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PREDHOVOR

SLOVAK WE LIVE BY IN A COGNITIVE CONTEXT

Martina Ivanova

This special issue of Slovenskd rec on Cognitive Linguistics (CL) in the Slovak
and Slavic context, the first of its kind, comprises nine papers with a focus on current
topics in the field of CL.

In its early days, CL was dominantly Anglocentric. However, especially due
to close affinities between the ideas developed within traditional Slavic linguistics
and the assumptions of the cognitive paradigm, Slavic languages have become an
ideal laboratory for CL studies in the course of its development (cf. Divjak — Janda
— Kochanska 2007). Since the 1980°s, Polish, Czech, Croatian, and other Slavic
national linguistics have started to host CL research and activities. Unfortunately,
Slovak linguistics has continued to stand aside from impulses and visions from
within the field of CL for many years. This is, of course, partly an oversimplification
of the situation. In recent years, several papers and monographs on Slovak have
been published, using — to a greater or lesser extent — concepts and theoretical
underpinnings familiar from CL theoretical and methodological toolkit, e.g.
Kesselova (2011, 2013), Bohunicka (2013, 2018), Kysel'ova — Ivanova (2013),
Karcéova (2014), Kovacova (2015), Dudova (2017, 2024), Kyselova (2017),
Horsch (2019, 2021, 2023a, 2023b), Galisova (2022), Lacokova — Uhlarikova
(2022), to name just a few. However, there are still many challenges to be addressed
and many issues to be tackled with respect to qualitative diversification and
quantitative growth occurring within the heterogenous field of CL studies.
Therefore, this issue brings together original and pioneering studies by both
renowned and emerging scholars working in the CL paradigm whose research
interest focus on Slovak or other Slavic languages attempts to fill in the existing
gap in CL studies within the Slovak context.

In their summarizing article on CL, Divjak, Levshina, and Klavan (2016)
mention cognitive, social, and methodological axes along which contemporary CL
research expands.
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In its early stages, CL movement both proceeded from and profiled itself against
the tenets of the formal-generative framework. Cognitive linguistics, or Cognitivism
with a capital “C”, rejected many of the core tenets of the “cognitive” Generative
Grammar while retaining the general aim: studying language via studying cognition,
or, vice versa, studying cognition by studying language. This claim has found its
reflection in the “Cognitive Commitment” with its postulate “not to isolate linguistics
from the study of the mind, but to take seriously the widest range of other data about
the mind” (Lakoff 1990, p. 46). It is the mentalist orientation to which CL is indebted
for its name. Embodied cognition and its links to language were discussed in the
early works of the “founding fathers” of CL in the 1980s when the works of Lakoff
and Johnson (1980), Lakoff (1987), Langacker (1987), Johnson (1987) and many
others formed the leading strands of the CL theory.

Apart from the “cognitive axis”, the social basis of language is accentuated in
“Sociosemiotic Commitment” (Geeraerts 2016), the requirement to look at language
as an intersubjective, historically, and socially variable tool. It was especially the
Lublin school of Polish cognitivism which livened up interest in the social and
cultural aspects of language. Bartminski’s “cognitive ethnolinguistics” (2009) is
based on the concept of a “linguistic image of the world”, which is always oriented
towards, and related to, a specific cultural community (Bartminski 1980).

Methodologically, CL represents ausage-based and empirically oriented
linguistic theory. Introspection had a privileged status especially in the early days of
CL when the preference for introspection could be seen as a reaction to the extreme
empiricism of the behaviorists. The catalyst for the “quantitative turn” (Janda 2013)
has been the growing importance of corpora in CL research. However, introspection
with its explanatory power incessantly underlies the theoretical assumptions of the
discipline. Critical remarks on doing “numbers just for numbers” (Langacker 2016)
as well as on “excessive reliance on introspective evidence” (Dabrowska 2016) try
to prevent the pendulum from swinging to the extremes of “empirical imperialism”
or “introspective imperialism” in CL studies (Geeraerts 2006, p. 34). The Hamletian
question “to be empirical or to be introspective” (Zlatev 2016) thus remains open to
both directions: the elaborate theoretical concepts of CL, emphasising the continuous
and gradual nature of linguistic phenomena, represent a “neat” way how to deal with
“messy data” (Janda — Dickey 2017).

This issue puts forward both theoretical and descriptive contributions which
zoom in on different CL approaches to the study of language. One of them is
Construction Grammar (CxGQ), the most prominent cognitive syntactic theory today,
whose postulates are methodologically adopted in several papers. Horsch and Boas
introduce the basic tenets of CxG and present the case study on Slovak comparative
correlative constructions. Saicova Rimalova deals with Czech collective constructions
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which conceptualise large numbers of individuals not as simple sets of independent
units but as groups. Makarova deals with diminutive constructions in Russian,
challenging the traditional assumption that diminutive units primarily refer to size.
Ivanova applies a CxG approach to the study of pragmatic modal constructions in
Slovak. The socio-cultural aspects are closely scrutinized in papers by Kesselova,
who analyses deanthroponymic adjectives with the suffix -ovsky in contemporary
Slovak journalism, or Hebal-Jezierska who explores the linguistic expression
holubici narod (“dove-like nation™) and the related collocations holubicia povaha/
natura (“dove-like nature”) with respect to the notion of (auto)stereotype. Several
papers deal with theoretical issues and phenomena that has been continuously
discussed in CL research, adopting a novel and innovative approach to their analysis,
such as metonymy in Slovak distributive verbs (Kysel'ova — Ivanova), aspect and
stative construal in Czech (Stary Kotanova), or iconicity of onomatopoeic words
(Andrej).

All scholarly contributions in this issue are aimed at enriching understanding of
CL concepts and categories, both in relation to the specific subject matters discussed
in this volume, but also from a wider perspective in which the interconnections
between mind, language, and society are brought to the fore, thus highlighting the
advantages of bringing together distinct vantage points in novel and imaginative
ways. The presented studies address a variety of theoretical and empirical phenomena
in Slovak, Czech, Polish, and Russian that are important not only within the CL
framework but also for Slovak and Slavic linguistics in general.

SLOVENCINA, KTOROU ZIJEME, V KOGNITIVNOM
KONTEXTE

Predkladané Specidlne vydanie Casopisu Slovenska re¢, venované kognitivnej
lingvistike v slovakistickom a slavistickom kontexte, na Slovensku prvé svojho dru-
hu, prinasa devit’ prispevkov zameranych na aktudlne témy pertraktované v oblasti
kognitivnolingvistickych vyskumov.

Vo svojich zaciatkoch bola kognitivna lingvistika prevazne anglocentricka.
Avsak najmi vd’aka uzkej pribuznosti medzi ideami rozvijanymi v ramci tradi¢nej
slovanskej lingvistiky a vychodiskovymi postuldtmi kognitivnolingvistickej para-
digmy sa slovanské jazyky stali idedlnym laboratériom na $tadium kognitivnej
lingvistiky a jej vyvinovych trendov (porov. Divjak — Janda — Kochanska 2007).
Od 80. rokov 20. storocia sa vyskumu a aktivitam ukotvenym v oblasti kognitivnej
lingvistiky zacala venovat pol'ska, ¢eska, chorvatska a iné slovanské narodné lin-
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gvistiky. Slovenska lingvistika sa vsak, zial’, mnoho rokov od impulzov a vizii
rozvijanych v tejto oblasti drzala stranou. Ide, samozrejme, o ¢iasto¢né zjednodu-
Seny opis jestvujuceho stavu. V poslednych dvoch desatrociach bolo v slovenske;j
lingvistike publikovanych viacero §tadii a monografii, ktoré vo vicsej ¢i mensej
miere aplikuju teoretické pristupy a terminologické inStrumentarium zname z teo-
retického a metodologického arzenalu kognitivnolingvistickych pristupov, napr.
Kesselova (2011, 2013), Bohunicka (2013, 2018), Kyselova — Ivanova (2013),
Karcéova (2014), Kovacova (2015), Dudova (2017, 2024), Kyselova (2017),
Horsch (2019, 2021, 2023a, 2023b), Galisova (2022), La¢okova — Uhlarikova
(2022) a 1. V metodologicky aj tematicky heterogénnej oblasti kognitivnolingvis-
tickych stadii vSak stale existuje mnoho vyziev suvisiacich s kvalitativnou diver-
zifikaciou teoreticko-metodologickej zakladne a s prehodnocovanim materialo-
vych vychodisk, na ktoré je potrebné reagovat’. Toto Specialne ¢islo Slovenskej
reci preto spaja originalne a priekopnicke Studie renomovanych aj zaéinajucich
jazykovedcov a jazykovedkyn, ktorych vyskum, orientovany na slovensky jazyk
alebo iné slovanské jazyky, mozno ukotvit’ prave v kognitivnolingvistickej para-
digme. Subor predlozenych $tudii sa tak usiluje vyplnit’ existujucu medzeru v kon-
gitivnolingvistickych stadiach v slovanskom kontexte.

Vo svojej sumarizujucej Studii o kognitivnej lingvistike D. Divjak, N. Levshina
a J. Klavan (2016) spominaju jednotlivé kognitivne, socialne a metodologické osi,
pozdiz ktorych sa rozvija su¢asny vyskum v tejto oblasti.

V pociatocnych fazach sa kognitivna lingvistika formovala v izkom kontakte
s postulatmi generativnych pristupov a zaroven sa proti nim do istej miery vyme-
dzovala. Kognitivna lingvistika, alebo kognitivizmus s velkym , K, odmietla
mnohé zo zakladnych postulatov ,,kognitivnej generativnej gramatiky, pricom si
zachovala jej zakladny ciel: Studovat’ jazyk prostrednictvom §tiidia kognitivnych
procesov, alebo naopak, Studovat’ kognitivne procesy prostrednictvom stidia jazy-
ka. Toto tvrdenie sa odrazilo v ,,kognitivnom zavizku*, vyjadrenom v postulate
»heizolovat’ lingvistiku od §tidia mysle, ale (pri Studiu jazyka) zohl'adiiovat’ co
tickd orientacia dala kognitivnej lingvistike jej pomenovanie. V ranych pracach
»zakladatel'ov* kognitivnej lingvistiky v 80. rokoch 20. storocia, napr. v pracach
G. Lakoffa a M. Johnsona (1980), G. Lakoffa (1987), R. Langackera (1987),
M. Johnsona (1987) a mnohych d’alSich, reprezentujucich hlavny prad kognitiv-
nolingvistickeho vyskumu tohto obdobia, sa intenzivne diskutovalo o vtelesne-
nom poznavani a jeho prepojeni s jazykom.

Okrem ,,kognitivnej osi* sa kognitivna lingvistika upriamuje aj na socialny za-
klad jazyka. Ten je zdorazneny v ,sociosemiotickej angazovanosti“ (Geeraerts
2016), v poziadavke vnimat’ jazyk ako intersubjektivny, historicky a socialne varia-
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bilny nastroj. Zaujem o socidlne a kultirne aspekty jazyka ozivila najmé lublinska
Skola pol'ského kognitivizmu. ,,Kognitivna etnolingvistika® (2009) J. Bartminského
je zaloZena na koncepcii ,,jazykového obrazu sveta®, ktory je vzdy orientovany na
konkrétnu kultirnu komunitu a je s iou uzko zviazany (Bartminski 1980).

Z metodologického hladiska patri kognitivna lingvistika k teéridm zaloze-
nym na pouzivani (tzv. usage-based theories) a k empiricky orientovanym pristu-
pom ku skiimaniu jazyka. Introspekcia mala privilegované postavenie najmé v po-
¢iatkoch kognitivnolingvistickych vyskumov, ked’ preferenciu introspekcie bolo
mozné vnimat’ aj ako reakciu na extrémny empirizmus behavioristov. Katalyzato-
rom ,.kvantitativneho obratu kognitivnej lingvistiky (Janda 2013) bol rastuci vy-
znam korpusov vo vyskume jazyka. Introspekcia so svojou vysvetl'ujiicou silou
vSak neustale podmieniuje teoretické vychodiska tejto discipliny. Kritické poznam-
ky o ,,¢islach len pre ¢isla®“ (Langacker 2016), ako aj o ,,nadmernej zavislosti od
introspektivnych dokazov* (Dabrowska 2016) sa snazia zabranit’ tomu, aby sa ky-
vadlo v kognitivnolingvistickych §tudiach vychylilo do extrémov ,,empirického
imperializmu® alebo ,,introspektivneho imperializmu® (Geeraerts 2006, s. 34).
Hamletovska otazka ,,byt’ empiricky alebo introspektivny* (Zlatev 2016) tak zo-
stava otvorena v oboch smeroch: prepracované teoretické koncepty kognitivnej
lingvistiky, zdoraznujuce kontinualny a Skalovity charakter jazykovych javov,
predstavuju ,,prehladny* sposob, ako narabat’ s ,,neprehl'adnymi tdajmi* (Janda
— Dickey 2017).

Toto ¢islo prinasa teoreticky zamerané aj materidlovo orientované prispevky,
ktoré¢ ilustrujii rozne pristupy kognitivnej lingvistiky k $tudiu jazyka. Jednym
z nich je konstruk¢éna gramatika (CxG), dnes najvyznamnejsia kognitivna syntak-
ticka teoria, ktorej postulaty su metodologicky uplatnené vo viacerych stadiach
tohto Specialneho ¢isla. J. Horsch a F. Boas vo svojej Studii Construction Gram-
mar-based research on Slovak, in Slovakia: A case study and a road map opisujl
zékladné vychodiska konstrukénej gramatiky a jej teoreticko-metodologické me-
tamorfozy v poslednych dvoch desatrociach a predstavujii pripadovu Stadiu
o komparativnych korelativnych konstrukciach v slovenéine. L. Saicova Rimalové
sa vo svojej Stadii The conceptualization of quantity in contemporary Czech: col-
lective constructions zaobera ¢eskymi kolektivnymi konstrukciami, ktoré koncep-
tualizuji velké mnozstvo jednotlivin nie ako jednoduché subory nezavislych jed-
notiek, ale ako kolektivne entity. A. Makarova sa vo svojej studii Redundancy and
rivalry in language. A case study of Russian diminutives zaobera deminutivnymi
konstrukciami v rustine, pricom spochybnuje tradi¢ny predpoklad, ze funkciou
deminutivnych jednotiek je primarne vyjadrovat priznak mensieho rozmeru.
M. Ivanova v stadii If you must know... Life of modal verbs after modality aplikuje
postulaty konstrukénej gramatiky pri opise pragmatickych modalnych konstrukcii
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v slovencine. Sociokultirne aspekty st podrobne skimané v prispevku J. Kesselo-
vej Deanthroponymic adjectives with the suffix -ovsky in the context of cognitive
linguistics, v ktorom sa analyzuji deantroponymické pridavné mend s priponou
-ovsky v sucasnej slovenskej zurnalistike, alebo M. Hebal-Jezierskej The colloca-
tion holubi¢i narod ‘Dove-Like nation’ and holubicia povaha/natura ‘dove-like na-
ture’ in contemporary Slovak journalism, ktora skima jazykovy vyraz holubict
narod a s nim suvisiace kolokacie holubicia povaha/ ndtura vo vztahu k pojmu
(auto)stereotyp. Viacero prispevkov sa zaobera teoretickymi otazkami a javmi,
ktoré st v kognitivnej lingvistike predmetom neustalych diskusii, pricom k ich
analyze pristupuju novym a inovativnym spdsobom. Ide napriklad o metonymiu
a jej fungovanie v konstrukcidch s distributivnymi verbami, ktoréd je predmetom
vyskumu v studii M. Kyselovej a M. Ivanovej When one is not enough. Coercing
distributive reading through metonymy. Problematika aspektu a jeho vyuzitia
v statickych konstrukciach v CesStine sa analyzuje v §tadii 1. Stary Kofanovej Ver-
bal aspect and stative construal in Czech. Fenomén ikonickosti a jeho uplatnenie
v onomatopoickych vyrazoch je predmetom skumania v Stadii L. Andreja The
adaptation of onomatopoeias within the language system.

Vsetky vedecké studie v tomto Specidlnom cisle maju za ciel’ obohatit’ chapanie
konceptov a kategorii vymedzovanych v kognitivnej lingvistike, a to nielen vo vzta-
hu ku konkrétnym témam diskutovanym v tomto ¢isle, ale aj zo SirSej perspektivy.
Analyzou jazykovych javov sa tak do popredia dostavaju vzdjomné prepojenia me-
dzi myslou, jazykom a spolo¢nost'ou, ¢im sa zdoraziuji vyhody spdjania odlisSnych
pristupov pri vyskume tychto javov novymi a napaditymi sposobmi. Predstavované
studie analyzuju roézne teoretické koncepty a skumajii réznorodé jazykové javy
v slovencine, Cestine, pol’stine a rustine, ktoré st relevantné nielen pre kognitiv-
nolingvistické pristupy, ale mézu byt’ vyznamnym prinosom aj pre slovensku a slo-
vansku lingvistiku vo v§eobecnosti.
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