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LANGUAGE AND THOUGHT: 

CONTEMPORARY COGNITIVE LINGUISTICS

time, offers a panoramic view of contemporary cognitive linguistics. 

Cognitive linguistics is understood as broadly as possible, as the study of 

any aspect of language in connection with human cognitive processes. The 

the general architecture of language from a cognitive point of view. The 

following two sections are devoted to two perspectives on language: 

language as storage of knowledge and language as a communicative 

process. The volume is expected to be useful not only to specialists in 

range of readers interested in the structure of language, its evolution, and 

processes of cognition, thought, and speech communication.

TABLE OF CONTENTS (WITH CHAPTER ABSTRACTS)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7

(Lomonosov Moscow State University, Russia)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  29

The author offers his understanding of language explora tion 

from a cognitive point of view. The main question concerns 

the possibility of linguistically reconstructing a cognitive 

structure, relying on the principle of cognitive motivation 

behind linguistic form. A technique for such reconstruction 

structurally diverse languages, including Russian, Tsakhur, 

Dargwa, Bagwalal, Bengali, Alutor, etc., all illustrating the 

phenomenon of markedness, correlated with the cognitive 

operator norm vs. deviation from norm. Special attention is given 
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to the phenomenon of inversible markedness, especially in the 

situation of “anomalous” form-meaning correspondences. The 

scope of inversible markedness includes systemic correlations 

between the values of various parameters from the point of 

view of the operator of cognitive norm. Some of the value 

combinations correspond to the cognitive norm while others 

diverge from it.

(University of California, Santa Barbara, USA)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  60

Language accomplishes its major function by associating 

thoughts with sounds, and at the same time by organizing 

thoughts in ways that make this association possible. We thus 

need above all to develop a fuller understanding of thoughts. 

Although we spend our lives thinking, just what we are doing 

is far from clear, nor is the relation of thinking to language, 

which plays a crucial role in thinking but is far from the whole 

story. Various disciplines have an interest in these questions 

and can contribute in various ways to answering them. The 

paper moves from linguistics to psychology, showing how 

they can combine to provide a fuller understanding of thoughts 

and language.

(University of Oregon 

and White Cloud Ranch, Ignacio, Colorado, USA) 

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  89

In this paper I cite data from the genesis of syntactic 

complexity in order to discuss the fundamental unity of the 

three developmental trends found in language: diachrony, 

ontogeny (acquisition) and phylogeny (evolution). I note 

the strong parallels between those three processes and 

suggest that they involve not only mere analogy but actual 

shared mechanisms. To support this heretic idea, I cite well 

known facts from biological evolution that link the actual 

developmental mechanisms of phylogeny to ontogeny, on the 

one hand, and to everyday adaptive behavior/learning, on the 

other. Lastly, I suggest that language diachrony can be viewed 

as everyday adaptive behavioral innovation, provided one does 

not view diachrony as just the end product of long-gapped 

historical changes, but rather as the concatenation of multiple 

instances of adaptive individual behaviors that take place on-

line during everyday communication. The latter perspective 

is easier to adopt when one studies synchronic variation, 

grammaticalization and internal reconstruction.



9Table of contents

(Publishing House 

“Languages of Slavic Culture”, Moscow, Russia)

 . . .  123

contemporary theoretical linguistics, illustrating the coexistence 

and independent development of a number of mutually 

exclusive language theories such as those of Noam Chomsky, 

the interdisciplinary approach nor experimental data reconcile 

the varying schools of linguistic thought. In the conclusion, it is 

postulated that the only possible way out of this theoretical dead 

synthetic theory of language. The article contains a brief outline 

of the theory in question.

(Baikal State University of 

Economics and Law, Irkutsk, Russia)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  155

The article addresses the issue of the lasting methodological 

crisis in linguistics which, as a science, lacks a clearly 

accounts for the fuzziness of the subject matter of linguistics 

and prevents any pointed discussion of the function of 

socially informed interactional activity. A way out of the 

methodological dead end that would allow linguists to 

develop a synthetic theory is seen in viewing individual 

human organisms and human society as living systems whose 

organization is based in embodied orientational interac-

 (Saint Petersburg State University, Russia)

Kognicija cognition  . . . . . . . . .  173

This paper offers an analysis of technical terms widely used 

in present-day cognitive linguistics and other cognitive 

disciplines, viz.: znanie ‘knowledge’, znak ‘sign’, informacija 

‘information’, kognicija ‘cognition’, etc. Special attention is 

paid to the term information as it is used in the humanities. 

It is suggested to take this notion as a semantic primitive not 

reducible to a structure of simpler constituents. One more 

point to be emphasized is the role of ordinary language in the 

processes of coining new technical terms.
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(Institute of Linguistics, Russian Academy of 

Sciences, Moscow; Lomonosov Moscow State University, Russia)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  185

Usually it is considered that cognitive linguistics started being 

created in the 1950s  1960s. However some ideas anticipating 

this paradigm were expressed much earlier, by W. von Humboldt. 

One can also note such scholars as K. Vossler, V. Voloshinov, 

limit themselves to the analysis of linguistic structure, but tried 

to study the functioning of language, to connect language with 

the speaker.

(University of California, San Diego, USA)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  199

How do people construct their mental representations of time? 

I focus on work examining the role that spatial metaphors and 

basic spatial representations play in constructing representations 

of time across languages. The results reveal that the metaphors 

we use to talk about time have both immediate and long-term 

consequences for how we conceptualize and reason about this 

fundamental domain of experience. How people conceptualize 

time appears to depend on how the languages they speak 

tend to talk about time, the current linguistic context (what 

language is being spoken), and also on the particular metaphors 

being used to talk about time in the moment. Further, people 

who conceptualize space differently also conceptualize time 

differently suggesting that people co-opt representations of the 

physical world (e. g., space) in order to mentally represent more 

abstract or intangible entities (e.  g., time). Taken all together 

domains as time differ dramatically across cultures and groups. 

The results reveal some of the mechanisms through which 

languages and cultures help construct our basic notions of 

time.

(Arctic University of Norway, Tromsø, Norway)

 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  213

Croft in his Verbs. Aspect and causal structure proposes a 

typology for aspect and a means of diagramming aspectual 


