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Maintenance of concept «political discourse» is considered in the article. 
An author proves that in the modern world political discourse becomes 
the independent semantic fi eld, grows into original reality. In author's 
opinion, political discourse becomes the mean of organization of life of modern 
society.
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In article is given notion of the communication process, is analysed main 
trends communication action. Important importance is spared possibility 
communication in process of the achievement of the political consent amongst 
participant of the political process. 
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