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YJIK 81°42
Ko3snoscbka ["'anna bopuciBaa
KaHAuAaT (UIONOTIYHUX HAYK, JOIEHT
CyMchKU#l 1epKaBHUI YHIBEPCUTET
MICHE KATET'OPIi IHOOPMATUBHOCTI
B CUCTEMI TEKCTOBUX KATEI'OPIH

Crarts mpoIoOBXKYye HM3KY NyOJiKaliii aBTOpa, MPUCBAYEHUX TEOPIi TEKCTY.
BuBueHHs1 KaTeropii TEKCTY aKTyalbHO, OCKITbKA HEMOXKIIMBO TOBOPUTH TIPO
00’€KT JOCIHIIKEHHS, HE Ha3BaBIIM 1 HE TMOACHUBIIM HOTO Kateropiil. Omnuc
KAaTeropii TEeKCTy 1 iX B3a€MOJli HaUUIEHUH Ha OTPUMAHHS Yy3arajbHEHOT
XapaKTePUCTHKHU BCI€T CUCTEMH, TOOTO TEKCTY SIK ITIJIOT0 IUISIXOM 3’ €HAaHHS 3HAHb
po HOro eineMeHTH. B cTarTi po3riisgaroThCs OCHOBHI HAMPSIMKH JIOCTIIKEHb
KaTeropi TeKCTy 1 iX Kiacu@ikauii Ha MPUKIAAl Ta3€THOTO MOBIJOMIICHHS IPO
noroay. Crnemnudiky Ta CTIMKICTh OyJb-IKOTO THIy TEKCTIB 3a0e3nedye €IHICTh
TEKCTOBUX Kareropiil. Orisa HayKOBOi JiTepaTypu IOKa3ye, 10 MOpsa 31
cnenuIYHUMUA ICHYE psAJ  yHIBEpcalbHMX Kareropii Tekcty. Kareropis
1HQOPMATUBHOCTI € OJHIEI0 3 OCHOBHHMX TEKCTOBHUX KaTeropiid. JlocmimkeHHs
Kateropii ~ 1HQOPMATUBHOCTI  BUMara€  4YiTKOIO  BU3HAUECHHS  TOHSATH

«1H(POPMATUBHICTHY 1 «iH(pOpPMAIIish», TPUUMAIOYU 10 YBard TPAKTYBaHHS JTaHUX


mailto:h.kozlovska@uabs.sumdu.edu.ua

NOHATh BU3HAYCHHSIMH, NPUUHATAMU B JIHIBICTUI, KiOepHEeTHIl Ta Teopil
iH(popmarii. BpaxoBytoun 3araibHOHAYKOBHUI XapaKkTep MOHATTA «1H(OpMALisD) 1
bi1ocodChbKy 3HAYMMICTh TEpPMiHA «KaTEropis», Kareropis 1HQOPMATHUBHOCTI O
JOCATHEHb CYMDKHHMX HAayK B HEPO3PHUBHOMY 3B’SI3KYy 3 IHIIUMHU KaTeTrOpisiMHU

TEKCTY.

KirodoBi cioBa: karteropii TEKCTy, Kareropis 1HGOPMATHBHOCTI, 1H(opMaIlis,

ra3eTHE MOBIJOMJICHHSI PO TIOTO.TY.
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THE PLACE OF THE CATEGORY OF INFORMATIVENESS
IN THE SYSTEM OF TEXT CATEGORIES

The study of text categories is essential because it is impossible to talk about the
object of study without naming and explaining its categories. The description of
text categories and their interaction is aimed at obtaining the generalized
description of the whole system, i.e. the text as a whole by combining knowledge
about its elements. The article deals with the observation, analysis, and research of
text categories and their classification on the example of a newspaper weather
forecast report. Basic characteristic features of information in newspaper weather
forecast repots are given. The review of scientific literature shows that there exist
specific and universal text categories. The main function of newspaper weather
forecast report is the information transfer that is why the author highlights the
category of informativeness. Category of informativeness is one of the leading text
categories. The study of the category of informativeness requires a clear definition
of "informativeness™ and "information”, bearing in mind the interpretation of these
concepts by definitions adopted in linguistics, cybernetics and information theory.
We should take into account the general scientific nature of the concept

"information” and the philosophical significance of the term "category". Thus, the



category of informativeness should be studied at the intersection of linguistic
directions using the achievements of related sciences in inseparable connection
with other text categories. The topicality of linguistic problem mentioned above is

proved by the wide range of scientific works on text categories.

Keywords: text categories, category of informativeness, information, newspaper

weather forecast report.

“Category” from the philosophical point of view is defined as an extremely broad
concept in which the most general, distinctive and essential features, peculiarities,
characteristics and relationships of objects and knowledge of the objective world
are reflected [9, p. 240]. With regard to text we can describe “category” as a
feature common to all texts. Moreover, texts cannot exist without categories, thus,
it is the typological text characteristic. Text categories reveal the most general and
essential features functioning as the bridge in understanding ontological,
epistemological, and structural markers [20, p. 80]. The article is aimed at
describing the place of the category of informativeness within the system of text
categories on the example of newspaper weather forecast reports because the main

function of such kind of texts is transfer of information.

Two main directions of scientific researches on text categories have been
developed since the 1980s: taxonomic and qualitative [20, p. 80]. The taxonomic
researches classify text categories and analyze their interaction mechanism [3; 4; 5;
11, p. 70-79; 14]. Qualitative studies explore the functioning of a specific text
category, e.g. categories of time [13; 19], time and space [18], informativeness [4;

8], coherence [7], cohesion [10], modality [6], etc.

It is worth mentioning that classification of text categories is heterogeneous
because different criteria lie in its basis: semantic and structural, pragmatic and

functional, obligatory and optional [20, p. 81]. The wide range of scientific works



on text categories proves the fact that the linguistic problem mentioned above is

very important.

According to I.R. Galperin, there are informative and formally structural text
categories both defined as grammatical ones. The researcher explores categories of
adhesion, informativeness, retrospective, modality [5]. Z.Y. Turaeva writes about
two basic groups of text categories: structural and informative. Categories of
adhesion, integration, and progression/stagnation are structural; image of the
author, space and time, informativeness, modality are informative categories [20,
p. 81]. V.A. Kukharenko defines categories of anthropocentricity, informativeness,

modality, pragmatic focus in fiction texts [12, p. 70-79].

There exists an idea that it is impossible to differentiate text categories because any
text category can be either structural, semantic or pragmatic (communicative).
Firstly, we can research a text as the result generated by a language personality and
addressed to language personality. Secondly, we can study a text as a phenomenon
of universal and national culture. Finally, we can explore a text as a facilitator for
successful human interaction with the help language means [16, p. 195].
Differentiating such notions as text structure, category, and paradigmatics text
category is defined as superparadigmatic text feature that gives a reader the chance
for interpreting it. We understand paradigmatic text feature as general formal and
content components within text system with the help of which we can combine
texts in groups [12, p. 81]. Integrity, segmentability, cohesion, coherence,
informativeness, chronotope, modality, interaction, intertextuality, conceptuality,

anthropocentricity are universal text categories [16, p. 196].

Foreign linguists think that adhesion, modality, informativeness are notions of
category level paying much attention to informativeness. They do not use the term
“text category” but “standards of textuality” instead [22, p. 3]. The complex of
basic features characterizes each text category but the set of attributes and their
proportion differ from text to text.



From the pragmatic point of view, the study of category of informativeness is
impossible without engaging the category of integrity. Category of integrity is a
psychological phenomenon because it is realized in the process of reader’s
comprehension of the text. Integration is subordination of text parts to the basic

topic which leads to the understanding of the text as an integrated whole.

Integrity has semantic and formally structural sides reflected in text wholeness and
coherence. Text coherence and wholeness are different: coherence has linguistic

nature, wholeness — psychological one.

Text compression is one of the means for transferring text wholeness. By text
compression we understand transferring the basic content omitting unnecessary
information. The leading characteristic feature of newspaper weather forecast
report is its conciseness. Compression in such kind of texts is implemented with
different degree and by various means of contraction resulting in the wholeness of
information report perception [8, p. 34]. We consider the text structure and its

composition to be one of the means for providing text coherence.

Taking into account the general scientific nature of the concept "information” and
the philosophical significance of the term "category" we promote the idea that the
category of informativeness should be studied at the intersection of linguistic
directions using the achievements of related sciences in inseparable connection
with other text categories. Moreover, we explore category of informativeness in a

specific type of texts, namely newspaper weather forecast reports.

The study of the category of informativeness requires a clear definition of
"Informativeness"” and "information", bearing in mind the interpretation of these

concepts by definitions adopted in linguistics, cybernetics and information theory.
I.R. Galperin distinguishes three types of text information:

1) content-factual information — facts, actions, processes that take place in the real
world. This information is explicit and can be found in scientific texts, in the texts
of official documents, in newspaper style, etc.;



2) content-conceptual information — author’s perception of phenomena and

concepts, his intentions, ideas, notions;

3) content-implicit information — information that is based on the ability of

language units resulting in generating connotations and associations [5, p. 25-41].

We interpret information in a narrow sense as facts and news, in a broad sense — as
the manifestation of human activity that alters the quality and quantity of
information. Participants of this human activity have such kind of information that
leads to changes in people’s behavior [21, p. 40]. In communication theory,
information is new facts about subjects, phenomena, relations, and events of
objective reality [4, p. 2] that presuppose different thesaurus of communicants as
the basic condition of communication. In information theory, one should
distinguish such notions as “information” and “knowledge” because “the linguistic
expansion” of information happens very often [2, p. 27]. “Knowledge” can be
studied on three semiotic levels — syntactic, semantic, and pragmatic. On the
syntactic level there exists metaknowledge as metainformation; on the semantic
level — “knowledge” itself as the fixed relations between the signifying and
signified; on the pragmatic level — information as the fixed relation between a sign
and its value for a consumer. Thus, information is knowledge included into
communicative process [2, p. 27]. This proves the fact that category of

informativeness should be studied in the framework of semiotic approach to texts.

Informativeness as a notion is narrower than information. Speaking about
informativeness as the text characteristic, we identify the communicative aspect of
information process. We decode information as the labile value, the ability of
adequate conveying of some part of information to recipients via communication
channel but not the absolute quantity of text information or its general
“informational filling”. Cybernetics interprets informativeness as the one that
breaks stability of text system [1, p. 33] drawing attention to unusual and new
facts.



When speaking about the place of the category of informativeness within the
system of text categories we need to mention basic features of information.
Information must be valuable, useful, new, interesting, and real. These features of
information are traditional. Weather forecast report has specific features of

information on the level of content and form.

General scientific category of information has three basic components: facts
(quantitative component); regularity or negentropy (qualitative component);
variety (multiplicity component). Quantitative component makes the basis of
information existence, qualitative component points at the ultimate goal of
information process, and multiplicity component projects information transferring

on different situation levels.

Taking into account interdisciplinary character of our research we will dwell on

specificity of informing in newspaper weather forecast reports.

Ambiguity is the main attribute of communicative noise [15, p. 53; 17, p. 181].
Negentropy function of information in newspaper weather forecast report is
realized, firstly, through redundancy and information compression and, secondly,
via such functional characteristics of information genre texts as objectiveness,
accuracy, and relevancy. Multiplicity component implementation of general
scientific information category in newspaper weather forecast report depends

mostly on communication factors situation.

Thus, summarizing our literature review on the study of text categories let us

highlight some most important points.

Firstly, taking into account the general scientific character of such notion as
“information” and philosophical significance of the term “category” we think that
text categories must be studied not in the framework of a single linguistic approach
but at their intersection, e.g. text linguistics and pragmatics. Moreover, we can use
achievements of related sciences such as information theory, psychology and

others. This provision applies completely to category of informativeness.



Secondly, we think that category of informativeness must be researched in

conjunction with other text categories.
Literature:

1. AnucumoBa T.A. JIMHrBHCTHYECKHE XapaKTEPUCTHUKU ITyOJULIHUCTUYECKOTO
tekcra: (Ha Marepuane aHanMTHYECKHMX CTaTel COBpEMEHHOW OpHUTaHCKOU

npeccsl): aBToped. muc... kKanauaara guioin. Hayk: 10.02.04 / T.A. AaucumoBa. —

M., 1998. - 194 c.

2. bmomenay JI.U. Uadbopmanus u uadopmanmonnsiii cepsuc / JI.W. biaromenay. —

M.: Hayka, 1989. - 192 c.

3. BopoObeBa O.I1. TexcroBbie kateropuu u (paktop aapecara / O.I1. BopoOnesa.

— K.: Buma mxomna, 1993. — 200 c.

4. T'anpniepun U.P. I'pammaTuyeckue kateropuu Tekcta (onbT 0600meHus) / U.P.

["ameniepun //U3B. AH CCCP. Cep. mut. u s13. — 1977. — T. 36, Ne6. — C. 522-532.

5. Tanpnepun U.P. TekcT kak 0OBEKT JIMHTBHUCTHUYECKOTO HccienoBanus / W.P.

[Nanenepun. — M.: Hayxka, 1981. — 139 c.

6. Jemuna E.b. CnocoObl BbIpak€HHUS  MOJAIBHOCTH B  Ta3e€THO-
nyOIMIIMCTUYECKUX TEKCTaX COBPEMEHHOIO aHIJIMKUCKOro s3blKa: aBToped.
nuc...kauaunara puion. Hayk: 10.02.04 / E.b. lemuna. — Ofecckuii Toc. YH-T HM.

MN.N. MeunukoBa. — Onecca, 1984. — 15 c.

7. KapmoBuu WM.K. CsizHOCT B Hay4yHO-TEXHMYECKOM TEKCTE: aBToped.

nuc...kanaunara pumoin. Hayk: 10.02.04 / UK. Kapnosuu. — M., 1990. — 23 c.

Koznosckas A.b. IlparmaTudeckuil acmeKkT KaTeropum HWH()OPMATUBHOCTH
AHTJIOSI3BIYHBIX CHUHONTHYECKMX TEKCTOB Ta3eTHO-MYOJUIUCTUYECKOTO CTUJIS:
muc...kanauaara ¢unon.Hayk: 10.02.04 / A.b. Kosnosckas. — Cymsl, 2002. — 219

C.

8. Konmako H.U. Jlormueckuit cinoBapb-cipaBounuk / H.M. KonmakoB. — M.:

Hayxka, 1975. - 720 c.



9. Kpyunnuna JI.M. OcHOBHBIE CpeACTBA KOT€3UHM aHIVIMICKOIO HAyYHOI'O TEKCTa!
aBroped. mamc...kaHmumata ¢umon. Hayk: 10.02.04 / JLU. Kpyuwmnuna. —
MITIMUA um. M. Topesa. — M., 1982. — 23 c.

10. Ky3nenoB B.I'. ®yHKIIMOHAIbHBIE CTHIIN COBPEMEHHOTO (PPaHITYy3CKOTO S3bIKa
(mybnuuuctuaeckuit u Hayunsiil) / B.I'. Ky3neunos. — M.: Beicmias mkona, 1991. —

160 c.

11. Kyxapenko B.A. Wurepnperanmss Ttekcra / B.A. Kyxapenko. — M.:
IIpocBemienue, 1988. — 192 c.

12. Hoxxauua O.I1. @®yHKIHOHATBHO-CEMAHTHYECKASI KATETOPUsl TEMIIOPAIBbHOCTH
B Hay4yHOM (UIIOJOTMYECKOM TEKCTEe: aBTOped. IuC...KaHAuAara (pUiIos. Hayk:

10.02.04 / O.I1. Hoxxumua. — OI'Y num. U1.. MeunnkoBa. — Onecca, 1989. — 16 c.

13. CeniBanoBa O.0. AKTyanabHI HaNpsSMH Cy4YaCHO! JIHTBICTUKH (aHATITUUHUN
orasan) / O.0. CemiBanoBa. — K.: Bua-Bo VYkpaiHchkoro ¢iTocoiioyioriyHoro

ueHTpy, 1999. — 148 c.

14. CenuBanoBa E.A. JIMHTBOKYJIbTYpHBIM aceKT KOMMYHHUKAaTHBHOIO Iyma /
E.A. Cenuanosa // HaykoBuii Bichuk kadeapu FOnecko KuiBchbkoro ep>xaBHOTO
miHrBicTiyHOro yHiBepcutety. Cepis @inonoria. Ilemarorika. Ilcuxonoris. —

2000. — Bun.3A. — C. 51-55.

CemuBanoBa E.A. KorautuBHas onHomacuosiorusi (moHorpadus) / A.E.

CenuBanoBa. — K.: ®durtoconuoieHtp, 2000. — 248 c.

15. CemuBanoBa E.A. OCHOBBl JMHIBUCTHYECKOM TEOpHUM TEKCTa U
KoMMyHUKaru: MoHorpadudeckoe yuedHoe nocobue / E.A. CenuBanoBa. — K.-

L VJI, «®utocorumoneHTp», 2002. — 336 c.

16. CuBoxuna H.I'. Mopdonoro-cemanTHueckue CpeAcTBa BhIPAXKEHUS KaTEropuil
BPEMEHU U MPOCTPAHCTBA M MX CTWIMCTHYECKas 3Ha4MMOCTh B Tekcrte: (Ha

MaTepuasge aHrJUUCKOW W aMEPHKAHCKOW XYI0XKECTBEHHOW JHMTEpaTyphl XX



Beka): aBToped. muc...xkanaummarta ¢wuron. wayk: 10.02.04 / H.I'. CuBoxunHa. —

MI'TIMUSA um. M. Topeza. — M., 1982. — 25 c.

17. TypaeBa 3.5. Bpemsi rpammaruueckoe W BpeMs XYyJA0KECTBEHHOE (Ha
MaTepuaie aHTJMHUCKOro s3blKa): aBToped. AucC...KaHauaata QuiIon. Hayk:

10.02.04 / 3.51. Typaesa. — JIIT'TIA um. A.W. I'epuena. — JI., 1974. — 39 c.

18. Typaesa 3.4. Jluareuctuka tekcra: (Tekcr: cTpykrypa m cemantuka) / 3.5.

Typaesa. — M.: IIpocBemenue, 1986. — 127 c.

19. IleBuenko WM.C. Hcropuueckas AUHAMHKAa NparMaTUKH MPEIJIOKEHHUS:
aHrnuiicoe BompocurenbHoe npennoxkenne 16-20 BB. / W.C. IlleBueHko. —

XapbkoB: Koncranra, 1998. — 168 c.

20. Beaugrand R., Dressler W. Introduction to Text Linguistics / R. Beaugrand, W.
Dressler. — London: Longman, 1994. — 270 p.



