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Abstract. The so-called national-cultural space, or consciousness common to all representa-

tives of this ethno-linguistic community, serves as a form of the existence of culture in the human 

consciousness. This article discusses the question of the legality of the allocation of linguistic 

consciousness into a separate category within the framework of linguoculturology. The study of 

the sign isomorphism between the system of natural language and the system of thinking is ana-

lyzed. Various points of view are presented regarding the methods and means of such recoding, 

which generally depend on understanding the typology of cognitive structures and their relation-

ship. 
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The question of the legality of the alloca-

tion of linguistic consciousness into a sepa-

rate category remains open in science. It is 

believed that any consciousness is necessarily 

objectified by a linguo-semiotic code. How-

ever, another point of view is not without 

meaning, according to which cognitive pro-

cesses, of course, rely on sign mediators, but 

they can be not only language signs, but also 

other semiotic means of transmitting infor-

mation. As already noted, any semiotic sys-

tem serves as a kind of "language" or, more 

precisely, a code for storing information in 

our memory and decoding it in the process of 

speech communication, i.e. information 

transmission [1]. 

Further study of the sign isomorphism be-

tween the natural language system and the 

thinking system promises to expand our 

knowledge of the patterns of accumulation, 

storage and processing of information related 

to thinking. Thinking and language emerged, 

according to modern science, as a result of a 

single evolutionary process. The sound lan-

guage appeared together with the emergence 

of man. It was formed on the basis of already 

existing voice and hearing aids capable of 

producing and perceiving acoustic signals 

(property and animals), respectively. In the 

process of human evolution, sound signals 

turned into a complex system of symbols, 

signs, the most perfect of which are language. 

Obviously, initially these signs had direct 

connections with objects of the surrounding 

world. Then there was a substitution and 

complete displacement of real connections by 

conditional ones, as a result of which the 

signs became reproducible. This property is 

necessary for the language not only to store 

and transmit information, like the genetic 

code, but also to perform social functions. 

Since the property of isomorphism of genetic 

and linguistic codes is conditioned, presuma-

bly, by the unity of the global evolutionary 

process, it serves as a deep mechanism for 

transcoding information from cognitive struc-

tures (frames, concepts, gestalts, etc.) into 

linguistic structures – a natural basis for the 

synergetics of cognitive and linguistic con-

sciousness [6]. 

The ways and means of such recoding 

generally depend on understanding the typol-

ogy of cognitive structures and their relation-

ship. There are two points of view. According 

to the first, all the diversity of specific 

thought structures can be summed up under 

one generic cognitive formation - concept; 

according to the second, all types of thought 

structures are built in one plane - concept, 

frame, script, script, gestalt, etc. In our view, 

cognitive structures are in hierarchical rela-

tionships, the highest level in which forms a 

holistic mental image - gestalt, then by divid-

ing the whole into its constituent parts, three 

event structures are distinguished - a frame, a 

script and a script. An elementary cognitive 
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unit of event structures is a concept - an oper-

ational unit of mental or mental resources of 

our consciousness, "a meaningful unit of 

memory, mental lexicon, conceptual system 

and language of the brain". Linguistic con-

sciousness is in some way a derivative of eth-

no-cultural consciousness. 

Ethno-cultural consciousness is the result 

of reflection and perception of the image of 

the world in accordance with a special grid of 

value-semantic coordinates representing the 

meaningful contours of a particular national 

culture [3]. The specificity of each ethnocul-

ture is determined by a structured set of basic 

spiritual values, traditions and customs en-

coded in oral-poetic and written works. First 

of all, idioms, paroemias, linguistic meta-

phors and stable stylistic figures are marked 

by ethno-cultural significance. These linguis-

tic structures represent in our consciousness 

in a vivid figurative form the most important 

objects for this ethnoculture - objects, events, 

facts. Ideas about culturally significant ob-

jects, events, facts recorded in concepts are 

associated with the concept of a prototype, or, 

more precisely, with prototypical features of 

certain classes of objects. 

The prototypical approach to semantics as-

sumes that categories appear in the most strik-

ing and presentable patterns (Lakoff, 1988; 

Langacker, 1997; Rakhilina, 1997) [4]. A pro-

totype is the most representative (canonical, 

reference) version of a certain invariant sys-

tem object, characterized by the greatest spec-

ificity (concentration of specific features of 

this object), the ability to influence derivative 

variants and, in many cases, the highest de-

gree of regularity of functioning. One of the 

common properties of the invariant and the 

prototype is the relativity property, the es-

sence of which is that the value in question 

can be derived from a prototype of a higher 

level and at the same time be a prototype in 

relation to one or another semantic variant 

located at a lower level of the hierarchy. 

The correlation of the concepts under con-

sideration determines the algorithm of invari-

ant-prototypical analysis: 

1) solves the issue of interpreting this se-

mantic phenomenon as a categorical value, 

which is an invariant; 

2) defines a network (series) of variant im-

plementations of the studied categorical value 

(the presence of variant implies the use of the 

concept of prototype as a reference variant, 

most clearly revealing the specifics of this 

value); 

3) considers the individual stages of the 

transition of reference properties to the prop-

erties of units located in the nuclear zone, 

then in the near and far periphery [5]. 

Prototypical features are those properties 

that characterize objects of the corresponding 

class. Moreover, the set of such signs and 

their hierarchy in each national language are 

"their own". In other words, the same objects 

are perceived and encoded by the ethno-

linguistic consciousness in accordance with 

the ideas developed in this ethno-cultural 

community about this class of objects. And 

this is despite the fact that logically the mech-

anisms of their conceptualization remain uni-

versal. The same concepts in different lan-

guages may have different verbal representa-

tions in the form of an ethno-cultural compo-

nent of the meaning of a word or phraseme. 

Thus, nominative units of increased ethno-

cultural significance are the designations of 

household items (clothing, jewelry, monetary 

units, musical instruments, etc.), as well as 

anthroponyms, toponyms, names of phenom-

ena and objects of spiritual culture, rituals, 

traditions. Another type of nominative units, 

the nuclear component of lexical meanings of 

which is nationally determined, forms, ac-

cording to A.G. Gurochkina, connotative vo-

cabulary. For example, the peoples of differ-

ent countries endow the same animals with 

different qualities (pig- amer. means "rude, 

greedy"; Rus. means "slob, dirty") [2]. 

The specificity of the name, representation 

of an object, phenomenon or process by a 

separate ethno-linguistic collective is due to 

its special vision of the world, determined by 

the cultural model existing in the national tra-

dition and its linguistic projection. The study 

of proverbs and sayings reflecting ideas about 

the world within a separate national-cultural 

tradition, forming its own vocabulary, defin-

ing the features of the textual organization, 

will reveal the peculiarities of perception and 

cognition of the world by different peoples, 

the nature of the display and dismemberment 
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of the world by the language of a certain eth- nic group. 
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Аннотация. Формой существования культуры в сознании человека служит так назы-

ваемое национально-культурное пространство или общее для всех представителей дан-

ного этноязыкового сообщества сознание. В данной статье рассматривается вопрос о 

правомерности выделения языкового сознания в отдельную категорию в рамках лингво-

культурологии. Анализируется изучение знакового изоморфизма между системой есте-

ственного языка и системой мышления. Представлены различные точки зрения относи-

тельно способов и средств такого перекодирования, которые в целом зависят от пони-

мания типологии когнитивных структур и их соотношения. 

Ключевые слова: языковое сознание, язык и мышление, семиотическая система, 

фрейм, концепт, этнокультурное сознание, коннотативная лексика. 

  




