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Abstract

This article is about the different theories on the origin of language in Russian
linguistics. A deep analysis is made to sort out the different conceptions and
theories on language and its origins. We highlighted two main groups on the
origin of language. The biological theories which include the onomatopoeic
theory and the interjection theory and the social theories which deal with the
theory of the social contract and the one of labor cries. Hence, it is important
to sort out that all the above theories come to the conclusion that the origin of
language is tightly linked to the origin of man himself. In this article, we have
used the descriptive and analytical method.
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abCcTpaKTHbIN

dT1a cTaTbA nocesweHa pas3fiM4HbIM TeopuUsM MNPOUCXOXAEHUA HA3blKka B
pycckon nuHreBuctuke. CpenaH rnyGokuMW aHanus, 4ToObl pa3obpartbcAa B
Pa3fINYHbIX KOoHUenuuax U TeopusaX A3blka U ero npouncxoxageHwus. Mbi
BblAenunu ABe OCHOBHble rpynnbli NpoucxoxaeHus Asblka. Buonoruveckue
Teopuu, KOTOpble BKIIOYAOT B cebs Teopuio 3ByKOnmoApakaHUs U Teopuio
MeXAOMeTUN, U couuarnbHble TEOPUMU, KacalolWmeca Teopun obLLeCTBEHHOro
[oroBopa U Teopuu TPyAOBbIX Bonneil. CnefgoBaTenibHO, BaXXHO MOHATb, YTO
BCe BblllenepeyvyuncrieHHbleé TeOpun NpuUXoasaT K BbiBOAY, YTO NponcxoxaeHue
fi3blka TECHO CBSI3aHO C NMPOUCXOXAEHMEM camoro 4yernoseka. B aton ctatbe
Mbl UCMONb30Banu onucatenbHbIW U aHaNUTUYEeCKUN mMeToA.

Email: htall2@yahoo.fr

KnioueBble cnoBa: A3blK, npouncxoxaeHuwe, Teopwus,
JIMHFrBUCTUKA, 6MOHOFM‘-IeCKVIﬁ, coumnanbHbIN, Bonpoc.

PYyCCKMA  SA3bIK,

Introduction special human concept of interconnection,

communication, information transfer. The ancient

The question of the origin of language has worried
mankind since ancient times. Scientists from China, India
and Greece have been trying to solve it over the years.
The question is still being investigated. There is no doubt
that the question of the origin of language is generally
and inextricably linked to the question of the origin of
man, humanity and society.

Language is the most important tool in
communication. Animals have the first signaling system,
on the basis of which conditioned reflexes are formed. In
humans, the first signaling system is supplemented by
the second signaling system - speech, the language of a

mythological theory of the emergence of language
(language was given to man by God) is opposed by
scientific theories that try to explain the emergence of
language by various kinds of natural, material reasons.
Among the conditions in which the language
developed were factors associated with the evolution of
the human body, and factors associated with the
transformation of the human primitive herd into society.
Therefore, all existing scientific hypotheses about the
origin of language (according to the characteristics that
are recognized as determining in its origin and
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development) can be conditionally divided into two main
weights - biological and social.

Biological theories of the origin of language

Biological theories explain the origin of language by the
evolution of the human body - the sense organs, speech
apparatus and brain. The positive in these theories is that
they consider the emergence of language as the result of
a long development of nature, thereby rejecting the one-
time (divine) origin of language. Among biological
hypotheses, onomatopoeic and interjection hypotheses
are the best known.

Onomatopoeic theory explains the origin of language

Evolution of hearing organs that
perceive natural noises. According to
this point of view, language appeared
due to the fact that a person learned
to repeat the sounds that he heard
around. Until the 19th century, many
scientists believed that all words
arose from the unconscious desire of
ancient people to imitatively
reproduce the noise of the wind, the
splash and murmur of water, the cries
of animals. At first glance, it may
seem that this theory is correct. After
all, all languages have onomatopoeic
words, for example wow-wow, ku-ku,
dzin, bam, and so on. Moreover,
onomatopoeia could become a
source of the formation of full-valued
words: bark, cuckoo, crow, and
meow. But if this theory were true,
then people around the globe would
have to call some simple things the
same, or at least similar. So it seems
that sneezing in different languages
should be represented by the same
sounds. In fact, in some languages
(related to each other), these words
are similar to each other; while in
others they are completely different.
Here are some examples: English -
atchu, Spanish - atchis, German -
hatshi, Russian - apchi, French -
atshuen. It is in related languages.
And in Japanese - gu-gu, in Indonesia
- Wahing. This means that there are
relatively few onomatopoeic words in
languages. Consequently, this theory
is unable to explain the origin of
language.

Interjection theory is that the first words were
Involuntary  shouts, interjections

associated with the expression of
human emotions caused by pain,

hunger, fear, joy. Here is how the
American linguist Franklia Folsom
emphatically writes about it: "Wow!" -
maybe this is how a prehistoric hunter
once exclaimed, throwing a deer that
he had dragged into the camp. And
his family members, perhaps, began
to repeat this sound every time after
hard work. “Wow! " so, perhaps, this
sound was breathed out by the
hunter's wife, butchering the deer with
a not too sharp stone for lack of a
knife. "Ay!" - could have escaped her
little son when he grabbed a piece of
hot meat straight from the fire and
burned himself. Consequently, the
proponents of this theory believed
that a person conveyed his feelings
with interjections, which were fixed in
a certain situation and in the course of
further development became common
for all members of this community,
turning into words.

However, most of the words of the language that name
objects and phenomena have nothing to do with
interjections.

Social theories of the origin of language
These theories explain the

appearance of language by social
needs that arose in the process of

labor and as a result of the
development of human
consciousness. Social theories of

language development include the
theory of social contract and the
theory of labor cries.

In the theory of social contract, first
proposed by the ancient philosopher
Diodorus of Siculus and widespread
in the 18th century, language is
viewed as a conscious invention of
people at a certain stage in the
development of human society:
people invented language when they
needed it. But in order to agree on
something, one would have to have
some means of communication, that
is, language. Therefore, this theory
cannot explain the origin of language.
The formation of the language could
be carried out only gradually.

In the late seventies of the XIX century, the philosopher
L. Noiret put forward the so-called labor theory of the
origin of language, or the theory of labor shouts. He
rightly stressed that when working together, shouts and
exclamations facilitate and organize work. “When women
are spinning and soldiers are marching,” Noiret wrote,
they like to accompany their work with more or less
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rhythmic exclamations. These shouts, at first involuntary,
gradually turned into symbols of labor processes.
Originally the language was a set of verbal roots. This
theory, in fact, is a variant of interjection. Apparently, in
the process of joint activity, shouts took place, but it is
unlikely that the language as a whole developed from
sounds that have an instinctive character.

The labor theory of the origin of language was
developed in the work of F. Engels "Dialectics of Nature"
in the chapter "The Role of Labor in the Process of
Transformation of the Monkey into Man". In this work, the
emergence of language is presented as a very long and
very complex process, caused by a number of reasons.
F. Engels connects the emergence of both man and
language with the process of labor. “The development of
labor,” he writes, “of necessity contributed to a closer
cohesion of members of society, since thanks to it, cases
of mutual support, joint activities for each individual
member became frequent. In short, the emerging people
came to the point that they had a need to say something
to each other. The need created its own organ: the
undeveloped larynx of the monkey was slowly but
steadily transformed by modulation for more and more
developed modulation and the organs of the mouth
gradually learned to pronounce one articulate sound after
another. And further: "First labor, and then with it,
articulate speech were the two most important stimuli,
under the influence of which the monkey's brain gradually
turned into a human brain, which, with all its resemblance
to the monkey, far surpasses it in size and perfection."

To solve the question of the origin of language it is
necessary to look into sciences such as ethnography,
anthropology, archeology, paleontology and general
history, which is reflected in the biosocial theory of the
origin of language.

The study of the communication systems of animals in
general and of great apes in particular allowed scientists
in the last decades of the 20th century to come to an
understanding of the natural origin of the human
language from the communication systems of great apes.
Modern primates have up to 300 verbal and non-verbal
signals, which they effectively use in everyday interaction
with each other in the process of evolution of the great
apes. This system did not disappear, but it rather
improved, since the development of the human brain as
a result of labor required an increase in the complexity of
the forms of interaction of human individuals, which
stimulated a quantitative increase in signals and their
specialization. In the speech of primitive men there were
interjections, onomatopoeia, and labor cries - all these
elements subsequently entered the developing and
improved language of mankind - this is a system of
communicative signals of primitive people, inherited by
them from their monkey ancestors and brought to
perfection in the process of evolution.

As a result, we can say that there is a lot of theory of
the origin of language. We tried to find out some things in
our research. In Russian linguistics.

Conclusion

To sum up, we can consider that proponents of the social
theory on the origin of language believe that the

appearance of language is linked to a social
phenomenon, a social need. Men have created language
to satisfy their primary and social needs and interactions.
As for the proponents of biological theories on the origin
of language, they link the origin of language to that of
man. For them, the question of the origin of language is
intrinsically linked with the question of the origin of man.
In both theories, the main thing to keep in mind is the
importance of language as a gift from God and a means
of expression and social development in society.

Translated (Russian) version
BctynneHue

Bonpoc 0  npoucxoxgeHunm — A3blka BONHoBan
4YenoBeYyecTBO C AaBHUX BpeMEH. Ero nutanuce pewmntb
y4éHble apeBHen rpeunn, Knutas, Mngun, ErnnTa.
Pewann aty npobnemy n B nocnegywuue Beka.
OpgHako MOMHOM SCHOCTM OO CUX MOp [JOCTUYb He
yaanocb. [lovyemy? [MoToMy 4YTO €AWHCTBEHHbIM
cBuaeTenem TOro, Kak LWEN 3TOT MpoLecc, MOXeT ObiTb
TONbKO CaM $3blK, HO OH YXe TaK W3MEHWIICS, 4TO

PEeKOHCTpynpoBaTb ero «aeTtcrBo» MOXHO TOJIbKO
TMNOTETUYECKN.
BGCCI'IOPHO, 4YTO BOMPOC O MNPOCXOXAEeHUN A3blka

HepaspblBHO CBSA3aH C BOMPOCOM O MPOUCXOXOEHUU
yernoBeka U 4YernoBe4veckoro obulecTaa.

Co3HaHMe 4yenoBeka HENOCPEOCTBEHHO CBA3aHO C
S3bIKOM. Y XXMBOTHbIX MPUCYTCTBYET NepBas CUrHanbHas
cucTema, Ha OCHOBE KOTOpPOM (hOPMUPYHOTCA YCIOBHbIE
pedriekcbl. Y 4yenoBeka nepBas CuUrHanbHas cuctema
JOnofiHeHa BTOPOW CUrHasrbHOW CUCTEMON — peuyblto,
A3BbIKOM ocobeHHom yerneeyeckon KOHUenuuemn
B3aMMOCBS3UM, KOMMYHUKaUUK, nepegayun nHopmMaumu.

[peBHen Mudonornyeckorn Teopunm BO3HUKHOBEHMS
A3blka (A3blK gaH 4enoBeky borom)  npoTuBoCTOAT
Hay4yHble Teopuu, KOTOpble MbITATCA OOBACHUTH
BO3HMKHOBEHUE 5i3blKa pas3nMyoro poaa eCTeCTBEHHbIMN,
MaTepuanbHbIMU NPUYMHAMM.

Cpeaon ycnosuii, B KOTOPbIX pa3BMBarncst sA3blK, Obinm
(PaKkTopbl, CBSA3aHHblE C 3BOMIOLEN YENOBEYECKOro
opraHmsama, u akTopbl, CBA3aHHble C MpeBpalleHnem
YernoBeYecKkoro nepBoObLITHOrO cTaga B obuiecTso.
[MoaTomy Bce cyllecBylOLWME HayyHble rUNoTe3bl O
NPOUCXOXAEHUN fA3blka (MO TeM MNpu3Hakam, KOTopble
NpusHalTCa onpeaensiiownMn B ero BO3HUKHOBEHUU U
pasBMTUN) MOXHO YCIOBHO pa3fenuTb Ha Be OCHOBHbIE
rpybl — Grionoruyeckune m coumnarnbsHble.

Buonoruyeckme Teopmmn NPONCXOXKOEHNUNA A3bIKa
Bronornyeckme Teopun O0BBACHAIOT MPOUCXOXKAEHWE
A3blka 3BOSOLEN YENoBEeYecKoro opraHMaMa — OpraHoB
YyBCTB, PEYeBOro annaparta 1 Mo3ra.
MonoxuUTenbHbIM B 3TUX TEOPUSX ABMSETCA TO, YTO

OHM paccMaTpuBalT BO3HUKHOBEHME  si3blka  Kak
pesynbTaT ANUTENbHOro pasBUTUS Npupoabl , oTBeprasi
Tem camblM OJHOMOMEHTHOE (6oxxecTBEHHOE)
npoucxoxaeHne asbika. Cpean OGMONOrMYeckMx rmnoTes
Haubonee N3BECTHbLIMU ABNSOTCA
3ByKOMnogpaxaTenbHasi U MeXO0OMeTHas.
3sykonodpaxamernbHas meopusi obbAcHsAeT
NPOVCXOXAEHME si3blka
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OBontouen OopraHos cnyxa, BOCMPMHMMAHOLLMX
npupoaHble WymMbl. CornacHo 3ToM TOYKe 3PEHUs, sA3bIK
nosiBuncs 6Gnarogaps TOMYy, YTO YerloBEeK Hay4urcs
NMOBTOPATb 3BYKW, KOTOpblE OH Chbiwan BOKpyr. Bnnotb
0o XIX Beka MHOrme y4éHble nonaranu, 4YTO BCe Cnosa
BO3HUKNN W3 HEOCO3HAHHOro CTPEeMIEHNa OPEBHEro
YenoBeka K nogpaxkaTenbHOMY BOCMNPOU3BEAEHMIO LWyMa
BETpa, MNnecka v XXypyaHus Bobl, KPUKOB XUBOTHbIX. Ha
nepBbiA B3rMsiA MOXET MNMnokasaTbCs, YTO 3Ta Teopus
BepHa. Benop BO BCEX A3blKkax ecTb
3ByKOMNoApaxaTtenbHble CNoBa, Hanpumep 2as-2as, Ky-Ky,
0d3uHb, bay v Tak ganee. bonee Toro, 3BykonoapaxaHus

MO CTaHOBWUTBCH  WUCTOYHMKOM  obBpasoBaHus
MONMHO3HAYHbIX CIOB: 2asKamb, KyKyWwKa, KyKapekamb,
MsiyKame.

Ho ecnu 6bl 3Ta Teopusa Gbina BepHa, TO NN Ha
BCEM 3eMHOM LLape OOIMKHbI Obinn Bbl Kakne-To NPocTble
BELUM Ha3biBaTb OAMHAKOBO WNNM O KpanHem mepe
noxoxe. Tak, KaXeTcsl, YTO YMxaHue B pPasHbIX A3blKaX
OOIMKHO  M3obpaxaTbCa OAMHAKOBbIMKW  3Bykamn. Ha
camMoM >Xe Aene B OAHMX dA3blkax (pOACTBEHHbLIX ApYyr
OpYyry) aTM crnoBa CXOAHbl mMexay cobon, a B Opyrux
COBEpPLUEHHO pas3nuyHbl. BOT Heckonbko NpPUMEpPOB:
@HITMIMACKUN — amyy, UCNaHCKUA — am4uc, HEMELKUA —
Xxamuwiu, PYCCKUA — anyxu, PpaHLy3CcKui — amuwiysH. 310
B 6nun3kmx a3bikax. A No-siNOHCKN — ay-2y, B HOoHe3un —
g8axuHa. 3Ha4yuT, 3ByKOMNoApaxaTesnbHble CMOB B s13blkax
CpaBHUTENBHO HemHoro. CregoBaTenbHO, [aHHasd
TEOpUs He B COCTOSAHUM OOBACHUTE NPOUCXOXAEHME
A3blKa.

MexxOomemHasi meopusi COCTOUT B TOM, YTO MEpPBbIMU
crnosamu Obinu

HENPOWU3BOSIbHbIE BLIKPUKK, MEXOOMETUS, CBSA3aHHbIE C
BblpaXXEHMEM  3MOUMIA  4yeroBeka, OOYCNOBNEHHbIX
Gonblo, rofodom, CTpaxoM, pagocTbio. BoT  kak
Bblpa3nTENbHO NULLIET 00 3TOM aMepPUKaAHCKUA JIMHIBUCT
®paHknumn doncoM: «Yx!» - MOXeT ObITb, Tak BOCKIMKHYI
OfHaXdbl OOUCTOPUYECKUA OXOTHUK, LUBBLIPHYB Ha3eMb
OMeHs1, KOTOPOro OH npuTallMi B cTombuwie. A 4neHbl
ero cembu, MOXeT ObITb, CTanuM MOBTOPATb 3TOT 3BYK
Kaxgbli pa3 nocne Tskénom pabotbl. «Oro! » - Tak,
MOXET OblTb, 3TOT 3BYK BbIOOXHYMA >XE€Ha OXOTHUKA,
pasgenbiBas OfleHs HE CIIULWIKOM OCTPbIM KaMHeM 3a
HeMMeHneM Hoxa. «AW!» - MOrmo BbIpBaTbCs Yy €€
MarieHbOKOro CblHa, Koraa OH BbIXBaTUIT KYCOK ropsiyero
Msica npsMoO U3 orHa u  obxérca. CnegoBaTernibHO,
cuMTann CTOPOHWUKM 3TOM Teopwuwn, YenoBeK nepenasarn
CBOU OLLYLLIEHUA MeXO0MEeTUAMU, KOTopble 3aKpenunucb
B oOnpefernéHHon cutyauum u B Xode JanbHeunllero
pasBMTUSA CTanuM eauMHbIMK OJ19 BCEX YIIEHOB [OaHHOro
coobwecTtBa, npeBpatMBwucb B croea. OpHako
OOMbLUMHCTBO CIIOB £3blka, Ha3bIBAKOWNX NpeameTbl U
SIBMEHUS, HKAaK HEe CBSI3aHO C MEXO0METUSMU.

CoumanbHble Teopumn nNponcxoxngeHua A3blka
[aHHble Teopumn OOBACHAT MOsIBNEHNE s3blka
0o0LecTBEHHbIMK ﬂOTpe6HOCTﬂMM, BO3HUKLLNMMN B

npouecce Tpyda W B  pe3ynbrate  pasBUTUSA
YenoBeyeckoro co3HaHus. K coumanbHbiM Teopusim
pasBuMTUA A3blka OTHOCATCH Teopusi  CcoLMarbHOro
JoroBsopa u Teopust TPy40BbIX BbIKPUKOB.

B Teopwu coyuanbHo2o doz2o8opa, BrepBble
npegnoXeHHON aHTUYHbIM  cbunocodom  [uogopom

CUUMNUACKUM 1 ONYYUBLLEN LUMPOKOE pacnpoCTpaHeHne
B XVIII Beke, A3bIK paccMaTpuBaeTCH Kak CO3HaTeflbHoe
n3obpeTteHne nogen Ha onpeaenéHHoM atane pasBuTust
yenoseyeckoro obuwectsa: nwAW Npuvaymanu  A3blK
Korga, oH um noHagobuncs. Ho Beab Ans Toro, 4toOsbl
OOroBOpPUTBECA O YEM-TO, HYXHO Obino 6bl yxe nmeTb
Kakoe-TO  cpeacTtBo  OOWeHMsd, TO ecTb  S3blK.
CnepoBartenbHO, JaHHAa Teopus He MoXeT OObACHUTb
npovcxoxaeHne s3blka. dopmmpoBaHue NA3blka MONo
OCYLLECTBMATLCS TOMBbKO NOCTEMEHHO.

B koHue cemuaecaTbix rogoB XIX Beka dunocod Jl.
Hyape BbIOBMHYN Tak HasbiBaeMylo Tpy4yBYH TEOpUIO
NPOVCXOXAEHUS  fA3blka, WM Teoputo  mpydos8bix
8bikpukos. OH cnpaBeanMBO MOAYEPKMBAr, 4YTO npwu
COBMECTHON paboTe BLIKPMKM U BO3rMackl obnerdawT u
OpraHun3yloT TPYAOBYIO AeATeNbHOCTb. «Korga eHLmnHbI
npsayT, a congaTbl MapwwupyloT, - nucan Hyape, oHu
nobaT conpoBoXxaaTtb CBOK paboty OGonee nnu meHee
pUTMUYECKMMM BO3rnacamu. OTU BbIKPUKK, BHa4vane
HEMNPOM3BOSbHbIE,  MOCTENEHHO  NpeBpaTMnMCb B
CUMBOSbl TPYAOBLIX NpoueccoB. [lepBoHavanbHO A3bIK
Obin HabopoM rnaronbHbIX KOpHeW». 3Ta Teopwsi, Mo
CyTW, SAINBAETCS BaTMAHTOM MeEXOOMEeTHOW. Bugumo, B
npouecce COBMECTHOW [AeATENbHOCTU BbLIKPUKA MMENM
MECTO, HO MarioBepoATHO, YTO A3bIK B LIENTOM Pa3BuUIICS
13 3BYKOB, MMMEIOLLNX UHCTUHKTMBHbBIN XapakTep.

TpynoBas Teopus NPOUCXOXAEHUS A3blKa
passuMBanacb B pabote @. JHrenbca «[nanektuka
npypoael » B rmaBe «Ponb Tpygoa B npouecce

npespaweHnsa obesbsHbl B YenoBeka ». B aton paborte
BO3HMKHOBEHUE s3blka MNPEACTaBNEHO KakK OYeHb
ONUTeNbHbIA U OYeHb CNOXHbIA NPOLECC, Bbl3BaHHbIN
psaoM npuymH. ®. QHrenbc CBSA3bIBAET BO3HMKHOBEHMWE
Kak 4enoBeka, Tak W #43blka C MpoLeccoM Tpyaa.
«PasButne Tpyga, - nuweT OH, - NO HEOOXOAMMOCTM
cnocobcTBoBano 6ornee TECHOMY CMNMIOYEHUIO YNEHOB
obulecTBa, Tak Kak bnarogapst emy cTanu yYacTtbl cryyau
B3aUMHOW MOAAEPXKKMA, COBMECTHOW OesATEeNbHOCTU AnA
Kaxgoro  oTgenbHoro  uneHa. KopoTko  roeops,
opMUpOBABLUNECH MNOAU MPULLIIM K TOMY, YTO Y HUX
nosiBunack rnompebHocmb 4mMo-mo cka3amb OpYyr ApYyry.
MotpebHocTb co3gana cebe cBOW OpraH: HepassuTas
roptaHb  00€e3bsiHbl  MEOJIEHHO, HO  HEYKITOHHO
npeobpasoBbiBanacb NyTéM mMoaynsumm anst Bcé donee
pasBUTON MOAYNSLMKM, a oOpraHbl pTa MOCTENEHHO
Hay4Yanucb MPOM3HOCUTb OAMH YNeHopasdernbHblA 3BYK
3a gpyrum». U panee: «CHavana Tpya, a 3aTteMm U
BMEMTE C HMM 4reHopasgesfibHasa peyb SABUMMCL ABYMS
CaMbIMU FMaBHbIMU CTUMYNaMW, NO4 BIIUSHUEM KOTOPbIX
MO3r 06e3bsHbI NoCcTeHeno npeepaTuncs B
4YernoBeYeCKNn MO3r, KOTOPbI NMpPU BCEM CBOEM CXOACTBE
¢ 06e3bsHbUM Janeko NPeBOCXOAUT €ro no BENMYUHE U
COBEPLLEHCTBY».

®. OHrenbC nopgyepkMBaeT, 4YTO  BOMPOC O
NPOVCXOXOEHUN £3blka HeoTgenuM OT Bomnpoca o
NpouCXoXxaeHnn vernoseka. [1oaToMy ans pelleHns 3Ton
npobnembl TpebyeTca NPUBNUYEHNE OAHHBIX TaKMX Hayk,
Kak aTHorpagus, aHTponosnorus, apxeonorus,
naneoHtonormss M obwas uMCTopus, YTO  HaLmMo
oTpaxeHne B buocoyuasibHOU TEeOpWUU MPOUCXOXOEHUS
A3bIKa.

N3yyeHne KOMMYHMKATMBHBIX CUCTEM XXWUTBOTHbIX
BooOLle M 4yenoBeKkoobpa3sHbix 06e3bsH B 0COBGEHHOCTU
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MO3BOMMWIIO YYEHBIM B MOCneHue gecatnnetua XX Beka
MNPUATU K MOHMMaHUIO ECTECTBEHHOrO MPOUCXOXOEHNS
YeroBeYecKkoro £3blka W3 KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX CUCTEM
yenosekoobpasHbix 06e3bsH. CoBpeMeHHble NnpuMaThl
nmetot go 300 curHanoB BepbanbHOro n HeeepbanbHOro
XapakTtepa, KOTOpbIMU OHM 3(EKTUBHO MOMb3YHOTCA B
NnoBCeAHEBHOM B3aumMoAencTBuu Apyr ¢ apyrom. B
npotecce aBonoLnn YyenosekoobpasHon 06e3bsiHbl. JTa
cuctemMa  He  umcuyesna, a  yCoBepLUeHCTBOBanach,
MOCKONbKY pasBUTME MoO3ra YerioBeka B pe3ynbraTe
Tpyga TpeboBano ycrnoxHeHus bopm B3aumMoOenmcTBust
yernoseyecknx ocober, YTO M  CTUMyNMpOBarso
KONMMYECTBEHHOE  YBENWYEHME  CWUrHaNMoB U KX
cneumanu3aumio. B peun nepBoObITHOrO Yenoseka Obinu
N MEeXOOMETUH, W 3BYKOMNOApaXaHwus, W TpyooBble
BbIKDUKM — BCE 3T 3MEMEHTbl BOLUMM BMNOCNeACTBUN B
pasBMBaBLUMINCA U COBPLUEHCTBOBABLUUACA  S3bIK
yenopeyectsa — 3TO CUCTEMA KOMMYHUKATUBHbIX
curHanoB nepBoOObITHBIX MOAEN, yHacnegoBaHHas MMn
OT 00e3bsiHbIX NPeaKoB N AOBEAEHHAs OO0 COBEPLUEHCTBA
B MpoLecce 3BOMOLUN.

B nTore MOXHO ckasaTb 4YTO €CTb He Marno Teopwuu
NpouCXoXaeHnst Asblika. Mbl nocTtopannch BbISICHUTb
HeKkoTopuMe B HaleM WCCNeaoBaHuM. B pycckon
nuHrencTuke, (AnpecsiH, CTepHuH, YapbikoBa, [lonosa,
Bapbiwes, KyHeloBa...) BOMpoOC O NPOVCXOXAEHUN SA3bIKa
cBA3biBaeTca 6eCcnopHo C BOMPOCOM O MPOMCXOXOEHUN
Yyenoseka .
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