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The article views the problem of theoretical model of a morpheme type and its psychological substance.
The author proves in theory and practice that a morpheme type is a basic factor of phonosemantic field
forming and substantiates the hypothesis about the psycholinguistic character of a morpheme type in
speech cogitative activity of a child and antecedence of sound-imitative semantics.
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The article determines the place of terminology in the lexical system of the Russian language and
the problem of terminological vocabulary training in primary classes on the basis of Russian linguistic
terminology.
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