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THE MAIN PRINCIPALS OF PROVIDING AND CHARACTERISTICS

Summary. The article deals with the origins of discourse
analysis, based on the traditions of ethnolinguistics. The
author outlines the basic views on the issue of discourse
analysis. The pathways of the analysis, the linguists
and the linguistic schools that have worked on this issue are
outlined. According to the author, the term "functional style"
is sometimes used in conjunction with the term "discourse".
However, they are still not interchangeable. In our view, this
can be clearly demonstrated by analyzing the definitions
of these terms. Functional style means a set of methods
of selection and communication of linguistic means
that are functionally determined by the content, purpose
and circumstances of communication. The author also notes
that functional stylistics studies the linguistic features of texts
at a sufficiently high level of generalization, abstracting
from specific, real speech. At the same time, "discourse" is
seen as different kinds of speech works that are interpreted
and related to each other in the light of non-lexical factors.
This shows that the discourse is not based on the functional-
stylistic principle of separating the communicative spheres
and linguistic systems.

The main criterion for the allocation of discourse, in
contrast to the functional style, is not the form of social
consciousness, but the substantive-semantic similarity of texts.
But one cannot deny the inextricable link between these terms:
the term “discourse” arose precisely on the basis of the term
“functional style”. The author notes that the discourse analysis
is based on the traditions of American ethnolinguistics (or
anthropological linguistics) and Czech structuralism.

The penetration of discourse analysis in linguistics has
helped to increase its status in the hierarchy of scientific
disciplines. The result of the discursive stage of research was
the fact that the study of discourse as a combination of verbal
and non-verbal communication led to a closer interaction
of linguistics with many anthropooriented disciplines,
facilitated the penetration of linguistic information in other
fields of knowledge. Discourse analysis as a method, principle,
and independent discipline, open to other fields of knowledge,
incorporates the general focus of research into a multifaceted,
comprehensive study of such a complex multidimensional
phenomenon as discourse.

Keywords: discourse analysis, linguistics, ethnolinguistics,
discourse, communicative method.

Discourse analysis is one of the most popular research methods
in the field of social sciences and humanities. Mainly formulated as

a response to positivism, discourse analysis was part of what has
been classified as the interpretive or "linguistic turn" in urbanism
in the 1980s. Since the 1990s, researchers have attempted to
draw on a broader multidisciplinary theoretical tradition in their
work, providing detailed analysis using interpretive frameworks
and qualitative methodologies.

According to many scientists, as a special method of scientific
philological research, discourse analysis is based on the traditions
of American ethnolinguistics (or anthropological linguistics)
and Czech structuralism.

The revelance research is not in doubt, since modern discourse
analysis in linguistics is one of the most popular research methods
in the field of social sciences and humanities.

The subject of the study is the process of forming a discussion
analysis in linguistics.

Various linguistic schools and prominent linguists are the object
of research.

The aim of the research is to study views on the problem
of discourse analysis in linguistics of past centuries and today.
Elucidation of the reasons for the formation of this discipline
and familiarization with the activities of the leaders of various
linguistic schools.

Analysis of research and publications. Discursive analysis
was studied by such linguists as J. Herder, E. Sapir, U. Whorff,
V. Matesii, and J. Mukarzhovskyi.

Main material. Among the ethnolinguistic ~schools,
the American ethnolinguistic school, founded by Franz Boas, was
of great importance for the development of discourse analysis.

The main task of US ethnolinguistics was the study
of the languages of the Indian tribes of North and Central America,
focusing on the recording and analysis of verbal texts, as well as
the study of the interaction of the languages of the Indians and Indo-
European languages. The conceptual foundations of American
traditions in ethnolinguistics are also studied in the works
of J. Herder and U. von Humboldt, where the emphasis was also
placed on ethnographic material and the study of languages that do
not have written traditions. As early as the beginning of the 19th
century, V. von Humboldt wrote: "A person speaks in order not
only to convey a message, while simultaneously achieving goals
subject to joint activity, but also to understand the content of speech,
it is necessary to know the activity in which it was created
and perceived" [1, p. 11-13].
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In our opinion, this statement clearly shows that, using
the concept of "discourse", W. von Humboldt was one of the first
to emphasize the need to account for extralinguistic factors for
a correct understanding of the statement.

Most linguists associate the beginning of ethnolinguistics
with the name of the famous American ethnologist F. Boas,
who "carried out a theoretical and methodological revolution in
ontology" [2, p. 13].

Subsequently, ethnolinguistics in the USA was successfully
developed in the works of his students E. Sapir, W. Whorf
and followers R. Hoyer, D. Lee, J. Clarkson, K. Voglin and Z. Harris
in 1952. In their articles, the concept of " discourse analysis".

The emergence of Czech structuralism dates back to 1952,
when the famous linguist V. Matezius invented the "Czech language
circle" [3, p.23].

Structuralism is a humanities methodology that analyzes
a certain field as a complex system of interconnected parts. In
linguistics, structuralism developed on the basis of the ideas
of F. de Saussure, the greatest contribution to their development
and application was made by members of the Czech (or Prague)
language circle R. Jakobson, Y. Mukarzhovskyi.

The main idea of the Prague circle was the interpretation
of language as a functional system of means of expression that
serves a certain purpose. Based on these ideas, the members
of the circle developed the basics of functional grammar, studied
functional styles and languages.

The term "functional style" is sometimes used in conjunction with
the term "discourse". However, they are still not interchangeable. In
our opinion, this can be clearly shown by analyzing the definitions
of these terms.

A functional style is understood as a set of methods
of selection and communication of linguistic means, which are
functionally determined by the content, purpose and circumstances
of communication [4, p. 12].

So, it can be concluded that functional stylistics studies
linguistic features of texts at a fairly high level of generalization,
abstracting from concrete, real speech. At the same time,
"discourse" is considered as different types of speech works, which
are interpreted and connected with each other taking into account
non-lexical factors. This shows that the discourse is not based on
the functional-stylistic principle of dividing communicative spheres
and language systems.

The main criterion for the selection of discourse, in contrast
to the functional style, is not the form of social consciousness, but
the content-semantic similarity of the texts. But one cannot deny
the inextricable connection between these terms: the term "discourse”
arose precisely on the basis of the term "functional style".

As mentioned above, the term "discourse analysis" was first
used in 1952 by the American linguist Z. Harris, but the formation
of discourse analysis as a discipline took place in the 1970s. In these
years, the main American works were published, which connected
discourse analysis with traditional language topics. This is a study
by V. Labov, J. Grimes, R. Langaker, T. Givon, and U. Chaif.

The main contribution of V. Labov was the study
of whole narratives, not individual sentences, and the discovery
of the principles of discourse theory. V. Labov and his students
discovered for the language community the phenomenon of oral
personal narratives, that is, the history of human experience, their
own significant experience.

According to the author's idea, the research should not have
a linguistic, but a welfare orientation. To solve these new problems,
V. Labov needed a new theoretical apparatus, and that is why
these studies, according to many scientists, were the beginning
of the existence of oral discourse as a full-fledged object of language
description. The works of V. Labov did not discover the phenomenon
of "discourse", but became a catalyst for the need to take into
account discursive phenomena in theories of language [2, p. 14].

Scientists such as J. Grimes, R. Langaker and T. Givon made
an equally important contribution to the development of discourse
analysis.

In particular, J. Grimes in his work "The Treadof Discourse"
revealed the connection between discourse and generative
semantics [3, p. 20].

It is worth noting that the language of the scientist was
considered in two aspects: firstly, as a decision made by the speaker
about what to say and what not to say, and secondly, as mechanisms
and structures available to the speaker to implement these decisions
for communication with another person In turn, R. Langaker, who is
considered one of the founders of cognitive linguistics and the creator
of cognitive grammar, discovered an integral and deep connection
between language structure and discourse [4, p. 10]. A cognitive
approach as it takes into account human memory, attention,
and perception and the ways in which they influence human
behavior. But at the same time, human behavior is the product of all
processes working together, not just individual parts.

T. Givon is one of the founders of the discourse-oriented
approach to syntax. The main idea of T. Givon's concept is
that grammar is a set of instructions for the mental processing
of discourse, which the speaker gives to the listener. This is one
of the versions of the thesis that grammar subjects to communicative
processes [2, p. 30].

The views of U. Chaif, who emphasized the unconditional
connection between language and consciousness, are quite
interesting. According to him, language and reason belong to
a single system that makes us human along with other human
qualities such as imagination, memory and social interaction.

In contrast to constructivist currents in linguistics, U. Chaif
viewed language as a very complex phenomenon that is inseparable
from the natural context in three physical forms: speaking, writing
and thinking. His view of language was evolutionary: "Each
type of language usually uses the type of language that best
encodes what the users of that type of language consider most
appropriate" [5, p. 15].

But he did not stop there, in his book "Discourse, Consciousness
and Time: Transfer and Movement of Conscious Experience in Oral
Speech and Writing", the scientist reflected the relationship between
types of linguistic discourse and types of conscious mental actions
with different levels of transfer. This work offers a comprehensive
picture of the dynamic nature of language and consciousness that
will interest linguists, psychologists, literary critics, computer
scientists, anthropologists, and philosophers.

The results. The origins of discourse analysis as a discipline
were laid at the beginning of the 20th century. The traditions
of the American ethnolinguistic school, founded by F. Boas,
and Czech structuralism, the emergence of which is connected with
the Prague linguistic circle under the leadership of V. Matezius.

At the same time, the formation of the discipline of discourse
analysis took place in the 1970s and was associated with
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the activities of such famous American linguists as U. Labov,
J. Grimes, R. Langaker, T. Givon, and U. Nachalnyk.
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PuxxoBa C. B., PamsieBcbka O. B. IuckypcHuii
aHaJi3 Yy KOTHITUBHIiil JIHTBiCTHIi: OCHOBHI MPUHIHMIHU
MPOBA/IKEHHSI TA XapPAKTePUCTHKH

AHoTauis. Y cTaTTi pO3MISTHYTO MUTAHHS BUTOKIB AUCKYPC-
aHaizy, 110 0a3yBaBCS Ha TPAIHUINSX CTHOJIHTBICTHKH.
ABTOPOM BH/ILICHO OCHOBHI TTOTJISIN HA IIUTAHHS BUHUKHCHHSI
IMCKYPCHOTO ~ aHaNi3y. 3a3HauyaroThCs IUIIXH  IPOIECY
CTAHOBJIICHHS aHaJi3y, JIHIBICTH Ta JIHIBICTHYHI IIIKOJIH,
SIKI TpaIfoBaNd HAJ LM OHWTaHHsM. Ha mymKy aBropa,
TepMiH «(QYHKI[IOHATIBHUI CTHJIBY 1HOJI BUKOPHCTOBYETHCS
B TOETHAHHI 3 TEPMIHOM «IHCKypc». OIHaK BOHH BCe
O/IHO He B3aeMo3aMiHHi. Ha Hamry aymKy, e MOKHa TOYHO
MOKa3aTH, MpoaHasi3yBaBIIM BU3HAUCHHS WX TepMiHiB. ITin
(YHKIIIOHATBHAM CTHJIEM PO3YMIETHCS CYKYIHICTH METOJIIB
1000py Ta MOBiJOMJICHb MOBHHX 3aCc00iB, 5IKi ()YHKI[IOHATBHO
00yMOBJICHI 3MICTOM, METOIK Ta OOCTaBMHAMH CITiIKYBaHHS
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ABTOp TakoX 3a3Havae, M0 M0 (YHKIIOHAIbHA CTHIIICTHKA
BUBYA€ MOBHI 0COOJIUBOCTI TEKCTIB HA IOCUTH BUCOKOMY PiBHI
y3araJbHEHHs, a0CTparylouuch BiJl KOHKPETHOTO, PEabHOTO
MOBJICHHS. Y TO# K€ Yac «IHCKYpC» PO3IISIAIOTh SK Pi3Hi
BUJIM MOBJICHHEBHX TBODIB, SIKi IHTEPIPETYIOTHCS Ta MOB'sI3aHi
MK CcO0OK 3 ypaxyBaHHSM HeliekcuuHux (akrtopis. lle
HOKa3ye, IO JUCKYpC 3aCHOBAHUM HE Ha (PyHKILIOHAJIBHO-
CTHJIICTUYHOMY TPHUHIMII MOy KOMYHIKaTUBHHX cdep
1 MOBHUX CHCTEM.

OCHOBHMM KpHUTEpIEM BUAUICHHS IUCKYpCY, Ha BiIMIiHY
Bi/l (DYHKIIIOHATBHOTO CTHIIO, € He (opMa CyCHUTBHOI
CBiJIOMOCTI, a 3MICTOBHO-CMHUCJIOBA CXOXICTh TEKCTIB. AJie
HC MOXKHA 3arepevyBaTH HEPO3PUBHHUI 3B’SI30K MK IUMH
TepMiHAMH: TEPMIH <«IHCKypC» BHHHK caMe Ha OCHOBI
TepMiHa «(YHKIIOHATBHUN CTHIIBY. ABTOp 3a3Havae, 1o
JICKYPCHUIT aHaJI3 IPYHTY€EThCS Ha TPAAULISIX aMEPUKAHCHKOT
CTHOJIIHTBICTUKM (200  aHTPONOJIOTIYHOT  JITHTBICTHKH)
Ta YECHKOTO CTPYKTYpalIizmy.

TIpOHMKHEHHS JHUCKypC-aHaJIi3y B JIIHTBICTHKY CIPHSIIO
MiJIBUIIICHHIO 11 CTAaTyCcy B iepapXii HayKOBUX JUCIHILIIH.
Pe3ybraToM HCKYPCHBHOTO €Talry OCIHIUKCHb CTaB TOM
(axT, 10 BUBYEHHS IUCKYpCY SIK MOEIHAHHS BepOaJbHOTO
Ta HeBepOaJIbHOTO y KOMYHIKAIlii MPU3BENIO 0 OLTBII TiCHOT
B3a€MOJIi JIHIBICTMKM 3 OaraTbMa aHTPOIOOPiIEHTOBAHUMHU
JTUCHHUIUTIHAMM, — CIIPHSUIO  MPOHUKHCHHIO  JIIHTBICTHYHOL
iH(opMarii B iHII ramy3si 3HaHb. JIUCKypc-aHali3 K METOI,
MPUHIMI, CAMOCTIHA JUCIMIUTIHA, BIAKpUTA JJS 1HIIHX
ranmy3eil 3HaHb, yBiOpaB y cebe 3arajbHy CIPSIMOBAHICTb
JTOCII/KCHHS Ha 0araTrorpanHe, KOMIJICKCHE BUBYCHHS TAKOTO
CKJIQIHOTO OaraToMipHOTO (heHOMEeHa, SIK AUCKYPC.

KurouoBi cjoBa: muckypc HUE aHaii3, JIiHTBICTHKa,
€THOJIIHTBICTHKA, TUCKYPC, KOMYHIKaTUBHUH METOL.




