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Annotation

In this article studying necessity of pragmatic aspect of ratio category forms is
analyzed. The views relating to this matter are critically studied. The author
conception concerning studying of ratio pragmatics is narrated.
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Annotasiya:

Ushbu maqolada nisbat kategoriyasi shakllarining pragmatik aspektini o‘rganish
zaruriyati tahlil qilingan. Bu borada qarashlar tanqidiy o‘rganilgan. Nisbat
pragmatikasini o‘rganishga doir muallif konsepsiyasi bayon qgilingan.

Kalit so‘zlar: nisbat, kategoriya , pragmatika, semantika, nutqiy amaliyot
AHHOTALMSA:

B nanHO# cTaThe aHaTM3UPOBOHA MOTPEOHOCTh MCCIEIOBAHUS MTPArMaTHUYECKOTO
acriekta ¢GopM KaTeropuu 3aiora. KpuTwdecku u3ydeHbl TOUYKH 3pEHUS Ha

Hp06neMy. H3noxena KOHLCIIOMA aBTOpPaA 110 UCCICAOBAHNIO IIparMaTUKH 3aJ10ra.

KiaroueBble cjioBa: 3aJI0T, KaTCropus:, rparMaTuka, CCMaHTHKa, pCucBas IPaKTHUKa
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There is no doubt that the pragmatic description of a language reflects its typological
classification. In particular, since the Uzbek language is an agglutinative language,
it is also undoubtedly the case that morphological means are the leaders in
performing any tasks, for example, in expressing pragmatic tone. However, although
this pragmatic tone is actively expressed, due to the nature of morphological units,
their analysis 1s much more complicated than the description of lexical and analytical
forms. In Turkic languages, morphological categories have the quality of highly
formed closed systems [see: 7,7-8]. This creates certain difficulties and certain eases
in their study. The difficulty is that morphological categories in agglutinative
languages \u200b\u200bsummary any immanent aspects inherent in this language.
This leads to their extremely multifaceted nature. The ease is that the features
revealed in the example of one category imply that similar features are also reflected
in other morphological categories.

The study of the relational category, which occupies a special place in the system of
morphological categories, will undoubtedly provide valuable material for the study
of other categories. Because it is precisely in the nature of the relation that
grammatical and lexical aspects are considered to be closely linked. At the same
time, it is difficult to say that the debate about which aspects are grammatical and
which aspects are lexical has reached an end [see: 7,82-83]. It is precisely the
relation, in addition to having common features with other morphological categories
in the formation of word forms, that has a special feature that is not found in any
other morphological category: relational forms can be added to one basis several
times, and the question of what grounds such an extraordinary situation exists has
not yet been adequately resolved in its study. The study of these and other aspects of
the nature of the relation is of particular importance for its pragmatic description.
Pragmatic studies are scientific only if they are based on the results of grammatical
studies. Before proceeding to the study of the pragmatics of the category of relation,
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let us briefly familiarize ourselves with the views on the essence of this category and

its place in the morphological system.

Considerable research has been conducted on the category of relation. However,

views on the description of the category remain diverse. The older generation, from

M.V. Lomonosov to V.V. Vinogradov, who conducted research on relation in

Russian classical linguistics, which is the basis for Uzbek traditional-theoretical

linguistics, presents extremely diverse views both in the classification and
description of the members of the category of relation: there are 3-6 members of the

relation, which have the following semantics:

1. The relation shows the relationship of the action to the subject.

2. The relation shows the relationship of the action to the object.

3. The relation shows the relationship of the action to the object and the subject.

Also,

1. Ratio is a lexical category (word-forming).

2. Ratio is a morphological category.

3. Ratio is a syntactic category[see: 2,495-510; 10,39-49; 13,125-135].

Of course, these are not the end of the existing views. In particular, A. Potebnya,

who expressed his own attitude to words and word forms ("... the polysemy of words
is a false concept: where there are two meanings, there are two words" [10,39]),
considers each form of the verb in different ratios to be a separate word. He proposed
a definition different from all the descriptions of ratios summarized above. Relation
s “the relation of the subject to the object... This also includes the absence of the
object. This is possible only through the presence of the subject” [10,201]. It seems
that he extracts the meaning of action from the semantics of the relation. Of course,
this does not mean that the scientist denies that the relation is a category inherent in
the verb. But the change of the verb by the relation is not to change the verb, but to
change the relationship between the object and the subject. Here it seems that A.
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Potebnya paid more attention to the pragmatic realization of the relation than to the
grammatical essence. A. Potebnya is not alone in this approach to the essence of the
grammatical category. According to G. Paul, the author of the famous work
“Principles of the History of Language”, “Any grammatical category arises on the
basis of a psychological category” [8,315]. Relation, in his opinion, also serves to
reflect various relationships between the psychological and grammatical possessors.
G. Paul, it seems, correctly grasped the psychological-pragmatic aspects reflected in
the essence of the ratio. However, he came to the conclusion that not only the ratio,
but also any morphological category in general, pragmatic aspects are associated not
with linguistic unity, but with psychological categories, because according to him:
“The grammatical category is in a sense a frozen form of the psychological category;
it is associated with a stable tradition. The psychological category, on the other hand,
remains something alive and free, constantly taking on a new appearance, depending
on individual feelings” [8, 315]. In his opinion, the “birth” of grammatical categories
is associated with psychological processes. Psychological aspects that do not fit into
the framework of existing grammatical categories lead to the emergence of new
grammatical categories[8,315]. In modern world linguistics, including Russian
linguistics, there have been many studies on the study of pragmatic aspects of
grammatical categories, in particular, the nature of the relation. Views have been
formed that the selection of relational forms in speech arises precisely from
pragmatic moments[12;9]. However, within the framework of concrete analyses,
even the most modern studies cannot get away from the triad of action - object -
subject in the semantics of the relation and do not hesitate to note that the definitions
given to the relation cannot fully describe not only its pragmatic nature, but also its
grammatical nature[ For example, see: 12].

If we look at the study of the relation in Uzbek linguistics, we see the same picture
as above. A great many studies have been conducted on the genesis and development
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of the category of relation and its synchronicity. In determining the essence of
relation, the tendency to follow the views of the world linguists discussed above is
dominant. At the same time, there are studies that go much further with their views
on the essence of relation and delve into the essence of this category, taking into
account the characteristics of the Uzbek language. In particular, M. A'lamova
proposes a system of 12 different relations for the semantics of relation: subject,
object, factor and predicate, and expresses an opinion on the performance of a
specific grammatical function of each relational suffix in the layered use of relation
(usually it 1s noted that only the last of the relational forms of the word is taken into
account, and other relational forms in the series are ignored), in this regard, she
distinguishes between the terms relation and degree, which are usually used without
distinction [1,18-21].

Sh.Shahobiddinova also draws attention to this peculiarity in the use of relative
forms in her research and connects this situation with the strong lexicalization of
relative forms compared to members of other morphological categories: “The reason
for such a situation (the abundance of indicators, as well as their use in layers) that
is unusual for the Uzbek language is that, as a result of the increased lexicalization
potential characteristic of the relative in general, another index of the degree of
increase 1s added to the indicator, which begins to strengthen the lexical aspect, in
order to increase the dominance of the grammatical aspect. For example, historically
kay+t+ar, synchronously ishla+t+tir kabi” [ 16,111].

In general, the studies conducted in Uzbek linguistics to date have created a very
diverse system of views on the grammatical nature of the ratio, but no single solution
has been reached in this regard. Also, almost no research has been conducted on the
practice of this category, which occupies a special place in the morphological system
of the Uzbek language. In our opinion, the existence of any linguistic unit in a
language is closely related to its necessity for practice. Representatives of
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structuralism, who defined language as a system “in itself and for itself”, also
emphasized that the systemic picture of the language is individual for each speaker
of the language[11]. Of course, this individuality should not be understood in a
primitive way. The so-called perfect system, the language, lives in the consciousness
of the nation (or rather, organizes its consciousness). The relationship between the
consciousness of the nation and the consciousness of the representative of the nation
forms a system of requirements.

In our current science, the study of the ratio category from the perspective of
stylistics, which is an expression of pragmatics, is very weak. In some of the not so
numerous literature in this field, this large category is completely ignored|[ 18], while
in others very little information is provided[19,55-58]. In the pragmatic direction of
world linguistics, which has been leading in the last few decades, no special research
has been conducted on this category.

In our opinion, the need for a pragmatic analysis of the ratio category is justified by
the following:

1. A pragmatic description of this category has not been created.

2. Ratio is a category that classifies verbs, one of the most numerous word classes
not only in the Uzbek language, but also in all world languages. Given that the verb
is the most active word class in speech, it is clear that ratio plays a large role in the
characteristics of speech - pragmatics.

3. The ratio is distinguished among morphological categories in Turkic languages,
including Uzbek, by the quantitative abundance of its forms and its uniqueness in
terms of use. The pragmatic study of such a category will undoubtedly provide a
great deal of material for the study of other morphological categories.

4. The ratio occupies a special place among the morphological categories of the
Uzbek language, as it changes not only the morphological and syntactic
characteristics of the word form, but also its lexical characteristics. The ratio changes
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the valency of the verb base to which it is added, and can change its lexical
characteristics, such as transitive-intransitive. In the system of form-formers, word-
modifiers, and word-formers, the ratio is distinguished by the fact that it has aspects
characteristic of each of the members of the system and its own individualization of
these aspects. Therefore, the pragmatic study of this category is of particular
importance in the pragmatics of the system of word formation and formation of the
Uzbek language as a whole.

At the same time, the study of the pragmatics of the ratio category is undoubtedly
complicated. There are several reasons for this:

1. As we have seen, the ratio category has not been given a description that is
acceptable to everyone.

2. The study of concepts such as diathesis, casuality, and mediality related to ratio is
not at the required level.

3. Research on the pragmatics of not only ratio, but also morphological categories in
general has not been carried out at the level of modern requirements.

The solution of the problems indicated in the creation of the pragmatic description
of this category will undoubtedly play a special place in the development of Uzbek
morphopragmatics.
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