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Vorwort

Die heutige globalisierte Welt ist kein Produkt vimernationalen Konzer-
nen. Der Prozess einer langen Annaherung der Mensehd der Lander zu
einander erfolgt wie vieles in unserem Leben - nidank bestimmten
Bemiihungen und Ereignissen, sondern trotz der tereiBemiihungen und
Ereignisse. Was halt die Welt und schafft unseréggewuversicht, dass
Kriege und Krisen ihr Ende haben? Die Antwort aiebd Frage gibt uns die
Geschichte jeder nationalen Kultur: der Dialog amtleren Kul-turen ist die
Grundlage ihrer Entwicklung. Die Geisteswissendetmfge-winnen an
existentieller Bedeutung fur die Gesellschaft, drelLeute, deren Beruf mit
den ideellen Dingen verbunden ist und dadurch deetrer bescheiden
honoriert wird, erftillen viele wichtige Aufgabennd eine davon finde ich
absolut primar und eminent. Das ist die Volkenamdi-gung in ihrer

konkretisierten Version - durch Fremdsprachenkdass¢endie Welt und das
Leben ein bisschen verstandlicher und zugangliotgechen.

Dieser Band gibt einige Antworten von Gleichgestmtauf die Her-
ausforderungen der globalen Moderne. Die vorliegarBeitrage geben eine
Moglichkeit, die Logik der gegenwartigen soziokudtllen Situation in
Russland zu verstehen und zu begreifen, wie zwdirz8ante der
posttotalitaren Entwicklung Schwerpunkte unserenguistischen und
fremdsprachdidaktischen Forschung geandert habén.ADtorinnen und
Autoren des Bandes vereinigt etwas, was zwanzigeJaiiher nur als Aus-
nahme moglich war - Forschungs- und Studienaufétetien westlichen
Ausland. lhre Sicht auf die Beziehungen von Spraghdtur, Person, dem
Fremden und dem Eigenen ist durch standige Refiexidiber eine erfolg-
reiche sprachkulturelle Kompetenz gepragt.

Vergleichende Sprachwissenschaft hat eine langditioa, die viele ge-
genwartige Konzepte der interkulturellen Forschuragbereitet hat und
wichtige Richtungen der Ubersetzungswissenschadtiomt hat. Von den
Autoren des Bandes wird die ganze Palette der meddmmparativen und
translationstheoretischen Linguistik geboten. kiéurelle und ver-
gleichende Studien des Instituts fur Philologie untkerkulturelle Kom-
munikation der Staatlichen Universitat Wolgograutsin einem hohen Mafie
von der Forschung seines Direktors Nikolaj Scharnmitdert. In sei-nem
Beitrag wird die Spezifik der Verbalisierung dernuReorientierungen

Linguistik und Fremdsprachendidaktik im Dialog zefien den Kulturen



Ecological Issues in Modern Linguistics:
Novel Interpretations and Approaches

Svetlana lonova, Wolgograd

Dieser Artikel befasst sich mit Entwicklungsrichggem in der Okolinguis-
tik als neuen Untersuchungsgegenstand in der mede®prachwissen-
schaft. Untersucht werden die Besonderheiten deacBforschungsan-
satze als Instrument der harmonischen Lebensgesgatler Menschen
sowie als wichtiges Mittel der sozialen Kontaktakfme in der russischen
und internationalen Forschung.

/ The
anthropocentric and eco-centric lines may be djsished as competitive
modes in the development of modern humanitariaanseis for the reason

that they introduce different approaches to ingesiing processes and results

of human activity. This article is written with thaim to state a key
significance of eco-centric approach and to offsues for designing new
profiles in modern linguistics - an ecological brhnof communicative
linguistics which calls for stating new ethic vadua evaluating both material
and spiritual activity of people.

Anthropocentrism may be undoubtedly referred tmmidant paradigm of
modern sciences. Its comprehensive methodologybkas gaining power

since the 1970s of the ®cen. when Man and the value of existence or

survival were offered to a merit of great significa in modern Europe.
Owing to the ,post-non-classical' science paradiggomplex of interrelations
that determines any item of human existence ovisicti either in material or
spiritual life of community - are put into the facwf attention thus aspiring
the study and assessment of any objective criténigis relation to Man and
human environmenBonuursucruka, 2003, 270).

1 The article represents some initial findings & #hudies that are held at Wolgograd
State University (Institute of Philology and Crasdtural Communication) in ac-
cordance with the Federal Special Program «2008-Z8dientific and Academic
Fellows for Innovative Universities of Russia" dimcial support of state contract
No. 02.740.11.0367).
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With regard to ,eco-dimensional" approach such piegna as biosphere,
noosphere and ecological systems are being intestlirto scientific dis-

course on a large scale these days, stimulatingribeess of ,ecologization’
in humanitarian sciences with the demand to exarnfawes of social and

cultural life of peoples through the paradigm ofrtan environment. Ac-

cordingly any activity of the person is considetedbe a partly conscious
«adjustment» to the biological laws of nafuréhe ecological roll has in-
fluenced minds of modern linguists and several sishplead for a change in
the commonly accepted anthropocentric interpratatmssociated with

philosophy and methodology of humanitarian sciehces

An eco-centric model of consciousness is basederassertion that Man
shouldn't be esteemed as a core element of univerisa part of natural
environment, eco-centric consciousness is assdciaerespondingly with
the issues of diversity and harmony of Man's cderise in natural en-
vironment rather than of intellectual dominatiomaytobal convenience. The
term «ecology» is said to be coined by Ernst Haeitkd866 (wikipe-dia.
com) to designate a new sub-discipline of biologyeal at studying the
relationship between living organisms and the emrinent. However, the
content of the term has been significantly modifeedi got far beyond its
biological science lately. For more than the ceatgmeriod of its existence
the term «ecology» has been transformed time aathago,ecology" of
today is an integrative study occupied with invgsiing a wide range of
humanitarian issues.

The popularity of the eco-centric line and its iamthtion into some bran-
ches of modern linguistics may be explained undedigt by the global
ecological changes in the 20* cen. thought to hesed mainly by human
activity. Axiological aspect of natural environmepteservation has cont-
radicted the anthropocentric outlook, as a re$dtprinciples of ecological
ethics are thought to be much more important ferissue of human survival
than anthropocentric ideals of value. Many socisisgand linguistics are
worried on the issue of cultural diversity and preation, stating that under
the pressures of global economics' demands latsradr languages

% CkoBoponuukoB, 1996, 64

3 Fill, 2001; Finke, 2001; Halliday, 2001; Hauger72, 2001; Mackey, 2001;
Bepnankast, 2003; JleonroBud, Www.irex.ry Comnomosaukosa, [1laxosckwuii, http://
ecolinguistics.ruCy6erro, 2006, etc.
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and cultures are at the level of extinction. Momwy them, it menaces
literacy levels of modern generations in civilizedrld as it may lead to the
death of the writer and reader

Due to the works by American linguist Einar Haugba term ,ecology”
came into use in linguistics in the 70-90-s of #6¥ century. The initial aim
of Haugen's ecology of language was to determimevastatus of language in
general paradigm of humanitarian scieicés his report «The Ecology of
language» the scientist pioneered a new paradiglimgiistic research that
was focused not only on the social context in whariguage was embedded,
but also on the ecological context in which soewtivere embedded. The goal
of ecology of language was stated as studying lediwa between cognitive
and social aspects of language existence, langofge individual and of a
society, as language is thought to exist only & finds of people and have
its material representation in communicative intéoms between speakérs

In the further works some linguists made a numbeat@mpts to enlarge
the terminology of the branch, in particular, thetion of language
environmentwas singled out as ,language encirclement and gplesnof
social code factors'. In the works devoted to laggusocial history several
basic factord"ecological fluents"as demographic, social, political, cultural,
psychological, integrative, and linguistic ones)revsingled out, they were
thought to determine linguistic behavior of sogjedups and personalities

Alvin Fill's works made a valuable contributiongoientific development of
ecolinguistics into a new trend as the scientisbatuced definitions of new
fields in ecolinguistics: agcolinguistics,as a general term for all spheres of
research that combine both ecology and linguistidsscology of language
(languages) that deals with interaction betweerglages and language
diversity reservation; cgcological linguisticswith the applied methods and
principles of ecology for studying language (foample, the notion of eco-

* Crystal, 2000; Harre at al, 1999; Kristeva, 1986,
® Haugen, 1972

® Haugen, 2001, 57

’ Calvet, 1999
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system); d)inguistic ecologythat studies interconnection between language
and ecological problem&»

It should be mentioned that in the 1990-s the s@deecology of language
and linguistic ecology were dominating. Michael kly, the British
linguist, raised the question about the widespidestruction of ecosystems,
thus making linguistics relevant to the issues emraterns of a new time. He
noted correlation between ecological context anasequences of language
usagé The notion of correlation was firstly interpretéd the context of
mutual influence of language and environment, witichld result in changes
of both objects as their interconnection createvlegical system». R. Harre,
J. Brockmeier, P. Muhlhausler, et al were amongpibaeers who introduced
the methodological propositions of ecolinguisticishvthe following theses:
Jlanguage and language structures (metaphors) ansidered to be not
closed units but a system of isolated structurgsraeting with outward
things; it is impossible to learn language apaotrits natural and social
surroundings'™.

Since their initial comments were made the fielfloolinguistics have
developed considerably. A French ecolinguist LGalvet focused on the
problem of language modeling and introduced a tmdwnal model of
languageg'linguistic galaxy').According to this ecolinguistic theory natural
languages of the world could be subdivided intodmgpntral, super-central,
central and peripheral. Supporting the idea of lmgg diversity of inner,
external, horizontal and vertical kinds, L.-J. @lwsuggested his own
ecological linguistic policy and language modelith@t could be useful in
solving language problems for state, society atetiational organizatiofs

Due to works by A. Subettbthe notions of ecological crisis and ecological
catastrophe in the sphere of language were setdiosideration. From his
standpoint these phenomena are implemented in lglavéented world with
the market and community unification, eliminatidmation

S Fill, 2001

° Halliday, 2001, p. 178
“Harre at al, 1999,91-92
1 Calvet, 1999, 75-99
2Cy6erro, 2006
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states and ethnic diversity cultures unificationdem the ,post-modern”

slogan, Americanization of ,mass culture" patteamsl unification of lan-

guages after all. These processes are consideried tadicators of coming
global spiritual, cultural, and anthropologicalasttoph&’.

It should be stated that regardless of the londpiptery lingua-ecological
ideas have not been united into a theory in modeuassian school of
linguistics. However, there appear more and moresdtigations that combine
linguistic and ecological issues, they are aimedstatdying interaction
between language and its social environment, atribd@sg links between
language personality and moral or ethical comfdrtsociety. Language
operations and human environment are viewed asysters, and the notion
of human environment enlarges the concept of lagglfia Respectfully,
language is regarded as an essential componedirtkeiMan with nature and
society.

Targeted at working out new priorities in humanueal modern researchers
stand for regulating various types of human agtifiom novel positions
developing eco-ideas and offering some other asgectthe development of
the ecological paradighh Firstly, Russian linguists raise voices against
the,post-written erf and warn against destructive power of new teclgieto
that threaten standards of language correctiorrefizon the language linguists
of Russia monitor standard of speech patterns iiows types of discourse,
dwell on stylistic and rhetoric aspects of commati@’. In any case the
efforts of linguists, who are busy with monitorinhe language-in-use
(collecting, analyzing, leveling language units nfrovarious types of
discourse), are aimed at preserving native languatiminating negative
social trends in its usage, preventing languageessgthat consists in
impoverishment of its literary and expressive medaseling functional,
rhetoric, axiological imbalances.

Secondly, an interlingual aspect of ecolinguisticay be singled out. It
studies language in connection with its ethnic emment and investi-

lSI—IepHI/IKOBa, 2001

"HBanosa, 2007

JE’I/IOHOBa, 2010

16Kapacmc, 1997

17F0p6aHeBCKHI7I, 2007;Cepnobuniiesa, 2008;Xopomas peus, 2009, et al
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gates reasons of language extinction. To this freddwould refer works on
language history which accurately record every lagg, highlighting its
cultural and social value for the history of hunt@niAccordingly, the
evidence of Prof. Yartse¥a the interlingual aspect of language ecology is
associated with an issue of language historicahges, deterioration and
death, the phenomena that are closely connectddnatiural history of the
peoples, political, socio-economic and ecologiedhstrophes that are caused
by military capture or sharp reduction of naturabitat.

Moreover, Russian linguists are developing a tiagehl aspect of the
ecolinguistics in the context of language and caltateractions. It is aimed
at studying processes of one language transformatialer the influence of
another, in other words, linguistic transpositidnlanguage units under the
influence of another national (cultural) environmdranguage is considered
to be a means of culture translation within ondetgor among multilingual
societies in intergenerational, diachronic and #iameous perspectives. The
scientists concentrate their efforts on the fornfislamguage integration,
lingual form coexistence, language tolerance, lssithe principles of
intercultural communication are noted.

The eco-centric line has brought another novel @speo the focus of
attention. In the works of Prof. Shakhovsky (Russia eco-communicative
theory is introduced, it offers to study emotionsd ahe ways people in-
fluence each other while communicating in situatiof formal and informal
types®. Mental and speech acts, that represent full rafigeuman activities
with regard to such constituents as motivationeitibn), aim, strategy and
tactic, ways and means of aim achievement, regsfisken message) and
emotional impact, are claimed to be included i ¢cological paradigm of
humanity survival. Accordingly, numerous speects dloat can hurt or insult
humans (as hooliganism, humiliation with speechs,aties, abasement,
speech theft, fraud, etc.) are considered an exaeg®wer and authority,
they are announced to be equated to the typesnoihal acts’.

B(Ipuesa, 1993,10
lgLUaXOBCKMI‘/i, 2010;Cononosuukosa, 2010; et al
ZOFOHeB, 2000
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Finally, a group of researchers from Wolgogradestaniversity (Russia) has
offered one more direction that unites the studgarhmunication and text
interpretation with some aspects of human environir(ige security and
survival), which is considered to be studying comiuative environment of
text formation activity™. Language power and speech creativity are viewed i
ecolinguistic light. The art of text productiondesely tied to such non-
linguistic phenomena as author's intention, motfespeech activity, cognitive
procedures of speech formation, and emotional &sffeicspeech product on
linguistic personality, small or large social gretfpThis new branch of
linguistics has deep connections with intra-psysiétes of Man or social and
cultural aspects of social well-being and surviMativilization, its sacral
values and cultural senses without which no stateation can exist and
develop®. Thus, it has been defined that human consciossaes, textualized'
entity. Under ,textualization' we mean the abildycreate and interpret speech
that is presented mainly in written form. It isiggd of Russian school of
linguistics to think about the body of the textspsice with some discrete
components that are associated with the conceptudd, its lexical and
grammatical representation, compositional modets’*eTextual space as one
of the types of ecological environment is considerebe a range of verbal
texts. Surrounded by their social context it mayiesved from the point of
their ties and relations and ,contemplation spdpefceptions and ideas of the
.external" emotional experience) which is a catggufrconsciousness, some
content that functions as ,equivalent of the rgalce in non-spatial
consciousness and is closely connected with battceamprehension and
interpretation®. For a long time similar approached to researeld tis be
carried out separately within the framework of ggyjnguistics,
ethnolinguistics, linguistic anthropology, socigiistics, and language
sociology. In ecolinguistics they get a common radtiogical basis and
practical purpose.

Ecology of communication seems to be a promisinggligm of linguistics, a
vital part of the theory of speech that studieswhgs personal

! Yonoga, 2010, 2010bAsumosa 2010
'Yonosa, 2006:Mireuko, 2008 1 isunosa, 2008
'JTuxaues/1979

Jlorman, 2000, 282

Tormopos, 1983, 228
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communicative intentions are enforced during comigation without
weakening the opponent's communicative positiorhamiliating him by
inappropriate speech acts. The detection of thenamasms of text influence
on the addressee, methods of verbal represent@titevant or not) of the
referential situation image in textual forms sedmdbpe prospective both in
theoretical and practical values. The findings lg approach will allow to
balance several issues of human environment itisyalaind extend the
facilities of ecosystem by integration of speciations, methods and ways of
linguistic analysis and giving them status of umda® instruments for
humanitarian tasks implementation. Application e into various spheres
of modern communication will help to set principle$ well-balanced
information policy, reduce tension in interpersorahd cross-cultural
communication, lessen conflicts and improve retatioin the global
community of the future.
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