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JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHSI KaK OT/eJIbHAasi Hayka Hayajga (OpMUPOBATHCS B
KOHIIe XX BEKa. 3a4acTyl0 W BIOJIHE OINPABIAHO €€ HAYAJIO CBA3BIBAIOT C
umeHneM B.B. Bopo6seBa [BopoOseB 1991, 1992]. Onnako BO3HUKHOBEHUE U
CTaHOBJICHHE JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHH ObI7I0 Obl Hembicumo 0e3 B.H. Temus,
KOTOpasi Hayaja 3adyMbIBaTbCs HaJ TpoOieMaMu, KOTOPHIE MBI CETOIHS
Ha3BaJM OBl JIMHTBOKYJbTyposiornueckumu, emie B 80-e¢ roasr [Tenus 1986,
1987, 1988a, 19886], a B 90-¢ omnyOimkoBaja BaXKHEHIIHE IS
KPUCTAJUIM3AIUHU JIMHTBOKYJIBTYpOioruu padoTsl [ Temus 1995, 1999a, 19996]
u (yHIaMEHTAIBHBINA TPy, SBISIONIMICSI, Ha MO B3IJISII, CBOCOOPA3HBIM
ManudectoM 3Toi Hayku [ Tenus 1996].

CerogHss MOXHO YTBEPXKJaTh, UYTO M3 E€IUHOTO KOPHS TEJIHEBCKOM
JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHH, KOTOpYro cama B.H. Tenus moHnmana kak HaykKy O
(CKMBOJICHCTBYIOIIEH B3aUMOCBSI3H SI3bIKA U KYJIBTYPbI», BBIPOCIO HECKOJIBKO
CaMOCTOSITeJIbHBIX HAYYHBIX HAMpPaBJICHUN, aKTUBHO Pa3BUBAIOIINXCS B HAIIIH
JTHU.

B  ¢okyce BHHUMaHUS  TMCUXOJWHIBOKYJbTYPOJIOTHH,  HayaBIICH
dbopMupoBaTECS B Hayajge 3TOTO BEKAa, HAXOAWTCS EIUHOE, CIOXKHOE,
MHOTOMEPHOE TPOCTPAHCTBO JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPHI, 0OJIaalomield CBOUMHU
COOCTBEHHBIMHU €UHUIIAMU (CIOBapeM) U 3aKOHAMH (TPaMMAaTHKOM ).

[To yxe moJiydeHHBIM pe3ysibTaTaM MPOBOJUMBIX HaMHU HUCCIEIOBaHUM
CEroJIHsI IPEACTABISECTCS BO3MOXKHBIM YTBEPKAATh, YTO OJTHOW U3 MOJCUCTEM
JUHTBOKYJBTYPHl ~ SIBJIIETCSI TOJICKCTEMa MeTaopudecKas, eIUHUIIAMH
KOTOpOM SBIIAIOTCA 0a30Bble MeTaopbl — MeTagopbl «U3HAYAIHHBICY,
«HUCXOJHBIE», HMMEIOUIME AaAPXETUINUYECKYI0 NPHUPOAY U OCHOBAHHBIE Ha
apxetunuueckux npeacrasieHusx [Kpacuoix 2016: 130, 337]. OcHoBaHueM

32



0a30BbIX MeTadop BBICTYMAIOT MAaKCUMAJIbHO a0CTParupOBaHHBIC «HICH,
KOTOPBIE JIKAT B OCHOBE OCMBICIICHUSI MUPA YEJIOBEKOM U KOTOPHIE MOTYT HE
OCO3HABAaThCA COBPEMEHHBIMU MPEACTABUTEISMHU JIMHTBOKYJILTYPBI, HO TPHU
HeoOXomuMocTu  mojdarorcs  peduekcun [Tam  ke] (oOocHOBaHHME
CYILIECTBOBAaHMS 0a30BbIX MeTaop U BO3MOXKHOCTH MX BBISBICHHUS U
onmcanus — cM. [Kpacubix 2020: 257]).

Ha ocHOBe MHOTOYHMCIIEHHBIX TPYAOB MpEIACTABUTEICH pa3HBbIX HAYK U
COOCTBEHHBIX HAOMIOACHUN TMPEACTABISIETCS BO3MOXKHBIM BBIBISITH U
HATJIAJIHO JIEMOHCTPUPOBATh YHHMBEPCAJIBbHBIN XapakTep 0a30BbIX MeTadop,
JeXaluuMx B OCHOBE OKyIbTypuBaHus mupa uenoBekoM (B.H. Tenus) u
CIIyaIuX 0Opa3HbIM OCHOBAHUEM JJISl €0 METa(pOPUUECKOTO OCMBICICHUS.
Tak, Hanpumep, BEPX, Oyayuun unenom onnosuuuu BEPX / HU3 u sBussace
0a30B0il MeTapopoil, COOTHOCUTCA C UJIEEH BBICOTHI, BCTPAUBAETCS B Pl
BEPX — BOI' — CBET — JJObPO — XXM3Hb u nmoxsepraercss BTOPUYHOU
Metadopu3alvK, Pe3ylabTaThl KOTOPOW OBHEHIHSIOTCS B  Pa3IMYHBIX
A3BIKOBBIX 3HAKax, HAMp.: gepuiuna, nuxK, seHum, Hebo, 00.1axKo, 36e30ul, JIyna,
0y0, Kpvluia, — KOTOpPbIE COOTHOCATCA C pa3HbIMU KOJAMHU KYJIbTYpPbI
(mompobuee cm. [Kpacubix 2020]). KonkperHoe (yHKIIMOHHpPOBaHUE
YKa3aHHBIX €JIMHUII, HECYIUX «(YHKIHMOHAIBLHO 3HAUMMBIE IS KYJIbTYpPbI
cmbiciiby  (B.H. Tenust), MOXXHO OOHapyX uTh B CO3/1aBa€MbIX CETOIHS
TEKCTaX pa3HbIX THUMOB M >KaHpoB. Kak mokas3piBaloT pa3zHOOOpa3HbIe
uccienoBanus, cama 6azoBas Meradopa, ee ObiTHEe U (PYHKIIMOHUPOBAHUE B
KyJIbType, a TakKe BEKTOpbl €€ JaJbHEWIIEro «pa3BOpaYMBaHUD)
XapakTepHbl JJISI Pa3HbIX KYJIbTYp M MOPETCHAYIOT Ha YHHUBEpCaIbHBIN
XapaKTep.

Linguoculturology as a separate science began to form at the end of the
20™ century. Often and quite justifiably, its beginning is associated with the
name of V.V. Vorobiev [Vorobiev 1991, 1992, 1996, 1997]. However, the
emergence and formation of linguoculturology would have been unthinkable
without V.N. Teliya. She began to think about the problems that we would
today call linguoculturological, back in the 80s [Teliya 1986, 1987, 198843,
1988b]. In the 90s she published works that are most important for the
crystallization of linguoculturology [Teliya 1995, 1999a, 1999b] and a
fundamental work, which, to my mind, is a kind of manifesto of this science
[Teliya 1996].

Today it can be argued that from a single root of Teliya’s
linguoculturology, which V.N. Teliya herself understood as the science of the
“living correlation and interdependence of language and culture”, several
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independent scientific directions, actively developing in our days, have
grown.

The focus of psycholinguoculturology, which began to shape at the
beginning of this century, is a single, complex, multidimensional space of
linguoculture, which has its own units (vocabulary) and rules (grammar).

According to the already obtained results of our research, it seems
possible today to assert that one of the subsystems of linguoculture is the
metaphorical subsystem. Basic metaphors, i.e. metaphors “primordial”,
“Initial”, having an archetypal nature and based on archetypal ideas are the
units of the given subsystem [Krasnykh 2016: 130, 337]. The basis of basic
metaphors 1s the maximum abstracted “ideas” that underlie human
understanding of the world and may not be realized by modern
representatives of linguoculture, but, if necessary, lend themselves to
reflection [Ibid.] (substantiation of the existence of basic metaphors and the
possibility of their identification and description — see [Krasnykh 2020: 257]).

On the basis of numerous works of representatives of different sciences
and our own observations, it seems possible to identify and clearly
demonstrate the universal nature of the basic metaphors that underlie the
domestication of the world by human (V.N. Teliya) and serve as a figurative
basis for its metaphorical understanding. So, for example, UP, being a
member of the UP / BOTTOM opposition and being a basic metaphor,
correlates with the idea of height, is embedded in the series UP — GOD —
LIGHT — GOOD - LIFE and undergoes a secondary metaphorization, the
results of which are externalized in various language units, for example:
summit, peak, zenith, sky, cloud, stars, Moon, oak, roof — which correspond to
different culture codes (see [Krasnykh 2020] for more details). The concrete
functioning of these units, which carry the “meanings functionally significant
for culture” (V.N. Teliya), can be found in the modern texts of different types
and genres. As various studies show, the basic metaphor itself, its existence
and functioning in culture, as well as the vectors of its further “unfolding” are
characteristic of different cultures and pretend to be universal.
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