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MAIN DIRECTIONS IN MODERN COGNITIVE LINGUISTICS
ABSTRACT
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According to the definition of V.Z. Demyankov and E.S. Kubryakova, cognitive
linguistics studies language as a cognitive mechanism that plays a role in encoding
and transforming information (A Brief Dictionary of Cognitive Terms, pp. 53-55).
In cognitive linguistics, we see a new stage in the study of complex relations between
language and thinking, a problem that is largely characteristic of Russian theoretical
linguistics.

Cognitive research has gained recognition in Russia, as E.S. Kubryakova rightly
emphasizes, primarily because they address “the topics that have always worried
Russian linguistics: language and thinking, the main functions of language, the role
of man in language and the role of language for man” (Kubryakova 2004, p.11). This
study was initiated by neurophysiologists, doctors, psychologists P. Broca, K.
Vernicke, 1.M. Sechenov, V.M. Bekhterev, 1.P. Pavlov, and etc.

On the basis of neurophysiology, neurolinguistics arose (L.S. Vygotsky, A.R.
Luria). It became clear that language activity takes place in the human brain, that’s
why different types of language activity (learning a language, listening, speaking,
reading, writing, etc.) are associated with different parts of the brain.

The next stage in the development of the problem of the relationship between
language and thinking was psycholinguistics, which studied the processes of
generating and perceiving speech, the processes of learning a language as a system of
signs stored in the human mind, the relationship between the language system and its
use, functioning (American psycholinguists C. Osgood, T. Sebeok, J. Grinberg, J.
Carroll and others, Russian linguists A.A. Leontiev, I.N. Gorelov, A.A. Zalevskaya,
Yu.N. Karaulov and others).

Introduction

Modern cognitive linguistics belongs to a number of sciences, with their specific
methods, study one common subject - cognition. In this regard, now we can talk
about the existence of cognitive science, which, according to E.S. Kubryakova, is
interdisciplinary and is an umbrella term (Kubryakova 2004, p. 7) for a number of
sciences-cognitive psychology, cognitive linguistics, philosophical theory of
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cognition, logical analysis of language, theory of artificial intelligence, neurophysio-
logy; “disciplines such as cognitive anthropology, cognitive sociology, and even
cognitive literary criticism have already taken shape, i.e. in almost every
humanitarian science, a special area has been identified related to the application of
the cognitive approach and cognitive analysis to the relevant objects of this science”
(Kubryakova 2004, p.10-11).

Cognitive linguistics explores the mental processes that occur during perception,
comprehension and, consequently, cognition of reality by consciousness, as well as
the types and forms of their mental representations.

The material of linguo-cognitive analysis is language, and the goals of such
research in different specific areas (schools) of cognitive linguistics may differ from
an in depth study of the language using a cognitive categorical-terminological
apparatus to specific modeling of the content and structure of individual concepts as
units of national consciousness (conceptosphere).

Thus, cognitive linguistics, as an independent area of modern linguistic science,
has emerged from cognitive science. The ultimate goal of cognitive linguistics, as
well as cognitive science in general, is "obtaining data on the activity of the mind"
(Kubryakova 2004, p.13). Modern cognitive linguistics is heterogeneous, “different
directions in cognitive research are presented and 10 leaders and leading figures in different
schools of cognitive linguistics have been identified” (Kubryakova 2004, p. 11).

E.S. Kubryakova distinguishes between classical cognitivism - the study of
knowledge structures and their types mainly by logical methods and the cognitive-
discursive direction, which is the logical development of all modern linguistics as a
whole: “each linguistic phenomenon can be considered adequately described and
explained only in those cases if it is considered at the crossroads of cognition and
communication”; the goal of cognitive linguistics is “not only to match each
language form with its cognitive counterpart, its conceptual or cognitive structure
(thus explaining the meaning or content of the form through a certain cognitive
structure, structure of opinion or knowledge), but also to explain the reasons for
choosing or creating this “packaging” "for this content" (Kubryakova 2004, p.16).

N.N. Boldyrev rightly notes that we can speak of two stages in the development
of cognitivism - "early - logical, or objectivist, and modern - experimental, based on
experience™ (Boldyrev 2004, p. 20).

From our point of view, we can speak at least about the following directions in
cognitive linguistics, which have been determined today (we name the typical
representatives of these directions): culturological - the study of concepts as elements
of culture based on data from different sciences (Yu.S. Stepanov).

Such studies are usually de facto interdisciplinary, not exclusively related to
linguistics, although they can be carried out by linguists (which allows us to consider
this approach within the framework of cognitive linguistics); language in this case
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acts only as one of the sources of knowledge about concepts (for example, to
describe a concept, data on the etymology of the word naming this concept is used);
linguoculturological - the study of concepts named by linguistic units as elements of
national linguoculture in their connection with national values and national
characteristics of this culture: the direction "from language to culture™ (V.l. Karasik,
S.G. Vorkachev, G.G. Slyshkin, G .V.Tokarev); logical - analysis of concepts by
logical methods without direct dependence on their linguistic form (N. D.
Arutyunova, R. I. Pavilionis); semantic-cognitive - the study of the lexical and
grammatical semantics of the language as a means of access to the content of
concepts, as a means of modeling them from the semantics of the language to the
concept sphere (E.S. Kubryakova, N.N. Boldyrev, E.V. Rakhilina, E.V. Lukashevich,
A.P. Babushkin, Z.D. Popova, I.A. Sternin, G.V. Bykova); philosophical and
semiotic - the cognitive foundations of signs are studied (A.V. Kravchenko). Each of
these areas can be considered already sufficiently formed in modern linguistics, they
all have their own methodological principles (all of them are united primarily by the
theoretical idea of the concept as a unit of consciousness) and they all have their
supporters among cognitive linguists, they are represented by fairly well-known
scientific schools.
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XULASO

Son bir ne¢a onillikde dilgiliyin todqiqat sahslorinde, onun obyektlorinin
yanasmasinda v tosvirindos asash vo asasli doyisikliklor bas vermisdir.

Bels ki, 50-ci illorin ortalarindan baglayaraq dilgilikds yeni istigamatlor, yeni
moktoblor, xiisusi fonn kimi yeni saholor yaranir, dili vo onun istifado
xlisusiyyatlorini xarakterizo etmok {i¢ilin yeni termin vo anlayislar toklif olunur. Mohz
bu dovrdo miasir dilgiliyin osas anlayiglarindan biri motnin formalagmasi
mexanizmidir. Matni basa diismok prosesinds biz dilin necs islondiyini vo bu motni
yaradanlar torofindon necs istifads edildiyini goriiriik.Koqnitiv dil¢ilik miiasir diinya
dil¢iliyinin konsepsiyalar paradigmasinda 6z yerini méhkom tutmusdur. Mohz onun
miiasir marhalods meydana ¢ixmasi vo siiratli inkisafi osrin ovvallorinds dilgiliyin
xarakterik xtisusiyyatidir.

V.Z-nin torifine gore. Demyankov vo E.S. Kubryakova, koqnitiv dilgilik dili
informasiyanin kodlagdirilmasinda vo transformasiyasinda rol oynayan idrak
mexanizmi kimi dyranir (A Brief Dictionary of Cognitive Terms, s. 53-55).

Kogqnitiv dilgilikdo biz dil vo tofokkiir arasinda miirokkob miinasibatlorin
Oyronilmasinds yeni morholoni goriiriik ki, bu problem rus nazari dilgiliyino daha ¢ox
saciyyavidir. Kognitiv todgiqatlar Rusiyada taninib, E.S. Kubryakova haqli olaraq
vurgulayir, ilk névbade, “rus dil¢iliyini homiso narahat edon moévzulara: dil vo
tofokkiiro, dilin asas funksiyalarina, dilde insanin roluna va dilin insan ii¢iin roluna”
toxunduguna goro (Kubryakova 2004, s.11). Bu todqiqatin togobbiiskar1 neyrofizio-
loqglar, hokimlar, psixologlar P. Broca, K. Vernicke, I.M.Sechenov, V.M. Bekhterev,
L.P. Pavlov va s.

Acar sozlar: psixolinqvistika, matn, matn qavrayisi, idrak

PE3IOME

3a mocneqHWE  HECKOJBKO  ACCATHIICTHH  MPOM3ONUIM  KPYIHBIE U
(dyHaaMeHTalbHblE M3MEHEHHUS B HCCIENOBATEIbCKUX OO0JACTSX JMHTBUCTHKH, a
TaKXe B MOJIXO/IE U OMUCAHUU €€ OOBHEKTOB.

Takum obpazom, ¢ cepeaunbl 50-X TOAOB B JMHTBUCTHUKE MOSBISIIOTCS HOBBIE
HaIlpaBJICHHA, HOBBLIC IIKOJIbI, HOBBIC 06J'IaCTI/I, TaKHu€ KakK CHGIII/IaJII)HI)IfI npeameT, a
TaKXKe IpeJlaraloTcs HOBBIE TEPMHMHBI M TOHATHUS, XapaKTEPU3YIOUIHE S3BIK U
0COOEHHOCTH €r0 yHoTpeOaeHusl.

VIMeHHO B 3TOT MEpHOA OAHOM M3 OCHOBHBIX KOHLENIMH COBPEMEHHOIO
SI3BIKO3HAHUA SABJIACTCI MEXAaHU3M O6p2130BaHI/I$[ Tekcrta. B Iponecce IMOHUMaHUA
TEKCTa MbI BUJMM, Kak 0OpalOaThIBaeTCs SI3bIK M KaK €ro HMCIOJIb3YIOT CO3JaTeld
9TOro Tekcta. KorHuThBHAS JTMHTBUCTHKA IIPOYHO 3aHsdJIa CBO€ MECTO B IIapaaurme
KOHIIETIIIUIT COBPEMEHHOTO MUPOBOTO S3bIKO3HaHUA. FIMEHHO €ro BOZHUKHOBEHUE U
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OypHOE pa3BUTHE Ha COBPEMEHHOM JTale SBJSETCS XapaKTepHOM dYepToi
A3BIKO3HAHUS PyOeka BEKOB.

ITo ompenenenuto B.3. JlempsnkoB u E.C. KyOpskoBa, KOTHUTHBHas
JUHIBUCTUKA W3Yy4YaeT S3bIK KaK KOTHUTUMBHBIA MEXAHW3M, WIPAIOLIUMi poJib B
KOJMPOBaHUM U mpeoOpazoBannu MHPopmanuu («KpaTkuil cioBapb KOTHUTHBHBIX
TEPMUHOBY», C. 53-55). B KOTHUTHBHOW JIMHTBUCTHKE MBI BHJIMM HOBBIM ATam
U3YUYCHHs CJIOKHBIX OTHOIICHUH $3bIKA W MBIIUICHUS — MpOOJIeMbl, BO MHOIOM
XapaKTEepHOU JIJIs1 OTEUYECTBEHHON TEOPETUUECKON JTMHIBUCTUKH.

KoruutuBHble HuCClI€IOBaHMS TONY4YMIU HpuU3HaHHE B Poccum, MOCKONIBKY
E.C.KyOpsikoBa cripaBeAsiuBO MOTYEPKHUBACT, MPEKIE BCEro, YTO OHHM 3aTParuBaroT
«T€MbI, KOTOpPbIE BCErJa BOJIHOBAIW PYCCKOE S3bIKO3HAHUE: S3bIK U MBIIIJICHHE,
OCHOBHBIE ()YHKIIUU S3bIKA, POJIb YEIOBEKA B SI3BIKE U POJIb SI3bIKA I YETOBEKa»
(KyopsikoBa 2004, c.11). MHummaropamMu JaHHOTO WCCIEIOBAaHHUS BBICTYIHIN
Heiipodusnonory, Bpaun, ncuxonoru I1. bpoka, K. Bepuuke, 1.M. Ceuenos, B.M.
bexrepes, N.11. I1aBnoB u np.

KuiroueBrble €10Ba: NCUXOJIMHIBUCTUKA, TEKCT, BOCOPHUATHE TEKCTA, KOTHUTHUB-
HBII

Rayci: Filologiya iizrd f. D ADU-nun Dosenti, b.m 9liyeva Elmira 9yyub q.
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