Chapter 1

A COGNITIVE LINGUISTIC ANALYSIS ON
COURSE BOOKS THAT TEACH TURKISH
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INTRODUCTION

Although there are various linguistic approaches to language
teaching, words, vocabulary networks, and speech acts that are
formed by these vocabulary networks form the basis of language
teaching. Some researchers (Evert, 2008; Hoey, 2005; Harwood,
2002; Croft, 2001; Hudson, 1994; Lewis, 1998) state that langua-
ge knowledge is also composed of word networks. Croft (2001)
goes further and suggests that there is no language knowledge.
Therefore, the multi-layered nets formed by words and words
are also the basis of speech and writing. Historical linguistics,
first language acquisition studies have also emphasized the im-
portance of the lexical approach in the recent period. Historical
linguistics studies show how a word becomes grammatical over
time. Similarly, in the studies of first language acquisition, it is
stated that children are tonguing through a limited vocabulary
before learning the language. Bloomfield (1933) and Firth (1951,
1957) started to gain the importance of word teaching in their
second language acquisition and teaching work, and after 1980
the work of language teaching was accelerated. In the field of ge-
neral linguistics Langacker (1987, 1991), along with Evans and
Green (2006), revealed the importance of word acquisition. Even
Chomsky (1995), one of the most important advocates of langu-
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9. Whether or not the first language spoken word linguistic stu-
dies affect second language acquisition and whether second
language learners pass through similar processes should be
investigated.

10. The opinions of the learner about the grammatical and lexical
grammatical studies should be taken and the teaching and
material should be rearranged according to these interpreta-
tions.
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