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The end of the 20th century - the beginning of the 21st century was marked by 

the announcement of the fundamental position in linguistics that the study of a 

language can be considered adequate only when it describes its functioning in the 

process of communication. "If the previous (essentially static) linguist in the 

knowledge of language is derived from linguistic objects such as a text, sentence, 

word or its grammatical form, the linguistics of activity (primarily represented by 

pragmatists in linguistics)42. 

The term "discourse" (from French discours, English discourse, from Latin 

discursus "running back and forth; movement, circulation; conversation, 

conversation", i.e. speech, the process of language activity; way of speaking) has 

gained wide popularity for recent decades. Perhaps this is due to the fact that there 

is no clear and generally accepted definition of "discourse" that covers all cases of 

its use. A peculiar parallel to the ambiguity of this term is the unstable stress in the 

word itself: the stress on the second syllable is more common, but the stress on the 

first syllable is also not uncommon. 

The term "discourse", as it is understood in modern linguistics, is close in 

meaning to the concept of "text", however, it emphasizes the dynamic nature of 

linguistic communication unfolding in time; in contrast, the text is conceived 

primarily as a static object, the result of linguistic activity. Sometimes "discourse" is 

understood as simultaneously including two components: both the dynamic process 
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of linguistic activity inscribed in its social context, and its result (i.e. text); this is the 

preferred understanding. Sometimes encountered attempts to replace the concept 

of discourse with the phrase "coherent text" are not very successful, since any 

normal text is coherent. 

The structure of discourse presupposes the presence of two radically opposed 

roles - the speaker and the addressee. It is for this reason that the very process of 

linguistic communication can be viewed from these two perspectives. Modeling the 

processes of construction (generation, synthesis) of discourse is not the same as 

modeling the processes of understanding (analysis) of discourse. In the science of 

discourse, two different groups of works are distinguished - those that explore the 

construction of discourse (for example, the choice of lexical means when naming 

some object), and those that explore the understanding of discourse by the 

addressee. In addition, there is a third perspective - consideration of the process of 

linguistic communication from the standpoint of the text itself, which arises in the 

process of discourse. 

The interdisciplinary field that studies discourse, as well as the corresponding 

branch of linguistics, is called discursive analysis or discursive research. Although 

the interaction of linguistics has been the subject of disciplines such as rhetoric and 

oratory, then stylistics and literary studies for centuries, discursive analysis as a 

proper scientific direction was formed only in the following decades. 

Recently, however, cognitive attitudes have begun to change in linguistics, and 

the view has grown that no linguistic phenomena can be adequately understood 

and described without taking into account their discursive aspects, apart from their 

use. Therefore, discursive analysis becomes one of the central branches of 

linguistics. In our opinion, three main classes of application of this term can be 

distinguished: 

1) properly linguistic, where speech is understood as written speech in a 

communicative situation; 

2) the discourse used in journalism of the time; 

3) speech used in formal linguistics, which tries to introduce elements of 

discursive concepts into the arsenal of generative grammar. 

First, the use of the term "discourse" in the proper linguistic sense is quite 

diverse in itself, but in general, attempts are made to clarify and develop traditional 

concepts of language and speech units. Thus, according to the definition of 

V.V.Bogdanov, two unequal aspects of speech are speech and text. Speech means 
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everything we say and write. "The terms speech and text are specific in relation to 

the general term speech that unites them 43. 

Discourse is also a text, but it consists of communicative units of language - 

sentences and their combination into larger units with continuous internal semantic 

connection, which allows perceiving it as a whole formation. Speeches can be 

considered, for example, narrative text, articles, speeches, poems. Just as speech 

is opposed to speech, we believe that text is opposed to speech. 

Since the structure of speech implies the existence of two roles - the speaker 

and the receiver - which are sharply opposed to each other, the process of linguistic 

communication itself can be considered from these two points of view. Modelling 

the processes of speech construction (creation, synthesis) is not the same as 

modelling the processes of speech understanding (analysis). In the science of 

speech, two different groups of works are distinguished - those who study the 

construction of speech (for example, the selection of lexical means when naming 

an object) and those who study the understanding of speech by the receiver (for 

example, the question of how the listener understands reduced lexical means, for 

example, pronouns, connects them with certain objects). 

In addition, there is a third point of view - to consider the process of linguistic 

communication that occurs in the speech process from the point of view of the text 

itself (for example, pronouns in the text can be considered regardless of the 

processes of their generation by generations. understanding by the speaker and 

receiver, simply other parts of the text as structural objects that have some 

relationship with).44 Speech is speech embedded in life. Therefore, the term 

Discourse, unlike the term text, is not applied to ancient and other texts, whose 

connections with living speech are not directly restored" [5]. Therefore, the concept 

of speech includes. Extra linguistic factors: rhythm.  A. Kibrik as noted, 

"Communication is a broader concept than text." Discourse is both the process of 

linguistic activity and its result. 

N. Enquist explains the difference between text and speech as follows: "If we 

consider the text separately from the situational context, the speech is perceived as 

part of the situation" 
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The terminological differences between "text" and "discourse" have given rise 

to another complex problem - how does textual linguistics differ from discursive 

analysis? 

Discursive analysis is a more interdisciplinary field, attracting not only linguists 

but also sociologists and psychologists. Despite the difficulties in distinguishing the 

concepts of text and speech (hence the introduction of discursive analysis with text 

linguistics and text grammar), text can be distinguished from speech by a factor 

above. The text, if its completeness is known, should be studied as a finished 

reality, and speech should be studied as a process of creating texts with specific 

characteristics 45. However, speech is more complex, and in order to analyze it, we 

need to restore the intention, the thought of the sender of the text, i.e. In addition to 

the specific information in the text created before our eyes; we need to determine 

what the meaning behind the text is. Of course, speech, like any natural 

phenomenon, has a structure. 

Conclusion and perspective. These linguistic tools, in general, along with the 

function of organizing events in the plane of time and space, also participate in the 

thematic development that ensures consistency in speech. In fact, these tools, 

which play the role of a certain indicator for the recipient of the opposite text, have a 

certain information load, and finally, taking into account the ability of a person to 

store a certain amount of information in memory, these tools have a cognitive 

function that provides global communication in speech. 
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