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ABSTRACT

Summary

The article is based on the idea that the new qurafezosign allows you to pass a graphicallyles purpose of
a pragmatic-immediate discoursing system, conditimmd reasons for implementing a particular spegtions from the
arsenal of features to the language. In an amicléhe methodological basis for the diversity @& ystems are referred to
the structure of discursive system, its differenfresn the structural (paradigmatic), and introdutes new concept of

izosign for the graphics refer to the relevant congnts of the voice communication system of a spé&aid.
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INTRODUCTION

About the system after works "the universal Orgatiin Science (tectology)" Alexander Bogdanov (913
Course of Ferdinand de Saussure's General Lingslisfl916, Russian translation of 1933) and" Systénaniversal
theory" by Ludwig Bertalanffy (1957, Russian traagn 1969) so far is written so much that onlysa &f monographs,
collections, scientific periodicals on the subjegbuld be the multivolume Tome. Despite this disseuraround
interpretation of the system continues to this dlaat is, of course, with diversity and multiplengeal scientific concept of
almost all sciences; each sector knowledge undetdtee system in their own way, while keeping tleaagal that: -the
system is indivisible and resistant,-it is compénd consists of various components (items)-compoparis within the
system are permanent, stable relationships,-inrmétang the entity of a member within a system ofsystem
relationships and are more important than the nadtside of this element-every system has stridd§ined place in the
hierarchy of the organization object, and perfoamspart of (which contains microsystem, elementjeiation to the

parent and as a whole (macrosystem), in relatiandownstream.

Perhaps this is common understanding in differeanthes of science and starts a chain of almostitif
variation of one branch of one another. Even withaience, for example in Linguistics, historical genealogical

understanding system differs substantially fronsitactural (paradigmatic) interpretation.

Achieving system-structural study of building difat languages have thoroughly explore and deswdbieus
features of the speech of their structural unitturned out that for the expression of a valua ianguage system has so
many tools and morencitation index that their fioratrefinance rate may differ from each other eggineely, which is

almost impossible to bring them to a common denatoim a common, unified paradigmatic one, whicthimlanguage of
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the structural paradigms a clearly designated plabes has encouraged linguists to give speciahétin to the study of
that what is caused by use of this form of expogssif the language of the paradigmatic speech umitlsis situation-in
other words to the study of why to achieve effextierbal communication of recz(e)legal capacitygeded-desirable to
use(b)use the materialized option, the invariacdlie [Solntsev, 1971, p. 95.]. by the end of tl& ¢&ntury, this desire has
led to the development of, first, sociolinguistiesd various lingvopragmatics, studying the lifel amfluence of speech
units. the pragmatic approach to the study of dpemits is that, unlike the structural inventorytbbé spoken variants of
the pragmatics introduces the concept of actiigse options are discussed in close collaboratiindezens of others,
most of not linguistic factors of verbal communioat Observations have shown that such situatietiaho-, social-,
cultural-and individually-psychological factors eft are critical, are often more significant thatuaktlinguistic definition
of manifestation and determine the efficiency, istpan speech-language options buddy invariant E5rE985,-p. 217-
237].

Because the speech communication (discourse) taesti very peculiar system in the center of whisbally is
a unit of speech, and her entourage made up obuaiinternal (the actual language- not verbal-listiti and verbal-
linguistic) and external (ethno-, social-, cultdsald individually-psychological) factors relevaatdiscourse [Arutyunova,
1990.-p. 5-32.;Safarov, 1991] to the extent thdhiwwia pragmatic voice system, its components lisedo each other and
quite stable relations. These mutual relationshipse between direct speech pragmatic system comgmras well as the
system itself is significantly different from thaf the structural (paradigmatic) system. The magtiicant differences

between pragmatic speech and language structaadjgmatic) system are shown in table no. 1.

Table 1: Some of the Differences between Paradigna&and Pragmatic Systems

Options In Paradigmatic System A Pragmatic System
Anohronnaé, nesootnesennaa | Instant, localized, which implements inja
with certain time and space certain place and time

Types of one kind One (nearly) digit units of different
homogeneous, asymmetric paradigms, heterogeneous, symmetric

Temporary and local relevance

Immediate components

The relationship between the
resources of diverse elements
Lump and joint implementation
of ...-integrated components

Species differences of one kind Complementarity repetition

Incompatible, impossible There and compatible

Many of the features of the pragmatic situationatems (in particular, changing and updated indifferent
stages of verbal communication, interoperabilitd @omplementarity of direct components, etc.) dosaty linked with

those of its features.

Because the pragmatic speech system is made upitefai different (linguistic, psychological, etlehiethical,
aesthetic, cultural, traditional, regional, religép age and gender of individual, situational gbagadigms, then you can
pass it as graphically curve/polygonal line, pagsin these paradigms and combining in one singledibcursive system-
individual units of this indeed heterogeneous, ibfdrmative identical or closely related systemkisTcurved polygonal
line could be called izosigf-.

Components of a discourse as situational pragmsgtitem in artistic works are displayed in differamtys. The
most convenient for the full transfer of componesftthe system, of course, are the productionsudtieg feature films. In

literary works, the author uses many techniqueth@ais characteristic of a literary hero, hero'aralteristics through
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others, allegorical, indirect and allegorical dgsttwn, etc.) for the transfer of components of iystem. These describe

the components of discourse can be relatively cetapisolated, full and partial

Often in literary work and at home is widely usedthbe asymmetry of the components of the discothrateis
very often a powerful tool, both positive and négaeffects on the verbal communication. Theserafated questions of
artistry and effectiveness of discourse has notbgein the subject of special case studies withetlpesitions, which,
above all, due to the novelty of the subject maketered new scientific concept and pragmatic teosign will visualize
this system. Izosign is specifically for each pafrthe situational (phase) of the discourse andpidated from stage to
stage, increasingly long and holistically revealfegture of the hero and his ability to impact @mbal communication.

Generic type and approximate content of basesuftr Zzosigna are given in annex 1.
In this diagram shows the horizontal applicatiothefr d o v e components and vertical forms ofykend.

It should be noted that the content of such a fraonk and relevant to a particular phase of thealisge factors are not
limited to these genera and species. In this schdam®t include feature (most) buddy-addresseeciie or individual,
that the discourse is as important and as divessthe speaker's features. The specific situatiodisdfourse can do
meaningful to  him are  numerous, not  marked here  theircumstances  (for  example,
discourse/contact/distant/mediocre/direct, etthandark/in a noisy or crowded environments, dtarthermore, in certain
stages of the discourse situation sometimes makeisnportant speech, and even critical of any coreporithat has

been/was absolutely insignificant, irrelevant iotuer stage.

Izosign can be graphically represented as a soliel drank, which brings together all relevant tscdurse
participants signs and factors accounting for tbe aof this form of vocal expression language iramttithat is a broken
line, for example, connecting dots R{AT {All A{A Il PHAN ".......... this annex No. 1

If you can create a generalized schema-based arléheant factors of the discourse at all (justs@asething like
Mendeleev's periodic table) and label each fagi@cial symbol, the izosign can be passed and lyearthe amount

relevant to each specific discourse components.

Thus, the new concept izosign will convey graphically aspragmatic-immediate discoursive the purpose,

conditions and reasons for implementing a particsfieeech options from the arsenal of featuresddahguage.
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