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Abstract: Currently, two terms are used interchangeably in research on this topic: "world view" 

and "world model". However, in our opinion, there is a serious difference in their meaning. The 

word "model" sounds like a logically organized, planned thing, "and the concept of a landscape has 

a somewhat special character, it reflects elements of creativity. For this reason, we will use the term 

"worldview" more often hereafter. 
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Introduction 

According to G.V. Kovshansky, "world view" is the main concept that reflects the characteristics 

of a person and his life, his interactions with the wider world, as well as the conditions necessary 

for him to live in this world. "The world view is the main global image of the world, which is the 

basis for human perception of the world, reflects the essential features of the world in the 

understanding of the bearers of such a view, and is the result of all the spiritual activity of a 

person." The author specifically notes that this is always a subjective image of objective reality, 

because the world view is not a mirror image of events in reality, but only an interpretation. 

"Worldview" is characterized by change, therefore it has a dynamic tone and is oriented towards 

the process of cognition. It arises in the process of human relations with the world, in which the 

experience and forms of relations are characterized by great diversity. 

1) a linguistic reflection of the world scene, which operates outside of us, without depending on us 

at all, and which has its own special relations and connections between its objects; 

2) obtaining from the language a picture of the world that exists outside of us, with special relations 

and connections between its objects, that act without dependence on us at all. 

The author notes that "in the first case, the researcher goes from the uniformity of the objective 

world for all languages to the diversity of world views, and in the second case, from the diversity 

of world views in language(s) to the uniformity of the objective world. In the first case, a linguistic 

reality is constructed, in the second case, objectivity outside language is created. It is worth noting 

that until now researchers have made a number of conclusions regarding the first and second 

aspects of this problem. It is noted that the following set of factors participate in the formation of a 

linguistic unit: 1) extralinguistic - factors related to the objective nature of reality reflected in 

thought and language; 2) factors related to the laws of reflection of the conceptual-objective world 

in the human mind; 3) in particular, the factors related to the special laws that apply to human 

language. 

Interpreting the relationship between language and culture is an extremely complex task. 

Language, thought, culture - these are phenomena that are always in motion and change. In order to 
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study them, it is necessary to stop them, but it will no longer be that "language", "thought", 

"culture", or rather, they will not be themselves: they are o remains motionless, separated from 

each other. 

It is impossible to define what was primary, but the fact is that there is no ethnos without a 

language, and the death of a language means the destruction of both the ethnos and the culture. 

The destruction of any culture always occurs in exactly one way - through the isolation of cultural 

elements, that is, when symbolism leaves life as a result of changes in living conditions, language 

as a separate element of culture also dies. 

Thus, language, thought, and culture are so closely intertwined that in practice they form a three-

component whole, none of which can function (and therefore function) without the other two 

components. All of them interact with the surrounding world, reflect it and shape it at the same 

time. In doing so, they create phenomena called worldscapes. 

A.A. Vetrov concludes the above-mentioned thoughts and writes: the linguistic landscape of the 

world can be imagined in two models: 1) language model, 2) conceptual model. The content, 

presentation style and methods of these models are not the same. 

G.V. Kovshansky cites the following aspects related to the "world view" problem: 

1. In the non-objectified (non-materialized) state of the human world view, such a view is 

considered the "field" of localization; 

2. "Worldscape" is created by a person in the following cases: a) as a result of the objectification 

and objectification of the images of the world that are the basis of life activity, this is 

essentially the re-emergence of the image of the world, and b) the development of new images 

in the process of reflection as a result, it consists in the construction of the image of the world; 

3. The view of the world is not a mirror image of reality, but its interpretation in a certain way, 

because "any view of the world created by seeing the world through certain prisms always 

inevitably contains signs of human subjectivity, individuality "The world view is the basis of 

human perception of the world, and it embodies its main features" which is related to the 

anthropocentricity of the language. 

Conclusion 

Competence, integrity, and focus on a specific goal resonate in this phrase "visualization of the 

landscape". When the world becomes a landscape, it reacts to the existence in general as if it were 

the object on which a person focuses all his attention, and therefore he tries to keep this landscape 

in the treasury of his imagination. In essence, the realized world view does not mean the view that 

describes the world, but the world that is understood in the sense of such a view. When it comes to 

the world view, a fundamental solution to the existence in general is given. The existence of a 

being is sought and found in the image of this being. 
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