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ABSTRACT

Language is a tool with an ontological and gnesaab
character, created by man, manifesting human pdioeg
concepts about the universe. Thinking is manifesitedugh
language as an important process in relation to exspn’s
perception of the universe and its expression, amakes
language a means of communication-interference dwtw
people. At the same time, it is argued that languiaghot only
a means of communication-intervention, but also a
fundamental tool that expresses the universe aislegxe in
it, manifests the thoughts that arise in the hummamd, human
thoughts, hypotheses about nature and societyjtisglity,
culture, mentality. The article elaborates on timeegence of
anthropocentric paradigm ideas in linguistics.

Keywords: Linguistics, anthropocentrism, perception of the
universe, language and man, language and being,emmod
directions of linguistics.

INTRODUCTION

The emergence of language is associated with shdtréhat a
person perceives the universe with the help of ®gnsrgans.
Reflecting on the essence of language, Ferdinan&alessure
argues that the signs that form language are rejgcts, not
abstracts, interpreting that Linguistics studieshsieal objects as
well as their relationships, and argues that rdgdais are the
linguistic essences of linguistic science [20: 118]e reflection
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of reality in the human mind, through contemplatitad to the

emergence of their symbols and formed the basithéocreation
of words. Real objects, that is, the landscapdefuniverse, are
objects of existence of an ontological nature, Wipcovide the
basis for the manifestation of gnesology — cogaitretivity and

are manifested as the image of the object as eehliy the

subject. That is why the landscape of the univerdbe basis of
knowledge, it is that determine the process of &diom of the

human worldview. The interaction of the object ahd subject
in the perception of the universe led to the emargef the term
universe landscape in science. After all, the cotioe of the

basis of cognition with objectivity arose from tfeet that this

concept represents a phenomenon that acquirescedsersocial

life. The term landscape of the universe was coatdtie end of
the XIX century at the beginning of the XX centulywas first

applied by G.Gers in physics and became an objdct
investigation for most scientific directions, inding linguistics,

as an expressive concept of the perception of thieetse by

human.

Linguist E. I. Zinovyeva shows that it is acceptéal
distinguish between the two landscapes of the uséve
Conceptual landscape and linguistic landscape @futhiverse.
The conceptual landscape of the universe is reitettirough the
understanding of existence with reason, the lingulandscape
manifests all information about the universe thilodige means
of living language [21: 26-27].

The main reason why science focuses on the pictuthe
universe and its realization is that it is the badiknowledge, the
formation of cognitive activity as a result of argen’s
relationship with him, the development of the waiddv, the
material means for the expansion of the world afgmation and
thinking. Being is realized through the linguistnage of the
universe. This situation suggests that languageoisonly a
means of understanding the universe, but also ansned
preserving the knowledge accumulated by man abbet
universe. Reflecting on the essence and importah&nguage,
E. N. Panov notes that language is a complex susymbols,
with each symbol representing specific conceptghef outer
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world. Alternatively, language symbols also embdiay general
specific characteristics of the owner of the larggyehe way of
living, explaining that its essence lies in thet fdmat without it
complex conscious activity does not arise [11: 38].

Yu. S. Stepanov creates a three-dimensional dleaststn of
the language based on the attitude of the sigl itséhe objects
expressed, as well as to users of the language.sCiamtist
believes that studying the attitude of a charaictem object that
he represents is semiotics, learning within then&aork of his
relationship to each other is objectified by syntake scientist,
calling the analysis based on the attitude of tigea sowards
users of the language a new philosophy of languagaradigm,
compares it with its predecessors, noting thatasg h radical
differentiation, and acknowledges that as the ffsts kind, the
“I” who uses the entire language from it is a cartioe with the
subject. In itself, “the philosophy of exocentricomds,” a
paradigm that reflects the word | [15: 216].

The study of language in linguistics in connectigith its
users became the basis for the emergence of aropadentric
paradigm not only of linguistic semantics issuag, dso of the
role of the cognitive world of man in the represgiain of the
world’s landscapes in language through human thipugh
linguistic reflection of human psychic States, pnagjc
processes, as well as ideas Approach to languama fn
anthropocentric point of view German scientist V.onv
Humboldt's language and spiritual power are sepdrdtom
each other, not progressing in relation to eackrottanguage is
a manifestation of the spirit of the people. Theglaage of the
people is associated with their views, which arel $a be the
language of his soul and the spirit of the peoftel67]. The
anthropocentric paradigm has expanded the fieldtofly of
linguistics as a modern area of linguistics. Deteed various
methods and ways of linguistic interpretation af tandscape of
the universe. As a result of anthropocentric anslgElanguage,
ethno linguistics based on the study of languag¢herbasis of
ethnic relations in linguistics, interpretation laihguage as an
expression of the process of cognition, language thinking
relations cognitive linguistics, analysis of langadn relation to
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culture laid the groundwork for the emergence of
linguopragmatics and sociolinguistics.

The important role of language in the reflection tbe
landscape of the universe in the mind is emphasiz¢ke work
of world researchers. Language units provide arodppity to
make known the conclusions that a person makesrasudt of
his vision-observation of the universe. Throughtemplation, a
person realizes what is in the world, phenomengir thttitude,
various aspects, and uses language to interpreexmess it. It
seems that language is an expression of a wayirt€itly. The
interdependence of language and thinking is sed¢hernway in
which knowledge acquired as a result of a persooisscious
activity is expressed through language. While V.Maslova
notes the interdependence of language’s tasks sairadliting,
recording, and interpreting knowledge, he argues$ the mind
follows these forms in the acquisition of knowleddbat a
person cannot function mentally and psychologicaliighout
language [9: 7]. The role of language in cognitagtivity is to
transmit, receive, collect and process human-aeduir
information. Accordingly, the functions of languagee not
limited to communicative relations, since languadgo acts as
an important weapon for the formation of ideashe human
mind. Linguist N. Mahmudov reflecting on the falsat language
is a multitasking phenomenon notes that knowledgbeoworld
has a number of tasks, such as the accumulatiémafledge,
preservation, transmission to subsequent genesatighe
realization of beauty-categories of reflecting naénélationships
[7: 6]. The processes associated with knowledgeirgodmation
are cognitive processes, and the cognitive-basedy sof
language has given rise to ideas. Cognitive lingugscame to
the field as an area where cognitivism was alsoedbagn
consciousness and thinking, studying aspects ofethection of
consciousness and thinking in language. The maisorefor the
emergence of a number of disciplines related tguiistics was
the fact that linguistics was associated with a nemnof other
disciplines, the immanent approach to languageawasdoned.
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LITERATURE ANALYSIS

In the emergence of anthropocentric linguisticagleage was
caused by the emergence of the ideas of the litigaititude to
man. Traces of the ideas of anthropocentrism g& badong
periods. In ancient philosophy, the idea of humestence at the
center of all issues of philosophy showed the ge=a of the life
of society and the role of man in its factors aigress. Scientific
sources point out that the process of the influeridanguage on
human feelings, the significant role of man in firecesses of
acceptance, has led linguists to the ideas of aptimentrism. A
factor in the approach to language from a lingulmsphical
point of view was also the basis for the emergaidhe ideas of
anthropocentrism. The linguophilosophical aspecterprets
language as a tool that represents all existenceording to the
linguophilosophical aspect, man is the basis ofuhierse, all
existence in the world goes back to him. Includlagguage,
therefore, the nature of language cannot be imdgapart from
the human factor. After all, the language will he Embodiment
of the human world. Understanding language on
linguophilosophical basis in relation to the hunfactor has led
to the widespread of the ideas of anthropocentrisitially in
the West and later on a large scale. Anthropocntron a
linguophilosophical basis ideas Baduen du Kurteng,
L.Weisberger, V. Humboldt, A. A. Potebnya, V. V.dgradov,
E. Sepir, B. L.Whorf is prominent in his research.

The ideas of anthropocentrism became one of thdinga
principles of research in all humanities in the 2@nd 21st
centuries. On the basis of an anthropocentric ambrovarious
areas of science came to the field. These directawa of great
importance in the study of the human and his aw&i In
linguistics, interest in the issue of anthropoasnir and the
anthropocentricity of language grew. In the redesrof N. D.
Arutyunova, E. Benvenist, M. M. Bakhtin, V. A. Zwjitsev, B.
A. Srebrennikov, Yu. S. Stepanov, V. N. Telia, V. Maslova,
E. S. Kubryakova, L. T. Babenko, E. V. PonomarernRo,O.
Jacobson, I. R. Galperin, E. I. Zinovyeva, V. Mpalov, O. V.
Alexandrova the anthropocentric characteristicanfjuage were
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embodied. In these studies, the tools that covee th
anthropocentric system are studied, in which laggualated
issues are observed together with the human famtothe basis
of other influences of its personality pragmaticmenunicative,
cognitive views. The studies reflect the human afskanguage,
the concepts of the universe that surrounds ustamdjects, the
human perception of the connection between the epinof
objects, leading to the study of language in retatd the human
factor. Accordingly, anthropocentricity is considdr as a
universal aspect of language, and it is recognibatlit applies
to all branches of the structure of the language.

LANGUAGE & CULTURE

Language is universal not only for a form of prignar
understanding of the world, but also for the digsation of
human experiences that represent and preserve trkl’'sv
Sciences. Language is a “culture mirror” [12].

The study of language in relation and interactidti wulture
V. N. Telia’'s views on the anthropological paradigrh the
human being [16: 122], in which the phenomenon wfuce is
present at the center of linguoculturology, alsothered the
study of language from an anthropocentric poinviefv. V. N.
Telia believes that linguoculturology is intendexnt the human
being, with the cultural factor being for the laage and the
language factor being for the human being. Thigests that the
anthropocentric paradigm is the science of manh vilte
phenomenon of culture at the center [16]. V. N.id @quates
culture to language. In his opinion, culture is anf of
knowledge that reflects the human worldview [16:4]22An
important aspect of anthropocentric linguistics is
interpretation as a sign of folk culture. In reskaron
linguoculturology, it has been recognized that the
anthropocentric paradigm arose on the basis ofilegrin the
connection of human culture with its language. $jjec
importance was attached to the interpretation ofional
traditions, rituals of the people as a phenomerfoa jparticular
folk culture. It all came from the idea that thésea strong
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connection between the language, culture, way fef ¢if a
person, in particular, himself. Because according t
anthropocentric views, through language, the pevgom speaks
this language is manifested.

V. A. Maslova notes that the anthropocentric payadarose
as a result of the researcher's interest in theepéon of the
object through the subject, that is, the study whan language,
language on the basis of human attitude. Accordimgthe
scientist, cognitive linguistics, linguoculturologyformed on the
basis of the ideas of anthropocentrism, cognifivguiistics is the
science of human activity, which relies on the dgyment of
information through the human mind and its man#gsh in
language forms through knowledge. Linguoculturologg the
other hand, is the science that studies languagepagnomenon
of culture [8: 3]. According to Maslova, from theipt of view
of the anthropocentric paradigm, a person knowswbdd on
the basis of self-realization. The emergence of the
anthropocentric paradigm led to the transformatibtinguistic
issues into a person and his place in culture J[8Adcording to
the scientist, the anthropocentric paradigm pig#t a person,
while language characterizes important aspects of i

While R. R. Yanmurzina acknowledges that conceptual
studies are also characteristic for linguocultuggland cognitive
linguistics, she argues that cognitive concept éognitive
linguistics as their distinct aspect is a cultuwahcept subject for
linguoculturology [18: 132].

Language and human connectedness is seen in the way
language is created by man and serves man. Lingigt
Alexandrova points out that language serves a pensb only
for reasoning, but also serves to react to thoughpress
emotion, evaluate, etc [1: 5]. Researcher K.Kropaahbelieves
that the place of man in the process of understgndind
interpreting the world was the basis for the emecgeof the
ideas of anthropocentrism, at the heart of the gmian of the
world is man [6: 18]. Language is a tool that nolyaeflects the
universe that strikes us, but also ensures theembion between
the existing object and its hame, its realizatigmian. Each folk
language represents the world of this people. Theerican
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linguist E. Sepir makes special mention of the fhat language
is the whole activity of a person without undersliag language,
as he comments that it is impossible to undersgapdrson, his
psychic, intellectual, spiritual and social aspghts history [13:
231]. The connection of the anthropocentricity ariguage with
the human factor is associated with the objecthef universe
landscape, human existence on the basis of itsuiitig

reflection and perception of concepts about thearse.

Since V. Humboldt comments on the essence of the
language, each language must be able to expresgtheng,
otherwise the people to whom it belongs will notdide to go
through all the stages of its development. Butverg language
there is such a part that it remains hidden. Like person
himself, each language is an infinity that gradualpens over
time [3: 258]. The important role of language inttan life lies
in the presence of the possibility of informing alsout what is
not known to us, of the definition of the univetsg a person.
When describing the landscapes of the universdainewords
appear in the language, based on the fact that raompe
distinguishes between existing things and phenomérie
appearance of words, forming a specific languagewtich a
person’s understanding and perception of the uséveis
reflected. Everything in the universe is named &s understood
by man. In this, the subject, the thing, the speityf of the
phenomenon will be expressed.

The breadth of a person’s world of thinking liestle fact
that a word is created on the basis of everythitige-specificity
of objects. The creation of synonymous, variant dsorin
language also came from naming a person based sn hi
perception, differentiation of things, phenomena.heT
relationship between language and its creatortidimied to the
creation of language. According to anthropoceninguistics,
language is a code that represents national cultueea tool that
expresses the worldview of an individual, implyihg attitude
towards life.

The anthropocentricity of language forms a commaine
triangle through the anthropocentric system. Thigangle
consists of an addresser (speaker) — text (infoomat—
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addressee (receiver) [4: 4]. An important rolehi@ ¢mergence of
anthropocentric ideas was played by the consideratif the
relationship between language and its creator. akguage is
created, it becomes a tool that does not exist isinot in
activity. The functioning of the language is notated to its
practical application, but to such tasks of the camicative
process as the duration of information communicatianguage
processing, data storage. Since the current actigit the
language is formed on the basis of an addresseext-—
addressee unit, then at least two people workhithgrocess, the
language performs not only the task of transmittifgrmation,
the intended purpose of communication constitutesessence of
the speech process. The goal is varied, carryihgasds such as
delivering a message, influencing, expressing emati
emotional feelings, etc., and influencing a perstinough
language. In linguistics, anthropocentrism is ipteted not only
as a paradigm, but also as a method of learningrabar of
disciplines, including language. Commenting on gtady of
language on the basis of an anthropocentric method,
B.A.Srebrennokov concludes that “anthropocentrissy an
important principle of research is characterizedhgyimportance
of the object under study for man, its focus on aomctivity,
the study of the human personality and its infleeran its
development” [14: 212].

As an active member of society, man is the founaler
creation in existence, including language. The $aage of the
universe does not exist without a person, nor ipeitceived
without a person. A person, on the basis of thstieg individual
characteristics in himself, his life experiencess lcquired
knowledge of the perception of the world, realittess world that
surrounds him and interprets him for his variouswinstances.
This process does not take place without langu¥igaile V.
Humboldt argues that language is the spirit thahifeats the
external world of man, he argues that languagenigmgortant
link between man and the world that surrounds it the aim
of learning language focusing on a person’s selrawess, his
attitude towards the hidden world that surrounda [8: 383].
The imagination in relation to man and the worldtthurrounds
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him in the study of language also laid the grountwior the
emergence of anthropocentric ideas. Because largimga
product of a person’s creative activity and is armmenon that
manifests the character of the owner of the languag

In linguistics, the anthropocentricity of language
associated with most facts in language constructianthe
framework of these facts, researcher A. G. lltubay@troduces
the cognitive and pragmatic specificity of func@bnmethod,
genre, addresser and addressee, their linguistighplogical,
socialistic-cultural aspects, etc. The researchetes that
anthropocentricity finds its expression using darténguistic
means, representing such linguistic units as threpocentric
marker of language [4: 11]. The researcher arghes the
anthropocentricity of language is an anthropocentrarker of
language in various ways in which human emotions ar
expressed, emotional-expressive means, as wellingsidtic
games. V. M. Alpatov describes that the manifestatif any
linguistic expression on the basis of the intuitadrthe owner of
the language indicates that all linguistic research
anthropocentric in nature [2: 20-21]. It seems thhe
anthropocentricity of language covers its gendds,sall aspects
of the language system, from phonetic units tamaits within a
particular language, to the manifestation of then& world in
the use of language tools. The growing populafitthe direction
of anthropocentrism in linguistics, the increaseaftention to it,
is also in the fact that within the framework ofstiparadigm,
attention is paid to its various aspects in coriaecwith the
creator of the language. As a result of the apgraadanguage
on the basis of anthropocentric linguistics, theansxtion of
language with national culture, spirituality wasi@ved through
language, the reflection of mental state, the ingme of
language in the life of society, the embodimenetbinic factors
in language. In other words, anthropocentric amgalgsts as an
opener in the disclosure of language, its essencelation to its
creator. Learning language based on an anthropaceatadigm
has resulted in new mechanisms of language analysithe
center of the analysis of language materials, thgortance of
the incomparable role of a clear-minded person \pihsonal,
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social, intellectual characteristics, active membef live
communication began to be taken into account.

In the sources of anthropocentric research, thieggistic
issues are recognized as communicative, socialepses of
language, spiritual and cultural views of languageners,
national identity of the people, ethnic aspectsdestudied in
connection with language, in which the thinkingtleé language
creator feels the universe, cognitive activity baes the basis
for the creation of language. This indicates a widanch of
anthropocentric linguistics and the presence of pitént of
intersection with other directions. The roots oth@opocentric
views in Uzbek linguistics also go back to the astpast. After
all, in the works of representatives of Uzbek adfuone can
meet many ideas about the perception of a perswugh his
speech, about the fact that language is a meandioi a person
manifests his entire being. Speech culture haskaea a tool for
human evaluation as a benchmark of human speestudies of
speech culture in the last century, language wasdiest in
connection with its owner and gave rise to thet fateps of
Uzbek anthropocentric linguistics. The sphere afesi culture
is a purely linguistic direction that studies langa in relation to
man. It examines many important issues such asusiee of
language in the speech process as appropriatedqurpose, the
meaningful, affective expression of speech, thesssaent of the
person who speaks through speech.

“The main goal of linguistic anthropocentrism ifet
calculation of the study of the linguistic systemaaphenomenon
associated with nonlinear factors such as soadsgsses, national
mentality, thinking, psyche, culture of the Ethnioswhich the
language is approached not only as a means chatien between
people, but also as a cognitive activity of a paféir person
(people)” [22: 3]. Professor D. Khudoyberganoveedeines the
object of verification of anthropocentric linguisti It is known
that there is human participation, from the nanpnacess, which
is the basis for the creation of the languagehéogrocess of the
highest stage of language development. While aptimentrism
studies language in relation to the human factatrithits creator, it
also studies all the tools that relate to the listijtisystem, speech
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processes, and issues such as the representatite dfuman
world through speech.

CONCLUSION

Much research in the field of linguoculturology,
pragmalinguistics,  sociolinguistics, cognitive  lirigtics,
Psycholinguistics has the character of anthropoisemtin which
many issues such as the appropriate use of langumitge for
purpose, the role of addresser and addressee iprtioess of
communication, the position of language in the difesociety, its
influence on the individual, the realization of inatl culture
through language are subject to analysis and kedytound for
the formation of Uzbek anthropocentric linguistids. Uzbek
linguistics, scientific and theoretical researchs halso been
carried out, which serves to shed light on the ribigcal
foundations of anthropocentric linguistics [7]. tmese studies,
units of artistic text, metaphors analyzed on athrapocentric
basis on the example of the text, serve as an taporesource
for the creation of new scientific research in tigction.

While anthropocentric linguistics studies the laaggl
system in connection with its founder, the studythef question
of the manifestation of the human cognitive wotlte way of
thinking through language is one of the main issBesause, the
expressiveness, attractiveness of the language isnportant
aspect that affects the feelings of the ownerdeflanguage. In
language, the emergence of these features is nsimple
phenomenon, but the result of observations of huomrscious
activity, achieved on the basis of differentiati@omparison of
phenomena of something in the universe. The cmeatb
language tools and the acquisition of meaning asdrece into it
is the peak of a person’s creative skills.
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