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LANGUAGE SYMBOLS AND SPEECH IMAGES
Sharipova Dilnoza Shaviatovna
Senior Lecturer of the D epariment of
Foreign Languages in Natural Scences
Bukhara State University
emall: dilmza-slaviatownal 976@mmil.ru

Absract. The artide gives a brief overview of the formmtion and stages of
development of symbols of cultural unity, their role in society, analyzes some
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combination of symbalic confgm::umm of cultral models. The
drected to the wrormomnccﬁﬂn of the humn soul and, being bcyord th:
cortrol of our awareness, di

affects the affective s;i‘en: of humn mture.

Itisﬂmnkstoﬂﬂsurdastﬂrtﬁrgnfﬂnnmmufﬂnva}:nisyniJolth:ltits

poetic, winged definitions appeared.

Key wurds: symdol, inwge, moverned, pmgutlln. b}’[]iﬂl:bl[l, sulject,

metaphor, culture, Fi}zrmmm graphic, olgectwe urique, sign, a

Urﬂastfnﬂng the linguistic rature of culture begins with the transfer of
the logic of all arguments about cultural linguistics from the linguistic plare

itself into the semiotic scientific paradigm. This makes it possible to
larguage as a hierarchy of sign systens, as a combimation of symbolic
configurations of CUIHIZE

Imdeis The priority in this approach belongs to E.

Sapir. He writes that an importart area of rescarch should be “individual
symbolism in the vse of aultural sterectypes. Individual symbolisirs are often
nore significant, becase they are hidden from consciousress ard serve as
springs of real behavior ... Thus, the individial and society, in an endless mutual
exchange of symbadlic gestures, uild a pyramidal structure called avilization.
There are not many “bricks™ that underlic this structure “(Sapir, 1993: 209).
Paradoxical as it ray seem, but the views on the culture of E. Sapir show some
similarity with the theory of "models of culture”. The scientist considers culture
a "a specific matrix that forms a mtomal civilizaion! (Sapir, 1993: 473).
Rurther, a question arses that helps to bring the positiors of schools closer
together: where do “bricks™ appear in the individual corsaowsness, through
which the subject of seaial action bullds his behavior, modds speech reality,
sees his picture of theworld? If we retum to the reasoning of E. Sapir, which he
presented in the article "Do we need &' Superorgaric "?" - (Sapir, 1993 586-
593), it tums out that it is not from the surrounding cultural environment. Since
it, in fact, culture, is defined by him as an abstract beginning, which is

"dissalved” in individuwl reactions and which is ]ﬁ.’,m’n recreated as a subject of
study in the head of the researcher. The behavio

reactiors themeelves are the

sublimated unconscious desires of the individual hidden behind the sodally
approved packaging. But then where? E. Sapir's answer is unambiguous - from
the 1 e. Language fons both the consciousness of the individiel, and his
aultural worldview, the picture of the world, and his behavior. Language is
pinary, everything else is secondary. But according to the logic of L. White
and A. Kroeber, a parson borrows syrrbolic forms rot from some non-exdstent
substance bom in the fantasies of culturologists and ethnographers, but froma
very specific linguistic reality surounding him Only he calls this linguistic
erwvironment culfure. One way or another, but thanks to the [:nlemcs o E. Sapir
with L. White and A. Kroeber, the pmhlem of differentiating the concepts of
"language" and "culture” as syrrbolic systens has become even more urgert. In
this aspect of comsidering the problem of culture, a certain context is revealed in
which such representatives of European thought such as F. de Saussure, S,
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Freud, ]. Lacan, E. Berweniste, K. Levi-Strauss appear. This is due to the
uderstanding of the prooess of the formation of a cultural personality as a
person's ahility to assimilate existing cultural fonms, the very bricks that E. Sapir
spoke about. They also appear as shifters in P.O. Jacobson, langunge holes and
wids by J. Lacan and E. Benveriste. Further, the structural paradigm will
develop the idea of comyarison and even identification of the mechanisns of
ailture, language and personality, "I". This direction was especially developed
in line with the evolution of the ideas of the Tartu schoal, in the works of Yu.M.
Lotman. A whole aren of American psycholinguistics, headed by N. Chonsky,
% presented as an opposirg side.

Thus, all symbolic hunen activity, primarnily language and aulture, hos a
nuterial bosis. Brain, intellect, soul, language, word - dl this is naterial and can
be reduced to muscle contractions. “All the infinite variety of extermal
munifestations of brain activity is fimlly reduced to only one phenomenon -
muscle movement™ (Sechenov, 1947: 71). A symbol is an image of a sign
miture, hosically a convertional one, or a sign, concaved as an innge, in which
the visible, concrete, eventful acts only as a kind of heroglyph signaling about
some nysterious subject of the nomination, which serves os a sign of a different
reality (Viach. Ivanov). Hence its linguoculturological nmruni;na;xunrg the
connections, corrdations of this and other worlds, corsidering them in unity as
the embodiment of the integrity of the worldview, the desire to “see the eternal
n the temporal™ (Bely, 1994: 249), The objects symbolized in their essence are
mental structures - concepts of the second order, or concepts of conc
(Kravchenko, 2008: 149; Sheestyuk, 2001: 50), which do mot have a visible
cbject bnsis (a lark is a symbol of early awokening, an awd is a symbal of
roctumal activity, a firebird - asynbol of an unattainable dream, a black rose is
a synbol of sadness, a red rose 1s a symbal of love). A symbol represents a
concept akin to an inpge (it is mo coinddence that they s of symbolic
mrages), It is mtiorally specfic and notivated by the sammpffmm::m that
is estahlished between the olyjective and abstract elements of its contert. Andin
this respect, the symbal is akin to the signs of an indirect nonination (even
metaphorical and metonymic symbols are distinguished).  And its min
dstinguishing featureis the ahility to represent ancient inuges behind which the
pictures of the “collective unconscious”™ of creation appear. A linguistic innge is
a verbalized visunl perception of the olyjective world, which fixes the shape,
color, light, volurme and position in space of the named object. It differs froma
representation, which can be partial, fragmentary and incomplete, in its integrity
axd semuntic cortent, fonmed by perception, menory, immgimtion and
accumulated inyressions. The inmge serves as the fourdation over which the
symbol and sign are built.  If the inmge is comelated with an object of any
mture, then a syimbol that easily overcones "gravity" is accompanied by "high
nranings’, as a nle, of an extralinguistic mtwre. And this is their cultural
value. The embodiment of the innge in the sign of an indirect nomination
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(metaphor, in a broad serse, and an idiom) is assodated with linguocreative
thinking, sirce metaphors are capahle of gererating new concepts in the created
linguistic picture of the world. According to N.D. Arutyunov, “the image is
pychological, the metaphor is sermartic, the symbol is functional™ (1998: 338).
The linguistic image is not identical t the sersory-objective image: the first can
be "seen” only with the immer gaze, the second is the reflection of a real chject in
OUT CONSCioUSNESS.

In cultural linguistics, first of all, ¢ images are anal (see
Vorkachev, 2001: Elfﬁmihe products of ﬂhsu]gallnggua'ﬂaﬂsg[lz atiort’ arﬂséﬁm of
aulturally significart events ard situatiors. ially importart for
mrhmmyrdrﬂsmwe signs: the images :':In;hciyrﬁm aqr}éssltlnﬁ havirg
core into contact with other imeges of discourse, inmmrediately merge into a

e holisic and nodally colored picture, requirirg assodative-verbal
ment in a laconic combination of key concepts for a given discourse. An

e of this is the idiomto cormbute to what. Anidiomarose on the fusion

of imeges of a vivid hiblical discourse. Ore of the Gospel parables tells about a
poor widow, who, while collecting doratiors in the church, put in a noney
bowd, next to the rich gifts of roble people, everything she had - two pitiful
mites (mite is the smallest ancient com, a permyy; "Leptos” in Greek - "thin,
arell"). But o God, the parable says, these mites of the widow were dearer
than all other gifts. It is not for mothing that any modest doration made froma
puare heart is called a widow's mite. This, the mJT:Pe:I image of a mite in
combination with sich key corcepts for this srall i of discourse as
"kindress", " generosity”, "sacrifice”, formed the meaning of theidiom "to take a
feasible, albeit sall, participation in ary conmon case” It was created by
Earimq mechanisirs of linguistic creative thinking: symbolic, metaphorical and

gurative.
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THE STRUCTURAL-SEMANTIC ANALYSIS OF ENGLISH

LANGUAGE EMBEDDINGS FROM FRENCH LANGUAGE
Safarova Xurshida Salimovna

E SP Teacher of the D epartment of
Foreign Languages in Natural Sciences
Bukhara State University

Abstract. According to the topic, we can see the problens of translating Frerch
suffixes and words into English and the structural and senmntic analysis of these
auffixes and words, Infonration on how to use them in newspapers and other
sources is also provided,

Key words: the problens of trarslating suffixes and words, the structural and
servantic analysis, stable expressiors,

The struchural-sermntic analysis of English-language emmbeddings was
camied out on the material of orline articles from Frerch newspapers and
mugazines in 2013 and 2014. In total, 198 articles were analyzed, in which the
nethod of cortimous sanpling revealed 134 Anglicisms, as well as 472 lexical
urts (LU), sdected by the method of continuous sampling from lexicographic
sources (Le Petit Larousse illusteé, 2004; Le Nouveau Petit Robert de la langue
francaise, 2009) marked "angl".
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