
4 0

, -
, , 

,  -
. -

 –  -
, -

,  
» 

, . 
-

, -
: -

 « » -
; , -

,  ,  -
, -
, 

.
, 

,
-

, 
-

. 
-

?

, 
, 

, 
-

,  « » –
, 

. -

.
 « », ,

, -
-

,  – 
, -

, -
-

.  ,  
 ( . , . -

, . , . 
.) 

, 
 « -

»  ( .  .  ),  
, 

, -
.

. . 

.
 – , . . 

  -
, -

. -
. . , 

. . .

The article aims at revaluating grotesque as a poetic category, cognitive linguistics being the tool of
the revaluation. Grotesque as a poetic device employed by the classic and modern literature is based on
the principle of ambivalence that was conceptualised by M. M. Bakhtin. The author works out a brand
new view on this principle, different from the one adopted in the current criticism.
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The article is devoted to the model of a choice of management strategy by a capital at work in the
financial markets. The method of estimation of management efficiency by a capital, and also the tool for
comparison of results of application of various strategies is offered.
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