T BaKmoyeHHe

HEuTepuperaquORACTCKHE  B3rIAK, TAKEM 0(pascM, H03BOJAET . MBYIATh
CBOICTBA A3KIKA, He OTHOCA K BOIOHUIO INHTBHCTHKE CIEeNNANBHKHX BANOB 3HA-
HO# (THOA XUMEYOCKAX, MATOMATAYOCKHX K T. I.), HGCMOTPA HA TO, 9TO WO-
clieHHEe BaYaCTYI0 HEmOCPEACTBOHHO BOBJIEUEHH B HOHEMaHEe pequ. Ha camom
Jlelle cOemEANbHEE BHAK 3HAHMHA COHEPHATCA B OTHOALHOM KOMOOHEHTe 3HAa-
HAX — B AHEPOPMATUOHHOM 3amace, a OPH MHTEPHPOTALWE BHICKAa3HBaHUH
OHH TIOABEPralOTCA CAME HHTODPOPETAIHH, B Pe3yjabTaTe 4ero BHICKA3LIBAHHE
nouumaerca ua Qome 3mammit. udopMammoEENE 3amac CONEp:KAT, KpoMe
Ipo9ero, # KOMMYHHKATUBHEIC 3HAHUA, W 3HAHUA, OTHOCAMHECA K JOKAEHN
Iro. Hocnegane, Tax ke KaK U APYrHUe BEAL 3HAHWHA, HO BXOJAAT B CTPYKTYPY
A35IKA, XOTA W ONPEJeJAT NPATMATUISCKYI0 HHTePUpeTanuio (0 MeXaHA3ME
TaKO# HHTOPIPETAHHA Yiie roBoprioch Bumme). IIparMaTara Kak IaCOAIAEA
3aHUMAeTCA BHABICHHEOM CXeM IparMarudecKWX BHNOB MHTePHPETANAH ¥ BO3-
MOKHOCTAMH HMX SamOJHeHUA.

[angas KoOEMENOHA NPATMATAKA OTIAYAGTCA OT T6X, B KOTOPHX HPeRIo-
JaraeTcs, UYr0 FOBOPeHENEe M MOHUMAHWE CBOAATCA K (IeDPOKONWPOBKe» 3HATE-
HAA B NOBEPXHOCTHEE CTPYKTYpPH H HaobGopor. Ha camom sxe meae mpomece
HOCTPOGHHA PEANHLHHX BHRCKA3KHBAHMIA COIPOBOKAAETCHA «00OrameHmeM» 3a-
MEIC/IA FOBOPAMEro 32 CYeT ero mHGOPMANUOHHOI'0 3amaca; a Iepexox oT Io-
BePXHOCTHON (OPMEI BHICKA3HBAaHAA K TOMY HIH HHOMY BHRY €ro HHTepIpe-
TAEH — 9TO HO «PAacHPPOBKAa» 3aMEICIA, a HHTEPUPOTANAA BHCKA3KBAHUA
Ha OCHOBE BHAHUE HHTepHpeTmpylomero. lIparMarmdeckas HWHTepUpeTaNAs
KaK oCOOHI BHJ CBS3aHA, B YaCTHOCTH, ¢ OPHeHTANWEeHA TAKOTO IPOHecca Ea

JIOKAHIO.
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