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ABSTRACT
In article are considered (heoretical questions of the modern dactrine of a discourse. Unlike especially formalistic,
a1 approach the discourse is understood as activity at which occurs in consciousness of the event row speaking and
Zstening to expansion. As final cogitative fcognitive) units of this row the pro-positions considered not as categories of
weic, and as forms of cognitive activity of the person acl.
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O JITHTBHCTHYECKHX H KOI'HHTHBHBIX KATENOPHAX JHCKYPCA

AHHOTALIFA

B emumpe paccMampueqiomca reapemuHEcKIE 80NPoChl cospeMenNnozo yHenua o ouckypee. B amausue om ¢y
ndbo hopmarbhoad, mexemogozo NOOXeda nod DUCKYPCOM RONUMAERCR PEUEMBICAUMETLHER deamensuacie. HPU KOMO-
ot npoucXoOuR 6 CORNANUL 208GPAIES0 U CAYUIAIOUESD pazeepmuisanye cobpmdingzo paoa. KoweuHpl MU MBI CIUmeL=
easld (KOZHUMUEIBLMIY) EOUHUHAMI SMO20 prda SeiCmyNaIom RPOROIUHIL, paccMampueaeMsle He Kax Kamezopiit 10-
UK, O KAK ¢qm1ba KozHUMUEH DU AeameTeHOCTHI HeADEERa.

Knigueesie cRo6a: QUCKYPC, NPOHOSUIIL, HPONOSUNOHATEHOCHIE, npedaoxcenue, KOZHUMUEHO-NPOROIUYUOHATh-
aR Cmpyimypd, COBBIMUIROE WMA, HOMUHATUIALUA.

The discursive approach to language which becatne  "folding” were made. It is clear that all gimilar procedures
-n the last decades to one of leaders in linguistic researches, declared in quality operational and formal actually were
~evertheless, wasn't issued to any certain scientific direc-  carried out on the basis of a language introspection of the
<on with the object of research and the methodology, 1.¢. researcher, on the basis of his language "gompetence”, i.e-
so far there are no Strong reasons o speak about some in-  knowledge which allow to distinguish noted staternents
Zependent paradigm of knowledge. However, as it is pos-  from the abnormal.
sible to notice, questions of a discourse and the discursive It is known, refusal of postulates of a narrow for-
analysis of language are among the most actively devel- malism and their overcoming happened thanks to the ap-
aped in modern linguistics, and in a sense they define the peal to the semantic phenomena defining features of func-
general tendencies in development of scientific knowledge tiening and development of language as led to understand-
of language, in its judgment and interpretation, but fromit ing it asto manifestation of cognitive abilities of human
the concept of a discourse didn't become moTe certain. On consciousness (see [71). Formation of a cognitive paradigm
the other hand a discourse as concept and as the word starts  of language imarked new approach to the discourse cons id-
being used in such values which were already assigned to  ered as one of manifestations or modes of activity of the
other linguistic terms. Nevertheless, linguists mect ininter-  person. In that case it is necessary to change also a view of
pretation of its formal and language nature, considering  a discourse as in it difficult process of a lingvosemiozis al
that the discoutse in actually linguistic sense is that isout-  which the creation of meaning occurs along with an ex-
side the largest language unit — the offer (see works [2}; press of substantial compunents, first of all what form cog-
[3); [4); (51 (6] etc.). Here, naturally, ngeientific inertia”,  mitive and propositional structures is carried out. Becommes
aspiration to pay attention to the phenomena which are go-  obvious and that the offer and its components can be also
ing beyond traditional hierarchical system which at the  considercd as products of discursive activity. In that case 2
lower level has phonetic units, and affects its top — syntac- question what to consider the lower bound of a discourse
tic. At such approach the aspiration to consider a discourse  (in 2 conventional attitude it 1s established usually at the
in the "extending" prospect that led to emergence of such Jevel by the communi cations and the relations), it is neces-
concepts as "a discourse of the language identity of N","a sary 1o formulate a little differently: with what discursive
discourse of sublanguage of X", "Y period discourse”, ete.  activity begins or what to consider discrete (minimum) unit
15 shown. of a discourse? Statement of a similar problem can seem
However the understanding of language as discur-  incorrect owing t0 insufficient definiteness of the concept
sive activity does gquite lawfi ul and a bit different approach, of a discourse and extreme complexity of all processes con-
namely, research of a discourse, so te speak, in the opposite  nected with mental activity of human thinking and con-
direction, 1.e. to pay attention that discursive processes are  sciousness in general. At the same time becomes obvious
shown ot only in expansion of "sense” (sense; the text), that various answers to the decided question depending on
but also in "folding" of sense in more "eompact” structures interpretation of the nature of a discourse are possible.
for the purpose of their use in finished form. Naturally, this Understanding of a discourse as intellectual activity
thought isn't original, MOTGOVET, in some versions of trans- through language formation of the event nature and as in-
formational (generative) grammar it partially was realized  tellectual activity through languagea ctivity at which there
in the form of formally operating language device by isan expansion of an event oW, reflects actually linguistic
means of which possible transformations of initial {basic) {psycholinguistic) nature of this difficult scientific phe-
language structures including transformations on their  nomenoen. Discursive activity in that casc is the current
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