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Article abstract
Which iules determine whether a word or an expression belongs to a specific
vocabulary? Which rules determine whether a norm or a solution belongs to a
given legal system? In the first case, it is a judgment of linguistic acceptability,
and in the second, a judgment of legal validity. We are proposing that if
language - in this case its vocabulary - is standardized, even codified, to a
greater extent than is generally believed, the law, on the contrary, is doubtless
legalized to a lesser extent than it would have us believe. This is because, in
both cases, the judgment as to what belongs operates on the basis of multiple
criteria which do not necessarily converge: formal criteria of legality or
grammaticality, but also sociological criteria of actuality or frequency and
axiological criteria of legitimacy.
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