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ABSTRACT

The article studies the peculiarities of the “coptein
cognitive linguisticsand its role in the speech.
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INTRODUCTION

According to one of the prominent representativésworld
cognitive linguistics, the Russian scientist E. Klibryakova,
“Cognitive linguistics certainly exists (becauseerth is non-
cognitive linguistics such as structural linguisjicin its shell a
specific understanding of the term we are intetestas formed,
although it has not yet become a term with multipleanings,
but in any case, it is given to cognitive lingusstin our country
and abroad. it is necessary to pay attention toahthat grade".

So, relying on the scientist's opinion, it can kedsthat:
cognitive linguistics studies language phenomenanrintegral
connection with thought processes, at the same, tithe
mechanisms of language learning by humans and ribeegses
of conceptualization and categorization are revkadxplained
and creates a thorough ground for its illumination.
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Cognitive linguistics is a science that studiegjlaage as a
general cognitive mechanism. According to V. Z. Dankov,
the role of language structures in information ps®ing is
studied from the point of view of speech creatiod perception.
In this case, the subjects who create speech awcéipe it - the
speaker and the listener — are considered as ammafion
processing system.

According to the scientist, “...the researcher vet@rted in
the field of linguistics eventually reaches the tuohedion of
combined sciences.” That is, a person who wantsngage in
cognitive linguistics needs to be familiar with thgphabet of
sciences such as psychology, neurology, epistemplog
sociology, artificial intelligence, which are theadis for the
emergence of this field.

Cognitive linguistics is closely related to the cept of
cognitive activity. Cognitive activity is a thinkinprocess that
makes a person perceive something or reality.

The concept of cognition is also a central conciept
cognitive linguistics, and it is interpreted inextiific literature as
a system of processes such as perception, encadthgreation
of information.

According to Z. D. Popova and |. A. Sternin, “Th®ugping
of concepts relies on their linguistic expressiotyles.”
Therefore, cognitive researchers proposed to digiih groups
of grammatical (more precisely, syntactic) concegdtsg with
phonological, morphonological, = morphological, lexic
phraseological concepts.

According to V. A. Maslova, “Operational memory t:k
frames (stereotypical situations, scenarios), cotscegestalt
(integrated concepts of world lines, images) becanmteol for
working in cognitive linguistics.” Therefore, cogine linguistics
focuses on modeling the worldview and the structiiranguage
consciousness.

“Cognitive linguistics is a new stage in languagarhing,”
writes Z. |. Rezanova. “Cognitive linguistics plags important
role in the anthropocentric paradigm of linguistiassification,
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studying the relationship between language and itiegn
mechanism as the most important ontologically deit@ng
factor.”

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Scientific research in this direction was carried for the first
time in the United States in the mid-70s of the ta&ntury. Later,
the research results of European and Russian odagits in
this regard began to be published gradually.Exprgsser
attitude to cognitive linguistics, the Russian sssher L. V.
Pravikova writes: If cognitive linguistics is notewed from the
point of view of what motivated its emergence (8tady and
research of thinking, perceptual activity and ctignj, but in the
system of language levels, its viewed from the pofnview of
the place of the subject of research, this diractiblinguistics,
in general, deals with the research of the meanirmudrameters
of the language. These are directions such as tbogisemantics,
spatial semantics, frame semantics, which, in tumnean the
study and observation of informational aspectspelesh activity
in categories and categorization, concepts andegdnalization,
metaphors and metaphorization, reference and p@oeplhe
author makes his opinion about this more specifitd a
differentiates Russian cognitive linguistics fronther similar
directions abroad as follows: In the linguistics air country
(Russian), cognitive linguistics has its own cletrection of
development. If in foreign linguistics the cognéiwdirection
appeared in connection with the study of variousveational
semantics, in our country cognitive ideas, in opmimn, were
revealed in connection with research in the fielchomination
(naming). In this theory, the relationship betwdlea form and
the content of the language was interpreted setogsially and
onomasiologically. Thus, for the first time in cdtiye
linguistics, a promising direction has emerged tlkaearches the
formation, development of meaning, that is, conaalpt
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semantics, its realization through verbal meand, the laws of
its use in communication.

RESULT AND DISCUSSION

Thus, in cognitive linguistics, it appears as anpiging science
that studies the formation and development of cpluze
semantics, its realization through verbal meand, the laws of
its use in communication.

There are also scientists who have expressed ativeega
attitude to the status of cognitive linguistics, subject, methods,
goals and tasks, and the object of research. Fampgle, the
Russian linguist V. B. Kasevich, talking about duatribution of
cognitive linguistics to modern linguistics, contéis his analysis
by saying: “although the approaches to languageldped in
this field and their results enrich linguisticseyhare not a new
object (or rather, subject) of research” does mette a new
method, therefore it would be correct to say thwdrd is no
“cognitive linguistics,” because non-cognitive (pbg)linguistics
itself does not exist.

E. S. Kubryakova V. B. completely rejecting Kasénsc
opinion, he puts forward his following correct idagainst his
opinion: “Cognitive linguistics certainly existsgtause there is
non-cognitive linguistics, such as structural liiggigs), in the
shell of which a specific understanding of the tewe are
interested in is formed, although it is a polysemtarm. did not
manage to turn around, but in any case, it is rsacgsto pay
attention to one or another assessment given tanitoog
linguistics in our country and abroad.”

Thus, while describing the theories and methodsatef 20th
century linguistics as tools testifying to “rebefis and
upheavals,” P. B. Parshin gives an example of dgni
linguistics as one of them. “In it,” the author est “as model
constructs” cognitive structures and processedaing “frames”
(M. Minsky) (although this concept was adaptedriguistics by
Ch. Fillmore), praised (idealized) “cognitive modéD. Lakoff)
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or “mental environment” (J. Faucone), “dimensiodaawing”
(R. Djakendoff), semantic-grammatical supercateggosimilar to
“configurational structure,” dynamics of forcesstibution of
influence, “concept” and others (L. Talmi), “comple
multifaceted constructions” (in the sense of thentesuggested
by Ch. Fillmore and P. Keylar), “cognitive operaitsd such as
rules of conceptual conclusions (Schenck), or Au@ures and
processes come to the fore in scientific works sagtispecial
level of study of intellectual systems” (Newell 98which
differs from “symbolic level of knowledge” recogeid by
Newell. | deliberately brought this long set of tighits to show
not only the real existence of cognitive linguistibut also to
show that it is characterized by a wide range dfedint
problems that are studied and interpreted in theesteoretical
views and approaches.

The place, importance of cognitive linguistics dtsdmain
differences from related linguistics are descriliredhe special
book Cognitive Linguistics: Foundations, Scope and
Methodology(1999) of the multi-volume publication devoted to
scientific research on cognitive linguistics callé@ognitive
Linguistics Research” by prominent cognitivist lingts of the
world. Valuable comments on its independent statusodern
linguistics were expressed, most importantly —adswecognized
that no matter what phenomenon of language is efiuda
cognitive-functional approach to them is preferailea formal
analysis (see: Langacker 1999: 17-24). Based oresbkence of
this semantic approach, the well-known typologist Gfoft,
writing about it, emphasizes the unique importaoteognitive
linguistics in the typological study of language.

The scientist who gave the highest assessmentdgoitize
linguistics is J. Faucone, who expresses his opimioout it as
follows: “The surprising success of cognitive lingfics,
apparently, for the first time in it, they began dssociate the
science of meaning formation with its developmédmnii from
ancient times despite the fact that the approadhnguage as a
means of forming and expressing meaning is alsoognitive
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linguistics, all its research methods and resutes @mpletely
new.

It should be said that the processes of concepaian and
categorization are of great importance in cognitimguistics.
The main reason for this is that “Conceptualizati®raimed at
distinguishing the minimum meaningful units of tt@mposition
(complex) of human experience and knowledge, wliiie
process of categorization is aimed at distinguighiand
classifying similar units from each other and umgtithem into
relatively larger groups, or rather, categoriesy” this case,
answering questions such as how the speaker/wotethe
language feels and perceives the objective existeas well as
determining what objective and subjective linguaistictors exist
in the formation of the objective view of the woiild the real
world, the owner of a certain language, plays a takp. In
addition, it plays an important role in learningdaresearching
the methods and techniques of linguistic expressibnthe
objective existence existing in this world througdrbal means,
through the linguistic landscape of the language.
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