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HA MYTH K MHTErPATUBHOI Teopuu MeTadopbl

IpencraBieHsl pe3ysIbTaThl aHATUTHYECKOT0 0030pa 3apyOe:KHBIX My OIMKaLUi JBYX MOCIE-
HUX JIECATHIIETHH, MOCBSIIEHHBIX HCCIeqoBaHUI0 (heHoMeHa MeTadopsl. O6o3HaUar0TCsT HAanOo-
Jiee aKTyalbHBIE UCCIIE0BATEIbCKIE HANPABICHUS, IEMOHCTPUPYIONINE TEHACHIMIO K HHTErpa-
MM KOTHUTHBHOTO, KOMMYHHMKAaTHBHO-IIParMaTHYeCKOTO M COOCTBEHHO JIMHI'BHCTHYECKOTO
MOAXO/I0B M METOMOB aHanu3a. KpaTko ocBemiaeTcs MOHSATHUIHO-TEPMHHOJIOTHYECKUH ammapar,
MIPEICTaBICHHbIN B 3apyOeXHbIX paborax mo teopun meradopbl. OO00IIAIOTCS MHEHHUS aMepH-
KAaHCKUX M €BPOINEHCKUX MeTadoposioroB, B paboTax KOTOPHIX OOOCHOBBIBAETCS HEOOXOIMMOCTh
KOMIIJIGKCHOTO MHTETPaTHBHOTO MOAXOJa K aHaIn3y MeTa(OpUUeCKHX EIMHHMI, BKIIOYAIOIIETo
Y4YeT HX JIMHIBUCTHYECKHX, KOTHHTHBHBIX M KOMMYHHKATHBHBIX XapaKTCPUCTHK. AHAIHM3HU-
pYIOTCsL HOBeWIIMe TeopeTHdeckne KoHmenmuu Meradops! (rubpuanele teopun M. Tenpams
n X. llItésep), Ga3upyrommecs Ha WHTETPAIU IOJOKCHUH TEOPHH KOHIIENITYaJbHOH MeTado-
PBI M TEOPHH PEJIEBAaHTHOCTH.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Teopust Meradopsl, THOPUIHAS TEOPUs, KOHLCNTYyallbHAas TeOpUs MeTado-
Pbl, TEOpHs PEIEBAHTHOCTH, €BPOIIEiicKas JIMHIBUCTUKA, aMEPUKAHCKast JINHTBUCTHKA.

BBenenune

Meradopa — BaKHOE SIBJICHHE KOMMYHUKAIIMU M KOTHHUIIMH, ITOCKOJIBKY YEJIOBEK
BBIPa)KAET CBOU MBICIIH, UCIIOJIB3Ysl MeTa(Opbl, MBICIUT MeTaOpaMH U C UX NOMOUIBIO
no3Haet mup. BeeobOuiee npusHaHue Metaopbl B KauecTBE OJHOW M3 OCHOBHBIX MEH-
TaNbHBIX ONEpalUil B IpoLeccax MO3HAHUS, KOHIENTyalu3aliy, KaTeropu3aliy, OLeH-
K{ M O0BSICHEHHS MHpa IOPOJIMIIO 3HAYUTENILHBIN MCCIIe0BATENbCKUII HHTEPEC MINPO-
KOT'0 Kpyra JIMHI'BHCTOB, IICUX0JIOT0B, (HII0cO(OB K 3TOMY (heHOMEHY.

Ha coBpemenHoM 3Tare mpoOiieMHOE 1ojie MEeTa(popOJOrHIECKUX HCCISIOBAHUH
B 3apyOeXKHOW HayKe OXBATHIBAET IIMPOKHI AMAMa30H SBICHUH, CBSI3aHHBIX C U3Y4YECHH-
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eM TPUPOABI, GYHKIHOHUPOBAHMS M THUMOJOTHH MeTadopudeckux eauHul [Cameron,
Low, 1999; Style, 2002; Gibbs, 2008; Kovecses, 2010; Ritchie, 2013; Semino, Demjén,
2016]. MoXHO ¢ yBEpEeHHOCTHIO TOBOPHUTH OO0 YCTOWYMBOM HHTEpEce 3apyOe:KHBIX
NICHXOJIOTOB M JIMHIBHCTOB K TAaKUM acleKTaM, Kak mpupona meradopbl, Meradopa
U TICUXOJIOTHYECKAs TEOPHs, TUIIOJIOTHS MeTadop, METOAUKH HACHTU(GUKAIINN MeTado-
PHYECKHMX eIMHUIL B TEKCTE U KOPITyCe, METOJOJIOTMYECKHE MOAXOABI K HCCIEJOBAHHUIO
MeTa(opsl, BKIIOYas KOPIyCHBIE MHCCIENOBAHMSA, NPHUKIAAHBIC BO3MOXKHOCTH TEO-
pun Metadopbl B OOJIaCTH aHalW3a TEKCTa M MYyJBTUMEAMHHOIO aHammsa. Brixon
Teopun MeTadopbl B NPUKIAAHYIO0 00J1acTh 3aTparuBaeT Takue cepsl, KaK JuTeparypa
W UCKYCCTBO, peKjiama, MOJIUTHKA, 00pa3oBaHue, 3paBOOXpAaHEHUE, IOPUCIPYICHIHS,
9KOHOMHUKa, VIHTepHeT U Ipyrue KaHajabl MyIbTUMEANHHON KOMMYHHUKALIUH.

0030p aHMIOA3BIYHBIX TMyOmuKamwmii (6onee 150 pabot) 3a mocieaHUe qBAANATH JIET
MO3BOJISICT MACHTU(HUIMPOBATh HECKOJIBKO aKTyalbHBIX HAIpaBICHHH HCCIICIOBaHUIT
B 00JaCTH MeTadOpOJOTHH, Pa3pabOTKOH KOTOPBIX AKTUBHO 3aHUMAIOTCS HAYYHbBIC
koyuexTuBbl B EBporie (Hunepiannsl, BemukoOpuranus, Berrpus, ['epmanns) u CIIA.
OmHolt W3 BaXKHEHIIMX 3aJad COBPEMEHHOU 3apyOeXHOH MeTa(opooTHH SBISETCS
pa3paboTka TEOPETUYECKON KOHIENIINA o] OOIMIMM Ha3BaHUEM «Teopus MeTadopbly,
B paMKaX KOTOpPOH 3aTparuBaeTcst podiemMa OIpelesieHUst CaMoro TepMUHA «MeTado-
pa» ¢ TOYKH 3pEHUs PA3IMYHbIX MOAXOAOB (HAIIPUMEp, CEMAaHTHYECKOTr0, CTHIINCTHYC-
CKOT'0, NICHXOJMHIBUCTHYECKOTO, KOTHUTHBHOTO), a TaKXKE BBISBICHUS AUHAMHYECKHX
U CTaTHYECKUX XapaKTepUCTUK Meradopudeckux eamHul. Ocobo ciiegyer OTMETHTh
YCHIINSI JINHTBUCTOB, (PHII0CO(OB U TICUXOJIOTOB, HAIIPaBJICHHbIE HAa U3YYEHHUE ITpoLiecca
BOCHPHATHS M MIOHUMAaHUS MeTaQOPHUYESCKUX EAUHHUI] B YCIOBHAX peajbHON KOMMYHH-
Kaluy, B cepe KyIbTypbl H SMOLMOHATEHOTO HHTEIUICKTA, YTO MOPOXKAACT 3HAYUTEIb-
HbIl HHTEpeC K MCCICIOBAHUIO YHUBEPCAIBHBIX U WHIMBUAYATbHBIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH
(YHKIMOHHMPOBaHHS 1 OBITOBAHMS 0OPa3HOTO JIEKCHKOHA B A3bIKaX U KYJbTypax, MyJib-
TUMOJAJBHBIX (OPM peanu3aliid MeTapopHYecKOro s3bIKa, NPHKIAJHBIX BO3MOXHO-
CTell KOTHUTUBHOW TeOpuH MeTadophl B 00JIaCTH 00yYEHHs U W3yYEeHHs] HHOCTPAHHBIX
S3bIKOB U NIE€PEBO/A, NPUMEHEHHIO METOJOB KOPIIYCHOIO aHanu3a H T. A. KiroueBbiMu
¢urypamMu B HayqHOM cooOmiecTBe MeTad)opoJIoroB, 3aa0NIMMH HAIlPaBJICHUS U TOH
UCCIIEI0OBAaHMH, SIBISIIOTCS TaKWe HIMPOKO HM3BECTHBIE M aBTOPUTETHBIE y4eHbIE, KaK
Lynne Cameron (Open University, UK), Robyn Carston (University College London,
UK), Alice Deignan (University of Leeds, UK), Zsofia Demjén (University College
London, UK), Dedre Gentner (Northwestern University, Illinois, USA), Raymond W.
Gibbs, Jr. (University of California, Santa Cruz, USA (retired 2018)), Rachel Giora (Tel
Aviv University, Israel), Matthew S. McGlone (University of Texas at Austin, USA),
Sam Glucksberg (Princeton University, New Jersey, USA), Zoltan Kdvecses (Eotvos
Lorand University, Budapest, Hungary), Jeannette Littlemore (University of Birming-
ham, UK), Andreas Musolff (University of East Anglia, UK), David L. Ritchie ( Port-
land State University, Oregon, USA), Elena Semino (Lancaster University, UK), Gerard
Steen (University of Amsterdam, the Netherlands), Markus Tendahl (Technische
Universitit Dortmund, Germany), Deidre Wilson (University College London, UK).

[Ipuxomurcst KOHCTaTHPOBATh, YTO PAOOTHI ATHX BEIYIIMX aBTOPOB, KaK M MHOTHX
Jpyrux 3apyOeXHBIX HccienoBaTeneld MeTadopbl, 1O HACTOAIIEIO BPEMEHHU OCTAIOTCS
HEHM3BECTHBIMU POCCHHCKUM JIMHIBUCTaM-MeTadopoJioraM, MOCKOJIbKY OHHU HeE IepeBe-
JICHBl Ha PYCCKHH f3BIK M KpallHE PEIKO YIIOMHHAIOTCS B MyOJHMKALHUSIX POCCHHCKHX
uccienoBaTenell 00pa3Horo si3pika. HecoMHEHHO, 3HAKOMCTBO C TEOPETUYECKHMH, M-
MUPUYCCKUMH U 3BPUCTHYECKUMH HapaObOTKaMHU 3apyOeKHBIX KOJIIEr MOXKET Croco0CT-
BOBaTh IOMCKY TOYEK COMPHKOCHOBEHHS POCCHUCKOM Hayku, oOxamaromieit Oorartoif
TpaguIeld, C MAPOBOW MPAKTHKOH MeTadOpOJOTHISCKUX W3BICKAHWN M WHTETPALNU
B II00aJIbHOE HAyYHOE IPOCTPaHCTRBO.

Bonpmioe pazHooOpasue obcyXIaeMbIX B 3apyOeKHOH JTUHTBUCTHKE BOIPOCOB, Ka-
CAfOLIMXCS NOPOXKICHUS, BOCIPUATHS M OHUMaHHUA METaoOpBbl, a TaKKe ee (HyHKLIHO-
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HUPOBaHMS B MHOTOYMCIICHHBIX THUIAX JUCKypca, CTWIIAX W JKaHpax MPHBENO K pas3pa-
00TKE OpPHTHMHAIBHBIX TEOPETHYECKUX KOHLENUIMH naHHoro ¢enomeHa [Gibbs, 1992;
Steen, 2011], 9acTh KOTOPBIX HE MONYYMIa JOJDKHOTO OCBEUICHHS B OTEUCCTBEHHOM
Hay4HOH JIMTEpATYypE.

W3 GompIIoro KoamYecTBa KOHIETHI MeTadopbl HANOOIBITYIO U3BECTHOCTD H pac-
npocTpaHeHue B Poccun moiyuuna meopus konyenmyanvrou memagoput (the concep-
tual metaphor theory [Lakoff, Johnson, 1980]), 0 yeM cBUIETENBCTBYIOT MHOTOYHCIICH-
Hbl€ MCCIICZIOBAHMA, BHIIIOJIHEHHbIE B PAMKax JaHHOH METOAOJIOTHH Ha Pa3HOOOpa3HOM
SI3BIKOBOM Martepuaiie. IMEHHO 3Ta Teopusl ONpeelsieT BEKTOp Pa3BUTHS OTEYECTBEH-
HOW MeTa)opOJIOTUHM B HACTOSIEE BPEMsl U IMOJy4aeT YHHKaJbHOE IEPEOCMBICICHHE
B TPYAAaX POCCHUICKHX Yy4YECHBIX. YNOMSIHyTas TEOPHs IMOCITY>KHJa OTIPAaBHOM TOUYKOM
ISl 0eCKpUnmopHou meopuu memaghopul, pa3padaTbiBaeMol HCCIIeI0BATEIbCKAM KOJI-
JIeKTHBOM 107 pykoBoacTBoM A. H. bapanosa (cm. [bapanos, 2014]). MHbIe u3BecTHBIE
B POCCHICKOH JIMHI'BUCTHKE KOHLETIIINK BKIIIOYAIOT B ce0s cunomesy uHaApUaHmHoCmu
(invariance hypothesis, G. Lakoff), meopuro ronyenmyanvuoti unmezpayuu (theory
of conceptual integration, M. Turner, G. Fauconnier), meoputo nepsuunvix memagop
(claim about primary and compound metaphors, J. Grady), kocepenmuyro modenv me-
maghoput (coherence model, B. Spellmann), konnexmusnyio meopuio memaghopuuecxou
unmepnpemayuu (connectivity theory of metaphor, L. D. Ritchie), unmeparxyuonucm-
ckyio meopuio memaghopul (interaction theory, P. Ricoeur), meopuio memaghopuuecxozo
modenuposanusi (cMm. [bynaes, Uynunos, 2013]). Bee nepeunciieHbie Bbiie metado-
POJIOTUYCCKUE TCOPUHN BBITIOJIHEHBI B PYCJIC KOTHUTUBHOI'O HAIlpaBJICHUA, OHU IIpEaJia-
raloT YTOYHEHUE WM NEePEOCMBICIICHHE HEKOTOPBIX MOJI0KEHUH TEOPUH KOHLENTYallb-
HOW MeTadopbl ¥ TEM CaMbIM BCSIYECKH CIIOCOOCTBYIOT €€ JaJIbHEHIIEH SBOTIOLNH.

BoJbIIMHCTBO YHOMSIHYTBIX TEOPETHYECKUX KOHIENIMH MeTadopsl ObUIM NepBOHA-
YakHO TPEICTABICHBI B 3apy0eKHON aHTIIOS3BIYHON MeTadOpOIOTHIECKON TUTEepaTy-
pe ¥ pparMeHTapHO OCBEIICHHI B MMyONIUKANSIX POCCHHCKUX JMHTBHCTOB [bynaes, Uy-
nuHOB, 2006]. OmHAKO ClemyeT MPU3HATE, YTO STOT CIIMCOK TEOPHil TaIeKo He MOITHBIH,
IIOCKOJIBKY HE BKJIIOYAeT B ce0s TaKue COBPEMEHHBIE KOHILENIUH, KaK meopuio Kapbve-
put memaghoput (the career of metaphor theory, D. Gentner, B. F. Bowdle), meopuio
peresanmuocmu (the relevance theory, D. Sperber, D. Wilson), uetsiponnyio meo-
puio memagpoput (the neural theory of metaphor, G. Lakoff), meopuio ampubymusnoii
rkamezopuszayuu (the attributive categorization view / model, S. Glucksberg), eubpuo-
Hvte meopuu memagopwi (hybrid theories of metaphor) u HexoTopsie npyrue (metaphor
as anomaly, gestalt-interactionist theory of metaphor, theory of metaphor as embodied
schema). FIMeHHO 3TH KOHLIENIIMKM OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAYNTEIHHOE BIMSIHNE Ha (POPMUPOBA-
HUE COBPEMEHHBIX MHCCIIEIOBATEILCKUX IPOTPaMM B OTHOLIEHHHM MeTaOpHIECKOro
s3b1ka. C TaHHBIM OOCTOSITENBECTBOM TAKXKE CBA3aHO M TO, YTO TEOPHS KOHIENTYaIbHOMH
MeTadopsl, 0003HAUCHHAsI aBTOpaMU KakK coepemenHas meopus memagopel [Lakoff,
1993], ceromHsi HE TOIBKO aKTUBHO IOIOIHICTCS M YTOYHSETCS, HO W 3aKOHOMEPHO
yTpavynBaeT CTaTyC €JUHCTBEHHOH. Bce Oonblle y4eHBIX CKIOHSIOTCS K MBICJIH O TOM,
YTO MHOTHE aclleKThl KOTHUTHBHOM TeOpHH MeTadopsl OCTAIOTCS THUCKYCCHOHHBIMH, HE
OXBaTHIBAIOT HHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK 0Opa3HOro cjoBapsi (Harmpumep, AMCKYPCHBHBIX,
CO]_Il/IaJ'le])lX) 1 HE MO3BOJIAIOT IMOJHOUCHHO U BCCCTOPOHHEC O61)51CHI/ITb q)eHOMeH MeETa-
¢opsl.

B 37001 CBSI3M B aHIIIOA3BIYHONW KPUTHUYECKOH JIUTEpaType AOCTATOYHO JaBHO 000-
3HaYeHa MOTPeOHOCTh B pa3paboTKe €ANHOM, MHTETPAaTUBHON TeopuH MeTadopsl (MHbI-
MU CIIOBaMH, Hogellulell meopuu memagopel), B KOTOPOH KakJas M3BECTHAS CETOIHS
KOHIICTIIINS Hammia Obl JocToiiHOe MecTo M mpu3HaHue [Gibbs, 1992; Tendahl, 2009;
Steen, 2011; Kovecses, 2011] u ap. bonee Toro, mpuHIMIT HHTETPATHBHOCTH BBICTYIIAET
B Ka4eCTBE BEIYIIETO HE TOIBKO B 00JIACTH TEOPETHUECKUX Pa3paboTOK B MeTaopoIIo-
THH, HO U B chepe SIMIMPHIECKUX HCCIICIOBAaHNH (YHKLIHOHAIBHOTO acleKkTa MeTago-
psI [Semino et al., 2016; Holyoak, Stamenkovié, 2018].
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Lenp HacTosImIell cTaTby 3aKIIIOYAETCsl B MPEICTABICHUN 3apyOeXHBIX TEOpeTHYe-
CKMX KOHIENuuii Metadopbl, 6a3UpyIOIUXCsl Ha HHTErPalMi KOTHUTHBHOTO U IIparma-
THUYECKOTO TIOJX0J0B K MHTEPHPETALNH yKa3aHHOTO (heHoMeHa. J[aHHbIE KOHLCTILUH
W3BECTHBI B 3apyOEXKHOW JIMHIBUCTHKE KaK THOPUIHBIE TEOPUH METaOphl M paccMaT-
PHBAIOTCS B KQUECTBE BKJIA/Ia YUEHBIX B pa3paboTKy Hogetluell meopuu memag@opul.

OO0pa3HblIii 361K M MeTadopa:
TOJIKOBAaHHE MOHATHIA

[Ipucrynas x 00CYXIEHUIO OCHOBHBIX TEOPETUYECKHX IOJI0KEHHH MHTErPaTHBHBIX
oAX00B K TECOpUHU MeTa(l)OpI)I, CJICAYCT AaThb MOSACHCHUA KIIFOUCBBIM TCPMHUHAM (Me-
maghopa, 0OpasHblil A3bIK, MEMAPOPUYHOCMb) N UX PAOOUUM ONPE/ICIICHUSM B KOHTEK-
CTE JaHHOH CTaThH.

Cunraercs, 4To HanboJiee TOUHO 00IIee CBOMCTBO 00CYKIaeMbIX JIEKCHUECKUX €M~
HUI[ OTOOPA’KEHO B TAKOM TEpPMHHE, Kak «oOpasHbiii s3b1k» (figurative language) ', oxsa-
TBIBAIOILEM Pa3HOCTPYKTYpPHBIC €IUHUIIBI CIIOBAPHOTO COCTaBa, OOBEIMHEHHBIE Ha OC-
HOBe ux MeTadopraHocTH / 00pazHOCcTH (metaphoricity) [Deignan et al., 2013, p. 11].

INonsitie «oOpa3HbIN A3BIK» BKIIOYAET B ce0s Takue crernuduueckue S3bIKOBbIE sIB-
JeHns, Kak Metadopa (Metapopuueckue BeipakeHus (metaphorical expressions), cpas-
HeHus (similes), ananoruu (analogies) u p.), MeToHnmus (metonymy), upoHus (irony),
runiep6oiia (hyperbole), sBpemnsm (euphemism) [Ibid.]. Cpenu HuX Metadopa u Mero-
HUMUS 3aHUMAIOT 0CO00€ IOJIOKEHHUE, TIOCKOJIBKY OHH SIBISIOTCS «JIByMSI OCHOBHBIMHU
00pa3HBIMH KaHaJaMH, IOCPEACTBOM KOTOPBIX JIIOAW KOHLENTYalIn3upyroT CBOU
onbIT» [Gibbs, 1992, p. 13], u «1ByMs OCHOBHBIMH THUIIAMH HCIOJB30BaHUS 00pa3HO-
ctu» [Croft, Cruse, 2004, p. 183].

CymHocTs 00pa3HOCTH (WIH METahOPHIHOCTH) ONpEeNeNsieTcs depe3 MOHATHE Me-
Ta)opel, B Y3KOM CMBICIE MoHMMaeMol kak ‘device for seeing something in terms
of something else’ [Burke, 1945] (uut. mo: [Cameron, 2010a, p. 3]). UasiMu cioBamu,
Meradopa — 3TO Crocod IpeAcTaBlIeHHs M IHOHUMAaHHS OJHOTO SIBICHUS (HalpuMmep,
KOHIIETITa, COOBITHS, NIPEeAMETa) MOCPEICTBOM CBOWCTB U XapaKTEPUCTHK APYroro siB-
nenuns [Richardson, 2011, p. 63].

C yderom (GopMaTbHO-CTPYKTYPHOTO KPUTEPUS BCE META(POPHUYCCKUE CIUHHUIIBI
(T. €. JIeKCHYeCKUe eAMHHLBI B MeTa(opUuecKoM 3HAYEeHHH, WJIH, B TEPMHHOJIOTHH
M. Biaka, the focus, the focal word) MoOryT OBITH BKIIIOUYEHBI B COCTaB CIICAYIOIICH TH-
nojoruu: nexcudeckue (lexical), mnuomarnueckue (idiomatic), nrabioOHHBIE, CTEpEO-
tunsele (formulaic), koHnenrtyansHble (conceptual) u HoBaTopckue, aBTOpckue (novel)
[Sanford, 2010, p. 31]. Yuer cuHTaKCHYECKMX XapaKTepHCTHK MeTtadopsl (syntactic
form of metaphor) mo3BonseT pa3nuuars ee mMeHHBIE (nominal), mpenukatHbie (predi-
cate), atpuOyTuBHEIE (attributive) ¢opMmBI, a TakKe KOHBEHIIMOHAIBHBIC JIOKATHBHEIC
BEIpaKEHUs, Oasupyrommecss Ha mpemiorax (conventionalized locative expressions
based on prepositions), nanpumep: He’s feeling up today «On gyBcTBYyeT cebst npumo-
HATO cerogust / OH B MPUIIOAHATOM HACTpOeHUN». Heckoabko Ooitee CltokHON (HopMoit
UMEHHOH MeTadophl ABJSCTCSA MPOTNopLHroHanbHas (proportional) metadopa, B KOTOpOit
Mmexay focal word u KoHIIENTOM 11e1eBO cepbl yCTaHABIMBACTCS HEKOTOPOE COOTHO-
menue, HanpuMmep: «Penurus — 3to onuym nus Haponay. llpu 3Ttom oTmeuaercs, 4To
IIpOTIOpIMOHANBHAst MeTadopa MOXKET OBITh TPeoOpa3oBaHa B YETHIPEXYACTHYIO aHAIIO-
THIO: PENUTUS — HapoJ — onmuyM — Hapko3asucumbie) [Holyoak, Stamenkovi¢, 2018,
p. 644].

CrpykrypHO Mertadopa BrirouaeT B ceds temy (the tenor, the topic, the subject)
u cpenctBo pemnpeseHtanmu (the vehicle, the base) [Richards, 2001; Black 1962].
CpencTBo BBIpaXeHUS] MeTaopbl NMPEACTABISET COOON «ceTH accouuanuiny (networks

! 3nech u manee nepeBoj Moit. — 4. H.
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of associations), U3 MHOXECTBa KOTOPBIX OJIHA CETh, WM C(epa-UCTOYHHK (source
domain), mpoemnupyercs Ha wneneByio cdepy (target domain) [Richardson, 2011,
p. 63].

[pu dpopmupoBanuu Metadopsl, B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT KOHTEKCTHBIX YCJIOBHH, TOJIBKO
YacTh XapaKTePHCTHK C(HEpBhI-MCTOYHMKA HpOeHupyeTcss Ha cdepy-Leib, OocTajbHbIe
XapaKTEePUCTUKU C(HEepbI-MCTOUHMKA OCTAFOTCSl HEAKTYalIM3UPOBAHHBIMHU, YTO O3HAYAET
00YCIIOBIIEHHOCTh BBIOOpA aKTyaln3UpyeMbIX CBOHCTB B Meradope. [IponsBosibHOCTH
U KOHTEKCTyallbHasi 3aBUCMMOCTb BBIOOPA aKTyaJIM3UPYEMbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK yKa3bIBa-
€T Ha Takue CBOMCTBa MeTadophl, KaK €€ PEeJSIHMOHHOCTb U TaKCOHOMHUYHOCTh. DTO
03BOJISIET MeTaope OPraHU30BBIBATH MBICIIHM, BBISBIATH WIM CO31aBaTh OTHOIICHHS
Mexxay Humu [Ibid.]. TIpu 3TOM, C TOYKM 3pEHUs JIMHI'BHCTOB, IEPEHOC CEMaHTHYeE-
CKMX XapaKTEepHUCTHK MeXIy cdepamMH paccMaTpuBaeTcsi JMOO TONBKO KakK BCeraa
onHOHamnpaBneHHbI (unidirectional), T.e. Bcerma or ucrounuka k memu [Lakoff,
Johnson, 1980], nmubo kak oboromHOHampaBieHHbIH (bi-directional) mponecc [Black,
1962, p. 44].

[Ipu oMoy cBOEH ABYXYaCTHOW CTPYKTYpPHI MeTa(opa CHTHATM3UPYET O CBSI3U —
B BUJIE FPaMMaTHYeCKH 0(OPMIICHHOH N/IeH SKBHBAICHTHOCTH IBYX 3JIEMEHTOB — MEX-
Iy S3BIKOM W JIMYHOCTBIO. B Xoze 3Toro mpomecca accouuaTHBHas CeTh 0Opasos,
OTHOCSAIINXCS K IIeJIeBOMY KOHLENTY, TPAaHCHOPMHUPYETCS 3a CYET MX COYETAHHMS II0
OIIPE/ICJICHHBIM TIPU3HAKAM C aCCOLMALMAMH, COOTHOCSIIMMUCSA C KOHLENTOM(aMHu)-
ucrounukamu [Richardson, 2011, p. 61]. Ilpu coznanuu meradopsl onpeseieHHbIe Xa-
PaKTEPUCTHKU CPEPHI-UCTOUHHKA UCTIOJIB3YIOTCS UIS TOTO, YTOOBI BHICBETHTH HIIH IPO-
WIITIOCTPUPOBATh HEKOTOPBIE acleKThl cepbl-Leny, 4yTo B TepMuHosiornu Jlakodda
n JxoHcona oOo3HaueHo kak BbicBeunBanue (highlighting) n coxpertie (hiding)
[Lakoff, Johnson, 1980, p. 10-13]. DTa pensiuuoHHas CTPYKTypa MeTad)Ophl TO3BOJIIET
mpeoOpa3oBaTh aOCTPAKTHYIO UACIO0 B OoJiee KOHKPETHYIO, KOTOpasi, B CBOIO OUYepelb,
BBI3BIBACT OTKIMK B BOOOPa)XCHHWH CIyILATeNsi M TEM CaMbIM 3aIllyCKaeT IpOLecC
TparchopMmaru BocTipusiTys win moBeaeHus [Richardson, 2011, p. 62]. B 6oxee mm-
POKOH COLMOKYJIBTYPHOH NEpPCIEKTHBE PESLUOHHOCTE MeTadopsl obeclieunBaeT ee
CIOCOOHOCTh HE TOJIBKO MPEICTaBIATh 0003HAYaeMyI0 AEHCTBHTEIBHOCTH B OINpEene-
JICHHOM paKypce, HO M CO371aBaTh HOBBIE PaKypChl BOCIPUATHA: “metaphors may create
realities for us, especially social realities” [Lakoff, Johnson, 1980, p. 156].

B Gosee mmpokoit TpakToBKe MeTadopa MOHUMAETCs KaK HEKUI «pecypc, KOTOPBIH
UCIIOJIB3YETCS JIIOABMHU B XOJIE€ PEYEMBICIUTENBHOTO MPOIECCa B KOHTEKCTHO YHHUKAaJIb-
HBIX YCJIOBHUSX KOMMyHHKanum» [Cameron, 2010b, p. 88]. B pamkax takoro moaxoxaa
KOHTPACT MEXIy 0a30BbIM 3Hau€HHEM MeTa(OpUYECKHX BBIPAXEHUH M KOHKPETHOU
o0cyx1aeMoll TEeMOW CHUMAETCs 3a CUET «IepeHoca 3HaueHus B KoHTekcre» [Cameron,
2010a, p. 102]. JauHBI MOAXOJ MpeAIoNaraeT IMpeacTaBlieHHEe MeTa(opbl TBOSIKO:
C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, Kak Ipolecca, a ¢ JAPYroil — Kak HEKOero pe3ylibTaTa, HPOIYKTa.
“Metaphor understanding is a continuous mental event that takes place in real time,
starting with the first milli-seconds of processing and potentially extending through
long-term, reflective analysis” [Gibbs, 1992, p. 576]. C y4eTroM IaHHOTO MPOTHBOIOC-
TaBJICHUs BHUMaHHE IPH HCCIIEI0OBAaHMH OOPa3HOI'o JIEKCMKOHA MOXET OBITh COCpelo-
TOYEHO Ha OTJENBHBIX ATamax 3TOr0 KOHTHHyyMma: BocHpusTuu (comprehension),
pacmnio3HaBaHuu (recognition), uaTepnperanuu (interpretation) U OCO3HAHUM WU PHU-
cBocHHU (appreciation) Metadopuyecknx equHHI. OTCIOAA CIEAYeT, YTO IMOHUMAaHHE
MeTaophl IpeoiaraeT MociIe0BaTelbHYI0 PEN3alMIo YIIOMSHYTHIX BBIIIE TAIloB,
IIPY 3TOM CaMH 3TaIlbl HEe 00sI3aTeJILHO SIBIISIIOTCS JAUCKPETHBIMU WM OOJUTaTOPHBIMH
JUTS TIpoIiecca JIMHTBUCTHYECKoH 00paboTku Metadopsr [Ibid.].

Takum 00pa3oM, B COBPEMEHHOI TPaKTOBKE B KaYeCTBE KIIFOUEBBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK
MeTa(opsbl KaK S3bIKOBOTO U MEHTAJIBHOTO SIBJICHHS BHICTYIAIOT €€ JIByX4YacTHas CTPYK-
Typa, IPOLEeCCyaIbHO-PE3yIbTaTUBHAS CYIIHOCTD, a TAKKe KOHTEKCTYalbHO U AUCKYP-
CHBHO 00yCIIOBJICHHAS aKTyalH3alys SJIEMEHTOB COCPIKaHUsL.
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IIpo6JieMHOe MoJ1e HOBelilei Teopuu MeTadopbl

CoBpeMeHHOE COCTOSIHHE 00JacTH TEOPETHYECKOTO OCMBICIICHUs ()eHOMEeHa MeTa-
(GOpEl MOXKHO OXapaKTepU30BaTh Kak IMapaJurMalbHbIA IUTFOpanu3M. B Hacrosimee
BpeMsi MeTahOpOJIOTH HMEIOT BO3MOXKHOCTh BBICTPAHBaTh CBOW HCCIENOBaHUS 0Opas-
HOTO $I3bIKa C OIOPOH Ha pa3iM4HbIE TEOPETHYECKHE MOJEIHM MeTadopsl, 4acTo pac-
CMaTpUBaeMble KaK KOHKYPUPYIOIIHE.

B nenom, mo mpu3HaHUIO OAHOTO M3 Bedylux Mmeradoposoro J[xepapaa Cruna
(Gerard Steen), MHOrOrpaHHOCTb MeTa(Opbl MO3BOJISIET CTPYKTYPHPOBATH TI0JIE €€ HC-
CJICAOBAaHUA 110 MHOI'OYUCJICHHBIM IapaMeTpaM, IJIaBHBIMH W3 KOTOPLIX BBICTYIIAIOT
cdepa ObIToBaHUst MeTadOpPbl ¥ AUCUMIUIMHAPHBINA pakypc (cM. Tabnuiy) [Steen, 2011,
p- 4.

I/ICCJ'IC,HOBEIHI/ISI MCTa(l)OpI)IZ napamMeTpbl U HOAXOAbL

Studies of metaphor: parameters and approaches

Pakypc usyuenus

Cdepa ObiTOBaHMS CEeMHUOTUYECKHUI . .
. TICUXOJIOTUYECKHIA COLMAJIbHBIN
(JIMHTBUCTHUECKHIT)
WumuBunyansueie | KosnextuBHbIC
AA3biKoBbIE / M- b (fuecclgn e IIPOLIECCHI U pe
S3bIK I'BHCTHYECKHE P P P P
3yJIBTaThl UCIIOJb- | 3YJIBTAThl UCIIOJb-
¢dopmbl MeTadopsl
30BaHUs MeTadopsl | 30BaHUSA MeTadOpHI
WNuauBunyanbHble KonnexktusHeie
KonuenryansHeie
MIPOLIECCHI U pe- MIPOLIECCHI U pe-
MplmteHne CTPYKTYpBI MeTa-
bopbI 3yJIBTAaThl UCIIONb- | 3YJIBTaThl HCTIOJb-
P 30BaHMs MeTadopbl | 30BaHus MeTadOpbI
Wnnusunyansusle | KonnekrusHble
Kommyruicatnsrsie MPOLIECCHI U pe IIPOLIECCHI U pe
KommyHukamms ¢bynkpn merado- P p p p
e 3yJIbTaThl UCIIONb- | 3YJIBTaThl UCTIOJb-
p 30BaHusl Metadopsl | 30BaHHs MeTaOpEbI

B o6mupHO#t MeTadopoJOrHyecKol JUTEepaType OTMEYaeTCs, 4To MeTadopa Kak
SIBJICHUE MMEET TPH JIOKaIM3aluy: MbllieHue (metaphor in thought), s3pix (metaphor
in language) m xomMyHukanusi (metaphor in communication), B KaXI0H M3 KOTOPBIX
MeTagopy MOXKHO M3y4aTh B PAMKaX METOJOJIOTHH TPEX IOJX0JI0B: JHHIBHCTUYECKOTO,
TICUXOJIOTHIECKOTO U COUMabHOro (cM. Tabnwmiry). O030p McClleoBaHMIA MTOKAa3bIBAET,
YTO MPE/ICTABICHHBIC B HAYYHOH JIMTEpaType KOHUCMIMH U TOAXO/AbI K aHAIIU3y MeTa-
(bopbI cocpeoTOUEHBI Ha OTACNBHBIX Y4YacTKaxX HCCIIEA0BATENLCKOro mojs. Tak, Ha-
npumep, teopust k. Jlakopda nu M. J)KOHCOHA 3aTparvBaer JIMIIb MEPBYK CTPOKY
TabJMIBl, a KOHLENUuUs, pa3pabarbiBaemas rpymnmoil yuensix [Charteris-Black, 2004;
Caballero, 2006; Semino, 2008; Musolff, Zinken, 2009; Steen et al., 2010] u ap., oxBa-
TBHIBAET TOJIBKO MTOCIIEHIOI KOJIOHKY.

Pacummpenne mpeaMeTHoro nons MetraoposiorHYeCKUX HCCIIEAOBAHUI «BBICBETH-
JI0» MOTPEOHOCTh B Pa3pabOTKe SAMHON MHTETPATHBHON Teopuu MeTadophl, KOTOpas
YYHTBIBaJa OBl Pa3JIMYHBIC PAKYPCHl M TEOPETUYCCKUAC PAMKH U3yUYCHHUs JAHHOTO SBJIC-
Husl. [10J0KHUTENBHBINA MOTEHITUAI MOT00HON 0000IICHHOM Teopuu MeTadOphl BUIUTCS
B TOM, YTO OHA IO3BOJIMIA OBl OoJiee 4eTKO M OOOCHOBAaHHO OIPENCIUTh METOIUKY
BBISIBIICHUSI METaQOPUYECKUX CIUHUI], [EIH U KOHTEKCT HCCiefAoBaHuil meTadopsl
B K&XJOM U3 JCBITH Y4YaCTKOB HCCIEIOBATEIBCKOTO IOJISl, COBMECTHMBIE C OOLIMM
TEOPETUUECKHM OCMBICJICHUEM [AHHOTO SIBJICHHS, HAIPUMEp, KaK MEPeceYeHus] KOH-
uenrtyanbHbix chep [Steen, 2011, p. 45]. Bonee TOro, MHOXECTBEHHOCTb IOJXOJI0B
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U paKypcoB aHanm3a MeTadopbl, IPU3HAHHE €€ JBOWCTBEHHOTO Xapakrepa (Kak IMpo-
Lecca U pesyibrara) o0ecreunBacT ModyYeHHE KaueCmeeHHo Pa3iIMuHbIX Pe3yJIbTaToB,
OTpaXKaIOIINX €€ KOTHUTUBHBIE M TUCKYyPCUBHBIE XapaKTepHCTUKH [Semino et al., 2016,
p- 18]. B 3T0ii cBsI3M BcecTOpOHHEE ¥ TIOJTHOIICHHOE OIMCaHWE METapOphl MOXKET OBITh
IOCTUTHYTO TOJBHKO B YCIOBHSX KOMIUICKCHOTO MHOTOYPOBHEBOTO HCCICIOBAHHUS €€
ocobennocreii [Ibid.], a Takke ¢ y4eToM OTJENbHBIX 3TAIOB JIMHIBUCTUYECKON 00pa-
60oTku 00pasubIx equnwmi [Gibbs, 1992, p. 578].

IlepeurcieHHBIE BBIIIEC TCOPHH MeTadOPhl MPEACTABISIOT COO0H pelIeHus, HalICH-
HbIC B OTHOLICHHU OOPa3HBIX CAMHUI] C TOYKU 3PCHUS KAKOTO-THOO0 OMpEACICHHOTO
M0JIX0/1a, HAI[pUMep CEMHOTHYECKOT0 MIIH IcHxosioruueckoro. Ha coBpemMeHHOM dTare,
KaKk YK€ OTMe4Yayioch, Oojiee IUIOJOTBOPHBIM CYHMTAETCSl PacCMaTpUBATH CYLIECT-
BYIOIIIE TEOPHH MeTa(ophl Kak B3aUMOJIOTOJNHSIONINE, MOCKOJBbKY KaXIas W3 HUX
yroryOssieT Haimle ITOHMMaHWE OT/AENBHBIX YYacTKOB €IMHOTO IIpoliecca HMOPOKACHHS
U MOHUMaHUs MeTapOpUIEecKOro JeKCHKOoHA. Ha cyn Hay4HOH OOLIECTBEHHOCTH YXKe
BBIHECEHB! KOHIIEIIINH MeTa(Ophl, KOTOPBIE TI0 CBOCH CYTH SBISIOTCS KOMOMHHUPOBAH-
HBIMH ¥ WHTETPAaTUBHBIMH, TO3BOJISTFOIINME 00Jee TOHKO HACTPOUTH OOBSCHUTEIHHBIN
WHCTPYMEHTApUH STHX TEOpPHIl HA OMMCAHWE MHOTOYHCICHHBIX TpaHel H3ydaeMoro
¢eHomeHa. B kadecTBe MOJOOHBIX WHTErPATHUBHBIX TEOPHU BBICTYIAIOT THOPHUIHAS
teopust Mapkyca Tennans (Markus Tendahl) u HoBast rubpuanas teopust Xanusl [1ITé-
Bep (Hanna Stover).

I'mOpuaHbie Teopuu

B ocHoBe 06eux Teopuii JISKUT MPUHIMIT HHTEIPALUH TTOJIOKEHUI TEOPHH KOHLIET-
TyaipHOW MeTadopsl M Teopun peineBaHTHOcTH [Sperber, Wilson, 2008]. Ob6e Teopun
COCPENOTOUEHBI Ha WCCIICAOBAHUM IIPOIiecca BOCHPHUATHS MeTahOpPHUECKUX EIMHHUIL,
YTO OJIHOBPEMEHHO 3aTParuBaeT TaKKe 00JIaCTH ee OBITOBAHMUS, KAK MBIIIICHUE U SI3BIK.
Pasmiuns B Teopusx BbI3BaHBI TeM (akroM, uro M. TeHnanp KOMOMHUPYET TEOPHIO
PENEBAaHTHOCTH WM TEOPUIO KOHLENTYaldbHOW MeTadopbl C OMOPOil Ha IOJOKEHHS
KOTHUTUBHOW JIMHTBUCTHKU, B TO Bpems kak X. llIT€éBep Ha mepBblii IUIaH BBIBOAUT
NPUHIHIIB TEOPHH penieBaHTHOCTH. O0a aBTOpa CYMTAIOT IJIOAOTBOPHBIM U B3aHMOBBI-
TOJIHBIM CIJIMSIHUE JIBYX TEOPUH, TOCKOJIBKY TEOPHsl KOHLIENTYyalbHOU MeTadophl cocpe-
JIOTOYEHA Ha ONMCAHUM B3aMMOCBSI3EH W MepapXHi pa3iuyHbIX MeTadop B MaMsATH, HO
HE KacaeTcsi BOIpoca O BOCIPHUATUH U MOHMMaHUU MeTadop B peajbHOW KOMMYHHKa-
LMK C YYETOM MeXaHH3Ma OTOOpa pelieBaHTHBIX NPU3HAKOB B IIPOLIECCE MHTEpIIpETa-
LIMH, YTO COCTaBJISIET (POKYC MCCIIEOBAaHUN TEOPHHU PENICBAHTHOCTH.

Tubpuonas meopus memagopvr M. Tenoans

Bynyun mnpuBepxkeHieM KorHUTHBHOrOo mnoaxona, M. Temmame [Tendahl, 2009,
p- 184, 251] pa3zmenser mmew TEOpWUH KOHIENTYadbHOH MeTadopsl U (QOPMYIHPYET
CBOIO TEOPHIO, ONMHPASACH HAa MOHATHE KOHLENTYaIbHOH mpoekuuu (conceptual mapp-
ing). VI3 Teopuu peraeBaHTHOCTH OH 3aWMCTBYET HJCI0 O TOM, YTO BOCHpHATHE MeTado-
PBl OCYILECTBISETCS IMOCPEACTBOM KOHCTPYMPOBAHHS CHIOMHHYTHOTO/CHOHTaHHOTO
koniienra (ad hoc concept).

B cBoeii Teopun M. TeHnnans npuaepKUBaeTCsi MHEHHS O TOM, YTO CJIOBA M3HAYajlb-
HO KOJUPYIOT KOHICHTBI C HEYETKO 0603Ha’{eHHI)IM, CXEMAaTU4YHO NPEACTaBJICHHBIM
cojepkanreM. B mporecce nparmarinueckoil 00paboTKH CII0BO, yIIOTPeOJIeHHOE B KOH-
KPETHBIX KOHTEKCTHBIX YCJIOBHSIX, CTAHOBUTCS 0003HaY€HHEM NOJHO3HAYHOTO KOHIETI-
Ta C YETKO OYEpUYCHHBIM cHenupHuIHbIM coxepxanueM [Stover, 2010, p. 169]. lannoe
MOJIOXKEHHUE coriacyercs ¢ MHeHHeM Pobun KapcToH o mporecce KOHCTpYHpPOBaHHS
KOHIIETITYyaJIbHOH eIUHULIEI B cO3HaHUH roBopsmiero: “Could it be that the word ‘happy’
does not encode a concept, but rather ‘points’ to a conceptual region, or maps to an ad-
dress (or node, or gateway, or whatever) in memory? This pointing or mapping provides
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access to certain bundles of information from which the relevance-constrained process-
es of pragmatic inference extract or construct the conceptual unit which features in the
speaker’s thought” [Carston, 2002, p. 360-361].

B kauectBe onepaunoHHOro moHATHS M. TeHnanb BBOIUT TEPMHUH «KOHLENTYalb-
Hast oOmacTe» (conceptual region), KOTOPHIi OH MOHMMAeT KaK pPEMpe3eHTAIIHOHHBIN
6asuc (representational basis) nim cTapTOBYIO TOUKY, C KOTOPOil HAYMHAET pa3BOPaUH-
BaThbCs TPOIECC BOCTIPHUATHS Jro0oro konmenta [Stover, 2010, p. 170]. M. Tengans
npeylaraeT COOTHOCUTH conceptual region ¢ JIEKCHYECKOl CEMaHTHKOH B CHILy TOTO,
4TO OHAa O0OECIEYNBAET TOT KOHTEHT, y)K€ XPaHSIIMICSA B MMaMsTH, KOTOPBIA 3aTeM MO-
XKET MOLll/Iq)I/II_ll/IPOBaTbCSI 50040 O6OFaLIlaTLC)I B KOHKPETHOM KOHTEKCTC. B sTOoT KOHTEHT
BXOJIAT KITFOYCBbIE KOMITOHEHTHI 3HaueHus (the encoded content of the lexical concept
i the core features of a concept), Hen3MeHHbIE B 1I000M KOHTeKcTe. OHAKO concep-
tual region He coaepkuT Beel nHGopManny, GOPMUPYIOLIEH «3HAUEHHE CIIOBA» MOJIHO-
CTBIO, OHA JIMIIb NPEJOCTABISAET JOCTYI K Pa3IM4HBIM PENpe3eHTAIOHHBIM (QopMa-
TaM, YYacTBYIOLMM B BOCIIPHATHH.

Conceptual region BritoyaeT B ceOs pa3lnWYHBIE CTPYKTYpPHI 3HAHUS B pPas3idd-
HBIX perpe3eHTaloOHHbIX (popmaTax. B kadecTBe GopMaTOB BBICTYNAIOT CHIOMHHYT-
Hble / cioHTaHHbie KoHIenThl (ad hoc concepts), KoHenTyanbHbIe cepbl (conceptual
domains — source and target) u MeHTanbHBIE 00sacTu (mental spaces B TPaKTOBKE TeO-
pHUH KOHLENTyaldbHOH uHTerpanny). C TOYKH 3pEHUS aBTOpa TEOPHH, IPUHIUIHAILHO
pasnmuatroTcss M nporuBonocrasistoress ad hoc concepts u conceptual domains, no-
ckonbKy ad hoc concepts sIBISIIOTCSI BpEMEHHBIMUA 00pa30BaHUSIMHU, B BBICOKOW CTETICHH
3aBUCSIIMMHU OT KOHTEKCTa, B TO BpeMs Kak conceptual domains — 10CTaTO4YHO YCTOM-
YHUBbIE, YK€ COPMHUpPOBAaHHbIE O0pa30BaHUs, XpaHAIIMECS B JOJTOCPOYHONW HaMSTH,
JIOCTYI K KOTOPBIM OCYILECTBIISIETCS 110 HeoOxoxumocTu. Mental spaces Toxe BpeMeH-
HBL, Kak u ad hoc concepts, oqHaKO comep kaT He OAWH KOHIIENT, a HECKOIBKO [Stover,
2010, p. 171]. YactoTa MCHOIB30BaHUS IMPUBOIUT K 3aKPEIUICHUIO N YKOPCHCHHIO
(entrenchment) HEKOTOPBIX CTPYKTYp 3HAHHA, HApUMep K (POPMUPOBAHHUIO yCTOWUH-
BBIX JIEKCHYECKHX KOHLENTOB, €ClI OHU OepyT cBoe Hadano u3 ad hoc concepts, wim
K (OpMHUpPOBaHHIO KOHIENTyalbHbIX cep (conceptual domains), eciii CBOUM HPOHUC-
XOXkKIeHHeM OHM 00s3aHbl mental spaces [Ibid.].

Conceptual region umMeer crieliuPUUECKYI0 CTPYKTYpY, BKIIIOYAIOIIYIO CBOOOJHBIE
ciothl (free slots), mOHMMaeMble Kak TOYKH JOCTYIA K CTPYKTYpPaM 3HaHHs Pa3IMuHbIX
TunoB. HanmonHenue >tux CBO60[[HI)IX CJIOTOB NPOUCXOAUT NPH MOCPEACTBE TaK HA3bI-
BaeMbIX KOHHEKTOPOB (connectors), COSAMHEHHBIX C BHEHNIHUMH CTPYKTypaMH 3HaHHMS
(external knowledge structures). OTcroga ciexyer, 4To B ()OPMUPOBAHUHM KOHTEKCTY-
aIbHO OOYCJIOBJIEHHOT'O COJEPXKaHUs JIEKCHUECKOH €IMHHIBI YYacTBYIOT CTPYKTYPHI
3HAHWS [BYX BUJOB: BHELIHSS M BHYTPECHHSS, IIPH 3TOM HOJ IOCJIEIHEH TOHUMAETCS
3aKOJMPOBAHHOE MHBapHAHTHOE COJEp)KAHHE KOHIENTa. BHEIIHHE CTPYKTYphl 3HAHUS
CTaHOBSTCSI YacTbIO CHIOMHHYTHOTO KOHLENTa B HpOIecce KOTHUTUBHOH 00paboTKH
nH(OpMaInK, YeMy COAEHCTBYIOT CBOOOAHBIE clIOTHI B conceptual region. Camu cBo-
OOIHbIE CIIOTHI SBJIAIOTCS OO CHIOMUHYTHBIMH KOHLENTaMH, JHOO yKOPEHEHHBIMH
(entrenched free slots). YkopeHEHHBIC CIOThI — 3TO YacTh HAIIETO JOJTOBPEMEHHOIO
3HaHUusA, CBA3aHHOI'O C OTACIBbHBIM CJIOBOM, OJJHAKO OHHU HC SABJIAIOTCA YAaCTBhIO JICKCHYC-
CKOTO KOHIIENTA, IIOCKOJIbKY OHM CaMH 000TaIlaloTCsl B X0/€ B3aUMOACHCTBUS C BHELI-
HUMH cTpyKTypamu 3HaHus [ Tendahl, 2009, p. 238].

Conceptual region B Teopun M. Tengans BeICTyaeT Kak HEKUil malIoH IS co3/a-
HUSI CHIOMMHYTHBIX KOHLETITOB. JTa 00JIaCTh TOJBKO IPENOCTABISIET KOHTEKCTYAIBHO
HE3aBUCUMYIO HH()OPMAIHIO, KOTOPast 3aTeM KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO aIalTUPYeTCs B Pasiny-
HOHM crerneHH. B 3aeliCTBOBaHHBIX NPH 3TOM MPOLECCAaX YYacCTBYIOT YKOPCHCHHBIE
U HEYKOPECHEHHbIE CBOOOHBIE CIOTHI, KOTOPBIE HAIIOJIHSIOTCS BHEIIHUMH CTPYKTYypaMH
3HAHUS IPHU IIOMOIIM KOHHEKTOpOB. KoHTeKcTyanbHas aganTanys B MTOTE IIPUBOAUT
K CY>KEHHUIO WM PACIIMPEHHIO COACPIKaHMUs KOHIIECITOB.
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KorHutuBHBIA MeXaHH3M BOCIPHSTHS M IOHUMaHUs MeTadop B JaHHOH TEOpHH
OIIMCBHIBAETCS] aBTOPOM KaK HEMOJYJIbHBIH M pabOTaIOMNii CO BCEMU THIIAaMH PEIpe3eH-
Taruii (HampuMmep, image schemas, propositional representations, conceptual metaphors
and metonymies, factual information) ogmHaKOBO, HA OCHOBE IPArMaTHYECKOTO MpPUH-
[MIIa PeJIeBaHTHOCTH. Pas3nm4Hble GopMaThl penpe3eHTauil pa3inyaloTcs TOJBKO TH-
IIOM CBS3U C KOHIENTYAJIBHOW O0JIACTBIO, T. €. ABIAETCS JIM CTPYKTYpa 3HAHHUS BHYT-
pEeHHEH WM BHELIHEeW, a CBOOOIHBIE CIOTHI — YKOPEHEHHbIE WM HEYKOPEHEHHEIE.
B mporecce 06paboTku Metadopbl YIaCTBYIOT pa3jiM4HbIE perpe3eHTalMoHHbe (op-
MarTbl, 1 OHU TIO3BOJISIOT OCYLIECTBISATh KaK KOHIENTYaIbHOE POSLUPOBaHue (coriac-
HO TEOPUHU KOHIENTYyaJbHOH MeTadophl), TaK M KOTHUTHUBHBIE NPOLECCHl HA OCHOBE
uH(pepeHImn / BBIBOA (COTNIACHO TEOPHH PEJICBAHTHOCTH). B 3TOM mporiecce OCHOBHAS
3aja4a 3aKJII04aeTcsi B TOM, YTOOBI YCTAaHOBUTH CBSI3b MEXIY CIIOBOM, BBIPasKarOIIHM
KOHLIENT, ¥ KOHIIENTyaJbHOW cxeMol (conceptual schema), koropass akTHBHpYeT Xpa-
HSIIYIOCS B MAMATH KOHLENTYaJIbHYI0 MeTadopy M TeM CaMblM CIHPOBOLUPYET MOHU-
MaH#e MeTadoprdeckoit equaUIE [Stover, 2010, p. 167, 196].

Tubpuonas mooenv X. LLImésep

I'ubpunnas teopust meradopsr X. llITéBep mpencraBisier coOOW YCOBEPIICHCTBO-
BaHHbII BapuaHT KoHuenuuu M. Tenpans, B KOTOpPOH cHaenaH pa3BOpPOT B CTOPOHY
MIPUHIXIIOB TEOPHH PEIEBAaHTHOCTH.

ABTOp THOPHUIHON TEOPUH BBHICTPANBAECT CBOIO KOHLEMIIUIO HA OCHOBE IIPEACTaBIIC-
HUsL 0 Meradope Kak 00 «ocoOOoM» sIBIEHWM (HE COIJlallasch B 3TOM C TEOpUeH
pEeNeBaHTHOCTH). JTa OTIMYMUTENBHOCTH (specialness) meradopsl Kpoercs B «OTHOCH-
TEJIFHOH MeTaOpUYHOCTH, KOTOpas CO3MaeTCsl Y S3bIKOBOW €JMHUIIBI B IpOIECCE ee
MeTaQopHYeCKOro Hcmoib3oBanus» [Stover, 2010, p. 10]. JlaHHOE TOHATHE JCKUT
B OCHOBE BCEHl TEOPHHU U TPAKTYETCs] KaK OTHOIIECHHE MEXKIy 3aKOANPOBAHHBIM B CIIOBE
koHIentoM (encoded concept) U ero MHTEpIIpeTaeid B KOHKPETHOM KOHTEKCTE YIOT-
pebnerns. MetadopudaHOCTh (metaphoricity) BBICTYIIaeT B KadeCTBE PEIEBaHTHOTO
mapamerpa B T€X CIydasX, KOTZa MPH BOCIPHATHH S3BIKOBOIO BBIPAXKEHHUS UYEIIOBEK
UCIIBITHIBAET JAUCCOHAHC, BBI3BAHHBIH «KOH(IMKTOM» MEXIy KOHBEHIHOHAJIBbHBIM
B JIaHHOHW SA3BIKOBOM OOIIHOCTH, OYKBaJIBHBIM cojfepaHneM KoHmenta (encoded con-
cept) ¥ co0OIIaeMbIM B OIPEICIICHHBIX KOHTEKCTHBIX YCIOBHAX COAEPKAHUEM KOHLIETI-
ta (communicated concept), Hanipumep, He is a pig. B Takux ciyuasx metagopu4HOCTb
MIPOSIBIISIETCSL KaK OCO3HAHME Pa3iMyMsl MEXIY KOHIENTaMU Ha MeTaperpe3eHTalMOH-
HOM YpPOBHE, YTO 00O3Ha4aeTcs KaKk OCO3HaBaeMasl HalpsDKEHHOCTH (tension) Mexmy
nByMms peripesentanusimy [Ibid., p. 11]. “Metaphoricity is an intuitively felt gap between
literal and intended meaning, where the first provides a perspective for constructing the
second” [Camp, 2007, p. 14]. UmenHo 5Ta crenuduyeckass KOTHUTHBHAS HalpsDKeH-
HOCTh, BO3HHMKAIOIIAs B IpoIecce 0OpaOOTKH pa3lMYHBIX PENPE3CHTALNN U UX MeTa-
(opHudecKnX OTHOIICHUH APYT C APyroM, 00yCJIOBIMBAET OCO3HAHNE MCKIIOUUTEIBHO-
CTH, OCOOCHHOCTH MeTa(ophl U MPHUBOANUT K MOHUMAHUIO BEIpakeHUs. Oco3HaBaemast
MeTa(pOpHUYHOCTD, CIEJOBATENbHO, IPEAIoIaraeT 1 0co0yI0 MeTapenpe3eHTaluio, OT-
JMYAIOIIYI0 €€ OT KOTHUTUBHOW MeTapelpe3eHTalny OyKBaJbHOTO COAEPKAaHHUS MeTa-
(dopudeckoro BeipakeHus [Stover, 2010, p. 12]. Orcioga X. llITéBep 3auMCTByeT MHE-
uue Pobun Kapcron (Robyn Carston) o IBOSIKOM MpoIiecce KOTHUTHBHOW 0OpabOTKH
Ha MeTapenpe3eHTaluoHHoM ypoBHe [Carston, 2010], craBimiee oIHHUM U3 TpeX OHOp-
HBIX TIOJIOKECHUH THOPHIAHOW TeOpHH B JONOJHEHHE K rubOpumHoi Teopuu Tenpans
(2009) n xoHuenuuyu MeHTanbHON cumysinun JI. bapcanoy [Barsalou, 2005].

B ormmuue ot M. Tennans, X. llITéBep npencraBiseT apXUTEKTYPy MEHTAIbHOIO
MIPOCTPAHCTBA KaK MOJYJIBbHYIO, YTO Pa3rpaHNYMBACT PA3INYHBIC YPOBHH MM MOIYIH
o00pabotku mHMopMarmu [Stover, 2010, p. 2-3]. OTo 03HaYaeT, YTO KAXKABIA MOIYIb
HWMEEeT JEJI0 TONBKO C TOW BXOAHOW MH(OpMAaIel (MMEIoIIel JIN00 MPOITO3UIIHOHAIh-
HyI0, JH0O0 HArsIIHO-00Pa3HyI0 pENpe3eHTANNI0), KOTopas SBISETCS CHenU(UIHON
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JUIl KOHKpETHOH cdepsl. B cTpykTypy KOHHIENTyajabHOH 00JIaCTH, acCOLUMHUPOBAHHOM
C KOHIENTOM, BKJIIOYEHBI KaK IIPONO3HIHMOHAIBHBIE, TaK M HENPOIO3HIHOHAIbHbIC
(opmMaThl penpe3eHTanni, IpHIeM ITOCISTHIE HAaXOIATCS B ITOJIMHEHHOM MOJIOKECHUN
10 OTHOIIEHHIO K TIPONO3UIIMOHAIBHBIM.

[Tpouecc BoCIpHUATHS SI3BIKOBOTO BBIPAKCHHMS JIOKATU3YETCS B CPele S3bIKa MBIII-
nenusi (the language of thought) u onmpaercs Ha npouenypy uHdpepeniuu. [Iponosu-
LMOHAJIbHBIE PEeNpe3eHTallH, KaK OIepaTopbl PalHOHAIEHOTO MBIIUICHUS, 00pabaThsl-
BAIOTCS B OZTHOM MOAYJIE ¥ 110 HEOOXOAUMOCTH JOIIOIHSIOTCS pe3yabTaTaMu 00paboTKH
HarJsIHO-00pa3HBIX PENpPe3eHTAL, OCYIECTBISIEMOI B OTAEIBHOM Mojayie. B ciy-
yae ¢ MeTaQOpUUECKUMHU BBIPAKCHUSIMH, HATJISIHO-00pa3HbIe PEerpe3eHTally MpoXo-
JAT 00pabOTKYy elle Ha OJTHOM YPOBHE — METAPENPE3CHTAIHOHHOM.

WHbIMH crtoBaMH, Ha NPONO3WIMOHANBHBIN (propositional) ypoBeHb BXOIHas WH-
(dopmanus 111 06pabOTKH MOCTyIaeT M3 HarisiHO-o0pa3Horo (imagistic-experiential)
YPOBHSI IIPY TIOCPETHMYECTBE METAPENPE3CHTAIIOHHOTO YPOBHS, HA KOTOPOM 00pa3Ho-
HarJSAHbIE PeNpe3eHTalnl IpeodpasyloTcs B MPOMO3MIMOHAIBHBIN MaTepHai, oOpa-
OaTeIBaeMBbIil Ha HH(pEPEHIIMATFHOM ypoBHE. Takoii mporece obecrieynBaeT MOHUMaHHE
OykBaibHBIX 3HaueHUi. [Ipu 0O0paboTke MeTaQOpHUECKIX BBIPAKEHUH HA MeTaperpe-
3€HTAallMOHHOM YpPOBHE MMEIOT MECTO [Ba Ipouecca: 1) mpeoOpa3oBaHHE HENpPONO3HU-
LIMOHAJILHOTO MaTepHaia B MPONO3HINOHANIEHYIO cxeMy (schema), eciu 310 TpeOyeTcs
JUTSE BBIPAOOTKH B CITydae KOHTEKCTyallbHO OOYCIIOBIEHHOTO COIEpXKaHWA, U 2) yIep-
JKHBAaHHUEC 6yKBaﬂbHOFO 3HAUCHUA BBIPAKCHUA JIA HaﬂbHeﬁLﬂeFO ocmeicieHus. Ilo-
CKOJIbKY OyKBaJIbHOE 3HAYECHUE HE IPEJICTaBIsIeT COO0H CYLIECTBEHHO 3HAYMMBIA KOH-
TEHT, HarJsIHO-0Opa3HBIe acleKThl OYKBAILHOTO 3HAa4€HHsS He 00pabaThIBArOTCS Kak
IIPOTIO3MIMOHANIbHASL BXOAHAs MH(pOpMAaIHs, a, HA000POT, yJIep)KUBAIOTCS Ha MeTape-
MIPE3EHTAIMIOHHOM YPOBHE M YYHTHIBAIOTCS KaK OUEHb CHIIbHBIEC BIICUATIICHUS, KOTOPbIE
MOTYT Tiepenarb Toisko Metadopsr [Stover, 2010, p. 198-201]. B urore aBTOp Ha3HIBa-
€T CBOIO MoJeNb “triple processing account”, mpeamnonararomeii Tpu ypoBHs 00padoTKH
[Tbid., p. 184].

Takum oOpazoMm, o0e THOPHIHBIE TEOPUH CTaBAT Tepen coO0OW menb 00BEIUHUTH
B ce0e TOCTH)KEHUS TEOPUH KOHLENTYAILHOW MeTa(opsl, IparMaTHuecKuX UCCIIea0Ba-
HUH, TEOPHN PENICBAHTHOCTU U MEHTAIBHOTO MOJAEIMPOBAHUs. B paMKax JaHHBIX Teo-
puii Meradopa paccMaTpHBaeTCs, C OJHOM CTOPOHBI, KaK CTaTH4ecKkoe oOpa3oBaHueE,
a ¢ Jpyroil — Kak IMHAMUYECKUN MPOLIECC, CBA3BIBAIOLLNN S3bIK, MBIIIJIEHUE, I0O3HAHUE
W KynbTypy. bnaromaps KOMOWHHMPOBaHMIO Pa3IMYHBIX TEOPETHUYECKUX ITOJIOKEHUMH,
Metadopa B THOPUIHOM TEOPUH MPEACTABISETCS KaK MBICIUTEIbHBIA (PeHOMEH, KOTO-
pBIIl IIpoenupyeTcs Ha €CTECTBEHHBIH S3bIK M Ha aOCTpakTHbIE OOpa3HbIE CXEMBI
(image-schema). Kak crenctBue moo0HOTO MpoenupoBaHusi, (POPMHUPYIOTCS KOHIICTI-
TyalbHbIE METAQOPEI, T. €. 00TACTH NepecedeH s KOHIENTYaIbHBIX c(hep 1 JIMHTBUCTH-
YEeCKHUX CIIOCcO0OB mpencTaBieHus 3Tux cdep. KonnenrtyanpHble MeTadopbl XpaHATCS
B JIOJITOBPEMEHHOW MaMsITH YEIOBEKa, Tak K€ KaK M JISKCHIecKnue KoHIenTsl. I[loanma-
HHE MeTaop TECHO CBSI3aHO C KOHTEKCTOM, BIMSHUE KOTOPOTO 3aKII0YaeTCs B TOM, YTO
CJIyHIAIOIIMH BHIOMpAET TOT KOHTEKCT, KOTOPBIH NPHIaeT BEICKAa3bIBAHUIO HANOOIBLIYIO
3HAYUMOCTb. DTO O3HAYAET, YTO B YCJIOBHAX KOHKPETHOTO KOHTEKCTa y CIIyIIAFOLIETO
Ha 0a3e JISKCHYeCKOro 3HaueHHs (OPMHUPYETCS CHIOMHHYTHBIH KOHIENT KOMOWHUPO-
BaHHOﬁ, MHTeraTHBHOﬁ IpUpoabl. ITonnmanue Hekol CIUHUIIBI B BBICKA3bIBAHUHN KaK
MeTaOpHyYecKoil O0yCIIOBIMBAETCS TEM, YTO CHIOMHHYTHBIH KOHLENT HAIOJIHSIETCS
COJIep)KaHUEM, OTJIMYHBIM OT OOIIENPHHSATOTO, YTO U BBISIBIISIETCS] B KOHTEKCTE.

Kom0uHupoBaHHBIH N0AX0A K aHAJIN3Y MeTadopbl
B mertadoponornueckoil murepaType MpeacTaBiIeHbl U APYTHEe TOMBITKA COBMETIE-

HUSI Pa3IMYHBIX TEOPUil 1151 OOBSICHEHUS Mpoliecca MHTEePIpeTaluy MeTadhopuIecKoro
nekcukoHa. Tak, Hanpumep, 3. Képeuem (2011) npeanaraer aBTOPCKYIO METOJUKY aHa-
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nu3a MeTa(opbl HA OCHOBE COBMEIICHUS IMOJIOKCHHUI TEOPUH KOHIICTITYaIbHOW MeTa-
(OpBI, TEOPHH KOHIENTYAIbHOW HHTETPALIUN, TEOPUU PEIICBAHTHOCTHU, TCOPHH aTpPHOY-
TUBHOHM KaTeropusalnuud ¥ HEHpOHHOW Teopuu MeTadopsl. M3BecTeH Takke MOJXO/,
COBMEIIAIOIIHUIA THIIOTE3Y 00BEIMHEHHOW BXOIHON MH(POPMAIIUU C TEOPHEH pelieBaHT-
HoctH [Ruiz de Mendoza, Perez Hernandez, 2011].

3akaouenue

B XXI B. B 3apy0esxHOI MeTadopoIOrud HAMETHJICS OTYETIMBBINA CABUT B CTOPOHY
coznanust «3D» (Three-Dimentional) Monenu meradopbl, KOTOpasi MO3ULUOHUPYET €€
KaK OJHOBPEMCHHO A3bIKOBYIO, KOHICITYAJIbHYI0O U KOMMYHUKATUBHYIO C€IUHUILY. Ilo-
JI00Hasi yCTaHOBKa HE OTPHUIAET, 4TO MeTadopa MOXKET CaMOCTOSTENIFHO U IIJIOI0TBOP-
HO HCCIIEZOBAThCS B KaKAOW M3 0003HAYEHHBIX IUIOCKOCTEH C LIENBIO BBISBICHHS €€
CEMHOTHYECKHX, KOTHUTUBHBIX (TICHXOJIMHIBUCTHYECKNX) M KOMMYHHUKATHBHBIX (MH]IH-
BUAYaJbHBIX W KOJUIEKTHUBHBIX) XapakTeprcTHK. OIHAKO MPOTrpaMMbl HCCIEIOBAHMS
MeTaopsl TOJIBKO B OAHOM PAaKypce OTPaHHMYMBAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTH YUYEHBIX CMOJIEIH-
pOBaTh MEJOCTHOE TpeAcTaBIeHne 00 n3ydaeMoM (peHomene. [lomHONICHHAS M BCEOOB-
eMJIIOIIAsl MOJIeNb MeTaOopbl HHTETPUPYET CBEACHHS O €€ CTATHYECKUX (CTPYKTYpHO-
(YHKIMOHANBHBIX) U AMHAMHYECKHX (IIPOLleCCyalbHbBIX) XapakTepuctukax. [Ipu sTom
npoleccyaibHas CTOPOHA OXBATBHIBAET CBEICHUS O OBITOBaHMM MeTadopbl B COLMANb-
HBIX IponecCax Ha MUKPO- (HH}II/IBI/I[lyaﬂ])HbIe 1 COIMUAJIBHBIC 3aKOHOMEPHOCTHU UCIIOJIb-
30BaHusl MeTadopsl) 1 MaKpOypoBHE (Kak 4acTh Oosiee roOalIbHOTO Ipoliecca co3/a-
HUsI, KOHBEHIMAIM3alMKM W OCBOCHMS OOpa3HbIX equHuIL). VIMEHHO KOMIUICKCHBIN
MIOJX0J], TIPEJIONATaloMNil yIeT JIMHIBUCTUIECKUX, KOTHUTUBHBIX, TICHXOJIOIHYECKUX
U COLIMOKYJIBTYPHBIX ()aKTOPOB B MX B3aUMOJEHCTBUH PacCMaTPUBAETCS KaK MEpCIHeK-
TUBHBIN IS NTANbHEHITNX MeTa(OPOIOTHIECKUX UCCIIETOBAHHH.

KorautuBHbII TOBOPOT, BHEAPEHHBIH B THHTBUCTUKY k. Jlakopdom u M. IxoH-
COHOM, CO BCEl OYEBHIHOCTBIO MTPOYHO 3aHSUT BEAyIIME MO3UINH B UCCIEIOBAaHUU Me-
tadopsl. OH HO3BOIWI NPOASMOHCTPUPOBATh TOT (akT, 4yTo Meradopa SBIAETCS He
TOJIBKO (JEHOMEHOM $3bIKa M PUTOPUKH, HO Takke M MblnuieHus. CiegyeTr momdepk-
HYTb, YTO MeTaopHUecKas perpe3eHTalls He OrPaHNYMBAETCs TONBKO chepoid MbI-
JIEHUS, TIOCKOJIKY MEHTAJIBHBIE CTPYKTYPBI MOT'YT MaHH(DECTUPOBATHLCS TIOMUMO SI3bIKA
CpEICTBAMU U JPYTUX CEMUOTHUECKUX CUCTEM. B 3TOM CBsI3M Teopus KOHIENTYyalIbHON
MeTa(bOpl)I ABJAICTCS YHUBCPCAJIbHBIM TCOPECTUYCCKHUM HHCTPYMEHTOM, IMMO3BOJIAIOIINM
yIIyOuTh MOHUMaHHE MEXaHW3MOB MeTaOpPUIECKOW KOHIENTYIBHON NMPOEKIHUU TIPH
B3aMMOJEHCTBUH PAa3IMYHBIX MO/YyCOB CUMBOJIM3AIINH.

Tem He MeHee, COBpEMEHHBIH NONMNAPaJUTrMaiIbHBIA JAHIA(PT TEOPETUUECKON
JIMHTBUCTHKH YK€ «BBICBETIID» CBOCOOPa3HYI0 OTPaHHYEHHOCTh TECOPHH KOHIIETITYallb-
HOW MeTaophl, OMUPAIOIMICHCS HA IMICHXOJIOTHIECKAN 10 CBOCH CYTH PaKypc MU3ydeHHS
MeTaopsl U HE 3aTParuBaiOIIeH B JODKHOH Mepe KOMMYHHKAaTHBHBIE M COLMAIbHBIC
napameTpsl ObITOBaHWs 00pa3HOTO si3bika. COBpeMEeHHAsl MWHAMUKA W MHOTOHAMpaB-
JICHHOCTh HAYYHBIX M3BICKAHUHM PAaCHIMPWIN HPEAMETHYI0 001acTb MeTadopOoIoruu
U TEM CaMbIM 3a/1aJI OYEePTAHUS HOBEHIIeH Teopuu MeTaopbl, B OCHOBE KOTOPOH — e
olpejeNieHne B TEPMUHAX TEOPUHM KOHIENTyalbHOM Meradopbl Kak a cross-domain
mapping in conceptual structure. JlaHHOE TEOPETHUECKOE ONPEJIENICHUE MOXKET CITY>KUTh
SIIPOM HOBEHUIIEH KOHLENIUH, Ha KOTOPOE HA/ICTPAaUBAIOTCS BCE MHBIC YEPTHI M Xapak-
TEPUCTUKU MeTa(opbl, BHISBISIEMbIC TIPH HCCIICJIOBAHUM €€ ObITOBAaHMS B MBIIUICHUH,
SI3bIKE ¥ KOMMYHHKAIMK C TOYKH 3pPEHHS TPeX MOAXOIOB: CEMHOTHYECKOTO, ICHXO0JI0-
THYECKOTO W COIMalbHOTO. B Takom nmm3aiiHe HoBeimed Teopum “metaphor may be
theoretically defined as a matter of conceptual structure, but in empirical practice it
works its wonders in language, communication, or thought” [Steen, 2011, p. 60]. ITo-
JI0OHasi yCTaHOBKA BJIEYET 32 cOOOM pa3yMHOE COBMEILIEHUE U CTPYKTYPHPOBAHUE TEO-
pEeTHYECKUX HaOMIONeHUH, COpMyTMPOBAHHBIX B PaMKaX HMHBIX W3BECTHBIX TEOpHUil
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MeTaopbl, MO3BOJISIONIMX OOBSICHUTh OCOOCHHOCTH JIAHHOTO (peHOMEHa Ha pa3sIMuHbIX
JTanax ero «Kapbepb» (B SI3bIKE, MBIIUIEHMH M AUCKYypce). VIMEHHO Takoe pasBHUTHE
MOKHO KOHCTaTUpPOBaTh B COBPEMEHHOH 3apyOexHOW MeTad)OopoJIoruH, TIe aKTHBHO
00CYKIar0TCsl WHTETPAaTUBHBIE KOHIETINH MeTadopsl, pa3paboTaHHBIE HA OCHOBE CO-
BMELICHHs1 1 KOMOMHUPOBAHMUS KOTHUTHBHBIX U IIParMaTHYECKUX TEOPHUH.
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Linguistics of the 21st century
on the path to the integrated theory of metaphor

The philosophical, linguistic, and psychological debate about the phenomenon of metaphor
has been going on for a long time. This debate encompasses many issues concerning various as-
pects of metaphor and its applications. This paper draws on dozens of European and American
metaphor studies and presents the results of their analytical overview. This analysis enables one

155



to summarize a range of topical issues addressed and examined in multiple research programs all
over the world. One of the challenging research issues is the development of a comprehensive
theory of metaphor that will integrate cognitive, communicative, pragmatic and linguistic ap-
proaches to the interpretation and study of this phenomenon. To date, the most ground-breaking
and influential theoretical model of metaphor has been the conceptual metaphor theory of
J. Lakoff and M. Johnson for it simulated the evolution of a cognitive-linguistic approach to the
figurative vocabulary analysis. So far, several hypotheses about the cognitive reality of metaphor-
ic thought and language have been proposed. However, none of them has turned out to be a single
theory capable of accounting for a complex nature and all peculiarities of functioning of meta-
phor. On these grounds, a multi-dimensional and multi-disciplinary framework for studying met-
aphor has been proposed, including the analysis of metaphor in language, thought, and communi-
cation. Including the latter parameter in the research focus has triggered the development of
hybrid or integrated theoretical models of metaphor (e.g., hybrid theories by M. Tendahl and
H. Stover). These theories are grounded in a combination of conceptual metaphor theory with
pragmatically based theories, which is expected to offer new perspectives on the interpretation of
the interaction of linguistic, cognitive, and communicative characteristics of metaphor in dis-
course.

Keywords: theory of metaphor, hybrid theory of metaphor, conceptual metaphor theory, rele-
vance theory, European linguistics, American linguistics.
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