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Abstract. Language is not only a tool for communication but also a complex
system that changes over time. Linguistics studies language from different
perspectives, and two of the most important approaches are synchrony and
diachrony. Synchrony focuses on language at a specific moment, while diachrony
examines how language develops across history. This article explores language as
a system by explaining these two approaches, their key features, and their
importance in linguistic analysis. The study is based on theoretical sources in
general linguistics.
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Introduction.

Language functions as an organized system in which sounds, words, and
grammatical rules are closely connected and work together. Linguists study
language not only in its present form but also in relation to the changes it has
undergone throughout history. One of the most important contributions to this field
was made by Ferdinand de Saussure, who introduced the distinction between
synchronic and diachronic linguistics, concepts that later became fundamental in
linguistic studies (Saussure, 1916). While the synchronic approach focuses on
language at a particular moment in time, the diachronic approach examines its
historical development. Therefore, the aim of this article is to explain language as a
system, define the concepts of synchrony and diachrony, compare these two
approaches, and highlight their role in modern linguistics.

Methodology.

This article adopts a qualitative and theoretical research method based on the
analysis of linguistic literature. The study draws on well-known works in the fields
of general linguistics and structuralism in order to explain the concepts of
synchrony and diachrony. The methodology involves reviewing classical linguistic
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theories, compafih i tachronic approaches, analyzing examples of
language change, and summarizing key findings from academic sources. Since the
research is descriptive and theoretical in nature, no experimental data was
collected.

Results.

The analysis shows that language can be most effectively understood when
synchrony and diachrony are examined as complementary approaches rather than
separate ones. The findings indicate that language functions as a structured system
in which all elements are interconnected and mutually dependent. Studying
language synchronically allows linguists to describe its structure at a specific
moment, while diachronic analysis reveals how this structure has changed over
time. As a result, both perspectives contribute to a fuller understanding of linguistic
systems.

From a synchronic point of view, language appears as a stable and organized
system governed by grammatical rules and patterns used by speakers at a particular
time. This approach focuses on current language use, including pronunciation,
vocabulary, and syntax, and is especially useful in language description and
teaching. In contrast, diachronic analysis highlights the dynamic nature of
language by examining historical changes in sounds, meanings, and forms. The
results show that many modern linguistic features can only be fully explained
through diachronic study.

Overall, the findings demonstrate that synchrony and diachrony serve
different but interconnected purposes in linguistic research. While synchrony
explains how language works, diachrony explains why it works in that way.
Therefore, the results support the idea that language should be studied both as a
stable system and as an evolving phenomenon.

Discussion

The findings of this study support the idea that language should be viewed as
both a structured system and a changing phenomenon. Ferdinand de Saussure’s
distinction between synchrony and diachrony provides the theoretical foundation
for this view, as he emphasized the importance of separating the study of language
at a given moment from its historical development (Saussure, 1916). However,
later linguists have shown that these approaches are not isolated but rather
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complementary. that modern linguistic analysis often
combines synchronic description with diachronic explanation in order to present a
more complete picture of language.

From a synchronic perspective, language is analyzed as a stable system
governed by rules and patterns shared by its speakers. This approach is widely used
in descriptive linguistics and language teaching, as it helps explain how language
functions in everyday communication (Yule, 2010). At the same time, diachronic
analysis explains how these rules and patterns emerged. According to Trask (1996),
historical linguistics reveals systematic changes in sounds, meanings, and
grammatical forms, showing that language evolution is not random but rule-
governed.

Furthermore, the system-based nature of language has been emphasized in
structural and modern linguistic studies. Fromkin, Rodman, and Hyams (2014)
argue that understanding the relationships between linguistic units is essential for
explaining both language structure and change. Similarly, Hockett (1958)
highlights that linguistic systems maintain internal balance even while undergoing
gradual transformation. In addition, Lyons (1995) points out that meaning itself
changes over time, which further demonstrates the close connection between
synchronic structure and diachronic development. Therefore, the discussion
confirms that combining synchrony and diachrony allows linguists to understand
not only how language functions but also why it develops in particular ways.

Conclusion

In conclusion, language can be understood as a complex and organized
system that operates according to certain rules while constantly changing over
time. The distinction between synchrony and diachrony plays a crucial role in
linguistic studies, as it allows researchers to examine both the present structure of
language and its historical development. Synchronic analysis helps explain how
language functions at a specific moment, whereas diachronic analysis reveals the
processes of language change and evolution. The findings of this article
demonstrate that these two approaches are not contradictory but complementary,
and together they provide a more complete understanding of language as a living
system. Therefore, combining synchrony and diachrony remains essential for
modern linguistic research and language education.

92

e




Merences:

1. Saussure, F. de. (1916). Course in General Linguistics. McGraw-Hill.

2. Crystal, D. (2008). A Dictionary of Linguistics and Phonetics. Blackwell.

3. Yule, G. (2010). The Study of Language. Cambridge University Press.

4. Fromkin, V., Rodman, R., & Hyams, N. (2014). An Introduction to
Language. Cengage Learning.

5. Lyons, J. (1995). Linguistic Semantics: An Introduction. Cambridge
University Press.

6. Hockett, C. F. (1958). A Course in Modern Linguistics. Macmillan.

7. Trask, R. L. (1996). Historical Linguistics. Arnold.

93




