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Mporpammy avcumnnuHbl paspaboTtan(a)(v1) AoueHT, K.H. (noueHT) MmmaneTtanHoBa IM.K. kadenpa
repMaHCcKol GoMnonorum oTaeneHne pycckom n 3apybexHoi gounonorum um. J1.H.Tonctoro ,
Gulnara.Gimaletdinova@kpfu.ru

1. Uenn ocBOEHNS AUCLUMINHBI

CoBepLIeHCTBOBAHME 3HAHWUI B 061acT OMIoNorMmn, pasesuTie yMeHnin aHanmaa pasnmnyHbix
METOLONOrMYECKNX MPUHLIMIMOB 1 METOANYECKMX NPUEMOB (PUNONOMMYECKOro UCCNeA0BaHMs Ha
COBPEMEHHOM 3Tare.

2. MecTO AMCUMNNUHBI B CTPYKTYype OCHOBHOM 06pa3oBaTtefibHOM NPOrpammbl BbICLLETO
npocpeccuoHanbLHOro o6pasoBaHus

JaHHas yuebHas gucuunnnHa BkntodeHa B pasgen " M1.[B.2 ObweHay4yHblin" OCHOBHOWA
obpasosatenbHoi nporpammbl 032700.68 PrNonorms n 0OTHOCKMTCS K AMCLMNANHAM NO BbIGOPY.
OcBauBaetcs Ha 1 kypce, 1 cemecTp.

M.1.0B2. ObweHay4HbI umkn. BapnaTneHas YyacTb (AMCLMNANHBI NO BbIBOPY CTyAEHTa).

Ins ndydeHns gucumnianHbl HEOOX0AUMbI 3HAHWNS, YMEHUS U KOMMETEHLMM, NOMyYEHHbIE
obyyarowmMMncs Npy N3y4eHMn OUCLUMNINH, COCTaBNSAOWNX PYHAAMEHT (PUIONOrM4eCcKoro
obpa3oBaHus, 3an0XeHHOro B 6akanaespuarte, a Takxe psga AUCUMNINH 06WweHay4YHOro Lmkna B
marnctpartype ("®unonornsa B CUCTEME COBPEMEHHOIO r'yMaHUTapHoro 3HaHus", "ctopms
NVHIBUCTMYECKMX Y4eHniA", "CoBpEMEHHbIE HanpaBneHus B 3apybexHoi dounonorum").

3. KomneTteHuumn obyuarowterocsi, popMupyemble B pe3ynbTate 0CBOEHUSA AUCLUMNIINHDI
/mopynsi

B pesynbTate 0CBOEHUS AMCLMNINHBI (OOPMUPYIOTCS CReaytowme KOMNeTEeHUNN:

Pacwucposka
LLinchp komneTeHumu npuobpeTaemMon KOMMNeTeHL MU
OK-1 -
n HOCTb COBEpPLLEHCTBOBATD U BMBaTb CBOWA
OOusqrorypime [TTOXO0L00Te CosepleeTs0sare P C20
KOMreTeHuun) y ynetyp yp
OK-2 CNOCOBHOCTb K CaMOCTOATENBbHOMY 00Y4YEHNIO HOBLIM METOAAM
nccnenoBaHus, U3MEHEHNIO HAYYHOrO U
(0BLweKkynbTypHbIE CCNEN0BaHNs, NSMEHEHWIO HAyHHOTO .
Hay4HO-MPOM3BOACTBEHHOr0 NPOUIa CBOEN
KOMMeTeHuunn) 9
npodpeccnoHanbHOn AeaTenbHOCTH
CMocOBHOCTb CaMOCTOATENbHO NPUobpeTaTb C NOMOLLbIO
OK-5 NHJOOPMAaLIMOHHbBIX TEXHONIOrNIM 1 NCMONb30BaTh B
(0bLeKkynbTypHbIE NPaKTNY4EeCKON OeATENbHOCTN HOBbIE 3HAHUS N YMEHUS, B TOM
KOMreTeHuun) yucne B HOBbIX 06NacTsX 3HaHWIA, HEMOCPEACTBEHHO He
CBSA3aHHbIX CO Cpepont feaTenbHOCTH
OK-6 CrMocoBHOCTb NOPOXAaTh HOBblE NIEWN (KPeaTUBHOCTD),
(0BLekynbTypHbIE afanTtupoBaTtbCA K HOBbIM CUTyaLMaM, NepeoLieHBaTb
KOMNeTeHLmm) HaKOMMEHHbIV OMbIT, aHaNN3MpPoBaTb CBON BO3MOXHOCTU
MK-1 CNoCcobHOCTb NEMOHCTPUPOBATL 3HAHNS COBPEMEHHOI Hay4YHOA
n UMbl B ™ gom 1 1 JNHAMUKN BUTUSA
(NDOMECCHOHATbHbIE apan obnactu comnono AnHa ee pas :
KOMMETEHLN) CUCTEMbl METOLONOMMYECKMX MPUHLMUMOB U METOOANYECKUX
NpPUeMOoB PUNONOrM4eckKoro nccnenoBaHns
MK-2 CNOCOBHOCTb NEMOHCTPUPOBATL YrnybneHHble 3HaHUS B
(MpocheccmonantHbie n36paHHOI KOHK eTHOFI;I op6nacmyopv>|lnonormv|
KOMMeTeHuunn) P P
AK-4 CNoCOBHOCTb K CaMOCTOATENbHOMY MOMOSTHEHNIO, KPUTUYECKOMY
HanM3y N NPUMEHEHMNIO T TUYECKUX N NPaKTUYECKMX
(npodhbeccmoHanbHble aHannsy i NPUMEHEHNIO TEOPETHEC pa ec
3HaHWi B cdpepe ryMaHUTapHbIX HayK Af1st COBCTBEHHbIX
KOMMNeTeHuunm) y
Hay4HbIX UCCNenoBaHNiA
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PacwucpoBka
npuobpeTaeMoi KOMNeTeHL NN

BnageHne HaBblkaMn KBannguumnpoBaHHOro aHanmaa,

Lncpp komneteHLUN

MNK-6 KOMMEHTUPOBaHUs, pecpepnpoBaHns n 06obLieHms
(NnpodpeccmoHanbHble pe3ynbTaToB Hay4HbIX UCCNEN0BaHNUI C UCNONb30BAHNEM
KOMNeTeHLUMW) COBPEMEHHbIX METOAMK N METOLONOr WA, NepefoBOro

OTEYECTBEHHOr0 U 3apyBexXHOro onbiTa

B pesynbrate 0CBOEHUS OUCUUMINHBLI CTYOEHT:
1. DONXEH 3HaTb:

NPUHLMNbI, TPUEMbI U OCHOBHbIE KATEropunn KOTHUTUBHOW NIMHIBUCTUKM N CNEeLngUKyY aHHOM
obnacTtu B 06wer CMCTEME COBPEMEHHOW CPUNONOrMYECKOA HayKK

2. IONXEH yMeTb:

MCMNONb30BaTh MOJyYEHHbIE 3HAHMS B MPOLIECCE CaMOCTOATENbHOrO U3YYEHUsI U KPUTUYECKOTO
aHanM3a OOCTUXEHU COBPEMEHHON OUNONOTN; MPUMEHSATb MONyYeHHble 3HaHMS B cdpepe
COBCTBEHHOWN Hay4HOW 0eaTenbHOCTM

3. DONXeEH BnageTb:

HaBblkaMM aHanM3a KOrHUTMBHbIX aCMekTOB B rpaMMmaTtke N CeMaHTuKe
4. DONXEH OEeMOHCTPMPOBATb CNOCOOHOCTb U FOTOBHOCTb:

NPUMEHSATb NONYYEHHbIE 3HAHNS HA NPaKTMKe

4. CTpyKTypa u conepxaHve oUCLUNAUHBLI/ MOoayns
Ob6was TpyaoeMKOCTb ANCLMMANHBI COCTaBNSIeT 3a4eTHbIX(ble) eamHuL(bl) 108 yaca(oB).
dopma NPOMEXYTOYHOro KOHTPONS AUCUMMNANHBI 3a4eT B 1 cemecTpe.

CyMmMapHOo no ancumnanHe MOXHO nony4ntb 100 6annos, n3 HMX Tekywas paboTa oueHnaetcs B 50
6annos, ntorosas popma KoHTpons - B 50 6annos. MMHMManbHoe KONMYECTBO ANS AOMycKa K 3a4eTy
28 6annos.

86 6annos 1 bonee - "oTANYHO" (OTN.);

71-85 6annos - "xopouwo" (Xop.);

55-70 6annos - "ynoBneTBOpUTENBHO" (YAO0B.);

54 6anna n MeHee - "HeyLOBNETBOPUTENBHO" (Hey..).

4.1 CTpyKTypa n cogepxaHve ayautopHon paboTbl No aucumnianHe/ Mogynio
TeMmaTnyeckum nnaH gUCUUNAUHbI/MOAYNA

Bugbl n yachbl
Paszen ayauTopHOM paborThbl,
Hepens MX TPy A0EMKOCTb Tekywue copmbl
N 'D'"Kn"g;lr;;}:;”b'/ CeMecTpl. o ectpa (B yacax) KOHTpOnsi
Nekumu MpakTnueckuelabopartopHbie
3aHATUSA paboTbi

Tema 1. Paznen 1

Introduction. Embodied
1.|mind and embodied 1 1-6 2 10 0

cognition. Cognitive

semantics.

PerncTpaLmoHHbIii HoMep 9022 «On 3;?{1;‘%??(&1:{1;%2
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Buabl n yachbl

ayauTopHOM paborThbl,
Paspen

Hepens MX TPy AO0EMKOCTb Tekywume copmbl
N ‘D'"Kn"(")':lr;;}r;”b'/ C("w'echcemecrpa (B yacax) KOHTpOnsi
Nekumm MpakTnyeckmelllaboparopHbie
3aHATUA paboTbi

Tema 2. Paspgen 2
Cognitive approaches to
grammar. Universals in
2.[thought and language. 1 7-12 4 8 0
Language change and
language acquisition.

Tema 3. Pasgen 3 Whorf
and linguistic relativity
principle. Frame

3 semantics. Prototype

‘[theory. Categorization 1 13-18 1 4 : 0
and idealized cognitive
models.
. Tema . NITorosas 1 0 0 0 3ayet
doopma KOHTpons
Ntoro 10 26 0

4.2 CopepxaHvue oUCLUMNUHbI

Tema 1. Paspen 1 Introduction. Embodied mind and embodied cognition. Cognitive
semantics.

NeKuMoHHoe 3aHsiThe (2 yaca(os)):

Cognitive Linguistics grew out of the work of a number of researchers active in the 1970s who were
interested in the relation of language and mind, and who did not follow the prevailing tendency to
explain linguistic patterns by means of appeals to structural properties internal to and specific to
language. Rather than attempting to segregate syntax from the rest of language in a 'syntactic
component' governed by a set of principles and elements specific to that component, the line of
research followed instead was to examine the relation of language structure to things outside
language: cognitive principles and mechanisms not specific to language, including principles of
human categorization; pragmatic and interactional principles; and functional principles in general,
such as iconicity and economy. - 2 yaca

npakTundeckoe 3aHsitne (10 yaca(os)):

The most influential linguists working along these lines and focusing centrally on cognitive principles
and organization were Wallace Chafe, Charles Fillmore, George Lakoff, Ronald Langacker, and
Leonard Talmy. Each of these linguists began developing their own approach to language
description and linguistic theory, centered on a particular set of phenomena and concerns. One of
the important assumptions shared by all of these scholars is that meaning is so central to language
that it must be a primary focus of study. Linguistic structures serve the function of expressing
meanings and hence the mappings between meaning and form are a prime subject of linguistic
analysis. Linguistic forms, in this view, are closely linked to the semantic structures they are
designed to express. Semantic structures of all meaningful linguistic units can and should be
investigated. - 5 yacos These views were in direct opposition to the ideas developing at the time
within Chomskyan linguistics, in which meaning was 'interpretive' and peripheral to the study of
language. The central object of interest in language was syntax. The structures of language were in
this view not driven by meaning, but instead were governed by principles essentially independent of
meaning. Thus, the semantics associated with morphosyntactic structures did not require
investigation; the focus was on language-internal structural principles as explanatory constructs. - 5
4yacos

PernctpaumoHHbin Homep 9022
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Tema 2. Paspen 2 Cognitive approaches to grammar. Universals in thought and language.
Language change and language acquisition.

JIeKLMOHHOe 3aHsiTne (4 4yaca(os)):

Functional linguistics also began to develop as a field in the 1970s, in the work of linguists such as
Joan Bybee, Bernard Comrie, John Haiman, Paul Hopper, Sandra Thompson, and Tom Givon. The
principal focus of functional linguistics is on explanatory principles that derive from language as a
communicative system, whether or not these directly relate to the structure of the mind. Functional
linguistics developed into discourse-functional linguistics and functional-typological linguistics, with
slightly different foci, but broadly similar in aims to Cognitive Linguistics. At the same time, a
historical linguistics along functional principles emerged, leading to work on principles of
grammaticalization (grammaticization) by researchers such as Elizabeth Traugott and Bernd Heine.
All of these theoretical currents hold that language is best studied and described with reference to its
cognitive, experiential, and social contexts, which go far beyond the linguistic system proper. - 4
yaca

npakTnyeckoe 3aHsitne (8 4aca(os)):

Linguists developing their own frameworks for linguistic description in a cognitive direction in the
1970s were Sydney Lamb (Stratificational Linguistics, later Neurocognitive Linguistics) and Dick
Hudson (Word Grammar). - 2 yaca Much work in child language acquisition in the 1970s was
influenced by Piaget and by the cognitive revolution in Psychology, so that the field of language
acquisition had a strong functional/cognitive strand through this period that persists to the present.
Work by Dan Slobin, Eve Clark, Elizabeth Bates and Melissa Bowerman laid the groundwork for
present day cognitivist work. - 2 yaca During the 1970s, Chomsky made the strong claim of
innateness of the linguistic capacity leading to a great debate in the field of acquisition that still
reverberates today. His idea of acquisition as a 'logical problem' rather than an empirical problem,
and view of it as a matter of minor parameter-setting operations on an innate set of rules, were
rejected by functionally and cognitively oriented researchers and in general by those studying
acquisition empirically, who saw the problem as one of learning, not fundamentally different from
other kinds of learning. - 4 yaca

Tema 3. Paspen 3 Whorf and linguistic relativity principle. Frame semantics. Prototype
theory. Categorization and idealized cognitive models.

JNIeKLMOHHoe 3aHsiTue (4 4yaca(os)):

By the late 1980s, the kinds of linguistic theory development being done in particular by Fillmore,
Lakoff, Langacker, and Talmy, although appearing radically different in the descriptive mechanisms
proposed, could be seen to be related in fundamental ways. Fillmore's ideas had developed into
Frame Semantics and, in collaboration with others, Construction Grammar (Fillmore et al. 1988). - 2
yaca Lakoff was well-known for his work on metaphor and metonymy (Lakoff 1981 and Lakoff 1987).
Langacker's ideas had evolved into an explicit theory known first as Space Grammar and then
Cognitive Grammar (Langacker 1988). Talmy had published a number of increasingly influential
papers on linguistic imaging systems (Talmy 1985a,b and 1988). - 2 yaca

npakTnyeckoe 3aHsitne (8 4aca(os)):

Gilles Fauconnier had developed a theory of Mental Spaces, influenced by the views of Oswald
Ducrot. This theory was later developed in collaboration with Mark Turner into a theory of
Conceptual Blending, which meshes in interesting ways with both Langacker's Cognitive Grammar
and Lakoff's theory of Metaphor. - 4 yaca Through the 1980s the work of Lakoff and Langacker, in
particular, began to gain adherents. During this decade researchers in Poland, Belgium, Germany,
and Japan began to explore linguistic problems from a cognitive standpoint, with explicit reference to
the work of Lakoff and Langacker. 1987 saw the publication of Lakoff's infuential book Women, Fire
and Dangerous Things, and, at almost the same time, Langacker's 1987 Foundations of Cognitive
Grammar Vol. 1, which had been circulating chapter by chapter since 1984. - 2 yaca

4.3 CTpyKTypa 1 copgepXxaHue CaMOCTOSITeNIbHOM paboTbl AUCLUMMINHBI (MOLYNISA)
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Buabi
N dopMbl KOHTPONSA
Pasgen Henens | camoctosTenbHon [TpynoeMKOCTb| b
N AducumnnuHbl CeMeCTpcemeCTpa paborthbl (B yacax) camocra%sgfbrllbuow
CTyAOeHTOB P
Tema 1. Paspen 1 r
Introduction. Embodied gé”:OBaﬂ 12 YCTHbI onpoc
1.|/mind and embodied 1 1- |Pa00Ta
cognition. Cognitive y
semantics. MNpeseHTauus 12 YCTHbI onpoc
Tema 2. Paspgen 2
Cognitive approaches to
grammar. Universals in 3awmnta
2.[thought and language. 1 7-12 |Pedpepar 24 eme aTa
Language change and pecpep
language acquisition.
Tema 3. Pazgen 3 Whorf
and linguistic relativity
principle. Frame VITOroBbI
S.fﬁerg?;t'éz;[epég:ggﬁgn 1 13-18 (TBOpUECKUIA 24 3auwurta npoekra
and idealized cognitive fpoekT
models.
Ntoro 72

5. O6pasoBarenbHble TEXHONOrMU, BK/IOYAA MHTEPaKTUBHbIE hOpPMbl 06yUeHUs

PekomeHyeMble 06pa3oBaTefibHble TEXHOMOrMW: NeKUMK, MPaKkTUYeckne 3aHATUSi, CaMocToATeNbHas
paboTta CTynoeHTOB.

[Mpy npoBefeHUN 3aHATUI PEKOMEHLYETCS UCMONb30BaHNE aKTUBHbIX Y MHTEPAKTUBHBIX (POPM
3aHATUIA (Npe3eHTauunin, BbICTYNNEHWI C JOKNAA0M, OUCKYCCUIA) B COMETaHUN C BHeayAUTOPHOM
paboToii.

6. OueHOUYHble cpeacTBa OJ1sl TEKYLLLEro KOHTPOS yCreBaeMoCTH, NPOMEXYTOYHOMN
aTTecTauum no UToram OCBOEHUS OUCLIMINIIMHBI U y4eBHO-MmeToanyeckoe obecneyeHme
CaMOCTOSITe/IbHOW paboTbl CTYAEHTOB

Tema 1. Paspen 1 Introduction. Embodied mind and embodied cognition. Cognitive semantics.

YCTHbIA ONpoC, NPYMEepHbIe BOMPOChHI:
M3y4eHne NCTo4HMKOB pasaena "oonofHnTeNnbHasa nutepartypa’.
YCTHbI 0NpoC, NPYMEepHbIe BONPOChHI:
M3y4eHne NCTo4HMKOB pasaena "oonofHNTeNnbHasa nutepartypa’.

Tema 2. Paspen 2 Cognitive approaches to grammar. Universals in thought and language.
Language change and language acquisition.

3awwnTta pedbepara, NpMMepHbIE TEMbI:

MoarotoBka pedbepatos Ha Bblbop. MNprMepHble TeMbI: "KOrHUTUBHAA MMHIBACTUKA U U3YYeEHNE
rpammatuvkun”, "YHusepcanum n KorHmums", "$J3bikoBble NU3MEHEHNS B CBETE KOrHUTUBHbIX
nccnenosaHnn".

Tema 3. Pazpen 3 Whorf and linguistic relativity principle. Frame semantics. Prototype theory.
Categorization and idealized cognitive models.

3awuTa npoekTa, NnpuMepHbIe BOMPOCHI:

PernctpaumoHHbin Homep 9022
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Yopdh v ero Bknan B pa3BUTME KOTHUTUBHON NMUHIBUCTMKM Kak Hayku. N3ydeHne matepuana no
MHTEPHET-UCTOYHUKaM. 3awuTta npoekTa. 'pynnosas paboTa.

Tema . UToroeasi popma KOHTpons

MpuMepHbIE BONPOCHI K 3a4eTy:

OueHo4YHbIe cpenctea COCTaBnAKTCA npenogaBareneMm caMoCTOATENIbHO MNMpu eXerogHom
obHoBneHun baHka cpencTs. KonnyecTtso BapmaHTOB 3aBUCUT OT YNCNa o6yqa+ouw|xc9|.

Bonpochkl onsi caMoCTOATENbHOMO M3yYeHUst (NS NPaKkTUYECKUX 3aHATUI):

1. In your own words, provide a definition of the usage-based thesis in twenty words or fewer. Make
sure you include each of the following expressions in your definition: utterance, grammar, language
change, language acquisition.

2. Summarise the key theoretical and empirical arguments adopted in the usage-based model of
child language acquisition. Compare these with the theoretical and empirical arguments adopted in
the generative model. Present these argu?ments as an annotated table. Is there any common
ground?

3. 'Cognitive semantics is an approach not a theory.' Discuss this statement. What does it mean? Do
you agree?
4. List the main differences between the conceptual structuring and conceptual content systems.

How are these systems reflected in language? Can you provide some examples of your own to
illustrate your answer?

5. What distinctions are central to the dictionary view of word meaning? Outline the advantages and
disadvantages of this account.

6. What are the main claims associated with the classical theory of categorisation? What kinds of
problems are inherent in this approach?

7. How is the theory of prototypes and basic level categories different from the classical theory?
What do the principles of cognitive economy and perceived world structure contribute to this theory?
MpakTuyeckne 3anaHns:

Mo pasgpeny 1

1. The examples below contain idiomatic constructions. If you are a non-native speaker of English,
you may need to consult a native speaker or a dictionary of idioms to find out the idiomatic meaning.
In the light of our discussion of example (6), try changing certain aspects of each sentence to see
whether these examples pattern in the same way. For instance, what happens if you change the
subject of the sentence (for example, the presidential candidate in the first sentence)? What
happens if you change the object (for example, the towel)? It's not always possible to make a
sentence passive, but what happens to the meaning here if you can?

(a) The presidential candidate threw in the towel.
(b) Before the exam, Mary got cold feet.

(c) She's been giving me the cold shoulder lately.
(d) You are the apple of my eye.

(e) She's banging her head against a brick wall.

What do your findings suggest about an individual's knowledge of such con?structions as opposed
to sentences containing literal meaning? Do any of these examples also have a literal meaning?

2. Word order

Take example (b) from the exercise above. Believe it or not, a sentence like this with seven words
has 5,040 mathematically possible word order permutations! Try to work out how many of these
permutations result in a grammatical sen?tence. What do your findings suggest?

3. Concepts and conceptual domains

The examples below contain linguistic expressions that express abstract con?cepts. ldentify the
relevant conceptual domain that the concept might relate to. Do these abstract concepts appear to

be understood in terms of concrete physical experiences? What is the evidence for your
conclusions?

(a) You've just given me a really good idea.
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(b) How much time did you spend on this essay?

(c) He fell into a deep depression.

(d) The Stock Market crashed on Black Wednesday.

(e) Unfortunately, your argument lacks a solid foundation.
Now come up with other sentences which illustrate similar patterns for the fol?lowing conceptual
domains:

THEORIES

LOVE

ARGUMENT

ANGER

KNOWING/UNDERSTANDING

Mo paspeny 2
1. Categorisation and family resemblance

The philosopher Wittgenstein famously argued that the category GAME exhibits family resemblance.
To test this, first make a list of as many different kinds of games as you can think of. Now see if
there is a limited set of condi?tions that is common to this entire list ('necessary' conditions) and
sufficient to distinguish this category from other related categories ('sufficient' conditions) like
competitions, amusement activities and so on. Do your conclusions support or refute Wittgenstein's
claim?

Now see if you can identify the ways in which the different games you list share family resemblance
'traits'. Try to construct a 'radial' network showing the degrees of family resemblance holding
between games of different kinds. A radial network is a diagram in which the most/more prototypical
game(s) is/are placed at the centre and less prototypical games are less central, radiat?ing out from
the centre.

2. Polysemy
Consider the word head. Try and come up with as many different meanings for this word as
possible. You may find it helpful to collect or create sentences involving the word.

Now consider the closed-class word you. Cognitive linguists assume that even closed-class words
exhibit polysemy. Collect as many sentences as you can involving you and try and identify
differences in how this word is used. Do your findings support the view that this word exhibits
polysemy?

3. Image schemas

The spatial meanings associated with prepositions present a clear case of the way in which image
schemas underpin language. In view of this, what sets of image schemas might underpin the
semantic distinction between the prepos?itions up/down and above/under?

Now consider the metaphoric use of the prepositions on and in in the follow?ing sentences:

(a) The guard is on duty. (a?) The shoes are on sale.

(b) Munch's painting The Scream portrays a figure in despair. (b?) Sven is in trouble with Nancy.
What might be the experiential basis for the fact that states like SALES and DUTY are described in
terms of ON, while states like DESPAIR and TROUBLE are described in terms of IN? We saw in this

chapter that the CONTAINER image schema plausibly underpins IN. What might be the image
schema underpin?ning ON?

Mo pasneny 3

1. What are the ICMs against which the following terms are understood: bache?lor, spinster, boy,
girl? How do these distinct ICMs contribute to the quite different connotations associated with the
pairs bachelor-spinster and boy-girl? (You will need to state first what the common connotations
associated with each of these words are.)

2. Consider the category KNIFE. What are the various subcategories associated with this category?
What is the prototype? Explain your reasoning.

3. Metaphor
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Reconsider the different meanings for head that you uncovered in the previous exercise. Would you
class any of these distinct meanings as metaphorical? Explain your reasoning. Now try and give an
account of what motivated the extension from the 'core' meaning of head to the metaphoric
usage(s).

ViToroeble n npoMexyToyHble cpencTtea (npunaratotcsa K YMK no gucuunnuHe).
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7.3. UHTEepHeT-pecypcChbl:

About Cognitive Linguistics - cognitivelinguistics.org
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kafu-academic-journal.info

KorHuTnBHasa nMHrBMCTMKA Kak pasHOBUAHOCTb MHTEPNPETUPYOLWEro noaxoaa -
http://www.infolex.ru/Cogni.html ISLA homepage http://www.cognitivelinguistics.org/
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8. MarepmanbHo-TexHU4eckoe obecrneyeHne QUCLMNINHbI(MOAYNS)

OcBoeHune ancumniunHbl "KorHMTuBHas NMHrBUCTUKA " npeanonaraet NCNonb30BaHMe Crenyowero
MaTepuanbHO-TEXHNYECKOro obecrneyeHms:

YyebHas aucumnnunHa obecnedyeHa y4ebHO-MeToanYecKol JoKyMeHTauuen n matepuanamu. Ee
cogepxaHue npeacTasneHo B cetn VIHTepHeT 1 nokanbHOW cetu By3a (thakynbTerta). ns
obyyatowwmxcst obecrneyeHa BO3MOXHOCTb OnepaTMBHOro obmMeHa MHdopMaumein ¢ 0Te4eCTBEHHBIMU 1
3apy6exxHbIMK By3aMmu, opraHnsaumsiMmn, obecneyeH AoCTyn K COBPEMEHHbBIM NMPOGECCUOHANBHbBIM
6a3am JaHHbIX, MTHOPMALMOHHbBIM CMPABOYHbIM U MOUCKOBLIM CUCTEMAM.

Mporpamma cocTtasneHa B cootBeTcTBum ¢ TpebosaHnsmm ®rOC BINO 1 y4ebHbIM nnaHoM no
HanpasneHuio 032700.68 "®dunonornsa” n marnctepckom nporpamme AHMNNCKNA A3bIK .
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