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Pratarme

Kultiira kaip Zmogaus karyba neatsiejama nuo kalbos.
Kalba kultiiroje - ne tik priemoné, bet ir egzistencijos
bidas, kuris savo ruoztu persmelkia karyba. Kurdami
mes ple¢iame kultaros prasmes, taip tesdami ir atnau-
jindami tradicijg. Todél drauge tai - komunikacija kartu
kuriamoje gyvenamojoje aplinkoje.

Sis Santalkos numeris pavadinimu Kalbos modeliai
kultiiros filosofijoje tesia ankstesnio numerio tema Kalba,
visuomené ir supratimas (Santalka, t. 15, Nr. 1). Ciakalba
kaip kultaros veiksnys nagrinéjama dviem pjaviais: kaip
komunikacija ir kaip prasmes telkinys, veikiantis masy
egzistencijg. Taip numeryje atsirado dvi dalys: Kultiiros
komunikacijos bei Prasmé, Zenklas ir egzistencija.

Autoriai nagrinéja kalbg kaip komunikacinj ritua-
la (V. Pruskus) ir, atvirk$¢iai, klausia, kokia turéty bati
kultaros tyrimy kalba (L. Medi¢enko). Pabréziama, kad
sgvokos kinta (N. Motrosilova), o Zenklai Zymi naujas
namoji tikrové (T. Kacerauskas) ir kaip ji apibdinama
(N. Motrosilova). Parodoma, kad kalba sieja gyvena-
mosios aplinkos dalyvius, kurie savo ruoztu kuria kalbg
(V. Pruskus, T. Kacerauskas).

Preface

The culture as a human creation is inseparable from the

language. The language in the culture is not only a ve-
hicle but also a way of existence that, on the other hand,
transfuses the creation. During the creation we enlarge
the senses of the culture in order to continue and renew
the tradition. Herewith it is a communication in the en-
vironment we are creating together.

This issue of Santalka named The models of language
in philosophy of culture continues the topic of the last issue
(Santalka (Coactivity), Vol. 15, No 1) Language, Society
and Understanding. The language as a factor of culture is
analyzed here in two sections: as a communication and
as a collection of the senses influencing our existence. In
such way this issue consists of two parts: 1. Communica-
tions of culture; 2. Sense, sign, and existence.

The authors are analyzing the language as a commu-
nicative ritual (V. Pruskus) and vice versa ask what kind
of cultural research should be (L. Medichenko). The aut-
hors notice that the notions mutate (N. Motro$ilova) and
the signs signify the new realities (J. K. Bareviciate). It is
asked what is living reality (T. Kacerauskas) and how it
is to be characterized (N. Motrosilova). It is shown that
the language connects the living environment's partici-
pants who, on the other hand, are creating the language
(V. Pruskus, T. Kac¢erauskas).
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