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Juridical discourse: problems and prospects

In modern linguistic science the discourse is understood as the difficult phenomenon consisting of partici-
pants of communication, situation of communication and the text. In other words, the discourse is an abstract
invariant description of the structural-semantic signs realized in concrete texts. The nature of legal discourse
is considered in the article. The juridical text is not in this sense an exception as the polysemy and homonymy
of semantics are inherent in it that generates impossibility of accurate and correct interpretation of the text on
law and, in turn, causes difficulty of understanding of the juridical text by the ordinary native speaker. The
author considers various interpretations of the concept of discourse, draws attention to the features of the me-
dia discourse, studies the problems and prospects for the development of legal discourse. Investigating the
connections, problems and prospects of legal discourse, the author comes to the conclusion that the legal me-
dia discourse is one of the most widespread and at the same time little studied modern discourses.
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In modern linguistic science the discourse is understood as the difficult phenomenon consisting of par-
ticipants of communication, situation of communication and the text. In other words, the discourse is an ab-
stract invariant description of the structural-semantic signs realized in concrete texts [1; 28]. The ideal to
which it is necessary to aspire in the course of communication is the greatest possible compliance between a
discourse as the abstract system of rules and a discourse (or the text) as the concrete verbal embodiment of
these rules. In the framework of the theory of speech activity there are two aspects — creation, or generation
of a discourse (considering, planning, speaking, registration in writing) and understanding of a discourse dif-
fer (listening; perception of the written text, analysis, interpretation).

The discourse is understood as special use of language, in this context Russian, for expression of special
mentality and also special ideology. It causes the activization of some parameters of language and, eventual-
ly, demands special grammar and special rules of lexicon. It is also possible to call all this language material
as a discourse. Also the sum of statements of any character of the work of art who acts in this case as model
of the real language personality can be an example of a discourse. In our work the juridical discourse is con-
sidered where the realization is presented by all complex of texts on law of the Russian language. It is known
that law is «a set of the norms and rules governing the relations of people in society established and protected
by the government and also the science studying these norms» [1; 29]. The text represents, first of all, plural-
ity of meanings, superficial and deep, both author and reader's. The plurality of meanings and values is
caused by action of interpretive function, polysemy of elements from which the text is constructed. The ju-
ridical text is not in this sense an exception as the polysemy and homonymy of semantics are inherent in it
that generates impossibility of accurate and correct interpretation of the text on law and, in turn, causes diffi-
culty of understanding of the juridical text by the ordinary native speaker. In modern science the discourse is
understood as the difficult phenomenon consisting of participants of communication, a situation of commu-
nication and the text.

In other words, the discourse is an abstract invariant description of the structural-semantic signs realized
in concrete texts. Ideal to which it is necessary to aspire in the course of communication is the greatest possi-
ble compliance between the discourse as the abstract system of rules and the discourse (or the text) as the
concrete verbal embodiment of these rules. In the framework of the theory of speech activity two aspects —
creation, or generation of a discourse (considering, planning, speaking, registration in writing) and under-
standing of the discourse differ (listening; perception of the written text, analysis, interpretation).

Let's regard media discourse. The more texts the media creates — it is not important, unique or duplicat-
ed — the greater is scientists’ interest attracted by the phenomenon «media». It is possible to claim that the
beginning of the XXI st century is characterized by introduction of the term «media» to active scientific us-
age. And, in spite of the fact that some researchers doubt the expediency of use «media» on the equal basis
and instead of habitual «mass media» and «mass media communication», media linguistics was already ap-
proved as the independent direction of linguistics and successfully develops within various linguistic
schools.
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The newspaper which «speaks» and radio which «showsy is not news any more. Initially printing edi-
tions are imposed for paper, the Internet, mobile applications and tablets. The QR codes [1], located on pages
of newspapers, facades of houses, packages of products and walls of exhibitions mix the virtual world with real.
Rapid development of new technologies and the avalanche media stream makes scientists draw close attention
to the phenomenon of «media» and speak about meadiatization of modern society and modern culture.

The research of media discourse is represented quite relevant as «texts of mass information, or media
texts, are one of the most common forms of modern existing of language» [2; 7], and media unite real and
virtual space. The media discourse appears as an evident quintessence of «language in dynamicsy». Its role
consists in creation of alternative reality, in designing of own world, in projection of knowledge and mean-
ings on wide audience.

The media discourse is the «global mixer» of the present mixing together a set of opinions, the facts and
fictions, ideologems, the discourse formulas, mythemes, concepts and estimates. Thus, «in space of media
discourse contexts from various spheres of action coexist. But all these contexts not just coexist as fragments
of the outside world — in uniform space of media discourse the fragmentariness of external life will be trans-
formed to the complete media world in which various contexts are designed to enhance its reliability, its real-
ity» [3; 28].

Analyzing media discourse, E.A. Kozhemyakin notes that today in scientific discussions two points of
view on this phenomenon are formulated. The first considers media discourse as «the specific type of speech
thinking activity characteristic only for the information field of mass media» [4; 16]. The media discourse in
this theory becomes one of specific discourses, such as political, scientific, religious and so forth.

The second point of view defines media discourse as «the any kind of a discourse realized in the field of
mass communication, produced by media» [4; 16]. Thus, the institutional discourses realized and interpreted
by means of mass media become media discourses. Adhering to the second point of view, we will understand
media discourse as «the speech thinking activity which is thematically focused, socio-culturally caused in
mass media space» [4; 16].

In other words, the space of media discourse is formed at the expense of zones of crossing media with
other discourses — «here the phenomenon of mediatization of modern public life during information era is
shown. We understand mediatization as distribution of influence of media on the most important areas of
social life and the return process of involvement in the information sphere of various parties of public work,
that is creation of zones of crossing of media and social phenomenay [3; 38].

Thus, public communication is spontaneously or intentionally organized in the spaces defined pragmat-
ically and thematically focused — discourses, special, «the possible worlds». «The discourse exists first of all
and mainly in texts, but such ones where there is special grammar, special lexicon, special rules of word us-
age and syntax, special semantics, — eventually — the special world. Each discourse is one of «the possible
worlds» [5; 45].

Let's dare to claim that the juridical media discourse is one of the most widespread and at the same time
little studied modern discourses. Being engaged in development of juridical discourse, one group of re-
searchers, as a rule, pay the main attention to texts of laws and regulations, others — develop the direction of
judicial subdiscourse, drawing close attention to texts of judgments and the shorthand report of court ses-
sions. Whereas functioning of juridical discourse in media space remains unfairly removed to the periphery
of scientific discussion.

Modern researchers offer various structures of discourse. So, the concept of institutional discourse sug-
gested by E.L. by Sheygal covers both language system, and speech activity and the text. The discourse ac-
cording to this interpretation appears in the form of formula DISCOURSE = SUBLANGUAGE + TEXT +
+CONTEXT, and terms political discourse and political communication are used as equivalent by the author
of the monograph.

In dissertation work by E.G. Malysheva [6] devoted to sports discourse, institutional discourses are un-
derstood as difficult discourse spaces — the fields of system organized by the principle of the field of dis-
course varieties united first of all by community of the subject and conceptual dominant represented within a
discourse. Having noted that the «clean» kind of sports discourse does not exist in principle, nevertheless the
author speaks about the possibility of allocation of a nuclear and peripheral zone of the called discourse.

We based on the concept consisting in understanding of juridical media discourse as the specific sphere
of crossing of the law and media as a result of mediatization and interpretation of juridical discourse. Thus,
the discourse juridical media space will be made by the texts which appeared at the cross of juridical dis-
course and discourse of other types (scientific, publicistic, political, everyday and household, medical and
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even art). At the same time the texts related to juridical media discourse have to meete the requirements of
criteria of thematic and conceptual community and to be mediated by media.

Assuming the synthesizing character of juridical media discourse as a basis, we will understand that de-
gree of inclusiveness of actually juridical component and components of other discourses in these or those
texts will be non-uniform.

Projecting the understanding of discourse as a language in dynamics on the juridical discourse, one may
say, that the last represents law language in the course of its generation, interpretation and reproduction.
Naming the juridical discourse as «the activity regulated by certain historical and sociocultural codes (tradi-
tions) of meaning generating and reproducing activity», E.A. Kozhemyakin notes the purpose of juridical
discourse — «rationing and regulation of social reality». «Having the political, public-cultural and economic
reasons of realization of this purpose, the juridical discourse is based also on the system of social control
which is created by means of other institutes, for example, education or religions ones» [4; 17]. It is thought
that one of such institutes are also the media playing the role both in the course of a meaning generation and
in the system of social control.

In the texts existing in juridical discourse space reflection of manifestation of person activity are found
in the social sphere, connected with regulation of social human relations and with powers, freedoms and re-
sponsibilities of subjects of juridical discourse.

Juridical language lives and develops not only in speeches of professional lawyers, but also in speeches
of public agents, journalists and inhabitants. The text of the law does not exist in itself, it interacts with other
discourse complexes, functions in various social spheres. The process of speech thinking activity, concerning
juridical subject as well as set of the texts made as a result of this activity mediated by mass media, will
make area of juridical media discourse. Thus, the concept of juridical media discourse will include a set of
interpretations of juridical realities. At the same time it should be noted that interpretation is only one of so-
cial roles of media, so, the media discourse is not reduced only to interpretation.

Interpretation — the most important component of mediatization process of institutional discourse. At
the same time it is impossible to perceive mediatization as unidirectional interpretation of subtleties of juridi-
cal (or any other institutional) discourse to the language of mass audience. Mediatization of juridical dis-
course means a complex of processes which can conditionally be divided into several stages: interpretation
of the law text, then distribution of this interpretation on wide audience, formation of public opinion which
as the system of social control returns us to the stage of rationing and regulation of social reality again.

Thus, meaning generating activity of juridical discourse is impossible without interpretation which, in
turn, is one of the main components of the media discourse.
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A.T. PaxmetoBa

KYKBIKTBIK JUCKYPC: MIceJiesiepi sKoHe MepCrneKTHBAIAPHI

Kasipri 3amMaHFBl JMHTBUCTHKAIBIK FHUIBIMIA JUCKYPC — KapbIM-KAaTBIHACKA KATBICYIIBUIAPAAH, KapbIM-
KaTBIHAC JKaf/JaibIHaH JKOHE MOTIHHIH ©3IHeH TYpaThIH Kypneni KyObuiblc. Backamra aditkanna, muckypc —
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HaKThl MOTIHIEp/E )KY3ere achIPbUIATHIH KYPBUIBIMIBIK XKOHE CEMAHTHUKAIIBIK EPeKIIEIIKTepIiH IepeKcis,
WUHBApUAaHTTBl CHNIATTaMachl. Makanaia KYKBIKTBIK AMCKYPCTBIH CHIAThl KapacThIPbULIBI. 3aH MOTiHI Oy
TYPFBIIaH epekiueneHoeiini, ce6ebi o1 3aH MATIHIHIH HAKTHI )KOHE ITYPbIC TYCIHAIPUTYiHIH MYMKIH eMecTirine
OKEIIIN COKTBIPAThIH CEMAaHTHKAHBIH OENTICi3/iri MEH YHCI3JIKKe Ue OONFaHIBIKTAH, JKOHE, ©3 Ke3eTiHIe,
TUIAIH KapamaibIM TypAe aHa TUIIH MEHIepreH ajaMfa 3aH MOTIHIH TYCiHY KUBIHIBIK TyIbIpagbl. ABTOp
JIMCKYPCTBIH TYXKBIPHIMIAMACBIH Op TYPJi TYCIHAIPAI, MEAUaMCKYPCTBIH epeKIICTiKTepiHe Ha3ap ayxap.pl,
KYKBIKTBIK JUCKYPCTBIH JaMy mpoOJiemManapbl MEH KeJewerin 3epTTefi. KYKBIKTBIK JHCKYPCTBIH
OailmaHbICTapbIH, NpoOJIEMalapblH  JKOHE  INEPCHEKTHBAJIAPBIH  3epTTEY  OapbIChlHIA  KYKBIKTBIK
MEANAMCKYPChl €H KEeH TapalFaHiapiblH Oipi, COHBIMEH KaTap a3 3epTTEeNreH JUCKYpCTaplblH KaTapbiHaa
SKCH/Ir XKailsIbl KOPBITHIHIBIFA K.

Kinm ce3dep. nucKypc, MeIUaaucKypc, KYKbIKTBIK JUCKYPC, MOTIH, MOTIHAI TYCIHIIpY, aHa TiIAI Kapamnaiibim
TYpPZE MEHIepreH ajiaM.

A.T. PaxmeroBa

IOpuanuecknii JucKypc: npoodJieMbl U NEPCHEKTUBbI

B coBpeMeHHO!I JIMHTBUCTUYECKOM HAayKe MAMCKYpC TOHMMAeTCsl Kak CIIOJKHOE SIBJIEHHME, COCTOsILEe
U3 yJaCTHUKOB KOMMYHHKALIUM, CUTyallud OOLIEHHS U CaMOro TeKcTa. JIpyrumMu cioBamMH, JUCKYpC — 3TO ab-
CTPaKTHOE MHBAPHAHTHOE OINHCAHHE CTPYKTYPHO-CEMAaHTHUYECKMX MPH3HAKOB, PEAM3yeMbIX B KOHKPETHBIX
TeKcTax. B cratbe paccMOTpeHa NpHUpoja I0pUANYECKOro Juckypcea. KOpuauueckuil TEKCT He SIBISIETCS B 9TOM
CMBICJIEC MCKIIOYEHHEM, IIOCKOJIBKY €My MPUCYIIY MHOTO3HAYHOCTh M OMOHUMUS CEMaHTUKH, YTO IIOPOXKIAET
HEBO3MOXKHOCTb YETKOM U MPABUIBHOM MHTEPIpETAlMU TEKCTa 3aKOHA U, B CBOIO OYEpE/lb, BBI3BIBACT TPYA-
HOCTb IIOHUMAHUS IOPUJUYECKOTO TEKCTa PSANOBBIM HOCUTENIEM S3bIKA. ABTOPOM JaHBbl pa3IUYHbIC TPAKTOBKU
TOHATHS «IAUCKYPCY», 00pallleH0 BHUMAHUE HAa 0COOEHHOCTH MEAMAINCKypCca, UCCIE0BaHbl MPOOIEMbI U Tep-
CNIEKTHBBI Pa3BUTHS FOPUAMYECKOTO AMCKypca. Mccimemys cBs3d, MpoONeMsl H MEPCIIEKTHBBI IOPHIUIECKOTO
JIMCKypca, aBTOP MPUXOAUT K BBIBOAY O TOM, YTO IOPUANUECKHN MEANAAUCKYPC — OJUH U3 CAMBIX paclpocTpa-
HEHHBIX U B TO K€ BPEMs MaJIo U3yUEHHBIX COBPEMEHHBIX JUCKYPCOB.

Knouesvie cnosa: JUCKYPC, MEAUAAUCKYPC, IOpI/I,III/I‘{eCKI/Iﬁ JUCKYPC, TEKCT, UHTEPIIPETALlUA TCKCTA, p;[IIOBOﬁ
HOCHUTCIIb A3bIKA.
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