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Abstract: Since communication implies the development and formation
of an important component of communicative competence—linguistic
competence, which represents the readiness to use language as a tool for
verbal and cognitive activity—in the context of foreign language teaching
methods, we decided to address the issue of developing and improving
students' verbal communication at philological universities as one of the
pressing issues in foreign language teaching.
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As is well known, A.N. Leontiev's "activity theory" [3:21], transformed
by A.A. Leontiev into the field of linguistics, took shape as the "theory of
speech activity" and became synonymous with the term "psycholinguistics"
[4:21].

According to A.A. According to Leontiev, speech activity, as a type of
activity, is characterized by purposefulness and consists of several phases.

Based on L.S. Vygotsky's theory of activity, A.A. Leontiev characterizes
speech activity as "a set of acts of speaking and understanding, which is
presented in the form of individual speech acts, where each speech act is
motivated and purposeful” [3:6].

Asserting the opinion that speech activity is an active, purposeful,
motivated, objective (substantive) process of transmitting and receiving
thoughts through language, aimed at satisfying a person's communicative and
cognitive needs in the process of communication, scientists distinguish
different phases of speech activity: A.A. Leontiev - 5, T.A. Ladyzhenskaya -
4, [.A. Zimnyaya - 3 phases.

All of the above researchers agree that speech activity has two main
variants of its implementation: the process of verbal communication, i.e.
Speech communication and individual speech-thinking activity, i.e., a person's
inner speech.

L.S. Vygotsky's theory of speech activity was further developed by the
research of N.I. Zhinkin, A.A. Leontiev, [.A. Zimnyaya, and many others.
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Parallel to the concept of "linguistic competence," D. Hayes introduced
the concept of communicative competence, which means "the correct use of
linguistic units at different levels in an infinitely diverse range of life
situations" [6:121].

N. Chomsky [7:23], speaking of the innate complex of instincts in
animals, concludes that humans have innate linguistic abilities that rapidly
progress from deep to superficial structures, thereby ignoring the well-known
principle of active creative reflection of the material world, which occurs only
in development.

Therefore, language competence, being the result of its application, is
formed through repeated speech actions necessary to meet one's various
needs.

It is well known that, in methodological terms, a distinction is made
between dialogic and monologic forms of speech, and two processes are
established in speech communication: the process of receiving speech
information (listening) and the process of transmitting speech information
(speaking). This interpretation of oral speech has led to the emergence of four
objects of its study: listening and speaking in the forms of dialogic and
monologic speech.

Taking into account the factors of preparedness and unpreparedness of
oral utterance, following M.V. Mirolyubov, in distinguishing between
listening and speaking, we consider eight objects of oral speech study: 1.
Listening to a prepared dialogue. 2. Listening to a prepared monologue. 3.
Listening to an unprepared dialogue. 4. Listening to an unprepared
monologue. 5. Speaking in the form of a prepared dialogue. 6. Speaking in the
form of a prepared monologue. 7. Speaking in the form of an unprepared
dialogue. 8. Speaking in the form of an unprepared monologue [5:122].

Speaking about dialogue, it should be noted that the terms
"communication", "communicative", "speech competence", "linguistic
competence" and "oral speech competence" are of particular interest in this
situation.

According to B.Yu. Gorodetsky, it is necessary "to identify groups of
features of a holistic model of dialogue, according to which a two-way
communicative act should be considered. Such features may include: 1.
Sphere of communication (circle of potential participants); 2. Social status of
the place; 3. Type of practical activity of which the dialogue is a part; 4.
Versatile characteristics of the communicants; 5. Chronological period; 6.
Type of strategic goal of each communicant; 7. Topic of the dialogue; 8.
Nature of the information; 9. Volume of the dialogic text; 10. Composition of
the dialogue; 11. Speech style, for example, telegraphic" [1:42]. As is well
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known, language is becoming increasingly important in the life of society and
each individual. Because it has a communicative function, language is a
means of transmitting information. Therefore, today the question of what is
known as language education and language upbringing is becoming
increasingly pressing.
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