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Abstract: The article investigates the problem of collocability, which has been a
common concern among linguists, lexicographers and language teachers recently. 
They find the linguistic aspect of collocation interesting, because words do not exist in 
isolation from other words in language. They exist and co-occur with other words. In 
every language the vocabulary consists of single words and multiword expressions.
Collocations are among those multiword expressions. The significance of the topic 
made linguists conduct numerous studies on collocations in different ways. The aim of 
the article is to explore collocations in cognitive and functional approach.

Keywords: collocation, co-occurrence, functional, cognitive, language, grammar

INTRODUCTION
Collocations, which are considered as building blocks in language maintain their

importance in phraseology. Co-occurrence of words and their patterns have been 
observed since XIX century and are still considered as a case study in linguistics. 
Consequently, the linguistic research on word associations is vast. Firth's suggestion
to look at the "company that words keep" has been operationalized in a number of 
different ways and has been explored in a number of different contexts (Firth, 1934).

Functional and cognitive approach is an alternative framework for the study of 
collocations. Cognitive models reflect people's experience and knowledge about the
world. Pauwels (2000) uses a "cognitive linguistic approach to verbal meaning" in 
his studies.

WHAT IS FUNCTIONAL AND WHAT IS COGNITIVE
ABOUT THE LANGUAGE?

Linguists try to draw a distinction between functional and cognitive language' 
use. Hansen (1998) mentions that functional linguists object the idea that language 
structure can and should be studied independently of the communicative function of 
the language, whereas cognitive linguists would object to the opinion that language is 
situated in a special module in the brain, which is considered to be separate from our 
general cognitive abilities.

Functionalism itself distinguishes three main strands. 
Firstly, it considers conservative functionalism that does not challenge generative

grammar and merely adds functional perspective.
Second, extreme functionalism is mentioned in Hopper's work, which "rejects the 

validity of any notion of structure other than that of discourse structure and seeks a 
radical reduction of grammar to discourse" (Hopper, 1987).
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Third, moderate functionalism is thought to be alternative to formal theories. Also
it does not reduce grammatical structures to discourse structures. Van Valin (2001) 
considers that moderate functionalists "view grammar structure as strongly influenced
by semantics and pragmatics and undertake to explore the interaction of structure 
and function in language".

In linguistics the overall model was formed as Systemic Functional Grammar, 
which has a strong focus on language as a resource rather than just a system of rules.
It creates a suitable framework for exploring collocations. However, collocations are
treated as a feature of text cohesion based on tendency to co-occur. Halliday (1994) 
gives a clear distinction between expressions like "move the piano" and "play the piano",
in which functional role of the verb can be considered as an independent "participant".

Cognitivism emphasizes on linguistic knowledge as part of general cognition and 
on meaning based on conventionalized conceptual "structures", such as metaphors,
image schemas and mental space. Functional linguists would argue that; conceptual 
structures do not represent autonomous system. They are part of social process of 
communication: "Function recruits conceptualization for purpose" (Harder, 2001). 
Cognitivists claim that: "Language is shaped and constrained by the functions it serves
and by a great number of related factors: environmental, biological, psychological, 
developmental, historical and sociocultural".

Lakoff & Johnson (1991) argue that, there is no "fully autonomous faculty of 
reason separate from and independent of bodily capacities such as perception and 
movement". The question they are researching is whether conceptual inference uses
the same brain structures as perceptual motor inference and that consequently much of 
conceptual inference can be said to be sensorimotor inference. In the process of 
language acquisition, after a period in which experience in the sensorimotor domain,
like seeing, is conflated with evaluation in the epistemic domain, like knowing, the 
child manages to distinguish between the two, which is when conceptual metaphor
emerges, accounting for statements like "You see what I'm saying?" The verb throw
has experienced the same kind of changes, from throw a ball to throw a party. The 
technical expressions make a steady progress and accept responsibility are considered
as cognitively challenged word combinations.

At the same time, function should be defined in greater detail to be able to 
appreciate how functions recruit conceptualizations. Harder (2001) makes a clear 
definition: "the special kind of activity proper to anything; the mode of action by 
which it fulfils its purpose". More special meanings are then derived from different 
kinds of purposes dependent on special contexts, as when we talk about the function
of a word in contrast to its form, or about the possibility of a lexical item developing a 
more functional role. The word circuit collocates with such words composition as 
racing circuit, closed circuit, integrated circuit, circuit training and circuit judge, 
although it largely depends on the context we use them in order to guess a proper 
meaning of those collocations. A function thus involves action for the purpose of 
achieving an effect defined by the context: "when we describe something in terms of
function, we change the emphasis from the thing itself to its contextual role, which 
determines the norm in terms of which its function is defined" (Harder, 2001).
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CONCLUSION
Based on the functional and cognitive approaches, it should be highlighted that 

cognitive linguistic tends to give a clear explanation for language as being based on 
conceptualization and cognitive routines. Combined with functional linguistics, which
emphasizes more on social and communicative role of language, collocations maintain
greater explanatory potential than a view of conventional expressions as arbitrary 
combinations, taking into account the fact that they fail to co-occur according to 
general rules in a fully predictable way.
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