic field of knowledge through the prism of study of the language cognitive structures and
grammar for the purpose of learning the indicated scope of reality, certain rules of use of linguistic
practices that ensure the formation, transmission, acquisition of knowledge in the process of commu-
nicative interaction are determined: "Grammatical method insists that the negative sides of public life
encourage us to think, speak, write, learn, and nothing can get us to think realistically. Our analysis of
social turmoil and danger leaves aside all individual troubles of s single and lonely human being"
[2, p. 14].

Therefore, the study of the mechanism of formation of the categorical apparatus of the modern lan-
guage in the field of socio-economic knowledge as a peculiar procedure of objectification of individual
human consciousness and formation of a mosaic cultural tradition in the process of transformation of
the world economy is undoubtedly an urgent task.

Problem statement. The point is that the exchange value of tangible and intangible products ulti-
mately depends on their content of information knowledge and human intellect instead of the amount
of the aggregate social labour put in them. Therefore, such a kind of cognitive labour activity creates
the size and the ratio of the goods value clearly uncertain and difficult to predict because the "commu-
nicative" component of the manufacture outcome is ignored.

Analysis of recent studies and publications. Discussion about the semantic content of the cate-
gories of the economic knowledge apparatus goes through the entire history of the economic theoreti-
cal idea. Plato and Aristotle claimed the discrete nature of categories due to the fact that the world is
divided on non-crossing classes of subjects, whereas categories have established boundaries. Sub-
sequently, an alternative position was formed by L. Wittgenstein, who claimed that all categories are
relative and have diffusive character. Accordingly, a network of these bonds is formed which have a
center and periphery. And periphery contributes to adding new meanings to the content of categories,
and mutual penetration of peripheral areas of several categories also becomes a significant factor in
the transformation of a single semantic field.

Representatives of structuralism use language and some of its methods as the basis of the sci-
entific approach of research in the field of the humanities, for example, methods of linguistics in the
theoretical ethnography of religious structures of primitive tribes are used by C. Lévi-Strauss; the pro-
posed methodology for the analysis of the present is used by R. Bart, and the linguistic analogy is
translated to a human psyche by J. Lacan, etc. In his turn, M. Foucault proposes a new way to the
relationship between words and things in the system of wealth analysis as such that is an invaluable
contribution to understanding the modern changes in the socio-economic character in the face of
globalization. It is signification of the classical period of research in language that correlates with the
mechanism of the value in the material production, the analysis of which was proposed by K. Marx.
Similar to the ideas of K. Marx, Wittgenstein also defines the public life as a form of practice, and not
just as a set of people's attitudes and beliefs, and such representatives as Condillac, Galiani, Gralen
proceeded from the exchange of profitability as from subjective base of all values.

A kind of comparative analysis between the exchange of linguistic elements and functioning of the
money was first provided in the literature by F. de Saussure. The main properties of the money are the
possibility to be exchanged for real material benefits and the possibility for a currency unit to be corre-
lated with other units of the monetary system, i.e. the fact of correlation of all elements of the internal
system. Accordingly, the possibility of a currency unit to be exchanged for real material benefits is a
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process similar to the structural dimension of a language, and the process of internal correlation of the
monetary system elements is similar to the functional distribution in the language. These approaches
correspond to the period of the classical explanation of the linguistic sign which is subordinate to the
market law of value and directs the language structural operations towards designata. It is significata
of the classical period of research in language that correlate with the mechanism of the value in the
material production, the analysis of which was proposed by K. Marx.

Outlining previously unexplored parts of the general problem. In this case, we observe pro-
found changes in the law of values, that is, it becomes necessary to consider the permanent destruc-
tion of social relations governed by value, determinacy of relations disappears - all this is changing the
general approach to the understanding of the nature of existence of the economy itself. Claiming that
language is a material bearer of social-communicative interaction between people, we determine that
the fundamental grammar typology and fundamental typology of socio-economic relations are identi-
cal to each other, and the mechanism of formation of the categorical apparatus of the modern lan-
guage in the field of economic knowledge takes characteristics of a peculiar procedure of objectifica-
tion of individual human consciousness and ensures formation of a mosaic cultural tradition in the pro-
cess of transformation of the world economy.

Task statement. There is no such a problem statement in the scientific literature; therefore, the
purpose of this publication is to study the fundamental grammar and modern economy typology.

Summary of the basic material. In the system of modern cognitive capitalism, knowledge be-
comes a factor of production, as much necessary as labor or capital; in fact, knowledge accumulates
the cost of labor and other production factors that are necessary for its manufacture. Using the
knowledge, the manufacturing process itself is further managed, thus creating a useful product for the
consumer. In the manufacturing process of industrial capitalism, labour generates knowledge, and
knowledge further generates the value. In order to increase, the capital should use not only labour, but
also the knowledge that it generates and includes in the production cycle. But in terms of modern cog-
nitive capitalism, the use of knowledge cannot simply be restricted by the capital, as the conversion of
knowledge into value is governed by specific laws that are missing in the Marxist and liberal theories
of value.

Conversion of knowledge into value, especially when it is taken in a virtual form, creates many am-
biguous components in the value circulation. The above process of converting knowledge into value
has a nonlinear, unstable, often disastrous and time-impermanent nature, but this form of existence
itself creates a space of freedom for new and original institutional transformations. In addition, it is very
important that knowledge, as any product, have a user value to society but they do not have the cost
base which could be used as a reference for determining the exchange value. It is necessary to add
that knowledge is functioning from the perspective of Marxist theory as the reproduction costs, and
neoclassical theory recognizes them as marginal costs. Indeed, the cost of knowledge production is
very uncertain and it significantly differs from the cost of its reproduction, for example, when the first
sample of the intellectual activity is created, all further developments are losing their meaning.

Therefore, the exchange value of knowledge depends on the practical possibility to limit its free cir-
culation due to the improvement of copyright protection. The cost of knowledge is not a product of
natural rarity, it is only created due to institutional constraints of access to knowledge.

F. de Saussure provides a comparative analysis between the exchange of linguistic elements and
functioning of money [3]. The main properties of the money are the possibility to be exchanged for real
material benefits and the possibility for a currency unit to be correlated with other units of the monetary
system, i.e. the fact of correlation of all elements of the internal system. Accordingly, the possibility of
a currency unit to be exchanged for real material benefits is a process similar to the structural dimen-
sion of a language, and the process of internal correlation of the monetary system elements is similar
to the functional distribution in the language. These approaches correspond to the period of the classi-
cal explanation of the linguistic sign which is subordinate to the market law of value and directs the
language structural operations towards designata. It is signification of the classical period of research
in language that correlates with the mechanism of the value in the material production, the analysis of
which was proposed by K. Marx.

In his turn, J. Baudrillard describes the specified process as follows: "use value plays the role of a
horizon in the target figure in the exchange value system - the first characterizes the specific operation
carried out with the goods in the course of consumption (the point similar to the sign designation), the
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second sends to the ability of all goods to be exchanged between themselves according to the law of
equivalence (the point similar to the structural organization of the sign), and they are both dialectically
correlated throughout the whole analysis by Marx defining the rational arrangement of production that
is governed by the political economy" [1, p. 51], - however, the new radical revolution ended the clas-
sic perception of economic laws.

The classic combination of the two aspects of the value breaks down due to the fact that the refer-
ential value has been destroyed, i.e. the equivalence to the real contents of objects disappears and
the structural game of values is gradually formed, a phenomenon of simulation emerges. It lies in the
fact that all the signs begin to exchange between themselves but no longer exchange with anything
real, that is, the rules of determined equivalence in a language no longer work, neither do the target
figures of production, and the monetary unit does not correspond to the real production, it is exposed
to constant/uncontrolled inflation and speculation.

Therefore, we can state a modern process of disintegration of the dialectics of interaction between
the reality and the sign; according to J. Baudrillard, ex-termination of the production and the sign reali-
ty takes place, which provides the appearance of political economy of the sign.

In this case, we observe profound changes in the law of values, that is, it becomes necessary to
consider the permanent destruction of social relations governed by value, determinacy of relations
disappears - all this is changing the general approach to the understanding of the nature of existence
of the economy itself. In its turn, the notion of the sign changes its meaning in the same way, the sign
ceases to be a form of structural law of values, it is represented by such a specific organization as
code. The matter is that the market law of value does not mean the determining role of material pro-
duction, as well as structural law of values does not determine the priority of a specific sign. The mar-
ket law of value was developed by Marx on the basis of research of the material production of goods,
whereas the structural law of values was developed by Saussure based on the linguistic sign. Howev-
er, the market law of value is actually the law of equivalence that fully regulates the configuration of
the sign when the equivalence of the signifier and the signified provides a regular exchange of referen-
tial contents. As we can see, the classic law of value simultaneously functions both in the system of
production and in the field of language and, on the contrary, the structural law of values provides both
non-determinacy of these fields against one another, and, accordingly, the content of each compo-
nent, i.e. the transition from the determined field of signs to non-determined field of code occurs.

Therefore, the test of the market law of value on the sign material confirms both the process of ex-
change of contents and simultaneous loss of its balance, and also the fact that with the emergence of
code they are moving into the state of simulation. It is the capital that cancels the determinacy of the
society by way of production and replaces it with the structural form of value: "era of simulation opens
the possibility of mutual substitution of elements that previously had the character of a contradiction or
were dialectical opposites... In our system of images and signs, all the basic humanistic criteria of val-
ues that defined the centuries-old culture of moral, aesthetic, practical judgments disappear. All things
cannot be solved — the characteristic effect of a rule of the code fully based on the principle of neutral-
ization and impossibility to distinguish. It is, so to speak, a global mess of capital — not for prostitution,
but for substitution and commutation” [1, p. 55].

In its turn, the immediate reality of the socio-economic life is that there are things without which a
person can do all his/her life, but instead (s)he credits them with high value and pays huge funds,
while physiologically necessary things cost a penny, "It is no longer the question of learning the mech-
anism according to which wealth can be imagined among the likes (due to the universal idea of wealth
which a precious metal is), but figuring out why objects of desire and need must be presented, thus
the value of things is determined, and why it can be claimed that it is worth this much or that much"
[4, p. 217].

Within the classical thinking, the perceptions of such concepts as value is associated with the fact
that any thing should be something worth and it is "something" that is only detected in the process of
exchange to an equivalent "something" in a different thing. Money and prices exist and vary because
there is the process of exchange, but the external perception of this process alone does not give basic
answers to the functional substance of the phenomenon of exchange. When a person comes into the
process of exchange, (she) has to recognize the value of the things (s) he wants to purchase; at the
same time, (s)he offers for exchange the value of her/his thing. The main thing here is the fact that the
person cannot originally use her/his thing offered for exchange. Then how do all the people know the
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value of the things they exchange if they have never practically used them before the fact of ex-
change? The point is that value only exists inside an idea or inside the exchange itself, i.e. there is
only the ability to exchange that really exists.

Therefore, there are two grammatical approaches in the analysis of economic phenomena which
are possible: the value is the primary and it was laid in the things prior to the fact of exchange, and
here the essence of language is presented in primary definitions, i.e. the language of actions or the
language of roots is proposed; the value appears only at the moment of the process of exchange of
things and this is the only way it can exist, in this case, the general functionality of the language within
a sentence, and from the point of view of logic - judgment, is analyzed.

Hence, the possibilities of grammar explanation of metaphysical nature of such category as value
arise. In the first case, we go beyond the limit of the linguistic analysis form and determine the es-
sence of the exchange process in the natural similarity of things, i.e. the appearance of the word base
itself was provided by the need for combined actions of individuals with respect to meeting their vital
needs. In another variant, the language, by using a verb which allows all the words of language possi-
ble, provides for their ratio due to their prepositional connection, this is the same way to provide for the
exchange that defines the value of exchanged things and their sale price as a primary act [4, p. 218].
Unlike the economy, when the desire to exchange the thing and the process of exchange itself are
identical, that is the definition itself represents the process of establishing an activity connection, the
grammar thus provides the system of views when the object value is determined and the judgment is
formed at the same time enabling to establish its truth. In this way, a specific combination of linguistic
and economic approach to the formation of a social phenomenon of value takes place.

Thus, using the grammar, we are offered the following possible explanations, for example, the the-
ory of value as an analysis of the judgment and analysis of the action or the base; economics, in its
turn, offers to analyze the value based on the usefulness of objects, and then determines the value
based on inexhaustible possibilities of nature.

Grammar system, when analyzing words coming from the base and combining the sound and the
thing itself, creates a process of abstraction formation, which provides the procedure for obtainment by
the base of a name in language. Accordingly, M. Foucault proposes such a category as the game of
values [4, p. 227]. exchange provides price to any things at the same time reducing the price of each
thing. On the one hand, the exchange increases the value due to creation of usefulness as such satis-
fying human needs, on the other hand, it reduces the value in the process of evaluation of each indi-
vidual thing, i.e. there is a correlation dependence due to the exchange when useless becomes useful
and more useful becomes less useful.

Therefore, the phenomenon of value allows to figure out the process of how goods enter the ex-
change system and how they compare with each other on the principles of equivalence and similarity
that eventually allows to evaluate them. As we see, the value corresponds to the attributive function of
a verb in general grammar, when the sentence statement forms the starting point of the language. The
continuous process of exchange is provided by the constant breakdown of the value of a particular
object by all other estimating values, and it is here that the value begins to perform the function of the
joint which the general grammar recognizes for all nonverbal components of a sentence that perform
the function of naming.

In its turn, this game of values allows every part of the wealth to be both defined and defining com-
ponent at the same time, as well as value becomes both a verb and a noun at the same time, i.e. the
theory of trade and money relations demonstrates how any object can acquire a function of a definitive
in the correlation with another object and become its constant sign. In addition, this situation allows to
analyze the process when never disappearing monetary element could mean the increase or de-
crease in wealth, how it may vary in relation to the value it represents.

Conclusions. We can claim that the theory of monetary price corresponds to the similar process in
the grammar of the language in the form of analysis of the roots and language of action and performs
the function of diversion or displacement of meaning. Money, like words, should perform the function
of definition: price balancing represents a process of balancing between the monetary metal and all
types of wealth and is similar to the process of rhetorical offset to the original meaning of verbal signs.
Intelligence becomes an attribute of living labor, which in turn increasingly takes the form of linguistic
actions. Modern cognitive capitalism of the 21st century determines the form of existence of living la-
bour as linguistic-communicative, whereas modern economic projects with their clear time, financial
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and strategic-space certainty are doomed to enforce the mobile and communicative nature of work.
Language becomes a necessary attribute of the social nature of labour productivity, and the nature of
language as a social good is more specific than identifying it in a system of various knowledge. Ac-
cording to K. Marx, language is a natural unalienated way of existence of the society, its axis of being,
and in the modern telecommunication genesis, the functional significance of language becomes an
attributive way of existence of such society and, as we can see, the mechanical part of the basic capi-
tal is gradually becoming less significant in comparison with various types of immaterial labour, includ-
ing on the basis of computer support.
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