Teopus ouckypca
8 NOUCKAX COOCMBEHHOU UOCHMUYHOCTI

BAYECJIAB b. KALIKWUH
(Boponeaic)

TouHoCTh Hay4uHOrO TEPMHUHA BO MHOIOM OCTACTCS HKCIACMBIM, HO HE JI0 KOHIIA
AOCTHXKMMBIM HJCANIOM. DTO TeM 0oJice CNPaBEUIMBO B OTHOUICHHU OIIpE-
ACJICHUA JIUCKYpCa KAk aclcKTa KOMMYHHUKATHBHOM JICATEILHOCTH M Kak
00BbCKTa JIMHIBUCTHYCCKOrO M3ydenus. Illupora oxBata TepMuHa ouckypc
1 MYJIbTHIMCLMILTMHAPHBINA XapaKTep JMCKYPCHUBHBIX MCCIICIOBAHMI IPUBOIAT
K BHJIMMOMY SKJICKTU3MY B KOHLCIIMAX, HO BCC XK€ B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CilydyacB
aBTOPBI TPAKTOBOK OPUCHTHPYIOTCSI HA HCKMI OOLIMH 3HAMCHATEIb, KOTOPbI
ONpPEACIISICTCS CAMHM XapaKTepOM H3y4acMOro sIBJCHMS.

BosHukHOBCHHE Hay4yHOro ONMUcaHus IIHCK;?DCEI BO3BOJAT K Pa3HbIM HUCTOY-
HuKam. McciepoBanus IMCKypca MOXKHO CUMTAaTh BOIUIONICHHEM HEPCAIH30-
BaHHO# «meuTb . e Coccropa JONOIHUTE JIMHIBUCTHKY A3bIKA JTHHTBUCTH-
KOH pe4u, HO TNpPU ITOM BO3HHMKACT HCUCTKOCTH, CBSI3aHHAS C S3BIKOBOI
aCUMMCTpHCH:  (paHily3ckuil TepMUH discours cTajl TEPEBOMMTHCS M Kak
«peub», M KaK «aucKype». Peammsaumeit mneit Coccropa m 060CHOBaHHEM
TCOPETHUCCKOIO ONMMCAHUS JAUCKYPCA U3BECTECH U D. BEHBCHUCT, BBIIBUHYBILIHI
HJICIO JIBOMHOIO O3HAYMBAHUS: CEMHOTHYCCKOTO B SI3bIKC U CEMAHTHUYECKOTO
B peun (auckypee). DopMabHblid MOAX0/, TPEUIOKHUBIIHNA BHIXO/ 3a peACIIbl
OZTHOTO MPCJUIOKCHUSA, XOTS U ONUPABIIMICS HA MOCIICAOBATEILHOCTE MOpdheM,
OBUI IPC/UIOXKEH U «IeCKpUITHBHCTOM» 3. XappucoM. B To xe Bpems, Xsppuc
OTMCTHJI U BTOPYIO CTOPOHY aHaJlM3a JMCKypca, aKTyaJIbHOCTh KOTOPOM cTaa
Oosiee sIBHOM B HAILM JTHU: M3YYCHHUC CBSI3U KYJbTYDBI M S3bIKa, JHHTBUCTHYC-
CKOTO M HEJIMHIBUCTHYECKOrO noBeaeHus (Harris 1952: 1-3). [Nosenenyeckuii,
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«peyb B €€ CTAHOBJICHMH IICPE/I MBICIICHHBIM B30POM HMHTEpripeTatopay ([le-
MbsiHKOB 2005: 49). BepositHo, uTeHMe, NMOHMMAaHHC, UHTCPIIpCTALIMNS, KaK
ACATEIILHOCTD, TAKXKE BXOAAT B Chepy AUCKYpCa, YNTAIOLUIUNA BE/Ib MUILIET TCKCT
3aHOBO: «BCAKHH TCKCT BCUHO MHUIICTCA 30ech u cetivac (Bapt 1994: 387-388).

Crienyer npusHaTh, 4TO JIHOOOC ONPEACICHUE JAETCH KEM-TO B COOTBCTCTBHU
CO CBOMMH 33/1a4aMH M MCXOJ/IHBIMH NOCTYJIATAMM, T109TOMY NPUHIMIHAIBLHO
BO3SMOXHO HC «CIAMHCTBCHHO TOYHOC» OINPEACICHHUC JUCKYpca (OHO HEBO3-
MOXHO, KaK W «CIMHCTBCHHO IPAaBWIbHBIWY» MEPEBOA WM «CIAMHCTBCHHO
HCTHHHOC CJIOBO»), @ NPU3HAHUC HAIMYMS CAMOIO 9TOrO SIBJICHHS, TOUYHCC
LECI0ro Kiacca, chepbl ABJICHUI, KOTOPBIC BBUICISIOTCH B OecKpaiiHem npo-
CTPaHCTBE KOMMYHHMKaTUBHOM ACSTECALHOCTH. JIMCKype B J106OM cilyuae Boc-
MPUHUMACTCS KAK «PCUYCJCHCTBUEY, KAK PCUb, CONMPSKEHHAS C ACATCIBHOCTBIO.
DyHaMCHTANILHBIN CATCILHOCTHBIA XapakTep AMUCKYpCa MO3BOJSCT TOBOPUTH
0 TaKMX C€ro CBOWCTBAX, KaK MHTCPAKLHOHAILHOCTH, JMATOIHYHOCTH, BKIIIO-
YCHHOCTB B COLMANIbHYIO UIPY, HA OCHOBC YCTO BBLACTHMBI PA3IHUHbIC cthepsi
AMCKYPCHUBHBIX MNPaKTHK W KaHpbl. CpoJCTBO TCOPUM IKAHPOB M TCOPHM
Auckypea ormeuaet u B. B. Jlementnes (Jlementbes 2010: 9-12).

Heu€rkoeTs onpenesicuns jckypeca oTpakacT HE CTOJNBKO CTAHOBJICHHC
TCOPUH JIMCKYPCA KaK OTPACIIH, CKOJILKO JIMAJICKTHKY PAa3BUTHs HAyKH O S3bIKC
B LCJIOM. JINCKYPCHBHAS PEaIbHOCTD MIIM JIMCKYPCHBHBIC HCTOKH SI3BIKA — HTO
ABC CTOPOHBI OAHOH CYIHOCTH. B mouckax e onpeneicHHs JIMHIBHCTHKA
MOKET 00pecTH cocTosHue baanca, KOHCEHCYCa MEHKILY «CHUCTEMOLICHTPH3-
MOM» M «aHTPOIOUCHTPH3MOM», CamMO MPOTUBOMOCTABICHHC KOTOPbIX, BO3-
MOXHO, M OIPAB/IAHO JIOTMKOH Pa3BUTHsS TCOPUM $3bIKA, HO MPOTHBOPEUUT
JIOTHKE Tpe/IMCTa.
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Discourse Studies on the Move: In Search of Ildentity

Discourse studies have grown into a vast and multifaceted domain of academic re-
search. Vacillating between interdisciplinary and eclectic, discourse studies spin around
a certain common denominator which seems to be related to the very essence of discur-
sive phenomena. Saussure, Benveniste, Harris, Humboldt and others had pinpointed the
opposition of process vs. product, or language as it is vs. language in social environ-
ment, the latter being considered, e.g. by Halliday as its most natural state and form of
existence.

Discourse studies in Russia have evolved from multiple roots: text linguistics, psy-
cholinguistics, stylistics, lexicology, etc. An interdisciplinary and integrational approach
admits viewing discourse from both similarly “opposing” sides. Technically it is con-
catenating words into utterances, utterances into chains, unities, fragments, texts, etc.
Functionally and effectively it is leading to new meanings being born. The ensuing dis-
cursive effect is a result of combining elements into a whole at some point of time and
place, by someone possessing certain social and individual characteristics, to achieve
certain aims, etc. Discursive practices form a foundation for human praxis in general.
They serve for organizing, categorizing, archiving and interpreting human behavior.
The dual nature of discourse might suggest a basis for dialogue and reconciliation be-
tween systemic and anthropocentrical approaches in linguistics, or even between sci-
ences and the humanities, in general.
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