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ABSTRACT

The problem of conception stems from the way petbyhé,

and the analysis of thought has a long traditionclassical
philosophy, which was addressed by such philosaphic
scientists as Kant, Hegel and Frege. Although these
philosophers did not explicitly use the term “copigé they

put forward ideas that reflected it.
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INTRODUCTION

The classical epistemological problem in philosopleyolves
around how general knowledge is formed. Althougihsegy
perception is undoubtedly the main source of kndgée it tends
to provide accurate information. One of the appneado solving
the problem of how to develop general conceptsth@garadigm
proposed by Kant. He suggests that “general knayelearises
from a set of sensory experiences (feelings) that aa priori
(without relying on the study of facts) classifiedo categories
(purely rational ideas)”Stern 2002 Kant (2017) believes that
“the transcendental schema exists only in the redlthought and
serves as the basis for concepts, while it is stsaehow related to
emotional information. “In other words, this schemembines
elements of cognitive structure and sensory peeptkant
(2004) argues that this mediocre representativestemsld be, on
the one hand, intellectual, and on the other, emali This is a
transcendental scheme” (Kant 2004). In this wayamascendental
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schema is similar to a concept that acts as a ingttligcture: it
represents a form of thinking, but it also inclubasic phenomena
such as feelings and experiences.

Another approach to the problem of general knowdedy
offered by Hegel through his concept of “imaginatioHegel
(1956) introduces the concept of the intelligen&siaa theoretical
spirit, and considers the activity of the intelliggia as a process
of cognition. Intellectual cognition goes throudiree stages:
contemplation, imagination and thinking (Hegel 1956

Along with such classical thinkers as Kant (2000812,
Hegel (1956) and Frege (2005), scientists suchakem French
philosophers Deleuze & Guattari (1998), as well Ragssian
philosophers Neretina (2009), Sagatovsky (2011)gikr(1999),
Markova and Khlopov made a great contribution tee th
construction of a philosophical interpretation @i tconcept.
They define philosophy as the art of formulatingyenting, and
producing concepts and are the first among philosopto place
the concept of “concept” at the center of philosoghproblems.

According to Deleuze & Guattari (1998), all philpbers,
from Plato to modern thinkers, were engaged inticig@oncepts.
In French, the terms “concept” and “notion” do wiiffer from
each other; However, Deleuze & Guattari (1998) wibtiedly
defined “concept” a meaning more consistent wighgénerally
accepted definition.” They revived this concept fnodern
philosophical discourse, emphasizing that philogopbrks with
concepts. They emphasized the main charactersticencepts,
including their ambiguity, individuality, multidinmsionality, and
the impossibility of existing within a single disagse. However,
these French philosophers do not define what achh is;
instead, they reveal some characteristics that helpform a
general understanding of this phenomenon. In additthey
ignore the historical context in which philosophithought is
primarily related to the concept itself. This pautar control may
be caused by their critical attitude towards ctasdgphilosophy.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

A concept in philosophical knowledge can be undedtas an
idea, a set of meanings, or a potential phenomenoampassing
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humanity, the world, and culture, especially thie raf a person
in a cultural context§tern 2002) To illustrate this multifaceted
interpretation of the concept, we explore the histef
philosophical thought and create what can be caléed
philosophical “portrait” of the concept. Our purpos not to
provide a chronological overview of philosophiciaéories or to
trace the progressive evolution of thought. On dbetrary, we
strive to emphasize the unity of various ideas #ratconsistent
with each other, paying attention not to the lingewelopment of
philosophical knowledge, but to its interrelatiomshrherefore,
it is very important to demonstrate changes inuhderstanding
of the concept, as well as to identify common fezduin
different interpretations.

Translator Zenkin (1998) notes that in the worlbefeuze &
Guattari, the term “concept” was the most diffictdttranslate.
Realizing that the traditional translation of therd “concept”
does not fit into the context, Zenkin (1998), canyr to
established tradition, leaves the “concept” withtnainslation,
and in the following word tries to find comparisor{aot
equivalents) that will help the Russian—speakingdee better
understand the essence of the term “concept”, grated by
Deleuze and Guattari: “concepts - absolute spébiahs like
crystals” (Zenkin 1998).

The main features of the concept, often hidden Ha t
metaphorical language of philosophical texts, canldéscribed as
follows:

1. The general nature of the concept, that is, itudes the
author's thought and, thus, embodies (a poetic cdevi
consisting in giving inanimate objects the progerf living
beings), such as Aristotle's concept of substamdeaot's a
priori;

2. Non-discursive concept: despite personal opiniohe t
concept of a deep idea does not fully meet thediioins of
any particular expression;

3. The relationship between a concept and a probléawiag
these concepts to overlap and be consistent witleirsame
problem. (Zenkin 1998)
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Among Russian philosophers, Neretina (2009) mad®agor
contribution to the development of conceptual peaid. In 1999,
he published the workropes and Concepts which the author
analyzed a conceptual idea in medieval philosopleypublished
his article ‘The concept’ in th&ncyclopedia of Epistemology
and Philosophy of Sciende 2009. Neretina (2009) defined this
concept, noting an important attempt at philosaghic
understanding of this phenomenon in Russian litegat He
provided a detailed overview on this topic in pkdphy. The
emergence of a new phenomenon in theoretical krugele
naturally raises questions about its definitionthalugh the
problem has been formulated, it still requires Hartstudy and
research. However, Neretina's approach is basetingnistic
understanding and considers the concept as a spedclthat
facilitates understanding in the process of comgation. He
connects this concept more with language than with
consciousness (Neretina 2009).

In addition to the encyclopedia of epistemology and
philosophy of science, it is important to mentidme tlatest
philosophical dictionary, released in 2001. In thistionary,
Minsk sociologists and philosophers Abushenko & gt
(2001) defined the phenomenon of the concept. Atghotheir
interpretation differs from the one presented hémnere is no
clear difference between a “concept” and a “contejlso, the
content of the concept provides important inforoatabout its
ontological basis (Abushenko & Katsuk 2001).

French philosophers view a concept as individual an
multidimensional, consisting of elements that cancfion as
concepts on their own. It is structurally ambiguamsl does not
depend on any speech. Their understanding of tineeqd is
characterized by the “continuity of a finite numbef
components,” including absolute and relative aspebt this
context, the concept resembles the concept of "jdaawhich
the speaker tries to establish clear boundariesndrthe mental
structure (Deleuze & Guattari 1998).

Tomsk philosopher Knigin (2009) developed the cphad
“idea,” which is closely related to the philosomlimterpretation
of the term. His understanding of the formationaof idea is
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related to the mechanism of retention (delay, t&ienor
retention of something) (Knigin 1999).

The connection between the “word” and “retentioefides
the idea as a primary phenomenon. The term “retehts taken
from the work of Husserl (2011), who defined it @agorm of
"primary memory" that preserves, enhances and elpamy
perception (phenomenon) (Husserl 2011).

The study of the views of philosophers, includirghothe
classical tradition and modern ideas, shows tmaesihe Middle
Ages philosophical thought has increasingly focusedhe idea
of a concept. The inclusion of a conceptual ideahilosophy
leads to difficulties. It involves the study of tlessence of
concepts, their connection with consciousness andulage. A
simple criterion for distinguishing between a cqitcand a
concept is as follows: if we can clearly defineeant, we are
dealing with a concept; if not, then it is just @hcept. Shoshin
(1994) calls the terms “constructions”, which aimilar to the
clarity of concepts compared to the vagueness otajts. He
argues that "concepts and constructions arise r@swt of the
joint efforts of a particular society (culture).tAbugh the design
requires definition, the concept can be understeitidout them.
Thus, differences in how different people interpaetconcept
within the same culture are inevitable and leadht need for
precise definitions” (Shoshin 1994).

The theoretical concept and the concept itself ten
characterized as follows: the “concept” has a tsttimicture and
clearly indicates the main features of the subj&ah the
contrary, the concept includes a “mixed set” of rodes,
experiences, personal encounters, associations
representations, which leads to a more ambigudgustste. The
concepts are based on general principles, whiletneepts are
based on individual experiences that are uniquee#&th
individual. In addition, they differ significantlyin nature:
concepts are perceived not only abstractly, bub alsectly
experienced. They represent two different formsthonking.
Although a concept is a concrete form of thinkihgttcan be
expressed, the concept is subjective and indivistial and
characterized by its ambiguity, making it impossibto

and
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definitively define it. It seems that the concegtrves as a
subjective and objective presentational structlirés present
both in the human mind and in the language of thiei@l group.

A concept is a basic way of thinking that is priityarelated to
everyday experience. However, it should be noteat th
conceptual thinking is inherent not only in everydiée, but is
also systematically present in the exact scienthis becomes
evident in the early stages of the developmentngf reew field
within a scientific discipline. As the field devels the
conceptual framework becomes more stable, and ptsce
become clearly defined entities.

In the 20th century, a new field of research apgean
Russian linguistics - the concept of a conceptsTilea has
gained importance in fields such as cognitive listics,
psycholinguistics, and cultural linguistics. Unticently, the
term “concept" was practically absent in philoseghi
dictionaries and encyclopedias (Surzhanskaya 2011).

Modern linguistic research on the concept ofteroiga the
conclusions obtained as a result of the philos@bhic
interpretation of its essence. Some publicationsalotake into
account any traditions that go beyond the lingeiigtint of view,
which leads to the conclusion that the term “coticappeared in
1928. However, Askold's work, published in the sayear,
begins with the remark that “the question of theureaof general
concepts or concepts called universals in medievalinology is
an age-old question that has been ignored for g tiome.” Other
scholars argue that philology is not the only soéerelated to
this concept; rather, philosophy serves as the donaohtal
scientific paradigm from which linguistics and itg@rious
branches give rise to this term. Summarizing tble and diverse
philosophical interpretations of the concept, it t& determined
that “in philosophy, a concept is characterized as
comprehensive set of properties of an object” (AGR®97).

RESULTS ANDDISCUSSIONS

Philosophical dictionaries define the concept amedeal its
properties in detail. So, in the well-known dictaoy “the newest
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Philosophical dictionary” the following definitioof the concept
is given: “the concept (comes from the Latin wootriceptus”,
meaning “concept”) denotes the essence of the ponits
semantic meaning, abstract from the specific lisguiform in
which it is expressed. In scientific knowledge, mimal set of
concepts is organized and hierarchically structuedorm a
conceptual framework. The process of defining @esoconcepts
and understanding their interrelationships is @ntto
conceptualization. Each concept occupies a sepasaie
fundamental position within this framework and daa further
improved on other levels by affecting elementdatdame level.
Concepts in a single conceptual framework do naessarily
have to be directly related to each other, but shoontribute to
the overall consistency of the framework. In geherancepts
provide a holistic way of perceiving and constnogtireality.
This gives them a certain ontological “richnesg thiatinguishes
them from simple cognitive tools that make it ease@ move
between theoretical levels without any ontologg&ighificance."

With the help of conceptualization, concepts caripteced”
in a system of constructions ideally related to ieicgd research
in a scientific context. They rely on broader syste of
metacognition, presenting themselves in a cleaoréteal
framework. In postclassical scientific methodologgncepts are
considered not only from the point of view of théinctional
role in scientific cognition, but also as the maiements forming
various forms of disciplinary knowledge (scientjftbeological,
philosophical). In this context, concepts were aigEred as
“generators” of philosophical products. This pertpe has been
reinforced by post-structuralist philosophy, esalbgi the
nomadology of Deleuze and Guattari (1998), whereepts are
no longer considered simply as a means of cognitiorh are
elevated to the level of the “beginning of philokpg

Philosophy as a creative act of concept formatiamnot be
reduced to: 1) thinking (because thinking arisesaa®sult of
conceptual creativity); 2) reflection (this is nomique to
philosophy) or 3) communication (which leads omycbnsensus
without creating new concepts). The essence ofglogess is
characterized by several features: 1) The creafi@oncepts that
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bear an imprint on the philosopher. Concepts atatee to
symbols. 2) The concept synthesizes its own elesnevttile at
the same time representing a “fragmented set” wheaeh
component can be considered as an independengrcluih its
own history. This cluster demonstrates endocongigte- the
integral  undifferentiation of various components dan
exoconsistency-the relationship with other clustecated in the
same conceptual plane.

A concept (from the Latin “conception,” meaning
understanding or a special idea) is a structuré¢ thams a
specific point of view or interpretation of an otliephenomenon
and processes, representing a central idea or roohge
principle embodying a certain concept within thanfework of
theoretical knowledge. It serves as the main wagleveloping,
organizing and applying disciplinary knowledge, commg
science, theology and philosophy as the main fidieleloping
within the framework of the European cultural ttei. The
conceptual dimension of theoretical knowledge prilpaeflects
the paradigmatic “picture” of this knowledge, whidkfines its
subject and rhetorical style. This aspect defihes¢levant areas
and ways of expressing the systems of conceptsatied as a
result of the development of the “generative” ilea.

CONCLUSION

The etymological origin of the concept is clearlyown, the
semantic essence of the concept is revealed. Téwarthical
structure and interrelation of concepts are expthim detail. The
theoretical and practical significance of the cgnde shown. The
role of the concept in postclassical methodologyighlighted.
The role of the concept in philosophical thinkisgbased on the
views of Deleuze & Guattari (1998). The concept waarpreted
not only as a means of cognition, but also as #ginbing of
philosophy which are the concepts related to ecaditiesearch.
The properties of the concept of endoconstructivand
exoconstructivity are revealed, and the differencesveen the
concept and thinking, reflection, and communicadom shown. In
general, the definition is quite perfect and plaj@scally and
methodologically developed. He fully revealed nailyo the
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essence of the concept, but also its place in fetorhr of
philosophical thought. Especially its interpretatio postmodern
philosophy, as well as the provision of other caeeelated to the
concept, increased the value of the definition.
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