Hunamuka anmponoyenmpuszma
6 OUCKYPCUBHOU TUHSEBONDAZMAMUKE

JINJINA BE3YTJIAS
(Xapbroe)

1. BerynurenbHble 3aMevanus

JlunrsonparmMatuka (JIMHIBUCTHYECKAs TPArMaTHKa, NPArMaTHKa S3bIKA, Tpar-
MAJIMHTBUCTHKA), MOJy4MBLIAs PACHPOCTPAHCHHC B A3BIKO3HAHMM BTODOii MO-
noBuHbl XX BCKa M JaBlIas MOUIHbIA TOTYOK Pa3BUTHIO JMCKYPCHBHO# mapa-
AUTMBI, B KaYCCTBC BCAYLICTO METO0JOMMYECKOTO TPHUHIIMIA MPEANoaract
AHTPOIOLICHTPU3M.

Maeto aHTpononeHTpuIHOCTH si3bIKa BbABUHYI elie B. ¢pon I'ymGonbar:

-

S3bIK caeayeT paccMaTpuBaTh [...] KaK HENOCPEACTBEHHO 3alOKCHHBIH B 4eJOBEKe, HOO
COBHATCNBLHBIM TBOPCHHCM HCJIOBEYECKOTO PAcCy/lka A3bIK OOBSCHHTH HEBO3MOXKHO (I'yM-
oosnpar 2001: 313).

[105TOMy NMHIBMCTHKA, MPU3BaHHAS OOBACHUTH A3BIK, HC MOTJIA HE BBLIBH-
HYTb B LICHTP CBOCTO HMHTCPCCA HOCHTCINA A3blKa — 4eJOBeKa. Tak aHTpono-
LCHTPUYHOCTH s3bIKA BJICYCT 3a COOOH AHTPOMOLCHTPUYECKOE MOHUMAHUC
JMHTBUCTHKH, 00OCHOBaHHOE J. BeHBEHHMCTOM: «SI3BIK CO37aH MO Mepke
YCJIOBCKA [...], B COOTBETCTBUM C HUM SI3bIK M JIOJDKCH M3yuaThes» (CTenaHos
1974: 13).

AHTPOINOLCHTPUYECKUH NPHHIMI IPOTUBONOCTABIACTCS JIMHIBOLCHTPHYC-
CKOMY (Takxke: CyObeKTOUEeHTPU3M vs. obbekroueHTpusm (Jlakopd 2004: 173)
Wi CyObeKkTOUeHTpU3M vs. TekctoueHTpusm (Cycos, Besyrnas 2009)). Ecin
JIMHIBOLUCHTPU3M MPCyCMAaTPHBACT M3yYCHUE A3bIKA KAK JAHHOCTH, 3a(PMKCH-
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Bropoii (KOrHUTHUBHBIN) 3Tan XapakTepu3yercsi 00pameHUeM K MCHTAIbHBIM
COCTOSIHUSIM KOMMYHHMKAHTa C LEJbIO BBISICHCHUS CBSI3U S3bIK — MbIULUICHUE —
peyb, C OAHOW CTOPOHBI, W NPHUBICYCHHUCM MEXKIMCUUIUIMHAPHBIX CBA3CH,
C Jpyrom.

Ha Tperbem (JMCKypCHBHOM) dTanc aHTPONONCHTPUYCCKUN MPUHIUIT pac-
IMPACTCS Ha KOTHUTUBHOE M PEUEBOC B3aWMOJICHCTBHEC KOMMYHHUKAHTOB M MX
rpynn B JUCKYpCax pas3jIMYHBbIX THIIOB, YTO 3HAMCHYCT BCIYIIYIO POJIb JIMH-
rBOMNpPAarMaTUKH B CTAHOBJICHWM JIMHIBOJIMCKYPCOJIOTHH.

Takum obpaszom, pazeumue OUCKYPCUBHOU NAPAOUSMbL HAXOOUMCS 6 PYCIle
UHMESPaMUGHBIX MEHOCHYUT COBPEeMeHNOU HayKu 6 yeiom. Pacuwupsiomes
MEACOUCYUNIUHAPHBIE CEA3U, COPUZOHMbBL BUOCHUSL SIGICHUN, VeryOIsemcs ypo-
6€Hb HAYYHO20 0000WeNUsl, OX6AMbIBASL 6CE YPOGHU SI3bIKA U 6CE ACNEKMbL peyll,
60 63AUMOCEA3U C MbIUICHUEM U COYUWILHBIM 83AUMOOCUCINGUEM.
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JIMJIAA BE3YIJIAS

Dynamics of anthropocentrism in discourse pragmatics

This paper reports on the dynamics of the anthropocentrism principle which has deter-
mined three development stages of linguistic pragmatics — communicative, cognitive
and discursive ones.

In the first (communicative) stage the anthropocentrism principle in the pragmatics
involves emphasis on speech acts of one communicant.

The second (cognitive) stage is characterized by applying to mental states of the
communicant and aims to explain the relationship language — mind — speech, on the one
hand, and involvement of interdisciplinary relations, on the other hand.

In the third (discursive) stage, the anthropocentrism principle expands to cognitive
and speech interaction of communicants and their groups within discourses of different
types signifying the leading role of linguistic pragmatics in the evolvement of discourse
linguistics.

An overview of discourse interpretations is given which include: research material
(discourse is a text, an excerpt of a text or a complex of texts), object (discourse is
a process) and subject (discourse is a unity of communication process and text).

Keywords: anthropocentrism, cognition, communication, discourse, linguistic pragmat-
ics, text.
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