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paboTalOT B paMKaxX COBMECTHON Y4eOHOW JIeATEIbHOCTH, JIOCTHUTAIOT Oo0jiee BBICOKHX
pe3ysIbTaToOB, YeM T, KTO padoTaeT B paMKax KOHKYPEHTHBIX W WHIUBHIYATU3HPOBAHHBIX
CTPYKTYp o0OyueHus. Jlpyrue pe3yiabTaThl COBMECTHOTO OOYYEHHS ITOKa3bIBAIOT, 4YTO
COTPYAHUYECTBO IIOJIOKUTEIIBHO BIMAET HA OTHOLIEHUS Yy4YalluXcs, HUX CaMOOLIEHKY,
JIOJITOBPEMEHHYIO TMaMATh WK Oosee TIyOOKoe MOHMMaHue marepuaia ypoka. OH ObLI
MPOTECTUPOBAH KaK OJIHA U3 CaMbIX d(P(EKTUBHBIX U KOHCTPYKTUBHBIX CTpATETUN 00yUCHUSI.

B cratee uccnemyercs MeToa COBMECTHOTO OOYYEHUS, €T0 MPEUMYIIIECTBA U HanboJjee
yacThle 3aJayd JUIg  ero npumeHeHus. [lpu HanucaHuM CTaTbu  HMCHOJIB30BAIUCH
JIMHTBUCTUYCCKUE METOIbI M METOAbI HAOIFOACHUS.

Rayci: f.uf.d. Kamala 9liyeva

Praktik xarici dillar kafedrasimin 15 oktyabr 2021-ci il tarixli iclasin 02 sayl: protokolu
Daxil olma tarixi 17 oktyabr 2021-ci il
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DEVELOPMENT OF LINGUISTIC THEORY

Ohmadova Viisala Ziraddin qiz1
Gonca Doviat Universiteti
axmedovavz@mail.ru

Annotation: A word based grammar involves three main procedures: the identification
of the word as an isolable linguistic entity, the establishment of a set of word classes to
distinguish and classify the words in the language, and the working out of adequate
grammatical categories to describe and analyze the morphology of words entering into
paradigms of associated forms and the syntactic relations obtaining between words in the
construction of sentences.

The framework of grammatical description in western antiquity was the word and
paradigm model. Despite the richness of classical morphology, a theory of the morpheme was
not achieved, and classical grammatical statements exhibit the strengths and the weakness of
a word-based morphology.

Logically one might argue that in working out a word-based grammar one should
proceed first with the formal identification of the word unit, then with the classes of words,
and finally with the categories relevant to them. This, in fact, is the order of treatment in
Dionysius Thrax’s Greek grammar. Historically, however, we find what were later to be part
of the system of grammatical categories discussed first, sporadically by the fifth-century
Sophists. Protagoras considered the nominal category of gender in Greek, and is reported to
have wished menis, anger, and pelex, helmet, to be masculine instead of feminine, presumably
on the grounds of a semantic association with male characteristics and activities rather than
with female. Socrates may himself have discussed this category, as Aristophanes makes fun of
him in his comedy The Clouds for suggesting new formally feminine words likealektryaina,
hen, instead of the use of alektryon in both the masculine and feminine genders for ‘cock’ and
‘hen’, and for worrying about words like kardopos, trough, one of the few second declension
nouns ending in —os that were feminine.

The first phase focuses on spoken language as the main aid for writing development,
and the development then takes its course reaching the fourth phase, which continues beyond
formal education.

Acar sozlar: ligoat, inkisaf, ifado, torctimo.
KroueBble ¢jI0Ba: CIOBaph, Pa3BUTHEC, BEIPAKCHUE, IICPEBO/I.
Key words: dictionary, development, derivation, translation.
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Historically the importance of the controversy is due to its place in the early
development of linguistic theory and to the stimulus it provided to more detailed examination
of the Greek language. In maintaining and in criticizing each side of the argument people
were led to examine more closely the structures and the meanings of words and the formal
patterns that words exhibited. In such examinations lies the beginning of precise linguistic
analysis.

Later scholars took up more definite positions than we find in Plato. Aristotle firmly
adopted a conventionalist point of view: ‘Language is by convention, since no names arise
naturally. Onomatopoeia need not invalidate this, since onomatopoeic forms vary from
language to language and are always cast within the phonology of the particular language.
Aristotle’s view of language is summed up at the beginning of the De interpretation: ‘Speech
Is the representation of the experiences of the mind, and writing is the representation of
speech.’

Epicurus (341-270) took up a middle position, holding that word forms arose naturally
but were modified by convention. More importantly in the history of linguistics, the Stoics
favored the natural status of language, again relying heavily on onomatopoeia and sound
symbolism: ‘In the opinion of the Stoics names are naturally formed, the first sounds
imitating the things which they name. This attitude fitted well with their more general
emphasis on nature as the guide to man’s proper life; and in their etymology much weight was
placed on the ‘original forms’ or ‘first sounds’ of words, potichomania, which were said to
have been onomatopoeic but later to have suffered changes of various kinds.

These opposing views of Aristotle and the Stoics are important since they lead to the
second linguistic controversy of antiquity, analogy versus anomaly. This was not set out
formally, with the opposing arguments marshaled against each other, before the extended
treatment accorded to the question by the first-century B.C. Latin writer Varro; and one must
not envisage the two views as the exclusive tenets of permanent opponents locked in
continuous conflict, but rather as two attitudes to language, each in itself reasonably justified
by part of the evidence and each favored by some individuals and groups.

It seems clear that Aristotle favored analogy and the Stoics favored anomaly as the
dominant theme in language. Later analogists tended to concentrate on linguistic questions for
the purposes of literary criticism and the maintenance of standards of correctness; Stoic
interests were more broadly based. The division may have been sharpened by the rivalry of
Alexandria and Pergamum under Macedonian rule as two main centers of learning,
Alexandria dominated by analogists Pergamum by Stoics. Chrysopsis, the Stoic, wrote a
treatise on linguistic anomaly. Once more it may be felt that the controversy was expressed in
terms that one would not resort to today; but, like the nature-convention argument, it was part
of the context within which the detailed investigation of Greek and Latin grammar took place,
and a lack of historical sympathy is perhaps shown by those who would dismiss it, as Classen
did, as not worth so much as a yawn.

Broadly, the controversy turned on the extent to which orderliness and especially
proportional regularity held sway in the Greek language, and by implication in language as a
whole, and to what extent irregularities, ‘anomalies’, characterized it. These sorts of analogies
lie at the heart of morphology, and without them paradigms of different word classes, and
their subclasses (declensions and conjugations in Latin and Greek), in which repetitive
patterns are summarized, would not be discoverable. They are moreover the basis of any
attempted semantic labeling of grammatical categories such as singular and plural and the
nominal cases. To this extent, as the later grammarian Dionysius Thorax pointed out, the
morphological component of grammar largely consists of ‘the working out of analogy’.

While it may now be seen that the entire basis of an economical description of Greek
morphology rested on the recognition and systematization of formal analogies, the
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anomalisms had no lack of counter examples with which to maintain their thesis. Most
nominal and verbal paradigmatic classes admit exceptions, irregular members, which cannot
be expurgated from the languages at the behest of grammarians. In a genial attack on
grammarians as a class, makes much of the semantic anomalies of gender, pointing not only
to the masculine and feminine genders of nouns denoting in-animates and abstractions and the
use of a single masculine or feminine (and sometimes a neuter) noun to refer to both sexes of
an animate, but also to dialectal variation between the genders of some nouns.

The anomalism case appeared at first more cogent when no adequate distinction was
made between inflection and derivation within grammatical word form variations. It is a
characteristic of Greek and indeed of most languages that the in flexional paradigms are much
more regular and apply to entire classes of stems, whereas the incidence of derivational
formations is more irregular. Almost all Greek nouns had forms for five cases, singular and
plural, but derivational suffixes were restricted to specific noun stems; thus, we find pater,
father, and patriots, paternal, but no corresponding form matrons with meter, mother.
Likewise, English derives nouns from adjectives by such varied formations as true, truth,
happy, happiness, hot, heat, high, height, and possible, possibility, and some speakers would
hesitate between suitableness and suitability.

In rejecting an equation of one word, one meaning, the Stoic anomalisms showed an
important insight into the semantic structure of language: word meaning do not exist in
isolation, and they may differ according to the collocation in which they are used. Augustine,
setting out Stoic views, points to the different meanings of Latin aces when collocated with
militia(soldiers), line of battle, ferry(sword), sharp edge of the blade, and coulomb (eyes),
keenness of vision.

The consonance of the analogical attitude to language with Aristotle’s general
philosophical position is not hard to illustrate. Proportionality appears in several places in his
works as a guiding principle in conduct and in reasoning. It was moreover logically associated
with the conventionalist view of language, which he espoused, since the more regularity there
is to be found in any arbitrary, conventional system of communication, the more efficient it
will be.

The Stoics, however, regarded language as a natural human capability to be accepted as
it was, with all its characteristic irregularity. They took a broader view of what was good
Greek than the analogists, and were interested in linguistic questions not principally as
grammatical and textual critics; they were philosophers for whom language served as the
expression of thought and feeling and for whom literature held deeper meanings and insights
veiled in myth and allegory, (the Greek word allegorical, allegorically, is first known to have
been used by the Stoic Cleanthes).

The tree main aspects of linguistic study that received specific attention among early
Greek scholars were etymology, phonetics (pronunciation), and grammar. In the first, despite
a lot of enthusiasm, little of value was achieved; interest in etymological research was
stimulated by the nature-convention controversy over the origin of language, but a proper
conception of linguistic change and the factors involved in it largely escaped the western
world in ancient times. From the start etymological investigation was directed towards
attempts at tracing the forms of words back to the forms of other words by which the meaning
of the former could, it was thought, be explained. Similar efforts continued to characterize
etymological scholarship throughout antiquity and the middle Ages. It is a pity that failure in
this field is better known than the undoubted and important success elsewhere achieved,
particularly in grammar, and that the level of the ancient world’s etymological work has
sometimes been quite unjustly taken to be typical of Greco-Roman linguistics as a whole.

More progress was made in phonetics. Some articulator classifications were attempted,
the syllable was introduced as a structural unit of phonological description, and by the time of
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the Stoics a rudimentary picture was grasped of speech as the effect of articulator interference
with regressive air from the lungs. Only Greek was studied. Foreign words were written as
best they could be with the Greek letters, but no scholarly concern was evinced over alien
sounds or alien sound systems. The descriptive framework for Greek phonetics was the Greek
alphabet, and statements took the form of accounts of the pronunciation of the letters in it.

One objection to such a letter-based approach to phonetics is that the recognition of
allophonic differences within the Greek phonemes was obstructed; commentators refer to
different conjoint realizations of vowels with different accents and with and without
aspiration and length; but they make no mention of different qualities of vowel sounds
themselves though such differences must have accompanied different segmental and
suprasegmental environments. Nor were the phonetic differences between the dialects
described except those differences that were represented by different spellings. This fallacy
was not challenged, and it appears explicitly in Priscian at the end of the classical period,
writing on Latin: ‘Just as atoms come together and produce every corporeal thing, so likewise
do speech sounds compose articulate speech as it were some bodily entity’.

Though three are general grammatical arguments in favor of treating syntactic relations
as the central component of grammar (they are, for example, dealt with in earlier rules than
those covering word morphology in a generative grammar), in the history of western
grammatical theory morphology appears to have been formalized first; our first extant
description of Greek morphology antedates our first extant description of Greek syntax by
two centuries, and the latter is based on the former in its statements.
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DIL NOZORIYYOSININ INKISAFI

Ohmadova Viisala Ziraddin qiz1
Xiilasa

Tarixon miibahisalorin shomiyyati onun dil nazariyyasinin erkon inkisafindaki yerindon
vo dilin daha miifassal aragdirilmasi tiglin verdiyi stimuldan qaynaqlanir. Miibahisoni hor
torofini qoruyaraq vo aragdiraraq insanlar sozlorin quruluslarini vo monalarini , niimayis
olunan rosmi niimunslori daha yaxindan arasdirmaga basladilar. Belo miiayinalorde doaqiq dil
tohlili baglangici oldu.

Dil nazariyyasinin inkisaft dedikde dilgiliyi fordds dil gabiliyyatinin inkisafini, xtisuson
usaqgligda dil anlamani, monimsomoni dyronmokdir. Bu, ikitorofli sahoys olavo olaraq, hom
ilk, hom ds ikinci dilds dilin dyronilmasi, dilin tutulmasi vo dil itkisinin miixtalif morhololori
tizorindo aparilan todqgiqatlar1 ohato edir. Korpalor danisa bilmozdon ovval beynindoki neyron
dovranlar daim dilo moruz qalmagqla tosirlonir. Inkisaf dilgiliyi, linqvistik tohlilin digor
yanagmalarda deyildiyi kimi zamansiz olmadigini, zamana hassas vo miistaqil olmadigini -
sosial-kommunikativ, eloco do bio-nevroloji aspektlori linqvistik sabablorin  miioyysn
edilmosindo nozoro alinmasi fikrini dostokloyir.
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PA3BUTHE JIUHTBUCTUYECKOM TEOPUHA

Ohmadova Viisala Ziraddin qiz1
Pe3ztome

HcTtopuueckas Ba)KHOCTb Je0AaTOB MCTEKAET M3 PAHHErO Pa3BUTHS TEOPUU SI3bIKA U
CTUMY!JIA, KOTOprﬁ oHa 00ecIIeYnBaeT T Oonee THIATCIIBHOI'O U3YUCHUA A3bIKA. 3aH11/m1a${ u
UCCIIeysl Kbl aCleKT IHUCKYCCUH, JIIOJM HAadaJld BHUMATEIBHO HU3y4daTh CTPYKTYpPy H
3HA4YCHUE CJIOB HaA IIPpUMEPaAX, KOTOPLIC ObLIH IIpCaACTaBJICHEI. Takxue IMPUMCPLI CTAJIN HAYaJIOM
TOYHOI'O aHa/JIn3a A3bIKa.

PazButne TECOpHUHN s3bIKa 3aKIHOYAaCTCA B TOM, YTO JIMHI'BUCTHKA BKIHOYACT B ceos
Pa3BUTHC A3BIKOBBIX HABBIKOB YCJIOBCKA, 0CcO0EHHO OBJIAJICHUEC A3BIKOM. Hpexcz[e 4yeM
pe6eH01< CMOXKECT T'OBOPUTH, A3BIK MO3Ira BCErja BJIUACT HAa HCPBHBIC CHUCTCMBI. PasButns
JIMHTBUCTUKHU TOJJECPKUBAET MHEHHUE O TOM, YTO JIMHIBUCTHYECKHI aHAIU3 HE SBISACTCS
BHCBPEMCHHBIM, KaK B JPYIUuX MMOAXO0AaXx, U HC YYBCTBUTCIICH KO BPEMCHHU U HC3aBHUCHMBIM -
IIpUHUMAasT BO BHUMAHHUE JIMHIBUCTHYECKHE NPUYUHBI COUHAIBHBIX U KOMMYHUKATHUBHBIX
IoAX0J0B, 4 TAKKC 6I/IO'HeBpOJ'IOI‘I/ILICCKI/IX ACIICKTOB.

Rayci: dos. Sevda Kazimova

Leksika va olkagiinashq kafedrasimin 14 aprel 2021-ci iltarixli iclasin 08 sayli protokolu
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UOT:94.(479.24).
SIRVANIN I PYOTRUN XARICi SiYASOTINDO
(rus arxiv sanadlari asasinda)
Oliyev Miibariz Miiseyib oglu
Ganca Dovlat Universiteti
Xiilasa: Sirvan I Pyotrun sorq siyasatinda iimda yerlordon birini tuturdu. Tasadufi
deyildir ki, Rusyamn hakim dairalorinda I Pyotrun tarixi adobiyyatda “Iran yiiriigii” kimi
magshur olan amaliyyati avvallor rasmi sanadlords “Samaxi ekspedisiyasi” adlandirilirds.
Lakin Sirvanda bas veran iisyan, Samaximin Hact Davud torafindon alinmast va
Tiirkiyonin Hact Davudun harakatlorina ragbat baslomasi 1 Pyotru yiiriisa baslamaga
talasdirdi.
Acar sozlar -Qiyamg yliriisli, miittofiq,qosun, siyasot
KiroueBbie cjioBa- ConpoTUBIECHHE, COFO3HUKH, BOMCKA, MOJUTHKA
Key words -Resistance rally, allies, troops, politics

I Pyotrun Azerbaycana ylirlisiine Qorbi Avropa diplomatlariin Rusyadaki
sofirlorinin fikirlorina bigans yanasmaq olmaz. Bu barads Fransanin Peterburuqdak: sofiri de
Kampredonun morkozo verdiyi molumat Sirvan iisyanin tarixini dyronmok baximindan
maraqlidir. O, yazirdi ki, “Samaxinin qarat etmis qiyamgilar hazirda Tirkiysnin himayasi
altina kegmoyo calisagaqglar.” Car /I Pyort no. / hec ciir raz1 olmaz ki, Tiirkiys onlar1 6z
himayasi altina alsin vo bu biitiin dévlotlorin monafeyins ziddir. Ciinki , bels oldugda Tiirkiys
Xoazar donizinds biitiin ticaroti 6z olino ala bilordi. Onun basqa bir moktubunda I Pyortun
yiiksak keyfiyyatli xam ipok monbalarini als kegirmok istomasindon bahs olunur.Bels oldugda
ipak ticaroti Rusyanin inhisarina kecocok vo hom do Rusyanin conub sorhodlori xeyli
mohkomlonacak.(1)
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