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AHHOmayus. B ctaTtbe npennpuHaTa nonbiTka NpeacTaBneHUs PasHOBUAHOCTU COObITUIMHOIO dpeiMa, opraHu3o-
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BBEAEHUE

MdpeiiMOBag CeMaHTMKa MCMOMb3yeTcs Mpu UHTep-
npeTauMu obLMX NO3HaABaTENbHbIX NPOLECCOB C Mo-
MOLLbI OnpeaeneHHbIX KOTHUTUBHBIX MoOAenen unu
CXeM. 3Ty MbIC/b Mbl HAXOAMM U B Teopun hpernmMoBoi
ceMaHTukuM Y. Dunnmopa, 1 B Teopmmn MeTadopbl 1 Me-
ToHuMKK 1. Jlakodda n M. [IxxoHcoHa. Ecan ucxoamtsb
M3 TOro, YTo (peiM OpraHuM3yeTCs BOKPYr KOHLENTa,
MOXHO NPeanoNioXUTb, YTO KOHLEeNnTyanbHas Metado-
pa, T. e. MeTaOpPUYECKMI KOHLLENT TakKe MOXeET ObiTb
npeactasneH B Buae dperiMa.

Llenbto cTatbu ABASETCS NOMbITKA NpeacTaBneHums
pa3HOBUAHOCTM COOLITUIAHOTO dpeimMa, CTposLEero-
CSl Ha OCHOBE KOHLLeNTa «COCTOSIHME» B @HINIMACKOM
A3blKe KaK KOTHUTMBHOW CXeMbl MeTadopu3aumm.

Matepuanom gnsa MccnefoBaHUs NOCAYXUAN He-
pe3ynbTaTUBHbIE U Pe3yNbTaTUBHbIE FpAaMMaTUYecKune
KOHCTPYKLMKU — CpefCTBa BblpaXXeHUS KOHLENTa «Co-
CTOSIHME», NOA, KOTOPbIM MOHMMAETCS KOHTONoru4e-
CKUA U IMHIBUCTUYECKUI, YAaCTUUHO Bepbann3oBaH-
HbIR, NeKcnyeckn, MopdonornMyeckn n CUHTaKCUYECKH
penpe3eHTUPOBAHHbIM KOHLENT; KaK eAUMHULLA 3HAHKS,
reluTanbTHO NepefarLas cnocobbl A3bIKOBOro Npea-
CTaBneHus 3HaHui o mupe» [CopokunHa, 2018, c. 11].

COBbITUAHbIA GPEAM.
KOHLENTYAJIbHAAA META®OPA.
FrPAMMATUYECKAA KOHCTPYKLIUA

Kak u13BecTHo, pogoHayanbHUKOM ¢dpenmoBor ce-
MaHTuKkK sBnsetca Y. @unnmop. B HacToswee Bpems
noHsTMe dpeiMa MMeeT pa3HOO6pPasHy U HeoHO-
3HayHyt0 TPaKTOBKY. Tak, M. MUHCKMIN onpepenseT
dpenM Kak CTPYKTYpy 3HaHWA O TUMNU3UPOBAH-
HbIX cuTyaumsax [MuHckuit, 1979]; y Y. ®unnmopa
(dperiM — 3TO OMOpHbIe 3HAHUA ANs Knaccudukalum
TMNOBbIX 06bekToB MAKn cobbituit [Fillmore, 1977];
y X. ®okoHbe n M. TepHepa ¢peiim - 3T0 cucTeMa
CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOIO 3HaHWs, peryaupyrowas npo-
Leccol peyenopoxaenus [Fauconnier, Turner, 1998];
y H. H. bongbipeBa - 310 TMN KOHUenTa uan dopmat
3HaHW$, NO3BONSIOLLMIA NPOHUKHYTb B HEKME KOHLenN-
TyanbHble obnactu [bonabipes, 2007]; y K. CannueaH
ceMaHTuyeckme Gpeimbl — 3TO KOHLUENTyaNbHble
MOAENU TUMU3UPOBAHHBIX CUTYaLLMIA, OTpaXatoLLme oT-
HOLLEeHMs MeXxay KOMMoHeHTamu dperimos [Sullivan,
2007]. Otciona dpeiM — 3TO M CTPYKTypa 3HaHWS
M UHCTPYMEHT NpeLCTaBNeHUS] KOTHUTUBHOWM CTPYK-
Typbl. [pu3HaeTcs, uto dpenm opraHU3yeTcs BOKpYr
HEeKOTOpOro KOHLEeNTa, MMEeoLWero 3Ha4YMMbIi KOrHU-
TUBHbIN noTeHuman [dekik, 1989]. B yactHocTH, cobbi-
TUIAHBIN DpeirM aBnseT cobolt B3aMMOCBS3b KOMHU-
TUBHbIX KOMMOHEHTOB CUTYaLUM.
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@perim aBnsetcs Hanbonee TUMMYHOM KOTHMU-
TUBHOM CTPYKTYypol u AOna Metadopuyeckon ce-
MaHTUKKU. B Teopumn [x. Jlakodpda n M. [IkoHCOHa
KOHLenTyanbHas MeTadopa npencrasaser coboi,
no CyTu, pacCMOTPEHME OAHOIO ABJIEHUSA Yepes3 apy-
roe. pu 3ToM 06nacTb, KOTOPas ABASETCS LOHOPOM
onpeneneHHoro NoHATUS, UMeHyeTca source domain
(OomeH-ucmoyHuk), chepa, KBOCMPUHUMAKOLLAS» MO-
HATUe, onpeaenseTcs Kak target domain (QomeH-uens),
a cam npouecc Metadopusaumn - Kak conceptual
madpping, T. e. KOHuenTyanbHas npoekuusa [Lakoff,
Johnson, 1980; Lakoff,Johnson, 2003].

KoHuenTyanbHas MeTadopa nposiBasetcs Ha
pa3HbIX 3bIKOBbIX YPOBHSIX, B TOM UMCIE U rpaMMa-
TUYECKOM, @ rpammaTtnyeckas Metadopa npusHaeTcs
KOHLLenTyanbHoM MeTadopoi, KoTopas peanusyet-
€, B YaCTHOCTW, B FPaMMaTMYeCKMUX KOHCTPYKLMSX
[Panther, Thornburg, 2009].

Hepe3ynbTraTvBHbIE U pe3yNbTaTUBHbIE KOHCTPYK-
LMK (penpe3eHTaHTbl KOHLENTa KCOCTOSIHUEY), BNSIO-
wmecs 06beKTOM HaCTOSLLEro MCCnefoBaHMs, paccMa-
TPMBAKOTCA HaMK KakK rpaMMaTUyecKne KOHCTPYKLUMK
C NO3ULMM KOHCTPYKTMBHOWM rpammatmkm (Construction
Grammar) (C G). Teopuss rpaMMaTMku KOHCTPYKLMI
6bina npepnoxeHa Y. ®uamopom [Fillmore, 1989] u
pa3BuTa ero nocneposatenamu — A. Tonbabepr u I bo-
acom [Goldberg, 1995; Boas, 2003]. CornacHo CG
rpamMMaTMyeckasl KOHCTPYKLMS COYeTaeT ABa MiaHa
COOEpPXaHMSt — CMHTAKCUYECKUMA U CEMAHTUYECKMHA.
3HaYeHWe KOHCTPYKLMM SBNSIETCS HE NPOCTOM CYMMOW
ee KOMMOHEHTOB, 8 MOHMMAETCS KaK eAMHOE LieNioe, He
BbIBOAVMMOE M3 CYyMMBbI €ro Yacten, T. e. rewranst. [1pu
3TOM BaXKHbl KaK NEKCMKA, Tak M rpaMMaTuKKa, Kak rna-
rof, Tak M Apyrme KOMMOHEHTbI KOHCTPYKLMK.

PesynbTaTmBHble  KOHCTPYKUMM, NOABEpriive-
€ MeTadopnyecKoMy NepeHocy, SBUANCb 06bEKTOM
uccnepnoBanusi: Mendoza & Luzondo (2014), Luzondo
(2014),Mendoza & Galera (2014), Pena (2016). Mo nx
MHEHWI0, B PE3YNIbTAaTUBHbIX KOHCTPYKLMAX UCMONb3Y-
loTCa cnenytome meTadopsbl:

e ACOMMUNICATIVE ACTION IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION
He talked himself blue in the face

e AN EXPERIENCIAL ACTION IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION
They laughed the poor guy out of the studio

e ACHANGE OF STATE IS A CHANGE OF LOCATION
He broke a glass to pieces

e ANACTIVITY IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION
They laughed themselves to death

e ACAUSED CHANGE OF STATE IS A CHANGE OF LOCATION
The witch turned him from a prince into a frog

e PLACES ARE DOERS
Each room slept five people

Vestnik of MSLU. Humanities. Issue 3(871) / 2023



A3bIKO3HaHUE

e STATES ARE LOCATIONS
He had to hit me into submission

B pabote K. CannuBaH npencraBsneHa Metadopa
Ha YPOBHE KOHCTPYKLMIA pa3HOro TMna:

-  COYeTaHWi NpunaraTesbHOro 1 CyLecTBUTENb-

Horo,

- TMPEeANIOXKHbIX  CyBCTaHTMBHbIX — COYETaHWN,

npennKaTHO-apryMeHTHbIX CTPYKTYP,

-  pe3ynbTaTUBHbIX KOHCTPYKLIMIA,

- WAY-KOHCTpYKLMIA, CTPYKTYP C NPUAATOYHbI-

MW NpenioKeHUsIMK (OnpenenuTeNbHbIMY,
YCIOBHBIMU, YCTYNUTENbHBIMK) U AP.

Tak, K. CannvMBaH monaraert, 4To B NpeauKaTHoO-
apryMeHTHbIX CTPYKTypax CylecTBUTeNnbHoe (apry-
MEeHT) BbICTYMaeT B po/iv JOMEHA LLeN, a [Naron B BUAE
[OMeHa-UCTouHnKa. Hanpumep, B cnyyae the criticism
stung him Bo3HMKaeT abcTpakTHas Metadopa MIND
IS BODY. B pe3ynbTaTMBHbIX KOHCTPYKUMSX C Mpea-
noxHon ¢pazon (PP-construction) u npunarartenb-
HbIM (AP-construction), peanusyetcs abcTpakTHas
(6asoBas)) meTadopa TMna STATES ARE LOCATIONS
(The boss worked her to exhaustion; She hammered
the metal flat). 3pecb v rnaron, u npunaraTenbHOE Bbl-
MONIHAKT poNb AoMeHa-ucTouHmka [Sullivan, 2007].
basoBas Metadopa STATES ARE LOCATIONS Takxke
ynoMuHaeTcs B Apyrux pabotax [Israel, 1996]. B stom
cnyyae Metadopu3aumsg MPOUCXOAMUT MOMHOCTbIO 33
CYeT NpeanoXKHOro coveTaHms, . e. 6e3 yyactvs rnarona.

COBbITUAHAA META®OPA NONOXXEHUA

B MPOCTPAHCTBE. KOTHUTUBHAA CXEMA
KOHLLENTA «COCTOAAHUE». ®PEAM

KAK CXEMA META®OPU3AL A

CrpykTypy cuTyauuu, Bepbann3oBaHHOM NOCPeACTBOM
MeTadopbl, TAKXKE MOXHO NpeacTaBUTb B BUAE Gpent-
Ma. Teopus KOHLeNTyanbHOM MeTadopbl Npesnonara-
€T CyL,ecTBOBaHWE LLeN0oW CUCTEMbl KOHLLENTYanbHbIX
MeTadop, koTopas ussectHa kak EVENT STRUCTURE
METAPHORSs (ESMs) (cobbiTuiiHble MeTadopbl).

Mo MHenuto k. Jlakodpda [Lakoff, 1993], cobbi-
TUIHbIe CTPYKTYpHble MeTadopbl (EVENT STRUCTURE
METAPHORS) npoeuupyoT pasfnuuHble acnekTbl CU-
Tyaluu, BKIKOYAsS COCTOSIHUS, U3MEHEHUS], MPOLLECCHI,
LLeViCTBMS, MPUYMHBI, LLENU U CPEACTBA, HA NPOCTPaH-
CTBO, ABWXKeHUe u cuny. Kaxkabii 13 3TMx acnekTos
MOHUMAETCS B TEPMMHAX HALWWMX 3HAHWI O ABUXEHUM
(nepemMelleHnn) B npocTpaHcTBe (motion-in-space)
[Roush, 2016].

OcobeHHOCTAMM COOBLITUIAHOM CTPYKTYPHOM Me-
Tadopbl BbICTyNaeT To, uTo 1) oHa sBngeTcs 6a30BOW,
CNOXHOW U 2) UMEET CUCTEMATU3MPOBAHHbINA Xapak-
Tep. OOHMM K3 acMekToB ee CUCTEMATU3UPOBAHHOM
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Mpuponbl CYMTAETCH MepapxmMyeckas opraHusaums,
B KOTOpPOW YacCTHble BapuaHTbl HacnefylT 4epTbl
ABYyX 6a30BbIX AOMEHOB-UCTOYHWUKOB, OPraHM3YHLLMX
KOHLENTyanbHylo CTPYKTYpy cobbituit: (1) movement
vis a vis - locations; (2) possession of objects. OTcto-
na ESMs opraHn30BaHbl B ABE CMCTEMBI, MW TPYMMbI:
Location branch (nonoxeHue) v Object branch (06vekm).

Location ESM (MeTadopa nonoxeHus B npo-
CTPaHCTBE) OCHOBAHAa Ha OTHOLWIEHMAX MeXAy A0-
MEeHOM-UCTOYHUKOM (motion-in-space) U AOMeHOM-
uenbto (events). B atom cnyuae ctpyktypa metado-
pbl Location ESM, cnepys M. TaBepHbe [Taverniers,
2002], moxeT BbITb NpeAcTaBieHa Kak:

AN EVENT is A MOVEMENT vis a vis LOCATIONS
(6a3oBas MeTadopa)

!

BapuaHTbl 6a3oBol MeTadopbl
(submappings)

STATES ARE LOCATIONS
CAUSES ARE FORCES
CHANGES OF ACTIONS ARE MOVEMENTS
PURPOSES ARE DESTINATIONS
MEANS ARE PATHS TO DESTINATIONS, DIRECTIONS

!
YyacTHble MeTadopbl
(specific metaphors)
(1_n)1

roe BapuaHT 6a3oBov Metadopbl STATES ARE
LOCATIONS no paHHbIM UcCnenoBaTenbCKOM NpakTy-
KM gBNseTcs Hanbonee NpoAYKTUBHBIM.
CoOTBETCTBEHHO, COOBITUIHBIA (PENM MONOXEHUS
(Location Event Frame) 6yneT Bkto4aTh iBa JOMEHA: [10-
MeH UCTOYHMK (Motion-in-space) u foMeH-Lenb (events):

LOCAION EVENT FRAME
EVENT €«----------- MOTION-IN-SPACE

OTHOLWEHWMSA NPOELLMPOBAHMUA
YyacTHble MeTadopsl

A CHANGE OF STATE IS A CHANGE OF LOCATION.
After a while they plunged into a deeply cloven track
(John R.R. Tolkien)

A CAUSED CHANGE OF STATE IS A CHANGE OF LOCATION
...an intelligence which drives us in a tireless effort to
impose an order upon our affairs (W. Golding)

AN ACTIVITY IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION
The wall of gold that was mounting between them
(V. Woolj)

AN EXPERIENCIAL ACTION IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION
| can steal softly into his room (H. Fielding)

PLACES ARE DOERS
...the lagoon attacked them with a blinding effulgence
(W. Golding)
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B Takux cnyyasx OTHOWEHWS MNpOeLMpOBaHUS
MeXay [OMEHOM-UCTOYHMKOM U [OMEHOM-LeNblo
MOTYT OCYLLEeCTBNATHCS NpPearKaTHO-apryMeHTHbIMU
CTPYKTYpaMu, T. €. F[paMMaTUYECKMMK KOHCTPYKLMSMM
B NMOHUMaHUM TEOPUM FPaMMATUUYECKMX KOHCTPYKLIMIA
(C.G) (cMm. Bblwe). Mpu 3TOM LOMEH-UCTOUHUK MOXKET
BbIPAXaTbCsl rarofoM. IMeHHO rnaron B HaleM chy-
Yyae HaBs3bIBAET MNPM3HaAKYy «COCTOSIHME» CBOWCTBA
HecTabunbHOCTU, BPEMEHHOCTU, CKNOHHOCTU K U3Me-
HeHuto. OfHaKO Npu BefyLlen ponu rNarofa BaXHbl
BCE KOMMOHEHTbI CTPYKTYpbl, T. €. MeTapopa MoxeT
peanu3oBaTbCs BCEM KOHCTPYKLMEN B LLEIOM.

MpuHMMas Te3nc o6 uHTepnpeTupyowen GyHK-
umm a3bika [bonabipes, 2016] 1 BO3MOXHOCTM Npea-
CTaBNEHUS A3bIKOBbIX MEXaHU3MOB (OPMMPOBAHUS
CMbICNA KaK YaCTHbIX KOTHUTUBHbLIX Monenen (cxem),
Mbl MPEeAIoXUAN KOTHUTUBHYIO MOLLENb KOHLLEMNTA «CO-
CTOSIHME», B KOTOPOM BMAblI COCTOSAHUS (PU3nyeckoe,
MCUXONOrMYECKOe, BOBNEYEHHOCTb B ABMXKEHUE U BOB-
NIeYEHHOCTb B [IeWCTBME), Mepecekasch U conpsrasch
C 0OWMMM KOHLENTaMKU «BPEMS» U «MPOCTPAHCTBO»
M CTaTaNlbHbIMKU XapaKTepPUCTUKAMKU (CTabWIbHOCTb,
AKUMAEHTANbHOCTb (BPEMEHHbI XapakTep Mnpu3Ha-
Ka), U3MEHYMBOCTb, HENTOKA/IM30BaHHOCTb BO BPEMEHMU
M NIOKaNM30BAHHOCTb B MPOCTPAHCTBE) CO34A0T KOH-
LenTyaNnbHble XapaKTepPUCTUKKM, COCTaBASKOWME CO-
AepXaHue KoHuenTa «coctosiHue» [CopokuHa, 2018].
OHM peanu3yloT OCHOBHYK KOTHWTUBHYH CTPYKTYpy
KOHL,eNTa «HOCUTESIb COCTOSIHWS + CTaTaNlbHble XapakK-
TepucTuku». Hanpumep Takme KOMMNOHEHTbI, Kak

1) dwu3mnyeckas CTabuabHOCTb (CTaTUYHOCTB):
The curtains are always drawn;

2) ncuxonorvyeckas akuMAeHTanbHOCTb: She
was angry with her little son;

3) ncuxonoruvyeckas noTeHUManbHas U3MEHYM-
BOCTb: He is getting sad,

4) aKkuupeHTanbHasl BOBJIEYEHHOCTb B [IBMXe-
Hue / peaTenbHOCTb: Help get the boat afloat;

5) BOBMEYEHHOCTb B ABMXKEHUE / AeSITeNbHOCTb,
Henokanu3oBaHHas BO BpeMeHu: The boat had been
adrift for hours before Tom fastened it;

6) BOBNEYEHHOCTb B ABMXKEHUE / AESTENbHOCTb,
NloKanu3oBaHHag B npoctpaHcTee: They laughed the
man out of the room v ap.

Linguistics

OTctopa, OCHOBHble XapaKTEPUCTMKM KOHLeNTa
«COCTOSIHME» MOTrYT peann3oBaTbCa Kak COAepXaHue
O[LHOrO U3 AOMEHOB CODObITUIAHOIO dpelima, rae npu
mMeTadopm3aLmMm SOMEH-UCTOYHUK (motion-in-space)
BbIpaXaeT pa3HOro poAa KOrHUTUBHbIE KOMMOHEHTbI
CTaTaNbHOM CUTYaUMM: B HEpe3yNbTaTUBHbLIX KOH-
CTPYKUMSAX — GU3NYECKOe COCTOSIHWE, BOBIEYEHHOCTb
B [ABWXKEHWE, BOBNEYEHHOCTb B AeACTBUE, @ B pe3Yy/b-
TaTMBHbIX KOHCTPYKUMSAX — (DU3MYECKOE COCTOSHUE,
MCUXONIOTMYECKOE COCTOSIHUE, BOB/IEYEHHOCTb B [BU-
)XeHWe, BOBNeYeHHOCTb B AevicTBue. [pu 3ToM B 06emnx
KOHCTPYKLMSX NPEBANUPYIOT KBOBNEYEHHOCTb B [,BU-
XXEHME» N «BOBNEYEHHOCTb B AENCTBMEY, @ Haubonee
4aCTOTHbIMK MeTacdopamu ABASIOTCA:

A CHANGE OF STATE IS A CHANGE OF LOCATION,
AN ACTIVITY IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION u AN
EXPERIENCIAL ACTION IS AN EFFECTUAL ACTION.

3AKJTIOMEHUE

Kak ykasbiBanocb Bbilwe, dpeiM Kak KOrHUTUBHAS
CXeMa OpraHu3yeTcs BOKPYr Kakoro-nMbo KoHLenTa.
Pa3HOBMAHOCTL METapOPM3UPOBAHHOIO COOLITUIMHO-
ro gpperimMa, nepefaroLlero KOHUENTyanbHble XapakTe-
PUCTUKM KOHLLeNTa «COCTOsIHME», UMeeT BuA Location
Event Frame. [poBeneHHOe nccnenoBaHWe NO3BOM-
110 NpeACTaBUTb MeTadOpM3UPOBAHHbIN COOLITUIAHDIN
dpenm nonoxenus (Location Event Frame), peanusy-
IOLWMINCS B KOHCTPYKUMAX HEpe3ynbTaTUBHOIO U pe-
3yNbTAaTUBHOIO COCTOSIHUS KaK CUCTEMY OTHOLUEHWI
(npoekumi) Mexay AOMEHOM-UCTOYHMKOM W AoMe-
HOM-LLeNIbl0. DT OTHOLUEHMS, NO CYTW, IBNAKOTCS psi-
[LOM YacTHbIX MeTadop, HacneaywLMX rMaBHyw ba-
3oByto MeTadopy AN EVENT is AMOVEMENT vis a vis
LOCATIONS u ee Hanbonee npofyKTUBHbIA BapUaHT
STATES ARE LOCATIONS. lNpn 3TOM LOMEH-UCTOYHMK
BblpaXKaeT pa3HOro poaa CraTajibHble XapaKTepucTu-
KW, KOTOpble MPOELMPYIOTCS Ha AOMEH-Lefb. Takum
006pa3oM, KOTHUTUBHAs CxeMa COBbITUIMHOrO dperiMa
Location Event Frame npeacraensieT coboi cuctemy
KOTHUTUBHbIX KOMMOHEHTOB CTaTa/ibHOM CUTyaLuK,
y4acTBYHOLWMX B Npouecce meTadopusaumm.
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