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PA3BUTHUE TEPMUHOJIOTUM KAK OTJAEJIbHON JUCIIUILJIMHBI U EE CTATYC
B COBPEMEHHOI JUHIBUCTUKE

Ocmonosa C.H., Cadyanaes J.b., lllodues III.1II.,
Bbyxapckuit I'ocymapcTBeHHbBI MEAWIIMHCKUN WHCTUTYT.

¥ Pesome

Ilpedaazaemcsa 0630p cmanosaenuss u pazeumuss meopuu MeEPMUHOAO02UU KAK OMOEAbHOU OUCUUNAUHBL.
Paccmampuearomcs pazauunvlie acnekmovt meopuu mepmunosozuu. Jlaemca Xxapaxmepucmuka OCHOGHOU eOUHUUbL
mepMUHOGeOeHUsl - MEPMUHA, U GbIAGASIOMCA €20 CMPYKMYPHbIe U MUNnoiou4eckue xapakmepucmuxu. B saxaouenue
aémop yKasviéaem Ha AKMYAAbHbIE HANPAGACHUS PA3GUMUS MEPMUHOA02UU.

Karoueevie caoea: mepmunoaozus, mepmun, AeKCUKOAO2USA, HOMEHKAAMYPA, CA060, KOHUenm, UCMODPUs
mepmunoao2zuu.

TEPMUHOJOTUAHUHI AJIOXUJIA NHTU30M CUPATUIA PUBOXTAHUIIIN
BA 3AMOHABUU TWIINIYHOCIUKIATA XOJIATA

Ocmonosa C.H., Casdyanaes J.b., lllodues II.11I.,
byxopo JlaBiaaT TMOOMET MHCTUTYTU.

v Pesiome

Tepmunoaoeus nasapuscunune asoxuoa pan cugpamuda waKiraHUWU 6a PUGONCAAHUWMU XAKUOA YymMyMmuil
Mavaymom keamupuazan. Tepmunoaocun nasapuscunume mypau xcuxamaapu Kypub wukuaaou. Tepmumnosozusanune
acoculi OupaucunuHe xapaxmepucmukacu - amamacu 0Oepuizan 6a yYHUHe MAPKUOUL 6a MUNOAOUK XYCYCUAMAAPU
owKop Kuaunean. Xyaoca xKuaul aimeanoa, myaiiug mepmunos0us pUGONCAAGHUMUHUNE X03UpeU MeHOeHmcusi1apua
umwopa xKuaaou.

Kaaum cyzaap: amamawynocauk, amamaaiap, 1eKCuKo102us, HOMERKAAGMYpa, cy3, MyulyHua, amamaiap mapuxu.

DEVELOPMENT OF TERMINOLOGY AS A SEPARATE DISCIPLINE AND ITS STATUS
IN MODERN LINGUISTICS
Ostonova S.N., Sadullaev D.B., Shodiev Sh.Sh.,
Bukhara State Medical Institute.
v Resume
An overview of the formation and development of the theory of terminology as a separate discipline is offered.

Various aspects of the theory of terminology are considered. The characteristic of the main unit of terminology - the
term is given, and its structural and typological characteristics are revealed. In conclusion, the author points out the

current trends in the development of terminology.
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Relevance

The theory of terminology is one of the most
controversial issues of modern science, which, due to its
versatility, is of interest to a wide variety of scientific
fields. To justify the expression "controversial issue"”, we
will cite as an example some aspects of the development
of the theory of terminology and start with the domestic
one.The beginning of terminological activity as an
independent scientific direction in domestic terminology
can be dated back to 1931, which is associated with the
publication of the first conceptual article by D.S. Lotte on
the problems of unification and standardization of
technical terminology

"The next tasks of scientific and technical terminology".
The main attention of D.S. Lotte, who is considered the
founder of the Russian school of terminology, was paid
to the issues of standardization of terms, problems of
term creation, borrowing terminological vocabulary, the
creation of conceptual and terminological systems and
the problems of translating scientific and technical terms.

Russian linguists G. O. Vinokur, A. A. Reformatsky also
made a significant contribution to the history of the

N

formation of the national school of terminology and
terminology as a science. An important role in this area
was played by the work of GO Vinokur "On some
phenomena of word formation in Russian technical
terminology”. G.O. Vinokur considered issues that are still
in the focus of linguistic analysis today, namely, questions
about the linguistic essence of a term, the nature and
formation of terminologies, the relationship between
nomenclature and terminology. The research of A.F.
Lesokhin and P.A.Florensky made an equally significant
contribution to the activities of the national school of
terminology. The peculiarity of the term, as AF Lesokhin
believed, lies in the dynamism of scientific concepts, while
the researcher interpreted the internal form of the term
as a transitional link from the semantic content to the
external form. PA Florensky's attention, in turn, was paid
to the study of the structure and functions of terms.

In the middle of the XX century. In the context of the
activities of the terminological schools of the world, the
emerging theoretical discussion concerning the essential
characteristics of the term acquires special relevance and
acuteness. It was initiated by the Russian researcher and
terminologist R. G. Piotrovsky. Scientists who took part in
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this discussion, in turn, identified further directions in
the study of terminology. Thus, the problem of
lexicographic reflection of the conceptual and systemic
properties of the term from the 60s to the 80s. XX century.
turned out to be in the center of attention of scientists,
among which the works of such Russian and foreign
researchers as R.A. Budagov, L.A. Bulakhovsky, V.V.
Vinogradov, G.O. Vinokur, V.G. Gak, A. S. Gerd, S. V.
Grinev, V. P. Danilenko, V. A. Zvegintsev, T. L. Kandelaki,
L. A. Kapanadze, K. A. Levkovskaya, V. M. Leichik, A. I.
Moiseev, S. Ye. Nikitina, V. D. Tabanakova, V. A. Tatarinova,
AM Terpigorev, S. D. Shelov, V. deBesse, M. T. Cabre,M.
Campenhoudt, L. Depecker, H. Felber, F. Gadet, D.
Gouadec, L. Guilbert, J. Dubois, P. Lerat, S. Pavel, H.
Picht, A. Rey, G. Rondeau, L. J. Rousseau, J. C. Sager, E.
Wuster and many others.

From a scientific point of view, the Russian school of
terminology combines logical, linguistic and philosophical
approaches with a certain tendency towards the prevalence
of the philosophical and logical direction. The study of
the content of the subject area is combined here with a
certain attention to the linguistic form and the distribution
of terms in the texts.

D.S. Lotte, G.O. Vinokur, A.A. Reformatsky are
considered the founders of the Russian school of
terminology. When mentioning the Western scientists,
who laid the foundation for the theory of terminology,
the name of the Austrian scientist Eugen Wister should
be mentioned first. Wuester was at one time an active
supporter of Esperanto, an ardent supporter of accurate
professional communication. He developed his own theory
of terminology.

Analyzing Wuster's concepts and his theory, the main
distinctive features should be noted, namely:

- the need to determine the means of standardization;

- careful control of development (planning niya,
unification, standardization) terms;

- priority of the international form of the mark.

Wister's theoretical work was based on the study of
technical terms - standardized technical lexemes
representing certain concepts. Wister's theory was designed
to meet cross-lingual needs, not to show the full depth
and variability of terminology. This theory is not the most
complete and profound reflection of the essence of the
terminology. Nevertheless, it became exactly the basis on
which this discipline developed further.

For many years, the theory of terminology did not
receive proper development, since criticism was
absolutely not allowed in this area. It did not have the
usual scheme of development for any discipline through
the opposition of opinions and basic works of eminent
theorists. And only at the turn of XX - XXI centuries.
scientists again drew attention to this problem. Moreover,
in contrast to the previous period, when scientists were
interested in terminology only as a subject applicable in
each specific area of knowledge. For the first time,
terminology began to be considered as aseparate discipline.

The theory of terminology is recognized as a separate
discipline by many scientists. The important role of
terminology in the modern world is undeniable, because
the level of development of a society is determined
precisely by the state of national terminology. In this case,
it reflects the state of science of a particular society and is
an important component of politics, economics, and
culture. "Not a single phenomenon in a language can be
understood without taking into account the system to

which it belongs", therefore the question of the place of
terminology in the language is special. It is not necessary
to include terminology in the vocabulary of the general
literary language, since this will lose its linguistic
specificity, but it would be wrong to completely delimit
these concepts. The best option would be to consider the
terminology as a kind of Russian speech along with
dialects, jargons, vernacular.

Like any linguistic phenomenon, terminology develops
and functions within the framework of a certain concept,
which is a kind of field for its formation. With regard to
terminology, we can call the language of science a similar
environment. The language of science is distinguished by
us beyond the functional-speech styles on the basis that
the functions of the language of science do not completely
coincide with the functions of the general literary
language, for example, and practical activities -
information and communication function".

The structural and semantic features of the term are
manifested in the sphere of word formation, where there
is a specialization of individual formants characteristic of
the actual terminological models. To describe the structure
of a term, the concept of a term element is used - the
minimum significant component of a term. The specificity
of the terms allows them to be separated from other units
of the language and to dismember the entire set of terms.
One of the features of the terms is their designation of
general concepts. Since there are several types of general
concepts, different types of terms can be identified. First
of all, the most general concepts of matter and its
attributes are highlighted, which are called categories
(matter, space, time, quantity, quality, measure, and
others). Accordingly, the terms that denote categories are
a type of category terms.

The terminological issue has also something to do
with philosophical understanding of the text and terms
functioning within it. The philosophical problem is
reconstructed basing on the study of the text. But this is a
certain difficulty: philosophical problems understandable
for one person may not be so obvious for another.
Therefore, the problem solved by a philosophical text can
be recreated, reconstructed by the reader's own thinking.

A characteristic phenomenon of the Russian and
European philosophical terminological systems as an
integral phenomenon is the semantic ambiguity of drill
elements, due to different interpretations of philosophical
concepts by different thinkers and different philosophical
schools. The semantic content of the philosophical term is
determined and specified in the process of its actual
functioning. The question of the semantic polysemy of a
philosophical term is removed within the framework of a
specific philosophical term system: a term can be
ambiguous in composition. The "large" terminological
system of philosophy, however, the term belongs to a
certain philosophical course and philosophical termino-
logical system of one particular thinker determines its
relative uniqueness, which is uniqueness within the term
system. The correlation of terms with the worldview of a
particular thinker allows one to speak about author's
philosophical terminological systems, the study and
lexicographic description of which constitute an important
task of modern terminology.

In encyclopedias, special explanatory dictionaries,
textbooks, the concept (term) introduced for the first
time is revealed in definitions. It goes without saying that
the conceptual content of terms can be fully and strictly
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scientifically disclosed only in the study of special
disciplines.

All these issues are considered within the framework
of the modern theory of terminology, which is actively
developing and improving. The Russian terminological
school continues the traditions of the Russian classical
school of terminology, developing the directions of
research in this area that developed in the 60s and 80s. XX
century. - study of terminography, issues of unification
of terms and terminological systems in modern conditions
of globalization of scientific knowledge.

A distinctive feature of foreign schools of terminology
is still the development of the lexicographic direction,
the study of the etymology of certain terms or
terminologies, as well as attempts to standardize
terminologies.

In this regard, in recent decades, the number of
special studies devoted to the study of the ways and
principles of the formation of new terminological systems
and the restructuring of some old industrial terminological
systems has naturally increased. In this direction, such
works are known as "Linguo-cognitive foundations of the
analysis of industry terminologies (on the example of the
English-language terminology of venture funding)",
"Cognitive-physiological study of vocabulary (the
experience of comparative analysis of the names of
medicinal plants)», «Modeling and cognitive foundations
of the terminology system of preventive toxicology in
modern English», «Lexicological terminology as a system»
and many others.

Thus, at present there is a particular growth of
scientific interest in the cognitive direction in the field of
terminology, in particular, the problems of cognitive
saturation and other aspects. The relevance of this direction
is due to the interest that causes the identification of
patterns in the organization of terminology in a new area
of knowledge, which may be useful for studying
developing terminological systems.

In conclusion, we note that terminological traditions
close to the scientific positions of O. Wister were
established in Russia, and work is intensively carried out
in the field of industry terminologies. At this stage of
development of terminology, the following areas are
distinguished:

1. Onomasiological, studying the features of
semantics, morphology, morphological and syntactic term
formation.

2. Gnoseological, considering the cognitive aspects
of the semantics of terms and their aggregates.

3. Functional, studying the specifics of the function
of the term.

4. Typological, which links individual types and classes
of terms with the concepts they designate, compares the
term with other classes and subclasses of the language
vocabulary.

5. Stylistic terminology describes the terms created
and used in their "native" sphere, as well as within the
common vocabulary.

The study of terminology serves as an important
factor for the acceleration of scientific and technological
progress and is a prerequisite for the exchange of scientific
and technological achievements in the world.
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