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SYMBOL AS A LANGUAGE OF LINGUOCULTURES
Sharipowa Dilnoza Shavkatovna
Senior Lecturer of the Depariment of
Foreign Languages in Natural Scences
Bukhara State University
email: dilmza-shaviatovnal 976@ mail.ru

Abstract. The article gives a brief overview of the formation ard stages of
developrrert of symbals of cultural unity, their role in society, amalyzes some
semantic, structural and fimctional features, reveals the comection of symbols
with one of the related phenomena - maia;hors Through symbals, 1l si(nly of
holies of culture opers to our corsciousness: meanings that defy reason are
conprehended, living in the unconscious depths of the soul and uniting people
irto a single ethmocultural commumity. Moreover, a geruine symrbol not only
EXPXesses a centain meaning, it also corweys the entire specinum of its magical

wer. The is directed to the imconsdous depths of the human soul ard,
Emg beyord the control of our awareness, directly affects the affective sphere
of humen nature. k is thanks to this urrizrstan:ﬁrgﬂfﬂn mature of the verbal

symbol that its poetic, winged defiritions appeared.
Key words: symbol, image, nmovemert, nmatic, semiotics, ject,
rrg:{l[imr alture, ];hemnﬁ graphic, obj a:m?gﬁnqm, sign, hlemgl}psﬁh
The concept of "symbol' ocaupies a special place in cultural studies,
srce symbols play a truly unique mwle in culture, connecting the mj.?stennus
world of meanings w;th the word of subject and pragmatic relatiors. What is a
synmbol?  First of all, a symbal is a sign, but a sign of a very spedial kind,
faying the le of a sign medium
Sign and symbol. If an ordirary sign mekes it possible for a person to
penetrate the objective world of meanings, then the synbol allows ore to enter
the non-objective world of semantic relations. Through s, the holy of
holies of culture opers o our corsciousness: meanings that defy reason are

comprehended, living in the uncorscious depths of the soul and uniting people
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into a single ethnocultural commumity. Moreover, a genuine syrrbol not only

a certain ing, it also corveys the ertire of its nugical
power. Thesylrtnlmaim the inconscious d@ﬁ%nhrmn sﬁg and,
beirg il the contrdl of our awarencss, directly affects the affective (7]
sphere of humen natre. It is thanks to this understanding of the mature of the
verbal syrrbol that its poetic, winged definitions appeared. Symibol - an image
nm'ﬁfnli}jn:d by mﬁeﬁ(h. Bely), a fire sign, a mysterious hieroglyph gﬁg
an esoteric mythologeme ( Ivanov), a universal metaphor , ete. symbolismwith
urnknown secrets of metaphorical mearings.

Symbol and metaphor.  The medium function of a symbol is
netonymically connected with the idea that animates hurman behavior, with the
aigiml speech-thinking wsing visual-sersory inmmges. At the sare
Tin%, it should be m%rgumlgmﬂ;t tln'rsg*.risml—sertr-‘:r;} i g?: orly a mark of
an ideal program bt in no way its "cast”, not its copy. gr;:gl?annﬁ( of anideal
program, given in a sersually visual way, is a syrbol. It is mot, however, devoid
of an iconic dement, but its iconidty is just an illusory represertation of the
"model of the world' being expressed. On the other hard, the iconic part of the
symbol is an index of the true content of the symbol related to the "irvisible'
world, which detenmines the "model of behavior" of a person. In this serse, the
symbol is furdamentally different from the metaphor, although, at first glance,
they are difficult to distinguish: both the symbol and the metaphor cormect two
corcepts irto one. Otherwise, they are differert: a metaphor, conparing two
corcepts, levels their distinctive features, and the symbol preserves these
dfferences, emphasizes the independence of each concept. The development of
a homogeneous cogritive contert of a metaphor is a corsequerce of the fact that
it combines two parts of a certain “model of the world", while in the symbol
there is a connection between the “model of the world” and “model of
behavier’. The qualitative difference between the last two models ensures the
internal tersion and structural heterogeneity of the symbol, thanks o which it
turms out to be ahle to fulfill the role of an arc medium

Symbol and archetype. The verbal syrmbol and archatype are traditionally
corsidered in a mumber of such well-loxwn categories as myth, rite, ritual,
folklore. All without much difficulty can remember the song folklore and
linguistic symbals: viburmum - g, love; wonmwoed - grief; white - good,
festive, etc. At the same tine, it is much more difficult to distinguish (a) a
symbol from (b) a verbal arche both on the cognitive and speech level: a)
pear - wife; bird cheny - agirl ;t}‘garis asister; knife - robbery; wonmwood -
gnef ard b) star - fare; raven - death; swan - londiness; pine is death. To
acquire the primary skills for distinguishing these cultural pheromena, it is
recessary to pay attention to their follmxﬁngg]im[rnicﬁ and features,

1. In contrast © the genre and sermntic stahility of the symbol, archetypes are
characterized by germe locseness, common knowledge, representing, according
to K.GJung, "from time immemorial, the available wniversal inoges” of the
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nlriﬁmnve wuncorsciols™; the star is fate, the sun is a deity, the lamb is a
sacrifice
2. The verbal ard is devoid of that vivid ethro-linguistic metaphor, which
5 inherert in the l. This is confinmed by the use of verbal archetypes in
the compasition of the phrase: to be bom urder a lucky star, sunof life; like a
lamb for the slaughter, etc. They are trarslated into different languages of the
world without prejudice to their cortent and gereral urderstanding of the ertire
text (its themes, imnges, notives and ideas).
3. Since the symbol arises, as a nile, as a result of metaphorical comparison and
convergence of concepts that are distart fromeach other, itis "streichable, as a
word is streichable for new revelations of thought" (Veselovsky). Due to this,
e Is can be lost, others can aoquire new contert (cf . white - sairt, pure
and white - courter-revolutionary).  In contrast to the symbol, the verbal
archetype has a more stable "corservative” semartics and therefore provides the
nost significant comection for the linguistic commimity of traditional innges
aﬂ}nﬂ:ives passirg from generation to generation (world tree, mourntain, stone,
€c.).
4. Inliterary texts, the syibol and archetype reveal linguo-cognitive affinity (for
exanple, when creating traditional motives of life and death, love ard oHlivien,
m and inprisonment, personality and power, etc)). In the speeches of
farmous mg;te; ufpl]j;sﬂzm?rmﬂf Enboﬁnrgnnf these n;}wa?ﬂ 115_ I?&ﬁm
author's appeal to the nythologi olKlore
1'11.1::13?31"’It the world In this case, the search for previous analogues of the
author's imeges and motives beconres ve ent. It allows you to idertify and
distinguish between symbolic, arc individual-athor's images 1n the
contert of lyric texts. This, in tum, ot only favors the nodelirg of the author’s
petures of the wordd, but also contribues to adeeper mﬂaﬁaﬁrg of the ideas
of the pnefic text, which my rlwmgp from the 1kual (imipl) mtent of the
E istic mears of their expression (store - death, flight - freedom, etc.). Such
stinction becomes espedally important when it is necessary to reveal
dlegm}r in a literary text - dlagnncal meanings. Symbol and allegory often
ceate a figurative unity, semontically conplenrenting each other.  However,
they are distinguishable. Symbolic meaning arises from "living" associations,
winle allegorical meaning is created ard recognized according to a given
ttem. Therefore, comments, explanations, signonres alnost always indicate
we have before us ot a symbol, but an allegory. The symbal canmot be
givenan unarbiguous rational explaration. Maybe because a symbol is always
asign of the rximum generalized, modmumabstract imege of pheromena and
concepts. Being only one of the links of the associative chain, the symbol, in
contrast to the aﬂcgm}r, is semantically "elusive”, since, according to A. Bely, it
i "the limit to all cogritive, creative and ethical rons: the symbol is in this
serse the limit of limits."



Aralysis of imeges allows s to idertify the following associative
comectiors formed by them Thus, lingo aultural amlysis of the characters
made it possible to determine the absence of “negative™ color actualization.
N.[eam'n% of syrrbols and the expression of symbolic meanings: a areature with
humen-like, somretimes clrﬂldislgeﬁs'?ertﬂy tft}'n.zfligg'russive {tﬂ:%gis typcal for a
child) behavior; to have healing power; an expression of the motif of heaven and
earth hierogarmy. The results of the aralysis show the special role of children's
joumalism in the pocess of ugbringing and educating a child, which is
determined by its PIL ical, moral and aesthetic potertial. In short, the lingo
aultural arolysis o s is very important in every field.
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Abstract: In this aricle we foas on second language learners’ developing
krowledge and use of their new language. We examine some of the mistakes
that learners make and discuss what mistakes can tell us about their knowledge
of the language ard their ahility to use that knowledge. We look at stages and
sequences in the acquisition of some syntactic and morphological features in the
secord larginge. We also rcucw some aspects of leamers® development of
vocahulary, pragnatics and

Key wua?rdsp Mnr[i'nlcgt[:aﬁ) featmﬁs language acquisition, target language,
interlanguage, design procedures, to analyzing learners® errors, simplification,

contrastive analysis, imegular verb, learners’ development of vocabulary,

grammatical morpherres, article, probahly, conrastive aralysis.

In this artide we focus on sccond language learners’ developing
krowledge ard use of their new language. We examine same of the mistakes
that learmers make and discuss what mistakes can tell us about their knowledge
of the larguage ard their ahility to use that krowledge. We look at stages and
sequences in the acquisition of some syntactic and morphological features in the
sccond language. We also review some aspects of leamers’ development of
vocahulary, pmg;mncs and phonology. Knowing more about the development
of learmer language teachers to assess teaching procedures in the light of
what they can TG]SDIEbFE}q!It to acconplish in the classroom As we will see,
some characteristics of learmer language can be quite perplexing if one does not
have an overall pmjre of the steps leamers go in acquining features of

the second larguag erting sonme d the findings of second language
mesearch, we have i 1rx:hﬂa§n5 rumber of exanyples of learmer language as well as

'Patsy M. Zightbown and N.Spada. 2006. How langunge are leamed. Oxford University
Press,
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