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6. Sarimsaqov B. “O’zbek folklori janrlari sostavi.”//O’zbek folklori ocherklari. 3 tom.T.:

MADANIY NUTQDA PROPOZITIV NOMINATSIYA VA
DENOTAT TUZULISHI
Usmonova Xuriniso Sharapovna
Namangan davlat universiteti,
O’zbek tili va adabiyoti kafedrasi
Professor, filologiya fanlari doktori

Annotatsiya: Propozitsiya gapdan, avvalo, mundarijasi nuqtayi nazaridan farq giladi. Chunki
gap shakl va mazmun munosabatidan tashkil topgan butunlik sifatida e’tirof etilsa, propozitiv tuzlish
uning faqat mazmuniy tuzilishining bir tomoniga tegishli sanaladi. Shu bilan birga, propozitsiya ma’lum
vogea-hodisani o’zaro mantiqiy teng bo‘lgan predmetlar munosabatini ifodalashi bilan ham gapdan farg
qgiladi.

Kalit so’zlar: Propozitsiya, til kodlari, nutqiy jarayon, inson, ong, nominatsiya, denotat, nutqiy
faoliyat, sintaktik qurilma, relyatsion predikat, valentlik, sintaktik uzvlar, an’anaviy tilshunoslik,
mazmuniy sintaksis, til va tafakkur.

NMPEAAATAEMBIE HOMIHAIIVIN U CTPYKTYPA ObO3HAUYEHMSI B
KYAbTYPHOW PEUN
Yemonosa Xypumuco IlapanosHa
Hamanranckmit rocysapCTBeHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET,
Kadeapa ysbekckoro s3blka 1 AUTepaTyphl
ITpodeccop, A0KTOp PrA0OAOTIIECKMX HayK

Annoranmsa: Ilpedioxenue omauudemcs om  npedr0XeHus, 60-nepévlx, N0  C60emy
co0epKaHUto, NOCKOALKY, ecAU npedAoxKeHue pacnosHaemcs Kak eJuHoe 1eaoe, CcocmosuLee U3
OMmHOULeHUtl  Popmbl U codepXKanus, npednorazaemcs, HmMo NPoNoSUUUOHAADHAS —CHpPYKmMYypa
NPUHAIACK U TMOADKO 00HOLL CIIOPOHE €20 ceManmuveckoli cmpykmypol. B mo e epems cyxdenue
OMAUYACHICA O pedy meM, UmMo OHO 6blpaxaem omHouierue onpederer oo codvimus Kk o0vekmam,
Komopbvle A02uvecku pastol dpyz opyey.

KaroueBble caoBa: npedroxerue, A3vikosvie Ko0dvl, pedesoll Npouecc, UeA06eK, Ppasym,
HoMuHAYuUs, o0003HAUeHUe, peuesast O0esmeAbHOCHIb, CUHMAKCULeCKUL annapam, peAsyuoHHolil
npeduram, 6aAeHMHOCHIL, CUHMAKCUYECKUE YACHbL, MPAOUL,UOHHASL AUHZEUCHIUKA, CeMAHMUYECKUT]
CUHMAKCUC, A3bIK U MbIULAEHUE.

PROPOSITIVE NOMINATION AND DENOTATION STRUCTURE IN CULTURAL
SPEECH
Usmonova Huriniso Sharapovna
Namangan State University,
Department of Uzbek language and literature
Professor, doctor of philological sciences

Abstract: The proposition differs from the sentence, first, in terms of its content. Because if a
sentence is recognized as a whole consisting of a relationship of form and content, the propositive
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structure is considered to belong only to one side of its semantic structure.At the same time, proposition
differs from speech in that it expresses the relation of a certain event to objects that are logically equal to
each other.

Keywords: Proposition, language codes, speech process, human, mind, nomination, denotation,
speech activity, syntactic device, relational predicate, valence, syntactic members, traditional linguistics,
semantic syntax, language and thinking.

Any speech process is the process of expressing a person's thoughts about the objective
world using language codes (signs). Therefore, speech is connected with the objective world
through the mind. A certain part of the objective world is reflected in the human mind, and the
generalized images of the members of this reflected being are expressed through language
codes.It seems that language and thought are inextricably linked. In the human brain,
consciousness and language are two relatively independent aspects. Each of them has its own
memory in which knowledge is stored and the means to activate it.

These tools act by extracting from the memory of these two types of knowledge what is needed
to describe a particular event [1,6].

Thus, these two aspects are so closely intertwined that the activity of the mind always monitors
the activity of language and, according to its composition, forms a single and complex process
of verbal thinking.

Consciousness is the body of knowledge about the world around us. One acquires such
knowledge not only by observing the world directly, but also by obtaining information from
others.

Therefore, human cognitive activity cannot take place without the help of the language
system. The basic knowledge stored in the "memory" of language is the knowledge of the
word and its meanings. The means of activating this knowledge are grammatical means.

Selecting the right words in the speech process and bringing them directly into the
speech is based on the speaker's prior knowledge of the word. Any speech process requires
two stages: the first stage (formation of thought), the second stage (the emergence of thought
through material means for the purpose of communication). In the first stage of the process of
verbal thinking, the activated elements of the mind are divided into separate frames, and each
of them reflects a separate event or phenomenon.

The means of dividing the flow of thought into individual frames are relational
predicates and their specific meanings.

Proposition is formed from the combination of relational predicates and their meanings [2,6].

The concept of proposition is widely used in modern linguistics to refer to an objective
reality expressed by a particular syntactic device.

Although any sentence represents a particular proposition, it is not necessary that any
proposition be expressed through a sentence.From this it follows that proposition refers to the
content of a sentence, and that the concepts of proposition and speech are not the same.

The proposition differs from the sentence, first of all, in terms of its content. Because if a
sentence is recognized as a whole consisting of a relationship of form and content, the
propositive structure is considered to belong only to one side of its semantic structure. At the
same time, proposition differs from speech in that it expresses the relation of a certain event to

297



Hax1Y unmuit axoopomuomacu - Hayunwtii gecmnux Haml'y 2021 qun maxcyc cou

objects that are logically equal to each other.For example: 1) Aziz ukasiga qarzgapul berdi; Aziz
lent money to his brother; 2) Ukasi Azizdan qarzga pul oldi;His brother borrowed money from
him(Aziz) 3) Pul ukasi tomonidan Azizdan qarzga olindi.The money was borrowed from Aziz by
his brother.

All of the above represent a common event, a proposition, involving the same
participants. The participants are Aziz and his brother, as well as money transactions between
them.The reason why this story is expressed in different sentences is that in one place Aziz is
taken as a base, in the second place his brother is taken, and in the third place money is
taken.For example, the phrase Anvar Ra'noga gul uzatdi Anwar gave flowers to Rano (A.
Qadiri) forms a syntactic paradigm by expressing a proposition with expressions such as Ra’no
Anvardan gul oldi, Anvar Ra’no uchun guloldi Rano received flowers from Anwar, Anwar
received flowers for Rano.The means by which members of the paradigm are united is
propositive. All three sentences have the same propositive structure: S-subject agens + subject
patsiens + (predicate) P.From the above examples, it can be seen that the propositional
structure differs from the formal structure. The relational predicate plays an important role
in the expression of the proposition.Some linguists liken the relational predicate to a drilled
board.Just as the holes drilled in the board are covered with wooden nails, the relational
predicates also have certain spaces, empty cells.Filling in such gaps in relational predicates
creates a proposition.

For example, the relational predicate of lending, which is the basis for the formation of the

above sentences, has three spaces - an empty cell: a) the lender; b) the borrower and d) the value
of the loan or the loan instrument (what the debt is).
When these empty cells are filled with specific lexical units, the three-digit predicate becomes a
proposition. Thus, although relational predicates with a certain number of spaces are important
for expressing a proposition, the predicate itself is not sufficient for the proposition.For a
predicate to become a propositional expression, it must fill in its blanks with the appropriate
lexical units. This means that the relational predicate reveals its valences, and as the composition
expands, they all come together to express a certain proposition.The role of syntactic members
in a sentence is not limited to which member is related to which member.

For example, U kitob o’gidiHe read a book and the Book was read by HimKitob u
tomonidan o’qildi consists of the same words.These words are used interchangeably in both
sentences to form the same "tree of subordination." However, the above statements differ in that
the same words have different syntactic positions.In the first sentence, it is used in the
possessive position, the object in which the action takes place is in the filler position, in the
second sentence, the subject (s) who performs the action is in the filler position, and the object
that receives the action is in the possessive position.

Thus, not only what words the members involved in the syntactic device are expressed from,
but also what syntactic position (situation) these members come from is important for the
semantic structure of the sentence.This is because two or more sentences may have the same
words, but the fact that these words occur in different situations makes them different.Thus, in
such cases, the main differential sign of a sentence is not the material aspect of the members
involved in the sentence, but the sign of their position. It seems that the substantial
(material) aspect of the members that make up a sentence is as important to the sentence as the
position of those members. This shows that the meaning of a sentence corresponds to the
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objective being it represents, the parts of that beingis not enough to name (fragments)
correctly.You also need to be clear about the relationship between them.

It should be noted that the choice of certain words by the speaker to express this or that

information is possible only after the selection of the syntactic structure necessary for the correct
expression of a certain objective reality, a certain syntactic situation increases.That is why E.
Kurilovich emphasizes that syntactic meaning is primary to lexical meaning [3,179]. In the
process of speaking, a syntactic device is selected, and a word is selected to complete the
device.Both of these processes are inextricably linked to the nomination process.That is why VG
Gak said: "Word and syntactic device perform nominative and organizational functions at
different levels in the process of sentence construction." [4,54]. This suggests that not only
words but also patterns of speech can be studied in a nominative aspect. According to the
approach to the structure of speech from the point of view of phrases, speech is considered as a
combination of nominative units - words and phrases.
From the point of view of semantic syntax, the participants of the speech are studied as a set
reality. Participants are referred to as “actants”.Thus, the functions of the syntactic link between
the semantic participants of the sentence - the actants - are not the same.Therefore, the study of
the relationship between content participants and the syntactic situations they occupy has also
become more and more popular among syntax experts in recent years.As a result, in semantic
syntax, special attention was paid to the study of the relationship between form and content of
speech.Syntax research in traditional linguistics has focused on the formal side of syntactic
units, the interrelationship of formal units, the function of a syntactic unit in a dependent
relationship, and how it is expressed. When considering the content of syntactic units, attention
was paid to the relation of these syntactic units to the logical structure of thinking.As a result,
the researcher, in addition to determining the main expressed content of the sentence, also tried
to determine the general syntactic state (model) of this syntactic unit.As a result of the
development of semantic syntax, the direction of the relationship between the syntactic
structure of a sentence and its semantic structure, the definition of the essence of the semantic
structure has changed. Accordingly, a sentence is a complete linguistic sign, and the main focus
is on illuminating the relationship between the situation (referent) expressed by that sign.It is
on this basis that the relationship between the structural model of the syntactic unit and its
content is revealed. The situation expressed by any syntactic unit has the essence of universality.
Because the reflection of objective reality in the human mind, finding its image, acquires the
same identity, regardless of language or nationality.As a result of increasing attention to this
universality of the situation expressed through syntactic units, he developed comparative and
typological studies that study the expression of a particular syntactic situation with different
syntactic structure in languages of different systems.

Thus, on the one hand, the semiotic interpretation of the sentence, i.e. its interpretation as
a sign, on the other hand, the strengthening of semantic syntactic analysis, which focuses on the
nominative side of the sentence, and finally, in addition to A. Gardiner's views on F. de
Saussure, development led to a reconsideration of the direction of syntactic research.

As a result, the categories of formal logic and psychology used in linguistics have been
replaced by the categories of semiotics and logical semantics.

The semantic triad [form (representing) - expressed (meaning) - object, situation] has become
the main method of syntactic analysis. The term proposition has become more commonly used
to describe the nominative aspect of a sentence. The term came into linguistics under the
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influence of logic and philosophy.The term proposition, used in logic, philosophy, and their
influence in linguistics, refers to the out-of-time relationship between verbs and nouns that are
devoid of the modal parts of speech.

Modal meanings include negation, tense, and inclination. Thus, the relationship between the
predicate and its arguments, which are devoid of affirmation, tense, and inclination, is the basis
of proposition.This shows that even if there is a certain proposition at the base of any sentence,
only the sign of the expression of the proposition is not enough for the syntactic unit to be
formed as a sentence.

You just have tobe more discriminating with the help you render toward other people. It is this
mode that adds affirmation, tense, and inclination to the proposition, and the addition of a
system of grammatical elements representing the mode to the system of lexical elements
representing the proposition turns any syntactic device representing the proposition into a
sentence. Thus, the semantic structure of any sentence can be expressed as follows: S MQP. Here
is the symbol of the S-sentence, the symbol of the M-modality, the symbol of the P-
proposition. Apparently, a particular proposition is expressed in terms of linguistic means of
expressing certain modus meanings.For example: Cho‘ponota tog‘ining etaklarida, naryog‘i
Zarafshon sohilida yuzlab o‘tovlar va chodirlar paydo bo’lgan.Hundreds of meadows and tents
have grown at the foot of Mount Choponota, on the banks of the Zarafshan River.If the symbol of the
whole sentence above is represented by S, then the meaning of the partigiple in the resulting
participle is in the form of person-number (personality), tense (temperament), indivisibility
(modality), affirmation-negation (negativity). Accordingly, the differential difference between
the syntactic units representing a particular proposition and the non-speech is the presence or
absence of linguistic units representing the mode.
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O’ZBEK XALQ MAQOLLARIDA NONNING ULUG’LANISHI
Erkinova Fotima Mamutxonovna,
Namangan davlat universiteti
“O’zbek adabiyotshunosligi” kafedrasi
1-bosqgich magistranti
Tel: +998999891386

Annotatsiya: Maqgolada xalq 0g’zaki ijodining jamiyat hayotida tutgan o’rni, shuningdek, o zbek
xalg magqollarida ifodalangan non tasviri bilan bog'liq milliy urf-odatlar haqgida fikr yuritilgan. Mavzuga
doir magqollar tasniflangan va unda ilgari surilgan g’oyalar, badiiy-tasviriy vositalarning qo’llanishi
tahlil gilingan.

Kalit so’z: inson, jamiyat, o’zbek folklori, maqollar, urf-odat, “Ne'matlar sultoni”, beshik,
dasturxon, “Odobnoma”, novvoy, majoziy ma’no, axlogiy meyor.

IMPOCAABAEHME XAEBA B Y3BEKCKUX HAPOAHBIX  ITOCAOBUITIAX
DpkmHoa Porrma MamyTXOHOBHa
Hamanranckmi I'ocysapcTBeHHbIN YHUBEPCUTET
Puaoaormaecknit pakyasreT Kadespa y30eKCKO

/urepaTypbl MarucTpaHT 1 Kypca
Tea: +998999891386

Annomavus: QorkbkAOpa 6 00uLecmeeHHou XKU3HU, 4 MAaKxke HAUUOHAADHLIE MPAduLuu,
ces3arHvle ¢ u3o0paxeruem xieba, svipaxerHvie 6 y3bekckux HapodHvix nocaasuuax. Cmamou 1o
meme KAACCUPUUUPYIOMCS U AHAAUSUPYIOMCA  60106UHYmMble 6 HUX udeu, UCHOAL306AHUE
XYO0XKeCmeeHHDLX CPe3Cime.

Katouesoe caoso: Yerosex, o0uecmeo, ysoexckuil PoAKbAOp, nocrosulu, npedarue, «Cyaman
baazocaosetiusi», kKoAubeAb, ckamepm, amukem, nekapHsl, nepeHocHoe sHawerue, MOpArbHASL HOPMA.

THE GLORIFIKATION OF BREAD IN UZBEK FOLKLORE PROVERBS
Erkinova Fotima Mamutxonova
Namangan State University
Faculty of filology department of uzbek literature

1 st year master’s student
Tel: +998999891386

Annotatsion: The article discusses the role of folklore in public life, as well as national customs
associated with the image of bread, expressed in Uzbek folklore proverbs. Articles on the topic are
classified and the ideas put forward in it, the use of artistic means are analyzed.

Key word: man, society, uzbek folklore, proverbs, customs, “Sultan of blessings”,
cradle tablecloth, ” Etiquette”, bakery, figurative meaning, moral norm.

O’zbekiston Respublikasi Prezidenti Shavkat Mirziyoyev bobolarimiz qoldirgan ilmiy —
ma’naviy meros, ta’lim va tarbiya borasidagi bebaho hayotiy tajribalarni bugungi ta’lim
tizimiga tatbiq etish bo’yicha aniq vazifalarni belgilab, “Buyuk ajdodlarimizning betakror va
noyob ilmiy — ma’naviy merosi biz uchun doimiy harakatdagi hayotiy dasturga aylanishi kerak.
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Okkazionalizmlarning badiiy-estetik vazifalari
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Viktorian davrida gender aloqalari Muammosi (Sharlotta Brontening "Jeyn Eyr" asari
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Rashidova FLR. ..ot
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Abayaaa Koaupuitauar Y TKaH KyHAap pOMaHMAA MIIAaTUATAaH C§31apHIHT
MOp(POa0TUK TacHM P Ba TaBCU M.

ABAYPAB30KOB. D. T oo
XIX acpamar oxupu - XX acp Oonaapm y30eK mebpusaTiAa XaaKINAAVK Ba
MMIAAVMAVK TaCBUPU

BapsreB O.X. ..o
Zamonaviy ta’lim usullari nazariyasiga turli yondishalar

ZAKITOV MLINL Lottt e
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