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GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF LINGUISTIC COMPONENT
OF LANGUAGE ACTIVITY IN RESEARCH OF E. SOBOTOVICH
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Studying and analysis of scientific heritage of prominent scientists of the past are the foundation for the search
and improvement of scientific thought within modern conditions. Within pedagogical science the personality
of Yevgenia Sobotovich, doctor of sciences, professor, member-correspondent of Academy of Pedagogics of
Ukraine has the important place. Her scientific research works are devoted to the most complicated problems
of language development. Article deals with the basis aspects of linguistic component of speech activity, which
was studied by E. Sobotovich during her scientific-pedagogical activity. Firstly (with the aim of studying the
problem) the scientist analyzed the term language, speaking speech activity. This allowed to make conclusions
about speech activity and to find effective (optimal) ways of its forming. Besides of this there were analyzed
notions which help to determine linguistic and communicative components of speech activity. The article traces
that E. Sobotovich has been studying linguistic component of speech activity through the prism of analysis of
violation of speech activity and revealing of optimal ways of its forming. It is generalized the state of revealing
of problem of linguistic component at the moment of studying this problem by the author.it is shown that
in her research E. Sobotovich is based on the model of speech activity which were revealed by O. Leontiev
and I. Zymnya. Necessary attention is also given to psycho-linguistic analysis of children’s speaking made by
O. Shakhnarovich, L. Yurieva and others. Article states that E. Sobotovich has made the conclusion that it is
possible to consider the linguistic component as the certain circle of language language, speech competence
which is formed during the process of mastering language. And it is impossible to master language without this
competence. It was made the accent on the E. Sobotovich’s statement that violation of phoneme perception could
not be caused only by the lack of auditory distinction of speech sounds basing on physical (acoustic) features.
This is called auditory analysis and takes place rather often within speech therapy. The article reflects the
analysis and description (made by E. Sobotovich) of speech activity and its components: linguistic competence,
content and psychic processes which predetermine its forming. It is characterized the phonological component
of language competence and its meaning is also characterized. It is traced that special attention scientist gives
to the semantic and grammar components of linguistic competence.
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ntroduction. Period of renovation of modern

pedagogical education in Ukraine is assisted by
the increasing interest to history, culture, mental
origins. Approaches to education and social-cultural
politics are changing in general which makes peda-
gogues and scientists of Ukraine to study grounding
and to use creatively the pedagogical heritage.

Among prominent pedagogues of the second
half of 20-th-21st centuries the head place is giv-
en to the personality of E. Sobotovich, the doctor
of sciences, professor, member-correspondent of
APS of Ukraine. Her activity became the essential
contribution to the development of speech therapy
science and practice of Ukraine.

One of problem which was studied by Soboto-
vich in his research works was the problem of lin-
guistic component of speech activity. Scientist had
studied the linguistic component of speech activity
through the prism of analysis of violation of speech
activity and through the finding of ways of the op-
timal ways of its forming. In her work she based on
the model of speech activity which was worked out
by O. Leontiev and I. Zimnya. Also the scientist’s at-
tention is given to the psychological-linguistic anal-
ysis of O. Shakhnarovich, L. Yurieva etc. [11].

Purpose. Firstly E. Sobotovich analyses terms
language, speaking and speech activity with the
aim of getting conclusion on the speech activity
and determining the optimal ways of its forming.

The theme speech activity is analyzed by dif-
ferent sciences. It is resulted in numerous defini-
tions of this term which sometimes seem rather

multivalued i fret. According to scientist’s point of
view the most optimal definition of speech activi-
ty is given by I. Zimnya which became the foun-
dation of her research. «Speech activity is active,
directed, motivated, subject process of giving and
receiving of formulated of information with the
help of language. This information is aimed on the
satisfaction of personality’s communicative-cogni-
tive need of communication» [3, c. 121].

Language is the system of symbolic certain signs
which are created by the people for the commu-
nication. Language is the normalized system of
sounds, morphemes, and rules of their combination
at morphological, syntactical, semantic, and logical
levels. It is the system of symbols, it is the main way
of communication of members of certain human
collective, it the way of reworking and transfer of
information from generation to another generation.

Basing on the theory of speech activity (by Le-
ontiev) we can state that «speaking is the result
product of speech activity» [8]. Within psycho-lin-
guistics the term speaking and speech activity
are used as nearly equal. «Speech activity forms
and develops on the basis of biological and genet-
ic fore-condition for the creation and operation
of symbol system. Speech activity is formed only
within conditions of communication in combination
with general intellectual development» [2, c. 275].

Considering the analysis of literature resource
Sobotovich makes the conclusion that the term
language, speaking and speech activity are not the
same but they interact and are interconnected.
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E. Sobotovich states that «speaking is the prod-
uct of speech activity. it means that it is the spe-
cific form of realization of speech activity» [5, 6].
According to scientist’s point of view, the most op-
timal linguistic definition for term speaking was
proposed by F. Berezin, B. Golovin. They marked
«speaking as the consequence of symbol units of
communication within the language material,
within their communicative using» [1, c. 26].

While analyzing the terms language, speaking,
speech activity Sobotovich states that language and
speaking are two components of speech activity. It
gives reasons for the determination of linguistic and
communicative components of speech activity.

The goal of the article is the studying of certain
aspects of linguistic component in works which
written by E. Sobotovich and became the import-
ant contribution to the speech therapy.

Due to the analysis of definitions (which were
marked above) Sobotovich makes the conclusion
that it is possible to consider the linguistic com-
ponent of speech activity as the certain circle of
language knowledge, language competence, which
is formed during the process of mastering language,
it is impossible to use language without this activity.

Literature Review. Considering research of
O. Shakhnarovich scientist states that as the main
way of getting new knowledge it will be the oper-
ating of linguistic units during the process of cre-
ation of new speech statement; understanding of
this statement, in other words, with the help of
sign operations. Language means of knowledge are
formed arbitrary as the collateral product of activ-
ity which is directed not on the mastering knowl-
edge but on the mastering spontaneous practice of
speech communication during the process of ad-
justment of his speaking to the samples which kid
perceives in adults’ speaking. D. Bogoyavlenskyi,
M. Gohlerner mention that all these knowledge
have character of practical generalization. They
are in the foundation of processes of speaking’s
understanding and creation.

E. Negnevitskaya and other state that language
units may include not all the language units but
those which have features of two types: ability to
replace real ties and connections of objects; fea-
tures of symbols themselves which are determined
by their sensual nature. Features of first one act
as meaning of the symbol and reflect its function
as the way of communication. O. Leontiev names
it as the semantic component of the symbol [9].
Features of another type reflect the form of the
symbol in other words symbol’s essential options
(its sound membrane) which is revealed in the pro-
cess of comparison of symbols. Changing of these
features is caused by the changing of symbol’s
functions [4, 6].

The symbol (sign) of the language can be in-
volved into linear, spatial and temporal relation-
ship within the composition of speech -circuit.
Considering this scientists determine two types of
relation of language units: syntagmatic (linear) and
paradigmatic. Analyzing these relations E. Somo-
tovich based on linguistic research works made by
Y. Kostinskyi, V. Solntcev, Y. Stepanov.

In accordance with mentioned research works
scientist underlines that any paradigm ant any
level of language structure means the combination
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of variants which are united by the strong and
stable invariant.

Thus paradigm could be considered in case
when there are strictly determined of certain vari-
ants of certain invariant (in other words members
of paradigm which are chosen by the speaker of
writer depending of structural organization of the
statement).

E. Sobotovich states that language units are
organized into speech consequence in accordance
with the language laws respectively to conjunc-
tive possibilities of phonemes, morphemes, words.
Words within word combination and sentences
are connected in accordance with language’s laws.
This provides the certain consequence of sen-
tence’s members.

Thus syntagmatic relations reflect logical
consequence of language elements, their content
connection.

Mastering language implies (mastering it by
the native speaker) such language knowledge: es-
sential features of material body of symbols, their
sound membrane; meaning of language symbols
which are formed as the generalized notions about
the really existing subjects of environment; func-
tional using of language symbols; consequences of
combination of language symbols which is caused
by their paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations
within structure of the language.

O. Shakhnorovich states that sign (symbol) op-
erations are the way of mastering these knowl-
edge. These operations could be considered as the
content of linguistic competence. Determine such
operations which provide mastering language sym-
bols: stating by the child such phenomena: image
connections between words and objects, between
sentences and situations which foresees determi-
nation of signs from the speech stream at practical
level. O. Shakhnarovich states that process of gen-
eralization of language phenomena and its transfer
are the central operations, which provide the mas-
tering language [10].

Researches made by L. Vygotsky, O. Zaporo-
gete, D. Elkonin, O. Shakhnarovich, J. Piage shown
the way in which psychical processes and social
factors provide mastering mentioned knowledge.
This is the sensual-motor intellect, certain level of
mental activity, development of notions, attention,
memory which provide mastering language sym-
bols and their external side. E. Sobotovich makes
the accent her attention at determination of spe-
cific psychic process, especially successive analysis
(analysis of consequence of structure’s elements)
of perceived speech stream which provides the
mastering linear consequence of language units of
different levels. Simultaneous synthesis (combina-
tion of signals which appear consequently into one
simultaneous perceiving of all its parts) provides
mastering paradigmatic raw which is especially
important while mastering system of grammar
forms [4]. Social factors are of great importance
too, especially contact between the child and peo-
ple who take care of her (him); common activi-
ty and game (during them the child’s attention
is directed on communication, on development of
object activity).

Due to the analysis of literature resources E. So-
botovich makes the conclusion that for the mas-
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tering language it is of great need to master sound
images of language symbols. The scientist considers
the phonological component with this goal.

Phoneme is the minimum unit of language’s
sound structure which serves to the determina-
tion and notion of language signs [4, 6]. Phoneme
is realized in allophones which in their turn are
determined by the sound of speaking. Sound is the
element of oral speaking which is created by the
organs of articulate, breath and voice apparatus.

Phoneme as the unit of sign system bares the
symbolic function. First of all it is the cognitive
function. S. Bernshtein, M. Trubetsky determine
phonemes which could be common for two signs,
to determine two signs and to be equal identical

On the earliest stages of development it is very
important the mastering of paradigmatic orga-
nization of phonological units of language which
is constructed on the relations of comparison of
their features which differ in content. Exactly
these features make phoneme to be the real data
of language consciousness of the child, because
their changes lead to the violation of semantic and
morphological identity and are caught (gained) by
child very fast. These are features of phonemes.
They are determined by the articulate peculiari-
ties and acoustic options [5, 7].

E. Sobotovich states that, as the result of this
could be considered that system of phonemes’ com-
parison is constructed in Russian and Ukrainian
languages on the comparison of vowels depending
on the raw and the rising, and consonants — de-
pending on the place and way of their creation,
voiced — voiceless, hardness-softness of consonants.
These differential features of phonemes are stable.

E. Sobotovich analyses the problem of master-
ing phonetically units of language.

In accordance with research made by E. Soboto-
vich and I. Sobotovich, we can state that during the
process of increasing of linguistic experience (with
the help of the auditory analyzers) it takes place
the generalization of different variants of sound-
ing of the same phoneme. They state that result of
this activity is the forming of constancy of auditory
perceiving. In other words it is the perceiving of
unchangeable features of phoneme in all its vari-
ants of sounding during the process of listening and
determination of phonemes on these features. This
is the phonemic determination (perceptive level of
perceiving). This qualitative change of process of
perceiving (in accordance with E. Sobotovich’s point
of view limits and stables the sound compound of
speaking which provides the forming of phoneme
images of words and their further cognition in
adults’ speaking. Thanks to the adult it is stated the
contact between the sound images of words and
phenomena of reality (notional level of perceiving).

Thus, phoneme’s differentiation, determination
is one of the important mechanisms which deter-
mine forming of impressive and expressive speak-
ing. E. Sobotovich makes the conclusion that vio-
lation of process of phoneme perceiving cannot be
connected with the lack of auditory determination
of speaking’s sounds in their physical (acoustic)
features (acoustic analysis) which occurs within
speech therapy very often.

Research gives for the scientist the basis for the
stating that at primary stage of forming of mech-

anisms of determination of phonematic differenti-
ation the certain role has speech-moving analyzer.
Phonemic differentiation is formed firstly on the
material of words which are not only familiar for
the child but also these words are available for
the pronunciation by the child. During the repeat-
ing these words (sound complexes) to the different
variants of sounding of the same phoneme are pro-
duced by the same complex of movements, articu-
lations which provides and assists to the fixing of
their constant features.

L. Vygotsky, O. Luria, O. Leontiev and other
mention that word has complex semantic structure.
Authors determine lexical and psychological mean-
ing of the word (Sobotovich, 1989). Basing on the
analysis of literature research E. Sobotovich makes
the conclusion that lexical meaning of the word is
the content of the word which is stated by our men-
tal correlation of sound complex and the whole class
of objects or phenomena of reality. Psychological
meaning of the word is the generalized reflection of
the reality which is produced by personality and is
fixed in the form of notions, knowledge or skills, as
the generalized way of actions.

E. Sobotovich mentions that mastered lexical
and psychological meaning of the word contains
the content of semantic component of linguistic
competence. L. Vygotsky, D. Elkonin, O. Shakh-
narovich, and others (due to the analysis of form-
ing of lexical and psychological meaning) deter-
mine sign operations and psychical process which
help to master these meanings [10]. Researches of
scientists show that forming of semantic structure
correlates with data of cognitive development of
the child.

Mastering semantic structures precedes widen-
ing and differentiation of notional sphere of child
at the pre-speech level during the process of com-
mon activity of child with people who take care
of this child. Research works which were made
by E. Sobotovich prove the leading role of syntag-
matic connection of words within the mastering
of generalized lexical meaning of the word and in
widening of content sphere of word associative re-
actions of children (which are 5-7 years old). Sci-
entist stresses that observed children have mostly
syntagmatic and paradigmatic associative speech
reactions till 6 years old (development of children’s
speaking was within norm).

Results. Forming of system of words’ connec-
tions and relations is guaranteed and provided by
the certain level of development of simulative syn-
thesis. It is of great need the simultaneous com-
bination of some correlated features by the per-
sonality’s consciousness for the cognition of these
connections and relations.

Thus not the demonsrative understandings but
ability of inside catching, organization of certain
isolated features, their combination within one
scheme is the necessary condition of forming of
mentioned functional connections.

Research made by O. Luria and his school have
shown that in case of lesion of parietal-occipital
areas (which perform simultaneous synthesis) of
cortex (semantic aphasia) systems of ties and con-
nections (which is hidden in the word) becomes
deeply violated. As the result patients have (have
saved) only the object correlation of the word.
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E. Sobotovich mentions that on the basis of mas-
tering generalized lexical meaning of the word it
is formed the further functional using of language
signs: sound membrane starts to lose its image
connection with the object or directly perceived
feature of the object, its action. Words become to
be used only as language signs, as marks for the
determined certain content.

During further development of the child (due to
the systematization of child’s notion about the en-
vironment) during the process of teaching it takes
place the ordering of semantic fields, development
of lexical system and further forming of word no-
tions on this base. Research of E. Sobotovich shown
that mental connection of words within the process
of associative reaction is based on the mentioned
relations just till the 7-8 ears-old age [4].

So, semantic component of linguistic competence
(in its lexical circuit) is based on mastering such
«knowledge»: direct, phraseological-units-caused
and generalized lexical meaning of the word, its
notional correlation.

The conducted analysis allows E. Sobotovich to
state that forming of the semantic structure of the
word (its lexical meaning and notional content), is
provided by such mental operations with semantic
units: of object situation and determination of its
certain elements (semantic units); stating connections
between these notional units and language way of
their determination; comparison of homogenous ob-
jects, phenomena which are determined by one word,
determination of their common features and their
generalization; stating system of notional connections
(logical, syntagmatic, paradigmatic) of certain word
with other words; cumulating and generalization of
different meaning of the same word; practical clas-
sification of words depending on semantic options of
different measure of generalization.

During studying grammar component of lin-
guistic competence E. Sobotovich marks that child
which has already mastered the language never
faces up with grammar rules but deals only with
concrete sentences. Speaking of the child is subor-
dinated to certain regularities.

Analysis of semantic structure of the sentence
leads to the conclusion that its meaning is deter-
mined by the sum of such meanings: 1. Lexical
meaning of words which are included in it; 2. Words’
content relations in linear circuit (or by the seman-
tic meaning of relation); 3. These content relations
in language are reflected with the help of certain
words’ order and syntax morphemes or endings.

E. Sobotovich underlines that for the under-
standing of the sentence (especially without seman-
tic indicators and correct grammar arrangement
of the sentence) within own speaking it is of great
need to master grammar or additional meaning of
the form-creating morphemes (words’ endings).

Grammar or additional meanings determine
different linear (syntagmatic) relations of words
within word-combinations and sentences. Mas-
tering mentioned meanings and language ways of
their notion contain (in accordance with point of
view of the scientist) constitute the grammar com-
ponent of linguistic competence. E. Sobotovich de-
termines ways and mechanisms of mastering these
knowledge (basing on the analysis of the orthoge-
nesis of act of speaking) competentions.
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Research of O. Shakhnarovich and others gives
the foundations for the scientist to state that
syntactical components are gained earlier than
morphological. Analysis of process of mastering
sentence by the child shows that mastering its se-
mantic structure displays directly child’s character
of thinking, in other words, chil’d ability to main-
tain content connections between phenomena.

E. Sobotovich proves (due to the conducted
analyses) that ways of mastering syntactical struc-
ture of the sentence by the child (mastering syn-
tactical meaning of words as meaning of their re-
lations and in accordance with this — rules of order
of permissible sequences of words within sentence)
directly reflect the character of child’s thinking
(ability to structure the situation, to determine es-
sential content components and to state content
connections among of them).

Scientist stresses that we have to deal not only
with the problem of mastering notional aspect of
sentence but its external aspect too. Researches
made by L. Vygotsky, D. Piage state that exter-
nal aspect of child’s speaking is developed from
the word to combination of two or three words,
after that it is developed to the simple phrase and
to the combination of phrases. O. Gvozdev deter-
mines such period in child’s speaking development
when the child omits verb or the object of action
(though it is made perceptively and consciously).
This proves that this combination of words is of
certain difficultness for the child.

Thus connection of elements and their appro-
priate word signs represent specific operation
(successive synthesis) which is formed gradually.
This is proved by the research made by E. Soboto-
vich. This research shows that within pathological
forming of this operation (which happens in case
of lesion of frontal (forehead) areas of the brain)
children’s speaking is not formed in their own
speaking despite the understanding of syntactical
meaning of relation [6, c. 25].

Discussion. Conducted analysis of process of
mastering grammar knowledge (at syntax level)
by the child allowed E. Sobotovich to determine
such operations which provide their mastering:
1) Notional structuring of demonstrative, visual
situation, determination of its basis semantic units;
2) Determination of semantic relations among
marked elements of situation; 3) Correlation of
marked elements of situation with their sign (lan-
guage) determination; 4) Mastering meaning of re-
lation among sign units or syntax meaning of the
word in marked circuits; 5) Differentiation or de-
termination of grammar classes of words. Knowl-
edge and operations which were mentioned above
(in accordance with opinion of E. Sobotovich) pro-
vide mastering rules of words’ combinations into
linear circuits — word combinations and sentences
(syntagmatic of the language) as «rules» of con-
structing and understanding of syntax structures.
Scientist makes accent that syntax meaning of
words within sentence are formed with the help of
grammar forms (grammar morphemes). They be-
gin to form due to the mastering syntax meaning of
the words as meaning of relations (22 months). So
during mastering words’ forms the child grounds
on the objective reality as well as during the mas-
tering of admissible sequence of words in sentence.
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E. Sobotovich underlines that stating of connec-
tions between the word-form and object reality
leads to the understanding of that new material
which morpheme brings into the meaning of the
familiar word.

But for the notion of these relations between dif-
ferent objects the morpheme has to be determined
from the word by practically way. E. Sobotovich
makes the conclusion (due to the analysis of scien-
tists’ works) that morphological analysis is the condi-
tion, operation which provides the process of deter-
mination of morphemes. O. Shakhnarovich explains
this notion and states that morphological analysis
bases on the phonetic and content analysis but often
does not coincides with it. She considers that it is the
new separation of the already dissevted word.

Thus morphological component of language
competence is based on mastering such «know-
ledge» and «rules»: 1) scientific-syntax meaning of
form-creating morphemes; 2) language way of its
notion (sound membrane); 3) grammar stereotypes
(models) of word’s changes; 4) paradigmatic mor-
phological raw (Sobotovich, 1989: 28).

Within mastering these knowledge» the great
role is acted by such operations: orientation of the

child on the sound form of the word, comparison
of word-form with their sounding and meaning,
and mental operations with certain (morphological)
meanings (abstracting, transferring, generalization).

Everything mentioned above implies the lin-
guistic component of speech activity.

E. Sobotovich studied one aspect of the prob-
lem — what knowledge about the language does
the child have to master and with the help of what
mechanisms does the child master them. While an-
alyzing the term of mastering language at differ-
ent levels of mastering E. Sobotovich determines
linguistic component of speech activity.

The scientist considers the linguistic component
of speech activity as the spectrum of language
knowledge, language competence which is formed
during the mastering language and without which
the using of language becomes impossible. The au-
thor analyses in details the linguistic competence
and its competence, content and psychic processes
which predetermine its forming. Scientist char-
acterizes the phonological component of language
competence and its meaning too. Particularly at-
tention is given to semantic and grammar compo-
nents of linguistic competence.
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Anorangis

Y craTTi PO3IIIAHYTO OCHOBHI acCIeKTM JIHIBICTMYHOTO KOMIIOHEHTa MOBJIEHHEBOI NiAJBHOCTI, AKI BMBYa-
ga €. CoboToBuY y CBOill HayKOBO-IleHaroriuHiit mgismpHocTi. A Toro, 1mob geTasibHO BUBYATH II0 IIPO-
0seMy, BYEHOIO CIIOYATKY OyJiM IPOaHaJi30BaHI INOHATTA MOBa, MOBJIEHHA Ta MOBJIEHHEBA IiAJbBHICTH. lle
JlaJio 3MOTY JIijiTV BJMCHOBKIB CTOCOBHO MOBJIEHHEBOI IifAJIbBHOCTI Ta 3HAXOJKEHHS ONTMMAJBbHMX ILIAXIB Ii
dopmyBanHA. OKpiM LIBOrO, IPOAHAJI30BaHI iHII TOHATTA, 3aBAAKM AKMM BMOKPEMJIIOIOTHCHA JIHTBICTUYHMIL
Ta KOMYHIKaTMBHMII KOMIIOHEHTY MOBJIEHHEBOI AissibHOCTI. ¥ crarTi mpocresxyerbca Te, mpo €. Coboro-
BMY JOCJIMMKyBaJia JIHTBICTMYHMI KOMIIOHEHT MOBJIEHHEBOI MiAJIBHOCTI Kpi3b HNpM3My aHaJiI3y IIOpPYIIEH-
HA MOBJIEHHEBOI MAiAJBHOCTI Ta 3HAXOMYKEHHA ONTUMAJIbHMX MUIAXIB ii (popMyBaHHA. Y3araJlbHEHO CTaH
ocBiTJieHOCTI mpoOJsieMM CKJIAMOBMX JIHTBICTMYHOIO KOMIIOHEHTa Ha MOMEHT IIPOBEJEHHSA BUBYEHHSA BUe-
HOIO gaHoro mutaHHA. [Iokasano, mo B cBoiil pobori €. CoboToBMY crnmpaeTbcsa Ha MOAEJi MOBJIEHHEBOI
nisnbHOCTI, Akl Oysm pospobieni O. JleonteeBuM Ta 1. 3uMHBOO. JOCTIIMKEHHIO JIHTBICTMYHOIO KOMIIOHEHTa
MOBJIEHHEBOI NIAJBHOCTI CIpUAE IICUXOJIHTBICTUYHMII aHAJI3 AUTAYOro MoBJeHHHA, po3pobiennit O. ITax-
"apoBuueM, JI. FOp’eBoro Ta in. ¥ crarti 3a3Hadaersed, 1m0 €. CoboroBud 3po0JIEHO BUCHOBOK, IIIO PO3IJIA-
JaTy JIHHIBICTMYHMII KOMIIOHEHT MOBJIEHHEBOI JiAJIbHOCTI MOXKHA AK IE€BHMII KDYl MOBHUX 3HaHb, MOBHY
KOMIIETEeHI[i10, AKa (POPMYETHCA B IIPOLieci OBOJIOJIHHA MOBOIO Ta 0e3 AKOI BOJIOLIHHA HEI € HEMOXKJIVBVM.
AxnenToBaHo Ha ctBepmkeHHi €. CoboToBMY, IO MOPYLIEHHA IIpolecy (POHEMHOI'O0 CHPUIHATTA He MOXKHA
[IOB'A3yBAaTHU JIMIIIE 3 HEAOCTATHICTIO CIYXOBOTO PO3Pi3HEHHA 3BYKIB MOBJIEHHA 3a (Pi3MYHMMU (aKyCTUU-
HMMM) O3HaKaMM, TOOTO CJIyXOBOIO aHaJI3dy, II[0 HaldacTille CIoCcTepiraeTbCs B JIOTONEAMYHIN MITPaKTNII.
Y crarTi BinobpaskeHo aHasid Ta omyc €. Cob0TOBMY MOBJIEHHEBOI MiAJMBLHOCTI Ta ii CKIAAOBMX; JIHIBiCTUYHOL
KOMIIETeHTHOCTi, 3MicT Ta mcuxiuni mnpomecu dAki obymoBiooiTh ii dopmyBanHAa. OxapaKTepu30BaHO
oHOJIOTIYHMIT KOMIIOHEHT MOBHOI KOMIIETEeHI[iI Ta jioro 3Ha4deHHA. BincresxeHo, 110 0coOJMBY yBary BuUeHa
IPUIIIAE CEMAaHTMYHOMY Ta I'PaMaTMYHOMY KOMIIOHEHTAM JIHTBICTMYHOI KOMIIETEHITi].

KmarouoBi cjoBa: JIHrBiCTMYHMII KOMIIOHEHT, MOBa, MOBJIEHHS, MOBJIEHHEBA [isJIbHICTB, JIHIBiCTUYHA
KOMIIETEHI[ifA, CEMaHTUYHA CTPYKTYypa.

Jeiaguna E.JO.
Hammonasbasllt neparornyecknii yausepeuteT uMmenn MIL JIparomaHoBa,
Bepnanckuil rocyjapCTBEHHBI 1€IarOTMYEeCKIil YHUBEPCUTET

OBIIAA XAPARTEPUCTURA JIVMHIBUCTNYECROT'O ROMIIOHEHTA
PEYEBOI JEATEJBHOCTU B PABOTAX E. COBOTOBIY

AHHOTANUA

B craThe paccMOTpeHBI OCHOBHBIE ACIIEKTHI JIMHIBMCTUYECKOTO0 KOMIIOHEHTa pPeYeBOll IeATeJIbHOCT, KOTOPbII
nzydasa E. CoboToBuu B cBOel HAYUHO II€arOTMUIeCcKoil AeATe bHOCTH. 1A Toro, 4ToObl MeTalbHO M3ydaTh
9Ty IpobJeMy, yUeHoi cHavaJsa ObLIV IIPOaHaJNN3MPOBAHHbBIE IIOHATHA A3bIK, PeUb ) PeueBad NeATeJbHOCTb.
OTO J1aJlI0 BO3MOYKHOCTB CAEJAaTh BBIBOJBI OTHOCUTEJIBHO PEYEeBON eATEeJIbHOCTU M HAXOMKJEHUA OITUMAJIb-
HBIX IIyTell ee dopMmupoBanusa. Kpome sToro, mpoaHaams3mMpoBaHbl APYyrue MIOHATHUA, Osaromaps KOTOPBLIM
BBIZEJIAIOTCA JIMHTBYCTUYECKMI ¥ KOMMYHVKATYBHBIN KOMIIOHEHTBI pedeBoll 1eATeIbHOCTI. B cTaTbe mpocie-
skmuBaeTcs uccyenoBanua E. CoboTOBMY 0 JIMHIBUCTUYECKOM KOMIIOHEHTE PedeBOli JeATeJbHOCTY CKBO3b IIPU-
3My aHaJM3a HaPYIIEHNUS pedeBOll AeATEeJLHOCTM M HAXOMKIEHMA ONTMMAJbHBIX IIyTell ee (pOpPMUPOBaHUA.
O000111eHO COCTOAHVE OCBEILIEHHOCTY MPOOJIEMBI COCTABJIAIOIMX JIMHIBYICTUYECKOTO KOMIIOHEHTa Ha MOMEHT
[IPOBeIeHNA U3yYeHUs y4eHol JaHHoro Bonpoca. ITokasano, uto B cBoeit pabore E. CoboroBny onmpaercsa Ha
MOJIeJIVI PedYeBOli TeATeJbHOCTY, KoTophle Obln paspaboransl O. JleouTheBbiM 1 V. S3umuero. B cratbe oTme-
gaercd, uTo E. Cob0oTOBMY yTBEPIKAAET, YTO PACCMATPVBATD JVHIBUCTIYECKNI KOMIIOHEHT PEYeBOil AeATeb-
HOCTM MOXKHO KaK OIpeJeJIeHHbIVI KPYT A3BIKOBBIX 3HAHNI, A3BIKOBYIO KOMIIETEHIINIO, KOTOpad POpMUPYyeTCA
B IIpoIjecce OBJIAZEHNUA A3BIKOM 1 0e3 KOTOpOIl BiaZeHue €0 ABJAETCA HEeBO3MOXKHBIM. AKIIEHTVPOBAHO Ha
yrBepsxaennn E. CoboToBnd, 4TO HapyllleHNe mpolecca (POHEMHOIO BOCIPUATUA HEJIb3A CBA3BIBATH TOJIBKO
C HEJIOCTATOYHOCTBIO CJIYXOBOTO Pa3JIMYeHNs 3BYKOB pedn I10 (pu3NYecKuM (aKyCTUYECKNM) IPU3HAKAMIL
KoarodeBble cjioBa: JIMHTBUCTUYECKUI KOMIIOHEHT peul, A3BIK, pedb, pedeBas AeATeJbHOCTb, JIMHIBYUCTIYE-
CKafA KOMIIETEeHIVsA, CEMaHTUYeCKad CTPYKTypa.



