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The article deals with cognitive linguistics and its place in modern scientific paradigm and reveals the notion of the 

concept and its structure. The object of research is the paremiological zone of concept «woman» and «man» in modern 

German 
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Possible boldly confirm that in modern exploratory tradition has not got the sufficient development a collation 

individually-creative manners Sergeya Esenina and Vladimira Vysockogo. In light said above special urgency gains the 

givenned study an thanatological motive in artistic space two poets that, certainly, is indicative of need of the 

fundamental development given problems and about introduction her(it) in philological everyday life. The Method of 

the study is relatively-history method with element mythocriticism and psychoanalytical of the method 
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