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Abstract 

 

Under the Cognitive Linguistics framework the paper aims at revealing the significant role of the stative 

format in the system of linguistic knowledge representation. According to the cognitive theory of 

language as a unity of representative, communicative, and interpretive aspects, the stative format of 

linguistic knowledge is understood as a form of linguistic interpretation of knowledge about the world 

with a common conceptual basis of absence of change. The study focuses on ascribing conceptual and 

linguistic dominance in stative interpretation. On the conceptual level the stative dominance consists in 

the fundamental importance of stative concepts for human cognition and communication that provides 

realization of their dominant role in human conceptual system. Stative conceptualization on the basic 

level leads to forming such psychologically significant binary concepts, as HEALTH and ILLNESS etc. 

The super ordinate level is represented by STATE OF AFFAIRS concept which finds actualization in 

such conceptual and thematic domains as FACTUAL REALITY, PROJECTED REALITY and 

POTENTIAL REALITY. The subordinate level of stative conceptualization is formed by types and kinds 

of basic states. Its prototypical non-closed structure is formed by linguistic units performing interpretive 

stative function. Categorical analysis of linguistic stativity units results in revealing core and periphery 

areas on the basis of the following criteria: primary character of stative function performance, its 

predicative syntactic position, and its semantic correlation with the corresponding conceptual and 

thematic domain. Thus, we claim that the study of the cognitive space of stativity proves STATE to be a 

cognitive dominant of linguistic cognition.  
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1. Introduction 

The overview of a large and growing research on stative forms in different languages shows 

inconsistency and lack of theoretical explanation of the principles the knowledge about the world is 

represented in the stative format. Though different aspects of this problem were discussed (Barsalou, 

2012; Boldyrev, 2014, 2016, 2018; Jackendoff, 1995; Michaelis, 2011; Pavlova, 2016, 2018), the 

systemic ascription of dominant principle realization was not taken yet.   

To begin with, even ancient Greeks considered the category of state to be essential for human 

cognition and included it in the list of 10 significantly important categories. From that time on the notion 

of state was in the focus of research in philosophical, psychological, physiological and linguistic studies 

(Lektorskiy, 2007; Prokhorov, Valiullina, Gabdreeva, Garifullina, & Mendelevich, 2011; Danilova & 

Krylova, 2005; Greimas & Fontanille, 2007). Among the theories pertaining for the present study it’s 

crucial to mention one within the Philosophy of Language approach. The study taken in the middle of the 

XXth century by one of the precursors of Cognitive Linguistics, Vendler (1957) results in a four-part 

classification which was a starting point for many other attempts to study different so called “types of 

situations” (Kenny, 2003; Mourelatos, 1978) or “eventuality types” (Bach, 1986) (Fig. 01). The latter, 

based on the data of the English language, is the most influential for the present study and gives rise to 

grounding STATE as dominant of linguistic cognition.  

Figure 01.  Bach’s eventuality types classification 

 

The most challenging area of this classification is the criteria for defining a state to be static or 

dynamic. The examples in Bach (1986) represent pure static situations with genuine states (e.g. “be in 

New York”, “own (a house)”, “love (one’s cat)”, “resemble (one’s uncle)”, “be tall”, “be intelligent”, “be 

sane”) and dynamic state situations (“sit”, “stand”, “lie”, “be drunk”, “be present”, “be sick”) which are 

very unstable, easy to be changed (Bach, 1986), forming the transition area between state and non-state 

conceptualizations.  

So, the paper aiming at revealing the pivotal role of state as a form of linguistic cognition firstly 

gives a brief overview of history of the problem pointing out the key theories, secondly highlights the 

data, research questions and methods of the study and finally provides important insights into grounding 

STATE dominant role.   
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2. Problem Statement 

As the study taken under the Cognitive Linguistics (CL) framework, some cognitive English 

grammar assumptions should be pointed out. As it is generally known, CL posits that human thought is 

organized around two basic types of conceptual units: things and relations. As relations can’t be thought 

of without things, they manifest their dependency from things, both forming the conceptual core of a 

situation. According to Radden and Dirven (2007), things and relations can be conceptualized as existing 

in “factual reality”, “projected reality”, “potential reality” or as unreal (p. 173) (Fig. 02). Focusing on the 

situations thought of as real we omit unreal conceptualizations because they have a completely different 

grammatical form of their representation, so, it is irrelevant to our aim. Coming back to various kinds of 

relations we pay attention to two main types which are pointed out on the criterion of presence or absence 

of change, dynamicity and stativity correspondently. The latter is considered as a state-forming 

conceptual characteristic which presupposes homogeneity, meaning that states consist of phases that are 

all the same. Being grounded in one of superordinate conceptual structures of factual, projected or 

potential reality, states are viewed as known (past states) and  immediate (present states), projected 

(future states) and potential (modal states), the latter being conceptualized as possible, necessary, 

obligatory, compulsory, etc.   

 

                               

Figure 02.  Types of state reality status 

 

Further typology of states is based on the boundedness as one of state-structuring conceptual 

characteristics. According to it, states can be viewed as inherently unbounded (lasting states) and 

implicitly bounded (temporary states). Depending on the specificity of duration as another state-structural 

characteristic, lasting states in their turn are viewed as indefinitely lasting, habitual and everlasting. As 

Radden & Dirven (2007) argue, “indefinitely lasting states are conditions that last for an indefinite time 

but may eventually cease to exist” (p. 191). So, indefinitely lasting states can be interpreted as tending to 

change characteristics, as human emotional states, perceptual states, mental states, states of being and 

possessing, etc., for example: 

He missed her (psychological state). 

She knows the address (mental state). 
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He will love her (emotional state). 

Another type of lasting states is habitual states which are defined as successions of indefinitely 

recurrent equivalent situations, for example: 

He wears uniform at work (human habitual state based on employer requirements). 

In the English language habitual states are construed as if losing the sight of interruptions and are 

represented as forming a homogeneous lasting state. They can be expressed as present habits, customs, 

occupations or former and no longer existing, for example: 

Sam smokes cigarettes (personal habit). 

The Japanese make excellent cars (social custom). 

She lives in Moscow (place of residence). 

Mary works for General Motors (occupation). 

One more type of lasting states is everlasting states, their existence or truth is timeless and 

unchangeable. That is the reason for them not to be used in the past or future, the continuous aspect is 

also impossible for them. So, they interpret geographical locations, physical laws, definitions, eternal 

truths and proverbial truths, or generalizations that are believed to be true. For example: 

All physical objects occupy space (physical law). 

Bodies not acted upon by a force move at constant speed in a straight line (law of inertia).    

A circle is a continuous curved line, the points of which are always the same distance away from 

a fixed central point, or the area inside such a line (definition). 

The appetite grows with eating (proverbial truth) (Fig. 03). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 03.  Typology of states 

 

As we mention, implicitly bounded, or temporary, states, are pointed out as a separate type 

because of interpreting situations as homogeneous absence of change but presupposing either the end of 

https://doi.org/
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this state and beginning of the other, or an extremely unstable character of state. For example, indefinitely 

lasting states can be construed as temporary if interpret some human position in space, as in  

We are standing in a queue and waiting for our turn to ride through the roundabout (temporary 

positional state). If the bearer of state is not a human being, but a natural object or artifact the cognitive 

context of the statively conceptualized situation helps realizing the more stable character of their stativity 

and in this case the state is viewed as inherently unbounded, for example: 

His bike sits in the garage collecting dust (indefinitely lasting state). 

Like some indefinitely lasting states, habitual states can last temporarily. Usually it is again the 

matter of our world knowledge. Speaking about sleep we know that as a human physiological state it can 

last long, but not indefinitely, so to enhance its present or past moment duration we may say He is 

sleeping now, but such examples are relatively small in number. 

So, this briefly conveyed typology of states in English not only outlines the key stative conceptual 

characteristics but forms a basis for pointing out different aspects of state domination in thought and 

language.   

 

3. Research Questions 

The main research question of this study is: 

What significantly important aspects do provide considering state as a dominant form of linguistic 

cognition?   

 

4. Purpose of the Study 

The present study aims at showing the outstanding role of state as a form of linguistic cognition 

revealing the dominant principle of stative concept organization and its verbal representation.  

 

5. Research Methods 

In order to reveal state domination in language and thought we use the conceptual analysis of 

stative forms. This analysis helps deciphering basic, superordinate and subordinate levels of stative 

concept. The categorical analysis of linguistic stativity is used to reveal its structural specificity.   

 

6. Findings 

It is common knowledge that our world is constantly changing, so, to have the chance to fix 

relations among things in general and conceptualize results of the changing a man has a cognitive ability 

“to stop the moving world” and interpret its characteristics statively with the help of language. As our 

previous studies argue, according to the Theory of Linguistic Interpretation, language is considered to be 

a system of interpretation of world and knowledge about the world (Boldyrev, 2014, 2016, 2018).  Using 

computer metaphor, we can say that knowledge about the world is formatted by language aiming to 

construe different forms of linguistic cognition. Each form is a unique system of linguistic units with the 
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hierarchy of conceptual characteristics which is a ground for corresponding linguistic category. STATE is 

viewed as one of such forms of linguistic cognition (Pavlova, 2016, 2018).  

Its pivotal role for human cognition and communication can hardly be overestimated. It can be 

revealed both on the conceptual and linguistic levels. In the contemporary English language the system of 

stative forms is rather diverse, thus, the concept of state promises to have a complicated structure as an 

absence of change can be conveyed in different ways. It highlights the multidimensional structure of 

STATE with vast conceptual space of stativity. Such dimension as FEELINGS and EMOTIONS, 

PHYSICAL STATE, SOCIAL STATUS, and FINANCIAL STATE cover the most psychologically 

significant spheres of human life in general, and it also contributes to STATE dominant role in human 

conceptual system. The basic level of the concept of state is formed by binary conceptual structures 

revealing the dominant role of states, some of them are LOVE-HATE, HEALTH-ILLNESS, JOY-

ANGER, etc. Fig. 04 ascribes levels of  love conceptualization in contemporary English. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 04.  Levels of stative conceptualization in the domain of EMOTIONS 

 

On the linguistic level the stative concept is represented by the category of linguistic stativity 

which includes lexical and syntactical units with stative semantics. Taking into account a strong 

stativization power of linguistic cognition, the category of linguistic stativity has an open and 

continuously widening prototypical structure. Categorical analysis of linguistic stativity, formed by 

numerous linguistic units performing interpretive stative function, results in revealing core and periphery 

areas on the basis of the following criteria: primary character of stative function performance, its 

predicative syntactic position, and its semantic correlation with the corresponding conceptual and 

thematic domain. So, the core area is formed with  

predicative adjectives (He is ill) and participles (She is disappointed),  

prepositional phrases (He is in danger),  

predicate nominals (She is a student),  

and the number of so-called stative verbs (He loves her).  

As a result of the analysis we argue that the core area of linguistic stativity represents indefinitely 

lasting states covering the semantic areas of the states of being and existing, psychological states, 

emotional states, mental states, perceptual states, states of possession and various relational states.  

The nearest to the core periphery area represents temporary, habitual states and is formed with  
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verbs with state semantics which can be used in the progressive aspect: mental state verbs, 

positional verbs, bodily sensation verbs (He is thinking it over; They are sitting now in front of him);  

reified nouns (humility, astonishment, freedom);  

verbs denoting successions of indefinitely recurrent equivalent situations (She works in the 

hospital; He lives in Stockholm; They smoke a lot). 

The far periphery area represents everlasting states covering the semantics of physical laws, 

definitions, and eternal truths, generalizations which claim to be true and proverbial truths which are 

believed to be true. The far periphery area is formed with such syntactical units as  

constructions with stative semantics (He had his immune system completely wiped out with 

chemotherapy); 

simple sentences (Water is denser than ice); 

complex sentences (When you wish good for others, good things come to you; Anything that 

moves through air reacts to aerodynamics).  

Stative domination in language is also vividly identified in the creative linguistic mechanisms of 

stative interpretation of world knowledge. For example, linguistic interpretation of LOVE can be 

metaphorical, metonymical, ironical, etc., for example:    

“He was only the second man she had kissed, and this instance was beyond the realm of what had 

preceded it, colored as it was by years of unrequited longing. Little explosions took place inside her as 

her blood raced around at super speed and her heart fought to escape her chest” (Moyes, 2010, p. 

143). 

When she read his notes, her skin prickled, her heart raced. She recognized these words (Moyes, 

2010, p. 79). 

He smelt of the sun, as if it had seeped deep into his skin, and I found myself inhaling silently, 

as if he were something delicious (Moyes, 2012, p. 264). 

She was mine. I knew that, and I was profoundly grateful (Moyes, 2007, p. 328). 

Even as his eyes filled with love, his hands moved slowly… (Moyes, 2014, p. 436). 

These examples of metaphoric, metonymic and simile interpretations of LOVE witnessed high 

figurative potential in representation of basic states and shed light on the general interpretive nature of 

stative form of linguistic cognition. This finding is considered as one of implications of stative dominance 

in thought and language.   

 

7. Conclusion 

The grounding of STATE to play a fairly pronounced role in human conceptual system became 

possible due to its viewing as an interpretive format of knowledge. Fixing the constantly moving world in 

language our linguistic cognition statively construes the knowledge about the world according to a set of 

conditions. As the study shows, these conditions are instantiated by a state-forming characteristic 

(absence of change) and state-structuring characteristics (boundedness and duration). Interpretation of 

knowledge about the world in the stative format results in the typology of states as implicitly bounded and 

inherently unbounded with the further types according to the kind of their duration. The psychological 

significance of basic stative concepts is one of leading aspects of state dominance on the conceptual level. 
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Moreover, the non-closed prototypical structure of the category of linguistic stativity also contributes to 

pivotal role of stative form. This study bridges the gap between grammar and vocabulary in the 

investigation of dominant aspects in linguistic cognition organization.    
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