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JIMCKypC 1 ceMaHTUYECKOE T0JIE
B JIMHTBUCTUYECKHUX UCCIECAOBAHUSIX

Apyxuna H.JL.
Yupeorcoenue obpazosanusi « Bumebcxuii 20cy0apcmeeHtbiil YHUGePCUMEm
umenu I1.M. Maweposay, Bumebck

B cmamve paccmampusatomes me cmpyKmypul 3HAHUSA, KOMOpble 00beKMUBUPYIOMCA 8 TUHSBUCHIUKE
¢ NOMOWbIO CNI06A «OUCKYPCY»; 0OOCHOBAHA HEODOXOOUMOCMb AHANU3A eOUHUY CeMAHMUYEcKo20 NOJA 8
PasnuyHblX munax Ouckypca. Buumanue Kk OaHHbLIM MEPMUHAM 8bI36AHO MEM, YMO A3bIK U KYAbmypa
mpe6ylom 015 ux Haubonee NOIHO20 NO3HAHUS U OCMBICIEHUS KOMOUHAYUU PASTUYHBIX TUHSBUCTIUYECKUX
Memooo8.

Llenv uccnedosanus — paccmompems OCHOGHbIEC MeOpemudecKue noo0xoo0bl K ONpeoeieHuio NOHAMuUs
«OUCKYPCYH; 0O0CHOBAMb 83AUMOOEUCMBUE TUHSGUCIUYECKUX KAMe2opUull «OUCKYPCY» U «CeMAHMUYEecKoe
noney; GvlA6UMb OUCKYPCUBHYIO CHEYUPUKY BOCNPUAMUA CeMbU 6 PYCCKOU, OelopyccKoll u HeMeykKoll
JIUH2BOKYILINYPAX.

Mamepuan u memoovl. B cmamve packpbi8aiomcs npeumyujecmeeHHo meopemuieckue 80npocyl,
NO2MOMY 8 Hell UCNONb308AHblI MEKCMbl MOHOZPAPUUECKUX pabOm, NOCEAUeHHBIX NPOOIEMAM NOJeBbIX
uccne0068anull, 80NPOCam JUH2BOKYIbMYPONO2UU U OUCKYPCUBHO20 AHANU3A, A MAKdHCe DpazmeHmbl
MEKCmMo8 U3 NepuooUdecKol neyamu u KOMHIEKCd MUHU-TNEKCMO8 OUOAKMUYEeCKOU pPasHOGUOHOCU
neodazo2uueckoco Ouckypca. Mnsa  0ocmudicenus NOCMAGIEHHOU Yenu UCHONb308ANUCh  MEmOoObl
Habnooenus, 00600wjeHus, CONOCMABNEHUs, CUCeMAMU3AYUY, NONeGblll Memoo U Memoo aHaIu3a
ouckypca.

Pesynomamot u ux oocyyucoenue. Illpu uzyueHuu cemaHmuueckux nojiel 6 pPOOCHBEHHbIX U
HepPOOCMBEHHbIX A3bIKAX YeNecO0Opa3Ho YUUmMbleams CHeYUGUKY OUCKYPCUBHO20 DYHKYUOHUPOBAHUS
eounuy nois, Mmaxk Kak OUCKYpC KAaK JUH2BUCMUYECKAs KAme2opus U NOJNeablll Memoo UCCie008anus
JIEKCUKU HAXOOAMCS 8 OMHOUWEHUSX 3AUMOOONOTIHEHUS.

3akniouenue. Illonesviii Memoo He s618emcsi OOCMAMOYHbIM ONsi A0EKEAMHO20 MOOEIUPOSAHUS
cooepacanusi HeKOmopbiX CeMAHMUYecKux noeu, 6 YACMHOCMU CeMAHMUYecKoeo MO «CeMb» 6
pycckom, 6enopycckom u Hemeykom sasvikax. Llenecoobpasno maxoice npumeHams MemoouKu aHanusa
OUCKYPCUBHO20 (DYHKUUOHUPOBAHUS OUHUY NOJIA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: ouckypc, cemanmuueckoe noie, POOHOU A3bIK, CeMbsl, VHUBEPCANbHbIE U
UOUOIMHUYECKUE XAPAKMEPUCUKYU CEMBU.
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The article reveals those structures of knowledge which are represented in linguistics with the help of
the word discourse; the necessity of the analysis of the units of the semantic field in different discourse
types is justified. The interest in this terms is determined by the fact that language and culture demand the
combinations of different linguistic methods for their better cognition and comprehension.

The purpose of the study is to consider basic theoretical approaches to definition of the term
discourse; to prove the contact of the linguistic categories of discourse and semantic field; find out
discursive specificity of understanding of the family in Russian, Belarussian and German linguocultures.

Material and methods. In the article primarily theoretical issues are discussed for this reason the
following materials were used: monographs dedicated to semantic field study, issues of cultural
linguistics and discursive analysis, fragments of texts from periodicals and mini-texts of didactic diversity
relating to pedagogical discourse. To achieve the purpose, we used the methods of observation,
generalization, comparison, systematization, the field method and the method of discourse analysis.

Findings and their discussion. During the investigation of semantic fields in cognate and non-cognate
languages it is advisable to take into account the specificity of discursive functioning of field units since
discourse as a linguistic category and discourse as a field method are complimentary.



Conclusion. The field method is not sufficient for adequate modeling of the content of some semantic
fields in particular for the semantic field “family” in the Russian, Belarusian and German languages. It
is advisable to use methods of analysis of the discursive functioning of the field units.

Key words: discourse, semantic field, mother tongue, family, universal and idioethnic characteristics
of a family.



