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THE FUNCTIONAL ACTIONS
OF THE RHETORIC DISCOURSE

The language function is a text function that is intertwined with other kinds of functions. Text is the
basic unit of communication. People do not communicate with individual words, sentences but with
texts. Though the concept of the word «text» is very old, but in the concept of terminology it appeared
not so long ago.

It is also logical that along with the concept of «text» the concept of «discourse» is widely used. In
the field of linguistics, text and discourse are widely studied, but since this is a very large area of study, it
requires careful study from various angles. Discourse is lika a language in a language. Discourse is a term
that has many meanings, it is used in linguistic and psychological and historical research. The discourse
acquires its full meaning only after people communicate with each other through conversation, in other
words, it defines the meaning and unity, the unity of word and thought. Further development of dis-
course, the distinction of its types is possible only with the help of speech. They cannot be called holistic
or complete. Currently, the discourse, which has received a scientific description, there are several types.
One of them is the discourse of rhetoric.

Since oratory is inherently special in nature, it can be the basis of linguistic parsing as a text. The
article focuses on the functional activities of rhetorical discourse and specifies their main features.
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LLleweHAK AUCKYPCTbIH, PYHKLIMOHAAADI epeKLLeAIri

Tin KpI3MeTi — 6acka KbI3MET TYpAepiHe CiHiCKeH MTIH Kbi3MeTi. MaTiH — KapbIM-KaTbIHACTbIH,
Herisri GipAiri. AAamaap >KeKeAereH Ce3pepMeH, COMAEMAEPMEH eMeC, MOTIHAEPMEH KapbiM-KaTbIHAC
JKacamAbl. «MaTiH» yFbiMbl epTeAeH OOAFaHbIMEH, TEPMMHOAOIMSIABIK YFbIMAQ OEPTIHAE KOAAAHbIAQ
6acTaabl.

MaTiHMEH KaTap AMCKYPC YFbIMbIHbIH, KaTap XYPETiHi Ae 3aHAbl. AMHIBUCTMKAAAFbl MOTIH >KaHe
AMCKYPC aibl KeH KOAEMAE 3epTTeAIn KeAe >KaTKaH, 8Ai Ae 8p KblpAapblHAaH 3epTTeyAi KaxkeT
eTeTiH ayKbIMAbI MaceAe. AMCKYPC — TiAAEri TiA. AMCKYPC Ken MaFblHAaAbl TEPMWH, AMHTBUCTUKAABIK,
MCUXOAOTUSIAbIK, TapUXM 3epPTTEYAEPAE A€ KOAAQHBIAbIM KeAeai. AUCKYPC — apsaMAapPAbIH cerAey
APKbIAbI >KacaFaH KapbIM-KaTbIHACbIHAH KeMiH FaHa MaFblHACbl GOAAAbI, SIFHU MaFblHaCbl MeH BipAiriH,
ce3 6eH oMAbIH BipAiriH aikbiHAanAbl. CerAey apKblAbl FaHa AMCKYPCTbIH Aamybl ep6in, TypAepi
epekiieAeHeai. byaapAbl TOAbIK HemMece asikTaAfaH Aen anTyra 6oAmariabl. Kasipri kesae fblAbIMU
cunaT aAFaH AMCKYPCTbIH GipHelue Typaepi 6ap. CorapAbiH 6ipi — WeWeHAK AMCKYPC.

LUeweHaik co3aep TaburaTbl anblpbikia eHOMEH 6OAFAHAbIKTAH, MOTIH PETIHAE AMHTBUCTUKAADIK,
TaApdyFa Heri3 6oAaAbl. Makarapa LWELEHAIK AMCKYPCTbIH >KYMCAAbIMABIK, KbI3METiHE Hasap
AyAapbIAbIM, HETI3ri epeKkLleAiKTepi KepCeTIAeAl.

Ty#iH ce3aep: AMHIBUCTUKA, MBTIH, AMCKYPC, LELLIEHAIK AMCKYPC.
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DyHKUMOHAALHOE 0COOEHHOCTH PUTOPUUYECKOTO AMCKYpCa

DyHKLMS 93blKa — PYHKLMS TEKCTA, KOTOPast epenAeAach C APYrumm BUAaMM hyHKLIMIA. TekcT —3To
OCHOBHa$i eAMHMLLA KOMMYHMKaLUMK. AIOAM KOMMYHUKALMMPYIOT HE OTAEAbHBIMU CAOBaMM, NMPeAAOsKe-
HMIMKM, a TeKCTamu. [ToHATME CAOBa «TEKCT», XOTb M OYeHb CTapoe, HO B MOHATUM TEPMUHOAOTMM
MOSIBUAOCTb He TaK AABHO. 3aKOHOMEPHO UM TO, YTO HapsAy C NMOHSTUEM «TEKCT» LIMPOKO MUCMOAb3YEeTCS
MOHSATME «AMCKYypCa». B 06AACTM AMHIBUCTMKM LUMPOKO MCCAEAYIOTCS TEKCT M AMCKYPC, HO TaK Kak
3TO OueHb 60AbLIAs 06AACTb MCCAEAOBAHMSI, OHA TPEOYyeT TLWATEABHOrO M3YUYeHUs! C pasHbIX CTOPOH.
AWNCKYpC — 3TO 513bIK B 93bIKe. AUCKYPC — 3TO TEPMUH, KOTOPbIN MMEET MHOTO 3HAaYEHMIA, r0 UCMOAb3YIOT
M B AMHTBUCTUYECKMX, U B ICMXOAOTMUYECKMX U UCTOPUYECKMX MCCAEAOBAHMSX. AUCKYpC 0bpeTaeT cBoe
MOAHOE 3HaYeHWe TOAbKO MOCAE KOMMYHMKALIMU AIOAEN APYT C APYTOM C MOMOLLbIO Pa3roBopa, MHbIMM
CAOBaMW OH ONpeAeAsieT 3HauyeHWe U eAMHCTBO, EAMHCTBO CAOBA M MbICAW. AaAbHelillee pa3BuTue
AVCKYpCa, pa3AmMume ero BUAOB BO3SMOXKHO TOABKO C MOMOLLbIO peyun. MX HeAb3s Ha3BaTb LLEAOCTHbIMM
MAM 3aKOHYEHHbIMU. B HacTosilee BpeMst y AMCKypCa, KOTOPbIA MOAYUMA HAYUHYIO XapaKTepUCTUKY,

MMEETCS HECKOABKO BUAOB. OAMH M3 HUX — AMCKYPC PUTOPUKMN.

Tak Kak opatopckasi pedb Mo CBOei MPUPOAE SIBASETCS OCOOGEHHOM, OHA MOXET ObITb OCHOBOWM
AMHIBUCTMYECKOrO pa3boTa B KayecTBe TekCTa. B cratbe akueHTMpyeTcst (pyHKUMOHAAbHAs Aes-
TEAbHOCTb PUTOPUYUYECKOIO AMCKYPCA, M YKa3blBAlOTCS MX OCHOBHble 0COOEHHOCTU.

KAtoueBble cAOBa: AVHIBUCTUKA, TEKCT, AMCKYPC, AUCKYPC PUTOPUKM.

Introduction

In modern linguistics, human knowledge and
the structure of the outlook can be learned through
language. Also directional researches can be seen.
The the present time abundance of information,
discoveries in the field of linguistics, which
correspond to the demand, also the human factor and
its complex connection with the language has given
its fruits to a new level. As the main form of the
study of linguistics in this direction, the unit of the
highest stage is considered to be the assignment of a
text involving a special dynamic form of science of
the last century. In this regard, in order to familiarize
and understand in a new format, a dynamic text,
called «discourse», revealed new directions that
are closely related to each other: text linguistics
and discourse theory. The objects of study of these
areas and their differences between them are not
yet separated, because in the process of research
different definitions and conclusions are revealed.
In modern science, we can meet many definitions of
discourse (Sadirova, 2008: 12-17).

Experiment

Text — information in oral or written form,
which is characterized by the semantic and
structural completeness, the author’s point of view
to information, its formality and pragmatic position
of information.

Atthe same time, considering many explanations
relating to the concept of text, exclusively
considering the categories that are inherent in the
text, we offer you several definitions of Russian text
scholars. First of all, in the Linguistic Encyclopedic
Dictionary «Text (from the Latin textus — fabric,
plexus, connection) a sequence of sign units united
by a semantic link, the main properties of which are
connectedness, integrity» (Linguistic encyclopedic
dictionary, 1990. 507). .LR.Halperin defines a text as
awork of spelling process, possessing completeness,
objectified in the form of a written document, ...
consisting of a name and a number of special units,
united by different types of lexical, grammatical,
logical, stylistic connection, having a definite focus
and a pragmatic attitude (Galperin, 1981: 17).

In recent years, the term discourse has appeared
in the linguistic literature along with the term text (ft.
Discours — conversation). Discourse is a coherent
text in combination with extralinguistic factors; text
taken in the event aspect; speech, considered as a
purposeful social action, as a component involved
in the interaction of people and the mechanisms of
their consciousness, that is, it is «immersed in life»
speech.

In Kazakh linguistics, some signs of discourse
can be found in K. Zhubanov’s research papers of
the 30s, even if he did not use this term. The scientist
shows: «in order to create a product the words need
to know how to create it, to know all the subtleties
of the material. To know the way to construct a word
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is to look closely at the word that you write. Because
some words are not taken into account in colloquial
words. The shortcomings of words spoken aloud are
complemented by gestures, facial expressions. If the
speaker felt that he was mistaken, he corrects what
was said, making the speech more understandable.
If all this is not enough, then the interlocutor can
immediately ask again. And in the written words
there is not one of these mistakes. No matter how the
book is written, whether it is correct or not, it will be
read as it was written, so it will be understood, or will
remain misunderstood. Here it will be impossible to
ask again the author of the book. The mechanism
for constructing the word is very important for oral
speech» (Zhubanov, 2013: 87).

In all studies of communicative linguistics, the
text is not only the main unit of conversation, but
the language too. Language options, participating in
the construction of the text of the communication
process, at any level of the language, acquire new
properties and functions, thereby becoming elements
of the text.

Thus, the text, synthesizing the languages of
different levels and variants of conversation, «unites
in itself the linguistic meaning and features of the
conversation. He is at the same time becoming a unit
of language and a work of speech.

Not all scientists believe that the text is a work
of both oral and written form. Some researchers
(L.R. Halperin, L.M. Losev) consider that the text
of the written form of speech, others (I.V. Arnold,
O.A. Lapteva) as a work of oral speech, also

monologic works are in the main text. Some scholars
perceive their intentions of any kind, including, they
understand as simple conversations, they speak
about the presence of texts in the dialogues.

It would be incorrect to categorically call the
text only a written document. We communicate
both verbally and in writing. Consequently, not only
written statements (texts), but also, respectively,
the recording and recording of films, which are
provided to schoolchildren (students) as excerpts
from artistic and publicistic works, should be the
topic of discussion..

The main features of the text as a speech work:

— integrity (i.e. coherent and compositional
termination);

— ending, that is, the completion of the thought
(content) of the author;

— modality (the author’s opinion in relation to
information, the author’s assessment and personal
assessment);

— formality and pragmatic position.

According to one of the founder of textual
linguistics, Dutch linguist Teon Van Dijk: the
term «Discourse» is the movement of text from a
static state to a dynamic one. In the 1950s, Emile
Benveniste, restoring the theory of utterance, used
the term «discourse», which until then had been
used in French linguistics traditionally, in a new
sense — as a description of the utterance inherent
to the speaker. Discourse — one of the types of
communication inherent in man. It is closely related
to the text, but not the same (Aktanova, 2009: 19).

Discourse

Text

1. Communication is from an acoustic point of view.

2. Communication is carried out using language and non-
language methods.

3. Those who come in contact have the opportunity to
communicate with each other separately.

4. The implementation of communication and his recollection
takes place at the same time, in the same space,time and
events.

5. Therefore, the discourse takes place in a certain period of
time.

6. The communication is carried out between two people
(talking and listening) a constant alternate shift, face to face,
through live contact.

7. Discourse is inherent in the current character; it is a
continuous process between communicants.

1. Communication is carried out using visualization.

2. Habitual conversational actions.

3. There is no connection between people who enter into
communication..

4. The emergence of communication and its adoption is
carried out at different stages in different spaces and time..
5. No live contact when communicating.

6. The text is a consequence of cognitive action.

7. Text — static state, position of language material.

8. Text — «finished producty for discourse.

The scientist A.Adilova below gives common
signs and differences between discourse and text.:

1. Discourse is a set of language tools, which
are sorted by the author’s intentions, style features.

ISSN 1563-0323

Discourse compared with the text covers a broad
concept. This is a talk trick.

2. Discourse is an integral unit with the present
time, and the text exists only in the cultural space,

Eurasian Journal of Philology: Science and Education. Nel (173). 2019 119



The functional actions of the rhetoric discourse

does not depend on time, at any time can be the basis
in any second discourse.

3. The discourse cannot be expanded again,
and the literary text has a property and is prone to
expansion.

4. If the discourse is a way of presenting
information, the text is a multi-faceted, multi-layered
structure that preserves, collects information, and
revives a new meaning (Adilova, 2009: 235).

Even if we consider discourse from the point of
view of speech, then it is known that speech, first
of all, is carried out orally. Therefore, we can say
that the source, the source of speech in oratory. The
ultimate example of speech culture is oratory.

In oratory pragmatics takes a special role. All
words through the speaker and hearer, entering
into communication, are imbued with pragmatics.
The scholar D.Alkebaeva draws the following
conclusions about the orator speech promator::
«Modern oratorical speech sets the goal of persuasion
and argumentation, their main meaning is that they
create impressions in various issues.

Results and discussion

Intelligence and erudition, the enlightenment
of the speaker give reasonable answers to the ques-
tions, methods and techniques of the speaker’s pro-
fessional skills by the pragmatist of the speaker »
(Alkebaeva, 2007: 238).

Pragmatics examines two communicative forms
of human actions: oral (discourse), written (text).
From the main series of questions of dicourse and
text, parammatics takes its place.

In this regard, the scientist Z.S. Yernazarova:
in his work «Pragmatic foundations of the syntactic
units of modern colloquial speech» gives the fol-
lowing explanations, verbally and even in writing
text the conversation between the speaker and the
listener, entering into communication leads to the
the emergence of the used goals. Non-verbal, ver-
bal forms of communication are carried out with the
help of a relationship to pragmatics between two or
more people through the exchange of information.
The main area of pragmatic research is discourse.
Pragmatics is a text in dynamics — discourse can be
called a science that studies together with the person
who generates it (Yernazarova, 2001: 35).

Public speaking is a form of traditional rheto-
ric. In the narrow sense of the word, it is a complex
subject seeking eloquence, and in a broad sense in
accordance with the scientific concept, it is under-
stood as reliable, on the other hand it affects com-
munication.

For the theoretical and applied aspects of
rhetoric, the content and its outcome are important.
Thus, the rhetorical view makes it possible,
on the one hand, by tracking the path «from
thought to speech» (the speech that is planned to
be delivered) to ensure the participation of the
prosody of conveying the speaker’s thought, on
the other hand, to stabilize the role of prosody.
Also, the influence of other levels of language
increases the effectiveness of the discourse of
rhetoric. Two important principles of rhetorical
research come from this: the discourse of rhetoric
and the demonstration of the active side of
anthropoactuality. According to A.A. Volkov, the
rhetoric is «a separate philosophy of language,»
therefore, this is the key to understanding the
various aspects of a word and language between
«speaking person» and «listening persony.

In accordance with these principles, the
peculiarities of the prosodic series of ransom before
the public, on the one hand, are connected with the
speaker’s rhetorical activity and such a desire to
show oneself, and on the other hand, this audience’s
participation in action. Also, such tendencies pay
special attention to such factors as «addressee» and
«addresser», and from a rhetorical point of view, the
problem of influence is considered simultaneously
with the relationship between the speaker and the
audience..

The rhetorical look draws special attention also
to the creative aspect of the verbal communication
of the conversation. Public speaking is a ritualistic
social and cultural form, regulated in accordance
with the rules of the rhetorical tradition that has
been preserved for many centuries. This is a new,
as well as a unique «rhetorical event», which shows
the author’s individuality and the uniqueness of the
communication situation..

Another feature of the rhetorical view is the
entire collection of extralinguistic factors (socio-
historical, socio-cultural, psychological factor) that
influence the content of discourse and language,
covers the area of scientific research (Freydina,
2005: 205).

When a person speaks, he does not speak in
detail all the information he needs. And for the
listener, and for himself, he reduces as far as
possible the information that is known to them, and
tries to convey a maximum of two or three words.
Therefore, communicators, speaking briefly, fulfill
the law of economy inherent in the first condition of
oral speech. This originates from the main Kazakh
oratorical speech. Such a speech has a special

property.
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Rhetoric discourse:

— Covers specific space

— Holds active action

There is an interactive connection.

Based on information

Predominant influence of the speaker over the
listener, listener over the speaker

— Emotional content predominates.

— Refers to sound, rhythm, intonation

— Meet nonverbal phenomena.

— Comparison properties are shown.

— Mostly free talk

— Highlighted conversation speed

— Often used repetitions

And by the nature of the use of oratory can be
divided into the following groups:

Oratory is an egocentric word. During
communication, the speaker (speaking) makes his
speech, given the stock of knowledge, abilities of
the listener.

— Oratorical speech is a word that is
understandable to the whole society, there are no
restrictions on social significance.

— Oratory — a special speech, not prepared in
advance.

— Discourse of rhetoric is carried out on
a mandatory basis with the situation, through
the formation of knowledge, showing the exact
connection with the environment. Covers several
periods:

1-period:
information

2-period: background knowledge, choice of
methods used

3-period: the following features

4-period: the answer that will be given

As it was given above in the discourse of oratory,
the event will be carried out using four periods.

The first period covers the period from the sorting
in the speaker’s mind of a given question to its
pronunciation out loud (sorting of a given question,
information); the second edition of the methods and
ways of use in connection with the implementation
of the event (knowledge coverage, choice of ways
and methods of use); the third (the period of the next
opportunity); fourth period (answer to the question).

Along with the oratorical skill, such classical
sections of rhetoric that we use as invention, disposi-

sorting asked questions and
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tion, and elocution can also be noted. These sections
in the first place, can be called a period in which the
thoughts of the speaker have not yet been voiced.
In the mind of the speaker such questions are inter-
preted as the correctness of the message of thought,
its correct interpretation. As a result of deep reflec-
tion, holistic wealth, a text, is born. Communica-
tion will be successful only when the listener gives
a full, satisfactory answer to the question asked by
the speaker.

Conclusion

Next, we analyze separately the above sections
of the invention, disposition, elocution, we will
show them with the help of drawings:

NOTION disposition — SUBJECT invention —
WORD elokution.

Invention — screening, description in the mind
of communication, which should be realized in the
future, the presented information.

Disposition — covers the period from rhetoric to
the spoken speech.

Elocution — as a result of the collection of over-
cooked oratorical speech in the mind, turns into
speech, using such methods as description, presen-
tation, reasoning, the communicative process is car-
ried out and ends in the form of a bilateral dialogue
(Zhumagulova, 2008: 17-21).

Modern rhetoric is linguocentral. Much attention
is paid to language tools that are used to increase the
effectiveness of the discourse of rhetoric. However,
both classical and modern forms of rhetoric in
relation to the phonetic aspects of speech to the
public are definitely of a formal nature.

The rhetoric that describes the importance of
«disclosure of information» pays special attention
to such criteria as «correctness and incorrectnessy,
«relevance or irrelevance», «effectiveness and
inefficiency» of speech, which will be delivered to
the public, and will be limited to listing character of
the speaker.

The constituent part of phonetic speech before
the public is considered as a separate period. It
takes into account the thoughts that the speaker will
give, the attitude to the genre, and the semantic and
syntactic features of the speaker, which is the basis
of speech to the public.
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