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CONCEPT AS THE BASIS OF THE LINGUISTIC PICTURE OF THE

WORLD
Dalieva Madina Khabibullaevna,
PhD, Head of the English Methodology Department Uzbekistan State World

Languages University

ABSTRACT

This article is devoted to the term “concept”, which is the core term of the
conceptual apparatus of cultural linguistics. Its fundamental, multifaceted study
presupposes the obligatory appeal of scientists to the analysis of the most different
levels or tiers of language through the use of various research methods. The priority
Is the lexico-phraseological level of the language, in which the facts of the material
and, accordingly, spiritual culture of a person are most clearly recorded in symbolic
form; in general, the value orientations of a particular society are reflected, the
system of its moral, ethical and aesthetic preferences, illustrating the features of the
mentality of a particular linguocultural communities.

Keywords: language, concept, the linguistic picture of the world.

INTRODUCTION

By acquiring life experience, knowledge and ideas about the world around
him/her, an individual transforms his/her specific concepts, forming an individual
conceptual system, which can be continuously modified and refined. This is due to
the fact that concepts in a person’s mind can change due to many circumstances.

The result of an individual’s interaction with the world is his ideas about the
world; a model of the world is formed, called a picture of the world in philosophical
and linguistic literature.

The linguistic picture of the world is a set of people’s ideas about reality,
recorded in linguistic units. When conducting research, a young linguist should
remember that the linguistic picture of the world may be of historical interest,

because it reflects the perception of the world that developed in the past, therefore,
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research on the Linguistic Picture of the World does not reflect (or, more precisely,

does not fully reflect) the current ideas of the people about world, the modern concept
sphere of ethnos.

Description of the linguistic picture of the world, through extraction from
language using special techniques, provides significant information about the
cognitive picture of the world. The linguistic picture of the world can act as a tool for
studying the concept sphere of a people, but it is not equal to the cognitive picture,
which is much broader, because not all components of the concept sphere are
verbalized and become the subject of communication. The cognitive picture of the
world and the linguistic picture of the world are interconnected as primary and
secondary, as a mental phenomenon and its verbalization, as the content of
consciousness and the researcher’s means of access to this content.

Let us dwell in more detail on the research of scientists on the concept as the
basis of the linguistic picture of the world and the conceptual apparatus of this term.

DISCUSSIONS

From the point of view of scientists, the linguistic picture of the world is “the
world in the mirror of language”, “the totality of knowledge about the world that is
reflected in language, as well as ways of obtaining and interpreting new knowledge”;
“reflection of the objective surrounding reality in the human psyche.”

The concept of a picture of the world, from the point of view of V. A. Maslova
(including the linguistic one), is based on the study of “a person’s ideas about the
world. A person is not inclined to notice those phenomena and things that are outside
his ideas about the world" [14]. The cognitive picture of the world is much richer
than the linguistic picture of the world. It is formed under the influence of language,
traditions and customs of the ethnic group, education and other factors; it can be
holistic, but it can reflect some fragment of the world and be local. The cognitive
picture of the world may be the same for different people; the linguistic picture of the
world reflects the ethnic picture of the world and is revealed through the analysis of

linguistic units of different levels. In linguistics, there are many different terms that

18


https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/2041-3963
http://universalimpactfactor.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BRITISH_VIEW.jpg
http://sjifactor.com/passport.php?id=22109

British View Volume 8 Issue 9 2023

SJIF 2022: 4.629
define the totality of human knowledge about the world, verbalized through

language: “linguistic intermediate world”, “linguistic representation of the world”,
“linguistic model of the world”, or “linguistic picture of the world”. The last term is
most widespread. In modern linguistics there is a tendency to study language as a
productive way of interpreting human culture. This is explained by the fact that
language is the key to the system of human thought, to the nature of the human
psyche, it serves to characterize a nation. According to Louis Hjelmslev, language
“can open the way both to understanding a person’s style and to the life events of past
generations.” [9] His “calls” for the study of culture were heard by domestic cultural
anthropologists. The tasks of linguoculturology include the study and description of
the relationship between language and culture, language and ethnicity, language and
national mentality [4], it was created, according to the forecast of Emile Benveniste,
“on the basis of the triad - language, culture, human personality” and represents
linguoculture as “a lens through which a researcher can see the material and spiritual
identity of an ethnos.” [4] The basis of the categorical apparatus of linguoculturology
Is the concepts of linguistic personality and concept, the epistemological formation of
which is not yet completed.

The term “concept” has been experiencing an era of “linguistic renaissance”
since the early 90s of the 20th century, primarily thanks to the scientific works of
D.S. Likhachev and Yu.S. Stepanov, who revived it and gave it their own detailed
interpretation. The active use of this term in cognitive linguistics, in the paradigm of
linguistic conceptualism and in linguoculturology is explained by the need to
introduce into their categorical apparatus the missing cognitive “link”, the content of
which, in addition to the concept, includes associative figurative assessments and
ideas about it of its producers and users. Following Yu.S. Stepanov, we consider the
concept to be a more voluminous mental construct of human consciousness compared
to the concept. According to Stepanov, a concept is “a certain total phenomenon, in
its structure consisting of the concept itself and a person’s value (often figurative)
idea of'it.” [12]
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A concept as a mental formation of a high degree of abstraction is associated

primarily with the word. It follows from this that it includes, in addition to subject
matter, all communicatively significant information. First of all, these are indications
of the place occupied by this sign in the lexical system of the language: its
paradigmatic, syntagmatic and word-formation connections - what F. Saussure calls
“significance” and which, ultimately, reflects the “linguistic value of an
extralinguistic object.” [3]. The semantic composition of the concept also includes all
the pragmatic information of the linguistic sign associated with its expressive and
illocutionary functions, which is quite consistent with the “experience” [3] and
“intensity” [3] of the spiritual values to which it refers. Another highly probable
component of the semantics of a linguistic concept is the cognitive memory of a
word: the semantic characteristics of a linguistic sign associated with its original
purpose and the system of spiritual values of native speakers [5]. However,
conceptually, the most significant here is the so-called cultural-ethnic component,
which determines the specificity of the semantics of natural units language and
reflecting the 'linguistic picture of the world' of its speakers.

The concept, according to the scientific definitions of S.A. Askoldov, E.S.
Kubryakova, S.Kh. Lyapina, O.P. Skidan is “a multidimensional mental construct
that reflects the process of cognition of the world, the results of human activity, its
experience and knowledge about the world, storing information about it.” [2] M.A.
Kholodnaya interprets the concept as “a cognitive mental structure, the organizational
features of which provide the possibility of reflecting reality in the unity of different
qualitative aspects.”

A concept is a unit of cognitive order. The architectonics of a concept as a
structural and semantic formation is more complex than the architectonics of a
concept.

Of course, a concept 1s a “multidimensional idealized form formation™ [5], but
conceptologists do not have a consensus on the number of semantic parameters by
which it can be studied. For example, S.H. Lyapin, Yu.S. Stepanov and V.I. Karasik
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say that these parameters include both conceptual and figurative, value, behavioral,

etymological and cultural ‘dimensions’, of which almost each can have priority status
in the study.[4] D.S. Likhachev suggests that the totality of such concepts forms the
conceptual sphere of language [12], in which the culture of a nation is concentrated.
The determining factor in this approach is the way of conceptualizing the world in
lexical semantics, the main research tool is a conceptual model, with the help of
which the basic components of the semantics of a concept are identified and stable
connections between them are identified. Secondly, in a narrower sense, the number
of concepts by Yu.S. Stepanov and Neroznak include semantic formations that are
marked by linguocultural specifics and in one way or another characterize the bearers
of a certain ethnoculture [11]. The totality of such concepts does not form a concept
sphere as a kind of holistic and structured semantic space, but occupies a certain part
of it - the conceptual area. And finally, the concepts include only semantic
formations, the list of which is quite limited and which are key to understanding the
national mentality as a specific attitude to the world of its bearers.

CONCLUSION

A generalization of points of view on the concept and its definitions in
linguistics allows us to come to the following conclusion: a concept is a unit of
collective consciousness (sending to the highest spiritual values), which has a
linguistic expression and is marked by ethnocultural specificity.

The conceptual picture of the world is much richer than the linguistic one. The
linguistic picture of the world reflects the national picture of the world and can be
identified in linguistic units of different levels. The role of language is not only to
convey a message, but, first of all, to the internal organization of the transmitted
information. Thus, the world of speakers of a given language is formed, that is, the
linguistic picture of the world as a body of knowledge about the world, embodied in
vocabulary, grammar, and phraseology. During the life of a particular person, the
linguistic picture of the world precedes the conceptual one and shapes it, because a

person is able to understand the world and himself thanks to language.

21


https://portal.issn.org/resource/ISSN/2041-3963
http://universalimpactfactor.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/BRITISH_VIEW.jpg
http://sjifactor.com/passport.php?id=22109

British View Volume 8 Issue 9 2023

SJIF 2022: 4.629
The specific features of the national language create for its speakers a special

“coloring” of this world, determined by the national significance of objects,
phenomena, processes, and a selective attitude towards them, which is generated by
the specific activities, lifestyle and national culture of a given people. Thus, living in
a linguistic society, a person enriches his conceptual system not only thanks to
personal experience, but also thanks to language, which determines its specificity at
all its levels [15].

Based on this, we see that the linguistic picture of the world is closely connected
with the conceptual system, as well as with language. The linguistic picture of the
world objectively reflects the perception of the world by the bearers of a given
culture, but human reflection is not mechanical, it is creative, and therefore
subjective.
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