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DISCOURSE AS THE MAIN UNIT OF PRAGMATIC LINGUISTICS

Introduction. One of the most important issues in the field of modern pragmatic
linguistics is the question of discourse. Nowadays it is difficult to give a clear
definition to this concept taking into account the broad history of the discourse text
formation and its ambiguous position in the system of existing categories. The
ambiguity of the notion is determined by the history of its formation and, to a certain
extent, the uncertainty of its place in the system of language realization existing
categories.

The term ‘discourse’ comes from the Latin word ‘discursus’ which means ‘to
wander’. Later on it acquires a few other meanings. ‘Discourse’ in the English
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language receives a consistent meaning ‘language, conversation, speech, dialogue’
and the adjective ‘discursive’ in French translation means ‘logical, rational,
explicit’ [7: 120].

Review of recent publications. Michel Foucault considers discourse as the
combination of signs, acts of formation, a series of phrases and inference [5: 150].
The scientist also introduced the concept of discursive practices asa set of anonymous
historical rules that embodies the conditions for the language realization functions
implementation in the certain timeframes and in a general, linguistic, economic or
geographical area.

According to V. O. Zvegintsev, “discourse is a complex or meaningful unity, an
elementary unit of the text. It can be singled out at the level of language and
implemented in the form of a set of sentences which are semantically
interrelated” [3: 13-21]. We agree with Pocheptsov’s point of view that discourse is a
social phenomenon which is formed by the interaction of the addresser and the
addressee according to certain social, pragmatic and communicative conditions
[4: 150]. At the same time, I. S. Shevchenko and O. I. Morozova emphasize on the
historical background of typology of any discourse analysis of which is only possible
on the basis of historical features of a certain time. After analyzing the definitions of
authoritative foreign and native linguists and scholars, we can conclude that there are
two main approaches to its definition [6: 234]. The first group of researchers
(V.O. Zvegintsev, O.T. Ishmuratov, etc.) defines it as one that is possible to be
analysed only within a text, while other scholars (M. Foucault, I. C. Shevchenko,
G. G. Pocheptsov) believe that more attention should be paid to the discourse social
preconditions, expressive means and figures of speech which are used by speakers to
achieve a certain goal.

Objectives of the paper. The discourse structure takes the central place among
all the notions studied in the discursive analysis. As well as any text immersed in the
situation discourse is characterized by a rather complex structure. Therefore it is
necessary to distinguish its structural levels — macrostructure (global structure) and
microstructure (local structure).

The well-known Dutch scholar T. van Dejk studied the discourse macrostructure
in his researches in the most thorough way [1: 56-57]. He characterizes the
macrostructure as a generalized description of the basic discourse content that is
made by a recipient in the process of comprehension. Moreover, this description is
structured in such a way to form a complete text. The researcher is convinced that
macrostructures are correlated with long-term memory structures that summarize
information which has been kept in the memory for a rather long time. In contrast to
macrostructure, microstructure is the division of discourse into minimal components
which should be investigated at the discursive level. These minimal units include
predictions or clauses.

Results of the research. Having examined Barack Obama's speeches we
studied the political discourse as a unity. Special attention was paid to the lexical,
grammatical and phonetic units that were used to achieve the communicative and
pragmatic intentions of a speaker, namely to influence the audience, persuade the
listeners, convey the speaker’s point of view. Here is an extract from the inaugural
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speech of the 44th president which combines a number of stylistic means that make a
harmonious unity up:

“America, we have come so far. We have seen so much. But there is so much
more to do. So tonight, let us ask ourselves — if our children should live to see the
next century; if my daughters should be so lucky to live as long as Ann Nixon Cooper,
what change will they see? What progress will we have made? This is our chance to
answer that call. This is our moment”.

It was found that the use of the pronouns ‘we’, ‘our’ is a key to make the
resonance in the speech what has an effect as if the president speaks to you
personally, as if he addresses to every citizen of the country. The appropriate usage of
quotes, in particular the mentioned name of Ann Nixon Cooper (a public figure, the
African American rights activist), prevents obstacles on the way of information
comprehension and, consequently, increases linguistic influence. A number of
rhetorical questions in the speech make it more emotional and add the necessary
pathos. These means combined with the rising intonation and pauses after rhetorical
questions make the speech of the new president expressive.

Conclusion. So, the discourse is arranged hierarchically and only a harmonious
combination of various expressive means and stylistic devices at all these levels
creates a complete picture and makes it possible to influence the audience effectively.
After the analysis of B. Obama's speech it was proved that micro- and
macrostructures are interconnected and cannot exist independently. Therefore, to
fulfil the main goal of political discourse — to impact the audience — lexical,
grammatical and phonetic means of microstructure usage is greatly important what
depends on the specific purpose indicated in the discursive text macrostructure.
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THEORETICAL FOUNDATION OF LINGUISTICS,
ITS CONNECTION WITH PHILOSOPHY

Introduction. Linguistics is the scientific study of language, and many topics
are studied under this umbrella. At the core of linguistics is the search for the
unconscious knowledge that humans have about language and how it is that children
acquire it, an understanding of the structure of language in general and of particular
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