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THEORETICAL AND CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN LANGUAGE, DISCOURSE, LITERATURE AND POLITICS IN
POLITICAL LINGUISTICS

The article provides a theoretical and critical analysis of the relationship between lan-
guage, discourse, literature and politics in political linguistics. This relationship was studied
in view of the fact that politics and real political process are not only institutionally con-
ditioned spheres of life, but also potentially the entire social space of human life, even if it
is not politically meaningful. In this context, the topic of not only language and politics, lan-
guage in politics and politics in language, but also in general and much more broadly — the
topic of theoretical and critical relationship of language, discourse, literature and politics
— acquires special scientific interest in political linguistics. That is why the idea of studying
language, discourse and literature appears not only as an object of political science, but also
as an object of political linguistics and literary studies. The examination of the relationship
between these categories and phenomena allowed us to state that: linguistic and literary
interpretations are political ones insofar as they are a reconfiguration of the appearance of
acommon world; political discourse that opposes interpretive and real change is itself the part
of the same hermeneutic design as the interpretation it challenges, and therefore it can certainly
be political. In general, the article argues that the relationship between language, discourse,
literature and politics is not traditionally institutionalized and institutional one (but it may
be), but rather non-institutional one, although it may relate to the institutional dimension

of politics and political process.
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TEORETYCZNA | KRYTYCZNA ANALIZA ZWIAZKOW MIEDZY
JEZYKIEM, DYSKURSEM, LITERATURA 1 POLITYKA W LINGWISTYCE
POLITYCZNE)

Artykul zawiera teoretyczng i krytyczna analizg relacji migdzy jezykiem, dyskursem, lite-
ratura i polityka w jezykoznawstwie politycznym. Zwiazek ten badano ze wzgledu na fake, ze
polityka i realny proces polityczny to nie tylko instytucjonalnie uwarunkowane sfery zycia,
ale potengjalnie cala przestrzen spoleczna ludzkiego zycia, nawet jesli nie ma ona znaczenia
politycznego. W tym kontekscie temat nie tylko jezyka i polityki, jezyka w polityce i polityki

w jezyku, ale takie w ogdle i znacznie szerzej — temat teoretycznej i krytycznej relacji jezyka,
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dyskursu, literatury i polityki — nabiera szczegélnego znaczenia naukowego w jezykoznaw-
stwie politycznym. Dlatego idea badania jezyka, dyskursu i literatury pojawia si¢ nie tylko
jako przedmiot politologii, ale takze jako przedmiot politologii i literacuroznawstwa. Badanie
relacji migdzy tymi kategoriami i zjawiskami pozwolilo stwierdzi¢, ze: interpretacje jezykowe
i literackie sa interpretacjami politycznymi, o ile stanowia rekonfiguracje wygladu wspélnego
$wiata; dyskurs polityczny, kedry sprzeciwia si¢ interpretacyjnej i rzeczywistej zmianie, sam
w sobie jest cz¢scia tego samego projektu hermeneutycznego, co interpretacja, ktora kwestio-
nuje, i dlatego z pewnoscia moze mie¢ charakeer polityczny. Ogolnie rzecz biorac, w artykule
argumentuje si¢, ze relacja miedzy jezykiem, dyskursem, literatura i polityka nie jest tradycyjnie
zinstytucjonalizowana i instytucjonalna (cho¢ moze by¢), ale raczej pozainstytucjonalna, cho¢

moze odnosic si¢ do instytucjonalnego wymiaru polityki i polityki. proces.

Stowa kluczowe: jezyk, dyskurs, literatura, ideologia, polityka, proces polityczny.

TeopeTnyecKnit M KPUTMYECKUIA aHANU3 B3aUMOCBA3Y
A3blKa, ANCKYpca, nuTepaTypbl U NOAUTUKU B NOAAUTUYECKOU
NUHTBUCTUKE

B crarpe ocymiecTBACHO TEOpETHYECKHMI U KPUTHYCCKUI AHAAU3 B3AUMOCBS3H SI3bIKA,
AHMCKYpCa, AUTEpPATypbl M NMOAUTHKU B IMOAUTHYECKOH AMHIBHCTHKE. DTy B3aUMOCBS3b
IPOAHAAU3HPOBAHO B KOHTEKCTE TOTO, YTO IMOAUTHKA M PEAAbHBIH IIOAMTHICCKHU IPOLIECC
BBICTYIAIOT HE TOABKO KaK HHCTUTYLIHOHAABHO 06yCAOBACHHbIC cdeppl KU3HH, HO
MOTEHUAABHOOXBATHIBAIOT BCE COLIMAABHOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO JKU3HU YEAOBEKA, AAKE B CAyYAE,
€CAHU 3Ta B3aUMOCBSI3b HE OCMBICACHA MOAUTHYECKHU. FICXOAS U3 3TOro 0coOeHHBIIH HAy4HbBIA
UHTEPEC B TOAUTHICCKOM AUHTBUCTHUKE l'IpI/IO6pCTaCT TEMATHUKA HE TOABKO SI3bIKA U TIOAUTHKH,
SI3PIKA B IOAUTHUKE H TOAUTHKH B SA3BIKE, HO U B IEAOM U 3HAYMTEABHO HIMPE — TECOPETUIECKOI
U KPUTUYECKOU B3aMMOCBS3H S3bIKA, AUCKYPCA, AMTEPATYPbl U IIOAUTUKH, COOTBETCTBEHHO
HAES ICCAEAOBAHUSA A3DBIKA, AUCKYPCA M AUTEPATYPhl HE TOABKO KaK 00beKTa MOAUTHYECKOH
HAyKH, HO U IOAUTHYCCKON AUHIBUCTHKH U AUTEPaTypoBeacHHs. PaccMoTpenue cBssu aTHX
KaTeropufl 1 (pEHOMEHOB IMO3BOAHAO KOHCTATHPOBATD, UTO: SI3BIKOBBIE M AHUTEpPATYpHBIC
HUHTEPIPETALIMU  BBICTYIIAIOT IOAUTHYCCKMMHU HACTOABKO, HACKOABKO OHH SIBASIIOTCS
peKOHcl)mypauueﬁ BUAMMOCTH 001Iero MHUPA; MOAUTHYCCKUI AHUCKYPC, KOTOPBIA
HNPOTUBOCTOUT HHTEPIPETALUOHHBIM M PEAABHBIM H3MEHEHHUAM, CaM IIO cebe sBAsieTCA
4aCThIO TOTO )K€ FEPMEHEBTUYECKOTO CIOKETA YTO U MHTEPHPETALMs, KOTOPO OH 6pocaCT
BBI3OB, 4 IIO3TOMY OH 00513aTeABHO AOAKEH OBITh HOAMTHYECKHM. B 11eAOM B cTaThe AOKa3aHO,
4TO B3AUMOCBS3b S3bIKA, AUCKYPCA, AUTCPATYPhl H NOAUTHKHM TPAAULHMOHHO HE BBHICTYIACT

HHCTUTYIIMOHAAU3HPOBAHHBIM W HHCTUTYLHHOHHBIM (XOTH U MOJXCT TaKOBBIM 6I>ITI>>, a 1o
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(l)aKTyBHC HHCTUTYIHOHAANHUP30BAHHDBIM, XOTS K MOJKXCT OTHOCHUTHCA K MHCTUTYLHTHOHAABHOMY

I/IBMCPCHI/IIO IMOAUTHKH U IIOAUTHYCCKOTO HpOHCCCQ.
Karuesvie crosa: 330k, duckype, aumepamypa, udeoso2us, nosumuKa, nosumuseckuti npoyecc.

CeroaHss B Mupe HE CyLWICCTBYCT HHU OAHOTO COLMAABHOTO SIBACHHS M aCIIeKTa
JKU3HCACSTCABHOCTH KOTOPBIC HE MOTAU Obl UMETb HOAMTHYCCKUIT HAU OKOAO HOAHTHICCKHUI
XapaKTep, COOTBETCTBCHHO HE IPUBACKAAH Obl BHUMAHHUS ITOAUTHYCCKOH AHHIBHUCTHKH.
AaKe NperMyIIECTBEHHO IPUPOAHBIC M OXKUAAEMO ATIOAUTHYECKHE IPOOACMDI, B YACTHOCTH
BOIPOCHI TCHACPA, AUTCPATYPbl M HOKOACHHI HACCACHHS BCC Yalle CTAHOBATCS OOBEKTaMU
IIOAUTHYECKO AMHIBUCTHKH. [103TOMY MOAMTHKA M PEAAbHDI IOAUTHYECKHI MPOLECC
CBOASITCSI HE TOABKO K HHCTUTYLIHOHAABHBIM CepaM KU3HH, HO U OXBAThIBAIOT IOTCHIIHAABHO
BCC COLMAABHOC MPOCTPAHCTBO KU3HH YCAOBCKA, AAKE B CAYHAC, CCAU ITO MPOCTPAHCTBO
HE OCMBICACHHO NMOAUTHYCCKH'. BAXKHBIM CACACTBHEM TAKOI MOSHLUU BBICTYHACT $aKT, 4TO
COBPCMEHHAsI OAUTHKA BCE 60ABIIE M GOABIIC HE OPUECHTHPYETCS Ha KAACCOBYIO 60pbOY?,
Kak ObIAO paHblue, 2 POKYCHPYCTCs Ha aIOAMTHYCCKUX NMPODOACMAX, HA ICPBBIIA B3IASIA, U
HEMATePUAAUCTHYCCKUX LICHHOCTSIX M BOIIPOCaX. B aTOM KOHTEKCTE B TOCACAHEE BpeMs 0coboe
BHHMMAHHE B IOAUTHYCCKON AMHIBUCTHKE TOAYYHMAQ TEMA HE TOABKO SI3bIKA U TOAMTHKH, SI3bIKA
B [IOAUTHKE U IIOAUTHKH B SI3bIKE, HO U B LICAOM M 3HAYMTEABHO LIMPE — TCOPETHYCCKOH U
KPUTHYCCKON B3aHMOCBSI3H SI3bIKA, AUCKYPCA, AUTCPATYpbl M [IOAUTHKH, 2 IIOTOMY U HACS
MCCACAOBAHUSI SI3bIKA, AUCKYPCA U AUTEPATYPBI HE TOABKO KaK 0OBEKTA MOAUTHYECKOH HAYKH
HO U IIOAMTHYCCKON AUHTBHCTHKH M AUTEparypoBeacHust. C APYroil CTOpPOHBI, 3TO CTAAO
HOPMOM AASL MEKAUCLIUIIAMHAPHBIX HCCACAOBAHHIL, KOTOPbIC [0 MHOTHM [APAMETPAM CTAAU
00pawarbcst He TOABKO K IpobAeMaM SI3bIKa B OOBACHCHUH COLMAABHON PpParMeHTalUu U
CO3AQHMSI PA3ANTHBIX MOACACH TIOAUTHICCKOTO YCTPOHCTBA, HO U K OIPEACACHUIO B3AUMOCBSI3H
MEKAY LICABIM CIIEKTPOM AUHIBHCTHYCCKUX IBACHHI — SI3BIKOM, AUTEPATYPOI M AUCKYPCOM —
¥ IOAUTHKOM, IOAUTHYCCKUM IIPOLIECCOM U BAACTbIO. [ Ipu aTOM, Kak cuuTacT OOABIIMHCTBO
HCCACAOBATCACH, IPUYNHA TAKOTO COCTOSIHUS ACA AOCTATOYHO OYCBUAHA, TIOCKOABKY CCTOAHSI 1
SA3BIK, U AUCKYPC, U AUTEPATypa Bce GOABLLIE HE TOABKO OTPXKAIOT,HO M BAUSIIOT HA COLIUAABHBIC
H IIOAUTHYCCKHE CTPYKTYPbI BAACTH, MEKICAOBCICCKHE M TPYIIIOBbIC B3AUMOOTHOLICHUS, 4
II03TOMY CAY>KAT MapKEPaMU COLIMAABHBIX, B YACTHOCTH OAUTHYCCKUX CHTYaLUi, COOBITHIL,
ycAoBHIT B OTHOIICHHIL VIMEHHO Ha 0003HAYCHHOM paKypce IPOOACMATHKH TOAUTHYCCKOM
AMHTBUCTUKH M OyACT CQOKYCHPOBAHO BHUMAHHC B AQHHOM HAyYHOM HCCACAOBAHMH.
OaHako BHaYaAe BHUMaHHE OyAeT OOpALCHO HA B3AUMOCBSSH [OAUTHKH U SI3BIKA, [O3XKE

— IHNOAMTHUKH H AHUCKYPCA, H YXKC IIOCAC 3TOTO — MNOAUTHKH U AUTCPATYPBbI, 9TO, IO HAIICMY

Pelinka A. Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, JJournal of Language and Politics” 2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5. 129~
143
% Lipset S. Political Man. The Social Bases of Politics, Wyd. Johns Hopkins University 1981, . 503-521.
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MHCHHUIO, 6YACT COOTBETCTBOBATH AOTUYCCKON IPAAALIMU HCCACAYCMBIX KATCTOPUI CPCACTBAMU
HUMCHHO MOAUTHYCCKOU AMHITBUCTHKU U IO3BOAMT IIPOBCPUTH B3AMMHOC BAUSHUC MCKAY
0603HAYECHHBIMU KaTeropHAMU KaK B KOHTEKCTE AMHIBUCTHICCKOM, TaK U TIOAUTUIECCKOM.
Heobxoaumo oTrmeruTs, 4TO NPCACTABACHHAS HAyYHas TEMa HC MOXKCT CYUTAThCS
a6COAIOTHO HOBOH], IIOCKOABKY OHAa OTPaXKCHa B Hy6AI/IKaHI/IHX psAAQ HCCACAOBATCACH,
TCOPETUKOB U MPAKTHKOB M3 PasAUYHBIX Cep 3HAHHH U MPAKTHKU. Tem He MeHe peBU3UsA
HUX HACU AACT OCHOBAHMC KOHCTaTHMPOBATh, 4TO Hy6AI/IKaHI/II/I o H36paHHOﬁ TeME,
NPEUMYIIECTBEHHO, HOCAT 0630p1-u>1151 XapakTep H Cl)paI‘MCHTaprI, MIOCKOABKY AQXKE IpU
OYCBHAHOM B3aUMOCBS3U MCXKAY S3bIKOM, AMCKYPCOM MU AHUTCPaTypoOu (MCHbH.Ieﬁ Mepoﬁ)
U IOAUTHKOH, AMHTBUCTUKA HCAOCTAaTOYHO YCICHIHO M AaKTUBHO MHTCPECYCTCS HOAOGHBIM
MMOAXOAOM (paKyPCOM), A TOYHEE €ro CHUCTEMAaTH3alMell U KaK MOKHO 6oaee HIMPOKUM
oxBaroM. [raBHas HPO6ACMa 3AKAIOYAETCA B TOM, YTO QHAOAOTH M AMHTBHUCTBHI MTOHHMAIOT
O603Ha‘{€HHy}O TEMY I1OA OAHHMM YTAOM 3PDCHHS M IIPH 3TOM HE YYUTHIBAIOT APYTOH CTOPOHBI
MEAAAH, KOTOPAs IIPECUMYIICCTBCHHO IOAUTOAOTMICCKASL. HHb1Mu cAOBaMH, AMHTBUCTHYECKAS
CTOPOHA MCCACAYEMOU B3aUMOCBSA3U A3bIKA, AMCKYPCa, AMTEPATyPhl U IIOAUTHKH HE COBCEM
HAH BOOOIE AOCTATOYHO IMAOXO COOTBCTCTBYCT YPOBHIO IOHUMAaHMS IOAUTOAOTUYCCKOH
CTOPOHBI  3TOrO IpolLecca. COOTBETCTBEHHO, OAHUM U3 HAIIUMX 3aAaHHUH  SBASCTCH
MPCOAOACHHC 0003HAYEHHOTO HEAOCTATKA COBPCMCHHOM TMOAMTHYCCKOM AMHIBUCTHUKHY,
B YaCTHOCTH 6AaroAap51 TCOPETHYCCKOMY U KPUTUYCCKOMY aHAAU3Y B3aUMOCBSI3H SA3bIKa,
AHCKYDPCa, AUTCPATYPbl M IOAMTUKH.
OAHOBpeMeHHOHOAI/ITI/I‘ICCK&HAI/IHFBI/ICTI/IKaBAaAeeTI/IpﬂAOMCYH_[CCTBCHHbIXpCSy'AI)TaTOB,
U TOTOBBIMU OLICHKAMH OTHOCHTCABHO HUCCACAYEMOIO BOIPOCA. OAMH U3 HUX 3aKAIOYAETCA
B CACAYIOILEM, YTO SI3BIK M AMCKYPC (B MCHBILCH Mepe AHTepaTypa) KaK AMHTBHCTHYECKUE
CAMHHLBI 003aTCABHO PaccMaTpUBAIOTCA KaK OINMPCACACHHBIC KOHKYPCHTHbBIC (GCHOMCHBDI,
ABACHUSA M IPOLECCh, KOTOPBIC HEMUHYEMO OIPCACASIOT IMOAUTHYCCKUC IIOCACACTBHS HAU
3aBUCSIT OT MOAUTHYECKUX COOBITHH U OTHOIICHUIL. I_Ipw{m-la 3aKAKOYACTCS B TOM, YTO
A3BIK B IICPBYIO OYCPEAb MOSULUOHUPYETCSA U BOCIPUHUMACTCH KaK CPECACTBO AOCTHIKCHUS
IICACH OTIPEACACHHBIX KOHIIENITOB, B YACTHOCTH: KaK QYHKIIMA U HHCTPYMEHT KOMMYHHKAIIHH;
KaK 4YaCTb CUMBOAMYCCKOM IOAUTHKH; KaK NPUIMHACOLMAABHOM CTPYKTYpU3ALUU U
¢$parmMeHTAIIMU C KOHKPETHBIMU MOAMTHYCCKUMH PEAKITHAMU U MOCACACTBHSIMH; KAK CPEACTBO
NPOIAraHAbI, COPCBHOBAHMS U MOAUTUYCCKOM MobuAH3aH. DTO OIIPECACASCT, YTO A3BIK C
OAHOM CTOPOHBI, OIIMCHIBACT U OIPCACASCT IIOAUTHKY. OAHOBPCMCHHO, C APYTOH CTOPOHBI,
CHOCO6CTByCT <KOPPEKIMH> noAUTHKH>*. VIHBIMU cAOBaMH, SI3BIK OAHOBPEMCHHO SIBASICTCS

TIOAUTHYCCKHUM CPCACTBOM H CPCACTBOM MMOAUTHYCCKOU npomaraHAbl v MaHI/Il'IyAﬂLII/II/IS. A

3 Dallmayr E.Language and politics: why does language matter to political philosophy, Wyd. University of Notre Dame 1984.

Pelinka A Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, JJournal of Language and Politics” 2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5. 129-
143.

> Wodak R., Panagl O.,7ext und Kontext: Theoriemodelle und methodische Verfahren im transdiszipliniren Vergleich, Wyd.
Konigshausen & Neumann 2004., s. 87-104.
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TI03TOMY «IIOAUTHYECKAS CHAA>» SI3bIKA, AUCKYPCA U AQXKE AMTEPATYphl (B KOKAOM M3 HHX
IIPHUCYTCTBYET SI3bIK) AOAKHA ObITh OXapPAKTCPU3HPOBAHA PASHOCTOPOHHUM IOTCHIIHAAOMS,
TIOCKOABKY SI3BIK MOYKCT BBICTYIIaTh CPCACTBOM U AASL, M IIPOTHB TIPOCBELICHUS M PA3BUTHS,
M AASL, U TIPOTHB 3MaHCHITALIMH, ACMOKPATHH, NPAB YCAOBEKA, MPOIPECCa, MOACPHU3ALNN
u T.a. Takum 06pasom SI3bIK, PUTOPHKA, AUCKYPC M AHTCPaTypa HCIIOAB3YIOTCS B PaMKax
Pa3HBIX MOAUTHYCCKUX CHCTEM M PEKHUMOB, HO OAHOBPECMCHHO MOTYT MCIOAB30BaTbCSL U
KaK CPEACTBO/MHCTPyMeHT conporuBAacHust uM. Hanboacee npocro a1o mposisasiercst B ToM,
9TO SI3bIK U SI3BIKOBAS [OAMTUKA MOTYT CIOCOOCTBOBaTh (pOPMUPOBAHUIO HALIMOHAABHBIX
TOCYAAPCTB M 9THOCOB, HO OAHOBPECMCHHO MOTYT MM H YTPOXKaTb, BCACACTBHC YCTO BIIOAHC
OYCBHAHO, YTO POAb SI3BIKA B CO3AAHHMM HALMHM U TOCYAQPCTBA MOKET BBICTYIATh Kak
NIO3UTUBHOH HMAM KOHCTPYKTHBHOMH, TaK W HCTaTUBHOH HMAH ACCTPYKTHBHOM. XOTS, MBI
MOXKEM TaKKE KOHCTATUPOBATb, 9TO 3HAUCHUC SI3BIKA B MOAMTUKE MOXET CBOAHTBCS K
MHHHMAAU3ALHH TOCACACTBHI M HCKOTOPBIX UHBIX OAUTHICCKUX SIBACHUI U IPOLIECCOB B
TOM HAM HHOM OOIIECTBE, B 9aCTHOCTH CMIOCOOCTBOBATbYMCHBIICHUIO COLMAABHBIX OTAMYHI
Ha OCHOBAHHH MHOTOOOPasus KyABTYP, PCAHMIHIL, STHOCOB, 0bpasoBaHusi U T.A. DTO BCe
3HAMCHYCT NOHUMAHUC COTAACHO C KOTOPBIM IapaAACABHOCTD S3BIKOB U APYTUX (paKTOpOB
OOILICCTBCHHOM M MOAMTHYCCKON JKH3HH BCACT K YCAOKHCHHIO MOCACAHMX, 3 COCAUHCHHC
— K MX ynpouieHnio/ obaerdeHnio.’ Apyrumu cAoBam, SI3bIK 6€3yCAOBHO MOXKET BBICTYIATH
COCTaBASIOLICH MOAUTHYCCKON MHKCHCPHH € IOMOIIBIO KOTOPOI MOKHO PCIIATh HE TOABKO
AMHTBHCTUYECKME MAH OKOAO AMHIBUCTHYCCKHC NMPOOACMBI, HO M NPOOACMBI, KOTOPBIC,
Ha IICPBBIIl B3TASA HE BBICTYIIAIOT PECAMETOM HHTEPECA MOAUTHYCCKOH AUHTBUCTHKH MAH
IIOAUTHYECKOH TeOpUHn.”

Taxum 06pasoMm, sA3bIK BCETAA HTPACT ONIPEACACHHYIO POAb B IOAUTHKE H IIOAUTHYCCKOM
npouecce. Kpome TOro, sI3bIK BBICTYIIACT MAM MOXKCT BBICTYNaTbh —KaTaAH3aTOPOM, MAM
OODBSCHUTCABHBIM $AKTOPOM MOAUTHKA M MOAHTHYCCKHMX IIPOLECCCOB B TOM YHCAC M Ha
YPOBHE HALIMO- M TOCYAAPCTBCHHOTO CTPOMTEABCTBA. VIMEHHO MOITOMY MOAMTHYECKOE
BOCIIPHSTHUE SI3bIKA B COLIMAABHOM SKH3HH aBTOMATHYCCKHU ACAACT IO PaKTOPOM MOAUTUKH 1
O0ICCTBCHHO-TIOAUTHYCCKOH MOOHAN3ALIMH, OTPKCHHOI B CYILICCTBOBAHMH Pa3sHOOOPasHbIX
OOIICCTBEHHDIX ABHKCHHI M TTIOAUTHYCCKHX oprann3anmit.'’ Xots, kak n 0603Ha4cHO BbIILIC,
9TO AKE BOIIPEKU TOMY, YTO SI3bIK MOXKET BBICTYIIATh KAK MHCTPYMCHT YIIPOLICHHS TaK M KaK
CPEACTBO YCAOXKHEHHS! OOLICCTBCHHO-IIOAUTHYCCKON JKM3HU U TIOAUTHYCCKOTO Tponecca.’”

Takum 06P330M, SA3BIK ABASACTCSA OAHHM H3 HaI/I6OAC€ CHADBHBIX (l)aKTOPOB ONPCACACHUA

¢ WodakR., Preface. The power of language in political discourse, Jommal of Language and Polities 2004, vol. 3nr. 3, 5. 381-383.
Lijphart A..Democracy in Plural Societies. A Comparative Exploration, Wyd. Yale University 1977.
$ Oudenaren ], Uniting Europe. An Introduction to the European Union, Wyd. Rowman & Lictlefield 2005, s. 354-356.

Gruber H., Menz E, Language and political change: Micro- and macro-aspects of a contested relationship?, Jfournal of Language and
Politics”2004vol. 3,nr.2,5.175-188.

Inglehart R., 7he Silent Revolution. Changing Values and Political Styles among Western Publics, Wyd. Princeton University 1977.

1
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M PaCHpOCTPAHCHUS COLHAABHO-TIOAUTHYCCKUX OTAMYMHA M (POPMUPOBAHMS MOAUTHKO-
MOOHMAMBHPYIOIUX HACHTHIHOCTEH B OOIHOCTCH. B 9TOM KOHTEKCTE ONBIT MaHTepMaHU3MA
H IAHCAABH3MA, KOTOpbIC GOPMUPOBAAKCH U IPOSIBUAMCH HIMCHHO OAaroAapsi BOCIPHSITHIO
¥ OCO3HAHHMIO SI3BIKOBBIX OTAMYHIL, M II03TOMY CTaAH OCHOBOI KOHCTPYHpPOBaHHMs OOLIMX
KYABTYP 1 HACACAWS B PAMKaX XOTSI U PasHBIX, HO OAHOBPEMCHHO U MOAOOHBIX moauTHil. Ha
OCHOBaHHH 3TOTO Mbl MOKCM CACAATb BBIBOA, YTO SI3bIK KAK OAMTHYCCKOC BACHUC ObIBacT
pasHpIM — 0OACC MAM MCHEEC KOHTPOAHPOBAHHBIM, YIPABASCMBIM, ($OPMAAN3OBAHHBIM
MAM TPUKPBIThIM. [Ipn aTOM OLicHKa OyACT 3aBUCETb OT PasHbIX MOAUTHYCCKHX LEACH H
0COOEHHOCTEH BOCTIPUATHS A3BIKA KaK Crocoba noantnku. VIMeHHO mosToMy AaKe Koraa
A3BIK BBICTYNACT OOWIHOCTHIO HALMM (2 HE CPEACTBOM IOAMTHYCCKON M HALMOHAABHOH
rapMOHH3ALIMH), TO U IOAUTHICCKOE MHOTOOOPa3HE HE HCKAIOMACTCS, 3 BBICTYIIACT CPEACTBOM
NOAMTHYCCKO MOOMAM3ALMN N KOHKYPCHLMH NPU AOCTHKCHUH MOAUTHYCCKHX LEACH H
Cenapary HOAUTHIECKUX POACH CyObEKTOB U 0OBEKTOB IIOAUTHKH, SAUT M MACC, COLIHAABHBIX
M MOANTHYCCKUX TPYIII, OPraHU3aLMi, TAPTHH C Pa3ANMHBIME HAcOAOTHsIMH. Bee ato Aaer
OCHOBAaHHC FOBOPHUTD, YTO SI3bIK, KAK CPCACTBO BAMSHHS M COLMAABHON AndepeHuranmy,
6e3yCAOBHO SBASICTCS IOAMTHYCCKAM PCHOMCHOM, XOTS TAKXKE MOJKET OBITh M AITOAMTHYCCKIM,
IPH 9TOM BCETAZ BBICTYNACT MOAMTH3HPOBAHHBIM 0AArOAQpsi CBOCH 4yBCTBHTCABHOCTH,
OTKPBITOCTH U TpeOOBATEABHOCTH.

YuurbiBast Bce 310, BAKHBIM BOIPOCOM BBICTYIIACT MOHUMAHHME S3bIKA KAK OAHOTO M3
(paKTOPOB MACOAOTHYCCKON CTPYKTYPH3ALUU OOLIECTBA M MOAMUTHYECKOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA.
O603HaucHHAS AMXOTOMHS SIBASICTCS LIMKAHYCCKOH, IIOCKOABKY OAHOH M3 BKHCHIINX
IIPAKTHK Ha KOTOPYIO BAMSIOT MACOAOTHH, BBICTYIIAIOT S3BIK M AHCKYPC, KOTOPBIC TAKKE
BAWSIOT Ha TO, KAk (QOPMHUPYIOTCSL U MSMCHSIOTCA MACOAOTHH. [AaBHAs IpHYMHA Takoro
IOAOXKCHHS BCILCH 3aKAIOYACTCS B TOM, YTO S3BIK M AUCKYPC BBICTYNAIOT (pOpMaMH
COLMAABHOI U OAMTHYCCKOH PEAABHOCTH, KOTOPBIC BCCTAA ONPEACASIIOTCS LICHHOCTAMH H
HOPMaMH, OAMTHYCCKHMH KOHBCHLUSAMH, HACOAOTHSMH M COLMAABHBIMH NPAKTHUKAMH, 2
TaK)KC OTACACHBI BAUSHHCM BAACTHBIX HHCTHTYTOB, HCTOPUIECKHX SBACHUH M MPOLECCCOB.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, TOAUTHICCKHII AUCKYPC KaK CPEACTBO M MapKep B3aHMOCBS3H SI3bIKA
U TOAMTHKH (OPMUPYETCS MACOAOTHYECKU OIPCACACHHBIMHM H/HAH HE OIPCACACHHBIMH
nosuuusamu/MbicAsMi. OAHOBPEMCHHO MOAMTHYCCKUH AMCKYPC OYCHb YaCTO BBICTYIIACT
HHCTPYMCHTOM OOYYCHHSI M OCOSHAHMS HMACOAOTHI. A 3TO 00O03HAYACT, YTO HACOAOTHS
BBICTYIIACT HE IPHUPOKACHHOI, a PUOOPETCHHOM OCOOCHHOCTBIO M CHCTEMOH YOCKACHMI

TEX HAW HHBIX HHAUBHAOB U rpyrm,“ IIOCKOABKY OHa <<HpI/IO6pCTaCTC$I>> CpeACTBaMHU

12" Pelinka A. Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, Journal of Language and Politics”2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5. 129—
143.

13 Wodak R.,Critical linguistics and critical discourse analysis, [w:] Verschuren J, Ostaman ], BlommaertJ.(eds.), Handbook of pragmatics-Manual,
Wyd. John Benjamins 1995, s.204-210.

" Van Dijk T Principles of Critical disconrse analysis, [w:] Wetherell M. (ed.), Discourse theory and practice, Wyd. A Reader 2001, s. 300-317.; Fraser
C., Gaskell G.,7he social psychological study of widespread beliefs, Wyd. Clarendon Press Oxford University Press 1990.
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A3bIKA M MOAMTHYECKOro AUCKypca. [ToatoMy ocobeHHOE 3HaYCHHE B AUXOTOMHH <S3bIK
— MACOAOTHUS» IIPUHAAACKHUT BAACTH, KOTOPAs KOHUENTYAAM3UPYET U C TOYKH 3PEHUS
ACUMMETPUH MEXKAY YYACTHUKAMH TOAUTHYECKOTO AICKYPCA, U C TOYKHU 3PEHUSA HEOAMHAKOBOM
CHOCOOHOCTH KOHTPOAMPOBATH UMH TO, KaK CO3AaeTcst. Pacipocrpansiercst u motrpebasiercst
HOAUTHYECKHH AUCKYPC B KOHKPETHBIX KOHTeKCTax." DTo B CBOIO 0YepEAD APTYMEHTHPYET,
4TO SA3BIK MOXKET OAHOBPEMEHHO U IMOAACP)KMBATD BAACTD, U IIOAPBIBATL K HEH AOBEPHE, TEM
CaMBIM MOAHQUIIUPYS MOAMTHKY, OAHAKO B CPCAHEM OHA Yepe3 MOAUTHYCCKHH AHMCKYpPC
AEHATYPAAUBHPYET HOAUTHIECKHE upcororun'’ u YTOYHSICT HEOOXOAMMBIC Ci IOAUTHYCCKUE
¥ COLIAAbHBIC KaTCrOpUH U Kpurepu.'’

MMeHHO 10O9TOMY Ba)XKHBIM 33AAHHMEM  BBICTYIACT OIIPEACACHHE, COIOCTABACHHC
U Pa3ACACHUE TaKHX INOHATHHM KaK <«A3BIK NOAMTHKHM» U <«IIOAUTHKA A3BIKa», a TaIOKeE
oOpameHre K (CHOMCHY HOAMTHYCCKOIO AMCKYPCA MAH AMCKypCa B IOAHTHKE U
IOAMTHYECKOM Hporecce. AAO B TOM, YTO CETOAHS CPEAU TIPCACTABUTEACH IPUKAAAHOU U
HNOAUTHYECKOM  AMHTBMCTHKH BCE Yallie 3BYYUT HAYYHAS IO3UIIMS COTAACHO KOTOPOH CpeAr
NPUYUH MPOUCXOKACHUSA H PA3BUTHA A3bIKA HEOOXOAUMO BBIACASTH UMCHHO IOAUTHUYECCKHUE
¢akropsl. 1 3T0 AOCTATOYHO pEACBAHTHO, IIOCKOABKY SI3BIK 9BOAIOIIMOHHO Pa3BUBAACS KaK
3 PEKTHBHOE CPEACTBO YCTAHOBACHHS OTAUYHI MEKAY COIO3HHKAMHU M BpParaMH, B YaCTHOCTH
BO BpEMs ONPEACACHHUS TOTO, KTO K€M BBICTYIAET B PEAABHOM IOAUTHUYECKOM IPOIECCE.
MubiMu caoBamH, A3bIK MOXKET BCETAA TO3ULIHOHUPOBATHCS KAK TAABHbIN OPraHU3ALHOHHbII
HHAUKATOp (OPMHPOBAHHMA «KOAAMIMH KPHTHYECKOIO pasMmepa» B Al0OOH chepe
NOAUTHYECKOH KU3HH. [10CKOABKY OOABIIMHCTBO MOAUTHI M MOAMTHYECKUX OOLICCTB B
MHpPE HE OTHOCATCS K TEM, KOTOPBIC UCIIOAB3YIOT OAUH SI3BIK, 4 COOTBETCTBEHHO BBIOOP TOTO,
KaKOM 53BIK OYAYT MCIIOAB30BATh B Pa3AMYHBIX YCAOBHSX U OOCTOSTEABCTBAX BBICTYIIACT
IIOAUTHYECKHM ACAOM. TaK, ¢ OAHOH CTOPOHBI, BHIOOpP SI3bIKA OAHOBPEMCHHO 3aBHCUT U
OIPCACASICT MOAUTHYCCKUE OTHOILICHUSI MEKAY HOCHUTEAIMH si3blKa. C APYTOH CTOPOHBI,
BBIOOP SI3BIKA IPOMCXOAUT € Y4CTOM PEAABHDIX, OKMAACMBIX U THIIOTECTHYCCKHUX IIOAUTHYCCKHX
CAHKUMI. YYMTBIBAas 3TO, TEMAaTHUKA B3AHMOCBS3H SI3bIKA, AMCKYPCa M IIOAHTHKH TalOoKe
BBIXOAHT Ha HCCACAOBATCABCKYIO NMAOCKOCTh B H3MeHEHHOM ¢$opmare. C OAHOIU CTOPOHBI,
Y4€HBIE UHTEPECYIOTCS AMAACKTHYECKOK B3aUMOCBA3DIO MEXKAY TIOAUTHYECKMMH AUCKYPCAMU
0 PEAABHOCTH H PEAABHOCTBIO KaK TaKOBOH. C APYTOi CTOPOHBI, HCCACAOBATEAU o6pama10TCﬂ
K [pobAcMaM BAUSHHUS PasAHYHBIX (OPM IIOAUTHYCCKHX H3MCHCHHH KaK CACACTBHSI

B3AUMOCBA3U A3bIKa U IIOAUTHKHU B TOM YHCAC ITPH OAOAJKCHHH SI3BIKOBOH l'[OAI/ITI/II(I/I.18 1o

>

Nahrkhalaji S..Language, Ideology and Power: a Critical Approach to Political Discourse, Wyd. Islamic Azad University Najafabad Branch,
zr6dlo:: heep://research.iaun.ac.ir/pd/shafiee-nahrkhalajiold/pdfs/PaperC_9003.pdf; Wodak R.,1968: The power of political jargon,
[w:] Wodak R. (ed.), Language, power, ideology, Wyd John Benjamins1989, s. 137-163.

Tollefson ]..Planning Language, Planning Inequality. age Policy in the Community, Wyd. Longman 1991.; Ricento T.Jdeology, Politics and
Language Policies: Introduction, [w:] RlcentoT (ed) ]dmlogy Politics and Language Policies: Focus on English, Wyd. Benjamins 2000, s. 1-8.

7 Fairclough N, Critical discourse analysis, Wyd. Longman 2010.

Gruber H., Menz E, Language and political change: Micro- and macro-aspects of a contested relationship?, Journal of Language
and Politics”2004yol. 3,nr.2,5.175-188.
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0603HAYaET, YTO NMOCTENEHHO IPOUCXOAUT CYLWIECTBEHHOE PACIIMPEHHE TIOHMMAHM A3bIKa
1 Kak GOPMBI IOAMTHYCCKON MPAKTHKH', U KaK aOCTPAKTHOM CUCTEMbL,A COOTBETCTBCHHO
U IPCAMCTHOH Cepbl B3AUMOCBS3HU A3bIKA M NOAUTHKH — B pOPMC BAMSHUS $OPMAABHBIX
U HePOPMAABHBIX TTOAUTHYCCKHX HHCTHTYTOB, aKTOPOB, MPOIECCOB M CHCTEM HAa CHCTEMY
s13bIKa. >

Teoperudecku 310 00603HAYa€ET, YTO BASKHOCTHU B3AUMOCBSI3M A3BIKA M HMOAUTHKH
SBASICTCS o6yCAOBAeHHoﬁ Pa3sAMYHBIMH BEKTOPAMHM BAMSAHHMS M HMCEET pPa3AHYIHbIC
HaIpaBACHUS paSBI/ITI/IH.ZI OAHH HCCACAOBATEAH CYUTAIOT, YTO HOAUTHKA HU B KOCM CAyYac
HEMOKET OPMHPOBATHCS H PEAAH30BbIBATHCS 6e3 sA3bIKA, MOCKOABKY HCITOAb30BAHUE A3BIKA
COITMAABHBIMU TPYNIIAMH HEMHHYEMO NMPHBOAUT K OPOPMACHHIO MOAUTHKH B ITHPOKOM
KOHTEKCTe. DTO 00O03HAYAET, YTO SA3BIK AOAXKEH BOCIIPUHHMMATHCA KaK MOAUTHYCCKOC
SIBACHHE, 2 COOTBETCTBCHHO MMOAUTHKA — KaK AUCKYPCHUBHOE siBacHHCE.” B PETPOCIEKTHBE
NPOSBACHUEM 3TOTO 6bIAA HO3UIIUSI MHOTUX MBICAHTEACH O TOM, 9TO OpPaTOPCKOE UCKYCCTBO
SIBASIETCSI BAKHBIM AASI ACA TOCYAAPCTBA U TPAXKAAH, 2 PUTOPHKA — 3TO MOUTHBIHA $paKTOp
(l)OPMI/IPOBaHI/IH MOAUMTHYECKOU BEPhI U ACHCTBUU. Bmecte ¢ Tem B TEKyLIEM cl)opMaTc U B
MEPCICKTUBE CBA3b MCXKAY SA3bIKOM U IIOAMTUKOU ABASICTCS U 6YACT OCTaBaTbhCA MPEAMETOM
PAAA AMCLIUIIAMH U 6YA€T HAayYHBIM HHTEPECOM MHOTHX HCCACAOBATECACH, > KOTOPBIE TOBOPSAT
O CHEHUPUYCCKOI POAU AUCKYPCA U SI3bIKA B KOHCTPYHPOBAHUH PCAABHOTO U 0)KHAACMOTO
MOAMTHYECKOTO IIPOLECCA U OTHOIIEHHH IO IIOBOAY BaacTH.>* Bce aTo HecoMHEHHO
HMEET 3HAYCHHUE IIOCKOABKY AHAAM3 IIOAUTHIECKOTO AUCKYPCa MPEAIOAATACT COLMAABHO
OPHUCHTHPOBAHHOC HCCACAOBAHUEC IOAMTHKHM Ha TPaHULE MOAUTHYECKOIO AMCKypca
U IOAMTHYECKMX MHCTUTYTOB, a MO3TOMY HPEAIIOAATaeT U3YYEHHE SA3BIKA U S3BIKOBBIX
NPAKTUK UMCHHO B INOAMTHYCCKHUX yCAOBI/mx.25 IIpu4nHa B TOM, YTO SA3BIK BBICTYNACT
«IOHATUHUHON AMH30M» H3YYCHUSA IOAUTUKHU, IOAUTUYICCKUX SBACHUH, ACUCTBUH,
HMHCTUTYTOB M IIPOLECCOB, KOTOPas «COCTABACHA M3 CAOB U OKOAO CAOB»,% IIOCKOABKY
KaTCrOPUM MOAUTUKH HMCIOT OTHOIICHUE K S3BIKOBBIM criocobaM B3aMMOACHCTBUA H
AOCTHDKCHUSI BAACTHBIX IeAci.” Apyrumu caoBaMu, SI3BIK SIBASIETCSL CTPATErHYECKUM

peCypCoM € NOMOUIbIO KOTOPOTO NMOAUTHUKH ITOAYHAIOT M PCAAUIYIOT BAACTD. HOCKOAbe

Y Fairclough N.Language and Social Change, Wyd. Polity Press 1992.

Reisigl M., Wie man eine Nation herbeiredet. Eine diskursanalytische Untersuchung zur sprachlichenKonstruktion der dsterreichischen

Nation und osterreichischen Identitéit in politischen Fest— und Gedenkreden, Wien 2003,s.123.

Dunmire P, Political Discourse Analysis: Exploring the Language of Politics and the Politics of Language, “Language and Linguistics

Compass”2012yol. 6,nr. 11,5.735-751.

Pelinka A Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, Journal of Language and Politics” 2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5.129.

Blommaert J., Language and politics, language politics and political linguistics, “Belgian Journal” 1997, vol. 11, s. 1-10.;Pelinka

A Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, Journal of Language and Politics”2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5. 129-143;

Wodak R., Kirsch P, Langue du Bois, Wyd. Passagen Verlag 1995.

2 Nan Dijk T, What is political discourse analysis? Political linguistics, [w:] Blommaert ., Bulcean C. (eds.) Political linguistics, Wyd. John Benjamins 1997,
5.11,12, 15;; Chileon P, Analysing political discourse: theory and practice,; Wyd. Routledge 2004, 5.23.

» Okulska U., Cap P, Analysis of political discourse: landmarks, challenges, and prospects, [w:] Okulska U., Cap P. (eds.), Perspectives in
politics and discourse, Wyd. John Bejamins2010, s. 3-4.

2% Bell D.Power; influence, and authority: an essay on political linguistics, Wyd. Oxford 1975,s.12.

7 Bell D, Political linguistics and international negotiations, “Negotiations Journal 1988yol. 4, nr. 3, 5. 233-246.

140



THEORETICAL AND CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LANGUAGE, DISCOURSE, LITERATURE AND POLITICS IN POLITICAL LINGUISTICS

IIOAUTHYECKHE 3AIBACHUS HU B KOEM CAY9a€ HE SIBASIIOTCS <IIPOXAAAHBIMU», 00K THBHBIMH
MAU TIOHSTHBIMH BbICKA3bIBAHHUSIMH, 3 PYHKLHOHUPYIOT KaK «CETKA OC30MACHOCTH>» AASI
AOCTHOKCHHSI TIOAUTHYCCKUX LICACH, COBAQHUS COIO30B U ONIO3ULMOHHDBIX TPYIIT U AAS
IPEACTABACHUSI HALIMOHAABHOTO CAUHCTBA. ™

CBOCOOpasHbIM ~«IIOAMTHYCCKUM IICPECBOPOTOM B BOCHPUATHH S3BIKA»>  CTaAO
3a5BACHHC O TOM, 9TO CO3AQHHE CMbICAA SIBASICTCS BKHBIM AASL [IOAMTHYECKON IIPAKTHKH
U KOHCTPyHpOBaHHUs YOCKACHHII O COOBITHAX, MOAUTHKE, AHACPAX, IpobaeMax u
KPU3HCAX, KOTOPbIC MAU PALMOHAAM3HPYIOT, MAH CTaBSIT [OA COMHCHHC CYLICCTBYIOLINC
IOAUTHYCCKHE OTAMYMSLY ACAO B TOM, YTO «IIOAMUTHYCCKHUI A3BIK BBICTYIIACT HOAUTHICCKON
PCAABHOCTBIO>, OCKOABKY KOHPAMKTOB OTHOCHTCABHO CMBICAA/CCHCA HET, TO M BONPOCHI,
KOTOPbIE IIOAHUMAIOTCSI HE SIBASIOTCS TIOAUTHYCCKUME. A 9T0 0003HAYACT, YTO CMBICAOBBIC
IIPAKTUKHU [TOAUTHKH BKAIOYAIOT B €05l KAK IIOAUTHYCCKHE ACHCTBUS, TAK U IIOAUTHYCCKHIL
A3BIK AAs UX uHTeprperannn.’’ [Toa00HBIM 32 CBOMM 3HAQYCHHEM BBICTYIACT BBIBOA O
aKTe «PAAMKAABHOTO MEPEIACTCHHS MEKAY TEKCTOM U MOAHUTHYCCKON IPAKTHKOM» H,
HA 3TOH OCHOBC, OTPULIAHHE BBIBOAA O AACKBATHOCTH BOCIPHUSTHS MOAMTHYCCKOTO OIBITA
KaK <«aBTOHOMHOII U IOAHOCTbIO CPOPMUPOBAHHON CYLJHOCTH» KOTOPYIO HEOOXOAMMO
OIKUCBIBATh C IIOMOLIBIO <«IIPABUABHBIX SI3BIKOBBIX 00pasnos».”> C 3T0il TOYKH 3peHus
HCCACAOBATCAN GOACE YACTO IMPHU3BIBAIOT K MOHMMAHHIO [OAUTHYCCKOTO SI3bIKA KaK 0OIeit
¢pasbl, KoTOpasi B ce0sl BKAIOYACT BCE TUIIbI ITyOAMYHDBIX, HHCTUTYLIMOHHBIX M YaCTHBIX
PasroBOPOB HA HIOAMTUYCCKHE TEMbI, BCE THIIBI TCKCTOB, XAPAKTCPHBIX AAS IIOAUTHKH, 2 TAKKCE
BCCX ACKCHYCCKUX M CTHAUCTHYCCKUX SI3BIKOBBIX MHCTPYMCHTOB, KOTOPbIC XaPAKTCPU3UPYIOT
PasroBOPbI O MOAMTHYCCKUX TeKCTax.> B HTOre MarncTpasbHbIM HaPaBACHUEM OCMBICACHHS
MHOTHMH YYCHBIMU CTaAQ IOIBITKA MOAUTH3ALHUH S3bIKOBBIX PAKTHK CKCAHCBHOMN SKU3HU
IIyTeM OIPCACACHUS U ACMHCTHQUKALIMM BAACTH M aBTOPHUTETA 4Yepe3 TeKCT M s3bk.” U
9TO NIPH TOM, YTO HCCACAOBAHMS IIOAUTHYCCKOTO AMCKYPCA CYLICCTBCHHO PaCIIMPHAMCH
1 00paIAlOTCsl K y4eTy POAM KOMMYHHKALMM BHYTPH MOAUTHYCCKUX OPTaHM3ALHIl U
YHHKAABHOTO CTHASI OAUTHKOB, OAMTHYCCKUX BBICTYIIACHHUI, IIOAUTHYCCKOH PUTOPHKH,

CTpaTeril MAHHUIYASILIUN U yOCKACHHIL
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OO6beAHHSET 3TU MOAXOABI CBS3U fA3bIKA M MOAMTHKHM IOHMMAaHHE B COOTBETCTBHU C
KOTOPBIM AIODOM TTOAUTHYECKUI IPOLECC U MOAMTUYCCKUE UHCTUTYTHI 06s13aTeABHO 6yAYT
OTPa’KCHDbI B MOAUTHYECKOM AUCKYPCE H 00s13aTeABHO 6YAYT OIIPCACAATHCS AMCKYPCHUBHBIM
XapaKTCpOM.3'— B oAHOM caydae 3TO MOAHOCTBIO O4EBHAHO, KOTAQ PEUb HACT O HPAKTHYCCKUX
ACHCTBHAX KOTOPBIE IO CBOCH IPUPOAE ABASIOTCS S3bIKOBBIMU ACHCTBHAMU (HaanMep KOIAQ
MbI IMCCM B BUAY KASTBBI, obemanus, KPUTHKY, IIPU3BIBbI U T.A.)38, HO B ADYTOM CAY4Yac 3TO HE
TaK OYEBUAHO, KOTAQ OIIPEACACHHDIE TOAUTHYECKUE COOBITHS U SIBACHUS MACKHPYIOTCS, HO HE
AerutuMusupyiorcs. Kpome storo, moantudeckas 60pb6a 32 BAACTD OBIBACT AOCTATOYHO YACTO
CBS3aHA HE TOABKO C HCIIOAB30BAHHEM CAOB, HO M C IPOTUBOCTOSHUEM «32» HAU <IPOTHB>
HCIIOAB30BAHHS OINPCACACHHOHM ACKCHKH B HOAHTHYCCKOM AHCKypce. Takum 06pa30M
MOAUTHKA MAAHUPYETCA U OCYIIECTBASETCSA B IIOAMTHYECKMX AMCKYCCHSX M KOHKYpPEHIIMH,
KOTOPbIC OCYICCTBASIIOTCS! C IIOMOLIBIO SI3bIKA, IPEOBIBAIOT C HUM B CBSI3U M KACAIOTCS €ro.”
B urore 310 0603HaYAET, YTO MOAUTHYCCKUM AUCKYPCOM BBICTYIACT KOMMYHUKAIIMOHHOE
ACHCTBHE HAU COOBITHE B chepe HACOAOTHH, KOTOPOE TIIO3BOASET €rO YYaCTHHKAM
$opmMyAHpoBaTE M BBICKA3BIBATH a6CTpaKTHblc HACOAOTHYICCKHC y6C>KACHI/Iﬂ U O3HaYacT
NMUCPMCHHBIA WAM YCTHBIH, 3aBCPIUCHHBIA HAM AASIIMUACA IPOAYKT KOMMYHHUKATHBHOU
ACATECABHOCTH, KOTOPBIH HHTEPIPETHPYETCS PEIUNUEHTAMH Ha POHE 3HAHUH U BOCHIPHSATHS
HOAUTHYCCKON PeaAbHOCTH. VIMCHHO 103TOMY NMOAMTHYCCKUE AHUCKYPC AKCHOAOTHYECKH/
LEHHOCTHO OTPa)KAeT INMPOKUU KOMMYHUKATUBHBIA U COLUUAABHBIM KOHTEKCT €TO
IPOU3BOACTBA, [PYIIIIOBbIC 1 HHAUBHUAYAABHBIC BAPMAHTDI €rO BOCIPUATHUS M IIPArMATUICCKHE,
HPELEACHTHBIE, CTHAMCTHYECKHE U (YHKIMOHAABHBIE — ACIIEKTHI 0003HaYEHUA UM
ITOAUTHYECKOH KapThI ana.4° I B aTOM, B CBOIO OYepeAb, IPOSBASCTCS HENPEPBIBHAS, XOTS
AOCTaTOYHO YaCTO M MAHUITYASITUBHAS B3AUMOCBSA3b MCKAY S3bIKOM M IIOAMTUKOH, IIOCKOABKY
OHA MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO MPOSABASETCA B AUXOTOMUH «CBOH — Yy)KOU» HAU <APYT — Bpar».
I'ToaTomy at0 BbLSIBASIET Crtoco6HOCTh MOAUTHYECKOTO AMCKYPCa CAY>KUTD, C OAHOU CTOPOHBI,
NPOU3BOACTBY HHTEPIPETALIUN MEHTAABHOCTH, A C APYTOH CTOPOHBI — KOHCTPYUPOBAHUIO U
KaTCrOpU3aluy MOAUTUYCCKOM PEAABHOCTH CBOMCTBCHHOM OIPCACACHHOM MOAMTHYCCKOU
rpyme.

OAHOBpPEMEHHOB MCCACAOBAHUSX, KOTOPbIE HAPABACHBI HA H3YYCHHE B3AUMOCBSI3H
SISbIKa/AI/ICKypca U MOAHUTHKH 0be KAaTETOPUH AOAXKHBI PaCCMATPUBATHCS CHECLMAABHO.
B 4yacrHOCTH, mMOAMTHKA AOAKHA IOHMMATBCS M IIHPOKO H y31<041, U AOAKHA

HHTCPIPETHPOBATHCA KaK KaTCropHA,KOTOpasl MOXKET 6bITI) pcaan3oBaHa Ha MHUKpPO U

7 Annproxvna T., SI3bIK BIIaCTH U BIAcTB sI3bIKA: MOMUTHYECKU UCKYpC, TIpaso u ynpasnenue. XXI eex”2013,nr. 3,5. 62—-69.
1eitran E,Cevuomuxa nonumuyecrkozo ouckypca, Bonrorpaz 2000.

¥ Fairclough N.Language and Power, London 1989.

AmnpproxuHa T., SI3bIK BIaCTH M BIIACTb SI3bIKA: IIOIMTHYCCKHH TUCKYPC, TIpaso u ynpasnenue. XXI eex”2013,nr. 3,5. 62-69.
4 Chilcon P, Analysing political discourse: theory and practice, Wyd. Routledge 2004.; Chilton P., Schaftner C..Jutroduction: themes and principles
in the analysis of political discourse, [w:]Chilton P., Schaftner C. (eds.), Polstics as text and talk, Wyd. John Benjamins 2002, s. 1-41.; Van Dijk
T What is political discourse analysis? Political linguistics, [w:] Blommaert ], Bulcean C. (eds.) Political linguistics, Wyd. John Benjamins 1997,
s. 11-52.
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MaKpoypoBHe. FIMEHHO 103TOMY y4YeHbBIE AOCTATOYHO YaCTO PACXOAATCS B CBOEM ITOAXOAE
II0 [IOBOAY [TPCAMCTA B3AUMOCBSI3U SI3BIKA M IIOAUTUKH. TaK, HCKOTOpBIC U3 HUX HACTAUBAIOT
Ha AOCTIDKCHHM TAaKOH B3aMMOCBA3U TOABKO B ¢$opMmaTe AMCKypCa, Bpra6OTaHHOFO
IMOAUTHICCKUMU amopamu“, IpPU 3TOM APYTME CYHMTAIOT, YTO HPEAMETHBIM IOAEM
3aUHTEPECOBAHHOCTU TOAUTHYECKUM AHCKYPCOM AOAKHA BBICTYHATh MaKCHMAABHO
M POKAsi KOHCTPY KM S TOHUMAaHHU s HOAUTHKH, KOTOPAs BHIXOAUT 32 PAMKHU IIOAUTHYECKOTO
npouecca. B cBoio ouepeab, A3bIK AOAXKEH HOHUMATLCS KAK CUCTEMA, KOTOPAst HOCTOSHHO
U HEMHHYEMO MPOHU3AHA HAH BoObOIIE HE IPOHHU3aHA TCPMUHAMU NOAUTHKH. [ ToaTomy
A1000I1 BAPHAHT AUCKYPCa [0 CBOCH KOHCTPYKLIUH U 32 AOTUKOH BHICTYIIACT HOAUTHICCKHM,
MOCKOABKY OH BBICTYMAET MECTOM 60pb6bl U <CMBICAOBBIM TIPOCTPAHCTBOM» B KOTOPOM
BbIPA0ATBIBAIOTCS M/MAH CTaBATCS [OA COMHECHHE MOAUTHYCCKHE cmpicabl? Mimenno
MO3TOMY TOAUTHYECKHH AMCKYPC KaK TAaKOBOH M B Pa3sAMYHBIX GOpPMaX HAHM JKaHpax
HAIIOAHCHHBIA KOHPAUKTAMHU M CHHCPIHCH, IPOTHBOPCYHUAMH U KOMIIPOMHUCCAMH, 2 TAKKE
II0XBAAAMHU H HEAOOPOXKEAATCABHOCTBIO, KPUTHKOH U HOAACPKKOH U T.A. BcaeacTBre atoro
6A3FOA3PH XUTPOMY U PHCKOBAHHOMY XapaKTepy MOAUTHKH U 0COOCHHOH CHAC A3BIKA
(cAoBa, TEKCT MAM AI/ICKpr), MOAMTHYECKHE AKTOPbl U MHCTUTYTHI MHOTAA OOMwaoTCs/
KOMMYHULUPYIOT U B3aUMOACHCTBYIOT HCIIOHATHBIM, HE YETKUM H <OCTOPOXKXHBIM»
o6pa30M, TO €CTh onocpc:AOBal-mo.44 D10 0603HAYACT, 4TO PA3AHMYHBIMU BBICTYTIAIOT
CMBICABI M IOHMMAaHHE, KOTOPBIE MOXKHO IIOAYYHTb HA OCHOBAHHUU HCIIOAb30OBAHUS
Pa3AMYHBIX KOHLIENITOB U TEXHUK AUCKYPCA, B YACTHOCTH B PAMKAaX COOTHOIUEHU I BAACTH,
HAECOAOTHHM, 3TUKH U MOAUTHYECKUX MPEACTABACHHUH HAU HpCAyGe)KACHHfI.4S HMmenno
I03TOMY IIOAUTHYCCKHIT AUCKYPC MOXKET OBITh AU HE OBITh MAHHUITYASITUBHBIM, HO OH BEACT
K AOCTHDKCHHIO HOBOM CYIIHOCTH NOAUTUKH. B crAy 9TOr0 moanTH4ecKas pUTOpHKA MOKET

ey <APYTOM>» HCTHHBIY, A2KE BOINPEKH TOMY, YTO OHA MPAKTHYECKU

BBICTYTIaTh «BParom»"
BCCTAQ AOCTATOYHO PACIIABIBYATASL.

It0, noxaayi1, HauboAce 3PPEKTHBHO MPOSBASICTCS [0 AMHUH B3AUMOCBSI3U TTOAUTUKH
¥ AMUTEPATYpbl MAH B PabOTaX OTACABHBIX AUTCPATOPOB, KOTOpbIC TOBOPST O MOAHTHKE
AuTeparypsl. B AAHHOM cAydae BO BHUMAaHHE IPUHUMACTCSI HE IOAMTHKA OTACABHBIX [IHCATCACH
U HX IPYIIIL, TO €CTh HE MX AHYHASI CHMIIATHSI K OPCACACHHBIM COLIMAABHBIM M IOAUTHYCCKIM
BOIPOCAM M [IOAUTHYCCKON KOHKYPECHIIUU HAH XKE HE CIIOCOOBI PEACTABACHHMSI/ TIOAQIH UMU
IIOAUTHYECKHX COOBITHIT HAM COLIMAABHOI CTPYKTYPBI U COLUAABHOI 60pbOBL. A TOT PaKT, 4TO

AUTCPATYypA «ACAACT> ITOAUTHUKY APITepaTyPOﬁ, TO €CTb YTO CymCCTBYCT OIPCACACHHAS CBA3b

&
[

Van Dijk T. )% hat s political disconrse analysis? Political linguistics, [w:] Blommaert ], Bulcean C. (eds.) Polstical linguistics, Wyd. John Benjamins 1997,
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MEKAY TTOAUTHKOH, KaK ONPEACACHHBIM CIIOCOOOM COLIMAABHOM JKU3HH, U AUTEPATYPOI, KaK
OIPEACACHHON MPAKTUKOM AMHIBUCTUKH M IIEPEAAIHU A3bIKA U Amcxypca.“8

B aTOM KOHTEKCTE BaXKHO, 4TO IOAUTHKA TPAAHLIMOHHO PACCMATPUBACTCA KAK NPAKTHKA
BAACTU MAU PEAAM3AIIMS KOAAEKTUBHON BOAU U UHTEPECOB, PEAAU3AIINS KOAACKTUBHBIX HACH
u 11aaHoB. MIHpIMM CAOBaMH, IIOAUTHKOH B ACHCTBUTCABHOCTH SBASIETCS TO,4TO BBICTYIACT
COBOKYITHOCTBIO HPCACTABACHUI M NPAKTHK, KOTOpble GpopMHUpPYIOT Ham obwmit mup. B
BUAY 3TOTO, IOAUTHKA — 3TO B IIEPBYIO OYEPEAD crtocob CO3AaHUS CPEAU CEHCOPHBIX AAHHBIX
cnenuduyeckoit cdepst onbita. [TosToMy B AMTEpaTypHOM HAM, B LICAOM, AUHIBUCTHYCCKOM
MIOAXOAE HOAMTHKA — 3TO YaCTh PasyMHOIO, BAAMMOIO U CKA3aHHOI'O, KOTOPas IO3BOASET
(uam me paspcmaeT) MPOSBASITh ONPEACACHHDBIE KOHKPETHBIE AQHHbIC,A TAKKE paspenraeT
VAU HE Pa3pellacT HEKOTOPbIM KOHKPETHBIM CyObeKTaM 0003HAYaTh UX U TOBOPUTH O HUX.
ITapasaeabHO C 9THUM, MOAMTHKA B TAKOM KOHTEKCTE — TO CIEHUPUYECKOE EPEIACTCHUE
CIOCOOOB  CYLICCTBOBAHUS/OBITHS, CIIOCOOOB OCYIIECTBACHHS ACHCTBHH M CIOCOOOB
HCIIOAB30BaHUs si3blKa. L13 9TOro caeayer, 4To MOAMTHKA AMTEparypbl 00O3HAYACT, 4TO
AUTEpATypa KaK TaKOBas NPHUHHMAET YYaCTHE B TAKOM PACIPEACACHHH BBICKA3aHHOTO H
BUAUMOTO, 2 TAKKE HAXOAUTCS B IICPEIIACTCHUM OBITHSI, ACHCTBUI U BbICKA3bIBAHHIA, KOTOPBIC
OXBAThIBAIOT ITIOACMUYCCKUI an.49

Becomoe 3HaueHHE B 9TOM KOHTEKCTE MMEET IOHMMAHHC CAMOTO IIOHATHUS «AUTCPATypa>.
YAUBHUTEABHO, HO CPEAH MOAMTHYCCKHX UAU OOLICCTBEHHBIX KOMMECHTATOPOB AUTEPATYpBI
MaAO KTO O6paTI/IA BHHMAHHC Ha COOCTBCHHO HUCTOPHYHOCTb AMTeparypsl. boaee Toro,
CpeAU BCEX, OCYLIECTBACHHBIX MOIMBITOK B 3TOM HAMPABACHUH, TOABKO HEKOTOpPbIE yYEHbIE
HACTOMYUBO CTPEMHMAMCH CBA3aTh AUTEPATYpPY (paCCManHBaeMylo KaK HCTOPHYECKOE
Ha3BaHHUE UCKYCCTBA MUCHMA) U HOAMTHKY, KOTOPas PACCMATPUBAAACH UMU KAK HCTOPUYECKHH
Habop cua, cobbiTuil U npobaeM. Apyrue B TO K¢ BpeMsl HBITAAUCH AATh KOHKPETHOE
CoAcp)KaHHC MOHATHIO «AuTeparypa». Ha aroil ocHoBe BHayase B3aUMOCBA3b MEKAY
AMTEPATYPOil U TIOAUTUKON ObIAQ HE COBEPLICHHOM MAN He OBIAO CIOCO0A CBS3ATb MEKAY CO00I
AUTEPATYPHYI0 HEYyBCTBUTCABHOCTb M PECAABHBIC NMOAHTHYECKHE ACHCTBHA. BcaeactBue
3TOTO «HCKYCCTBO PaAH HMCKYCCTBAa» PacCMATPUBAAOCH MOAHUTHYECKHM 00513aTCABCTBOM,
A B3aUMOCBS3b MEKAY AMTEPATYPHOH HEYYBCTBUTEABHOCTBIO M MAaTEPUAAUCTHYECKOM
PAITHOHAABHOCTBIO PEBOAIOLIMOHHON TOAUTHUKU OblAO HE CyLIeCTBCHHBIM. BcaeacTBue
3TOTO IO3THI B NMPOIIAOM U CETOAHS INPEUMYIIECTBEHHO HCIOAB3YIOT CAOBA KAK BEIIM U HE
OBIAM CTOPOHHHKAMH MOAUTHYCCKOTO HCIIOAb30BAHUSI KOMMYHHKATUBHOIO s3bika. [lpu
3TOM MPO3AUKH Hao6op0T HCIOAB30BAAU CAOBA KAK CPEACTBO 06IIEHUS U ABTOMATHYCCKU
00palaAuCch K KOHCTPYHPOBaHUIO 00mero mupa. XOTs LEAHMKOM OYCBUAHO M TO, 4TO

OTOXXACCTBACHHUC AUTCPATYPbl C OTIPCACACHHBIM COCTOSIHHMCM UAH UCIIOAB30BAHUCM S13bIKA HC

# Ranciere ], The Politics of Literature, “SubStance 2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), s. 10-24.
# Ranciere ., The Politics of Literature, “SubStance’2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), 5. 10-24.
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HMCET pCAABHOIO AMHTBUCTUYICCKOI'O 3HAYCHHUS U ITIO3TOMY HE MOXKET O6OCHOBbIB3.Tb AIO6OI>1
CHCL[I/I(I)I/IKI/I AHUTCPATYPbI HAU CC MMOAHUTHYCCKON HapaBACHHOCTH M KOHTCKCTA.

Bce a10 O3HA4ACT, YTO AMTCPATYypa, KaK TAKOBas, 3aAyMaHa HC KaK HCKYCCTBO ITMCbMa
BOO6L[I€ M HC KaK KOHKPCTHOC COCTOSHHC S3bIKQ, A KaK I/ICTOPI/I‘ICCKI/IIU/I CHOCO6 HarAsIAHOCTHU
NKMCbMA, A TAKOKC KOHKPCTHAS CBS3b MCXKAY CHUCTEMOU 3HAUYCHHUS CAOB U CUCTEMOH BUAUMOCTU
BEIICH. B Takom paspe3c AuTEparypa AOCTATOYHO 4YaCTO BBICTYNACT IPOTHBOCTOSHHCM
ABYX CHOCO6OB CBSI3H CMbBICAA U ACHCTBHH, OIpaHUYCHUCM COOTHOIICHHS, CKAa3aHHOIO U
BHUAUMOTO, peaAmauHeﬁ CAOB CHAOH OrpaHUYICHHSA O6U.[CI‘O Mupa. HPI/I 9TOM, OYCHb Ba>KHOC
3HA4YCHHUC B 3TOM KOHTCKCTC HMMCCT OINPCACACHHC (l)HAOCO(l)CKO-HOAHTH‘ieCKOFO 3HA4YCHUA
IO0331UH, KOTOPOC BIICPBBIC Oq)OpMI/IAOCb ci¢ BO BpEMCHaA API/ICTOTCAEL OTOT MBICAUTEAD
B CBOC BpPCMS OTMCYAA, YTO IO33UA — 3TO BBIAYMKA, A ITO3TOMY BIIOAHC OYCBHAHO, 4TO
MO3TUIHOCTD MOXCT IPCAIIOAATaTb MMOAUTHUIHOCTD. ,A,CAO B TOM, YTO UMCHHO B ITIO33HWH MBI
HaXOAHMM HMCPAPXHIO,KOTOpAS IIPOTHBOCTOUT HpH‘iHHHO-CACACTBCHHOﬂ palnOHaABHOCTH

ACHCTBHII aMIUpHU3Ma KU3HM.

[Toaromy noa3ust, HO0 MHEHHIO APHCTOTEAS, BBICTYIIACT
6oace «$UAOCOPCKOIT>», YeM UCTOPHUS, TOCKOABKY MO33Hs CO3AACT MPUINHHO-CACACTBCHHBIE
CIOXKCTBI, KOTOPBIC CBA3BIBAIOT COOBITHS B IIEAOE, TOTAQ KaK HCTOPHsI TOABKO PacCKa3bIBaCT
O MOAUTHYECKUX COOBITHAX IO Mepe ux pasButust. Vmenno aro ObIAO OCHOBAHHCM AAS
Pa3ACACHMS B CBOC BpeMs BCCH XYAOKCCTBCHHOH AMTEPATyphl Ha PasAHMYHbBIC JKaHpPbL B
4aCTHOCTH, 6oAEe BbICOKHE/ U3BICKAHHBIE JKaHPBI, IOCBAIIECHHDIE HCCAEAOBAHUIO 6AaropoAme
ACHCTBUH U IICPCOHAXKCH, A TAKXKE HpOCTbIC/ HHU3KHUE )KaHPBI, IIOCBAICHHBIC TPOCTHIM AIOAIM
1 6a30BbIM l'IOTp€6HOCTHM sxusHU. M aaxe 6oaee, IIOCKOADBKY >KaHPOBasl HEPapXusl TAKXKe
MOAYMHHUAQ CTHAD AUTEPATYPHI IPUHIUITY HEPAPXUIECCKOTO y,A,O6CTBa: KOPOAHM AOAXKHBI ObIAK
ACHUCTBOBATh U TOBOPUTD TaK, KAK 3TO ACAAIOT KOPOAH, A TPOCTBIE AIOAU — TaK, KaK 3TO ACAAIOT
00ObIuHbBIE ATOAH. VIMEHHO Ha 3TOI OCHOBE paHee BO3MOXXHO 65140 KOHCTPYHUPOBATh IIOAUTHKY
AUTEpATYphl, B YACTHOCTH IPOTHUBOMNOCTABASIL OTAAHTAPHBIN IMPHHLHI PABHOAYIIHIO/
HEHTPAABHOCTH HEPAPXUYECKOTO 3aKOHA «CTaporo pexuma». Kpome storo, uMeHHO B 3TOM
KOHTEKCTE AMTEPATypa HNPOTHBOIIOCTABHUAA CBOK «ACMOKPATHYHOCTb> (kak KOHKPCTHBIA
pexum BBICKA3bIBAHHS/ HHPOPMHUPOBAHHUS, CACACTBHECM KOTOPOIO SBASACTCS HapYIICHHC
KaKux-AH00 YCTOHUYUBBIX B3aMMOCBA3EH MEXAY MaHEPOU TOBOPUTH, MaHEPAMU pa60Tb1 H
MaHEpPaMu ObITHS) IPEACTABUTEABCKON HepapXum.’!

Bce ato BeaeT k poocTarouHo UHTEPCCHOU CBASH MEXKAY AUTEPATYPOU, HAYKOHM U TIOAMTUKOM.
B pamkax stoi cBs3u AuTeparypa Acaaet CBoeo6pa3Hy10 <<1'[y6AI/I'~IHy}O MOAUTHKY>» HAU
«METaNIOAUTHKY>. | [pH 9TOM, IPUHLIUIT 5TOH «IIOAUTHKH> 3aKAIOYACTCS B TOM, 4TOOBI OCTABHUTD
obmuit sTan KOH(AUKTA BoAe/ cyAbGe U 4TOObI «H3Yy4aTb>» B IOATIOABE 006IIECTBO U «4UTATh

CHUMIITOMBI I/ICTOpI/II/I».52 ,A,Q)Ke 6OAbIII€, IIOCKOABKY 3TOT HPHHIHUII OTAAASICT COLMAAbHBIC

50 Ranciere ., The Politics of Literature, “SubStance’2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), 5. 10-24.
! Ranciere ], The Politics of Literature, “SubStance 2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), 5. 10-24.
2 Ranciere]., The Politics of Literature, ‘SubStance 2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), 5. 10-24.
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CUTyallMu U HCPCOH&)KeI;I OT UX CKCAHCBHOU P€aAPHOCTH U OTPA’KACT TO, KEM OHH ABASIOTCS
B ACHCTBHTCABHOCTH, qcpe3 (l)aHTaCMaI‘OpI/I‘I€CKy}O TKaHb MO3THYCCKHMX 3HAKOB, KOTOPBIC
BBICTYHNAIOT HCTOPHUYCCKHMMU CHUMIITOMaMHU. HPI/I‘{I/IHa B TOM, 4YTO IIPUPOAA ITO3ITHYCCKHX
3HAKOB TaKasl JK¢, KaK U IIPUPOAA UCTOPHUYICCKUX PC3YABTATOB U IIOAMTHUYICCKHUX CHUMIITOMOB. B
9TOM CMbBICAC «TIOAMTHUKA>»> AUTCPATYPbl BO3HUKACT KAK OTKa3 MAM BO3PA)KCHHUC <ITOAMTHUKH>
OparopoB M CHAOBHKOB, KOTOPbIC BOCHPHHHUMAIOT €€ KaK 60pb6y BOAU H O6U_ICCTBCHHO-
MOAMTHYCCKUX HHTCPCCOB. Taxum 06P2130M AWUTCpATYpa, KaK TaKasi, ACMOHCTPUPYCT <<ABOIL/'IHY}O
IIOAUTHKY>» U ABOﬁHyIO MaHepy HCPCHaCTpOfIKPI KOH(l)I/IACHL[I/IaAbeIX AAHHDBIX. HOCKOAbe, C
OAHOH CTOPOHDI, AUTCPATYPA OTPAXKACT CHAY AUTCPATYPHOCTH U «HCMOTI'0>»> AMCTAQ, YTO HaApPyIIacT
HC TOABKO HCPAPXHIO pCHpCSCHTaTI/IBHOI;I CUCTCMBI, HO U AIO6OI;I NPHUHIOUIT AACKBATHOCTH MCXKAY
CHOCO6OM CyHICCTBOBAHHS CHOCOGOM BbICKa3bIBaHUMA. OAHQ.KO, C Apyroﬁ CTOPOHBI, AUTEPATYpa
3aITyCKaCT APYTYIO «IIOAMTHUKY HCMOIO AHMCTa» H CBOCO6P23HY}O <IIPOHU3BOAHYIO ITOAMTHUKY>>
HAH «MCTAIIOAUTHUKY>, KOTOpas 3aMCHSCT PaC].LII/I(l)pOBKy «HEMOro 3HayeHus». V3 aroro
CACAYCT, YTO «IIOAMTHKA»> AUTCPATYPbI IIPOSBASICTCS KOH(I)AI/IKTOM TIIOAMTHUKH AUTCPATyPHOCTHU
U TIOAUTUKY CUMITTOMATUYECKOrO yTeHus. B CHAY 9TOT'O IOAUTHUKA AUTCPATYpbl HCCCT B CC6C
IPOTHUBOPECIUE, KOTOPOC MOKEM PCIIUTD AMIIIBCAMO ITPUHYKACHHUCM.

Co Bcero aToro Moxem CACAATb HCCKOABKO BBIBOAOB KOTOPBIC KACAIOTCA B3AUMOCB3U
S3bIKA, AHMCKYpCa, AHUTCPATypbl M IIOAMTHKH, B YaCTHOCTH O TOM, YTO: SA3bIKOBBIC H
AUTCPATYPHBIC HMHTCPIIPCTANUU SBASIOTCSA IOAUTHYCCKUMH HACTOABKO, HACKOABKO OHHU
ABAAKOTCA pCKOH(l)HpraHHCﬁ BHUAUMOCTH O6LLICI‘O MHpa; MOAUTUYCCKUI AHCKYPC, KOTOprI;I
NPOTHBOCTOUT HHTCPHPCTAHMOHHBIM M PCAAPHBIM HM3MCHCHUSM CaM I10 C€6€ SABAACTCA
4aCTbIO TOTO JKC TCPMCHCBTHYCCKOIO CIOJKCTA YTO M HMHTCPHPCTALIHSA KOTOPOI;I OH 6POCQCT
BbI3OB, 4 IIO3TOMY OH HCMHUHYCMO MOJXKCT 6I)ITL ITOAUTHUYCCKHM. 06061LI21H 3TO O603Ha‘{aCT,
4TO B3aHMMOCBSI3b S3bIKA, AMCKYpCA, AHUTCPATypbl U IOAUTHKH TPAAMIHMOHHOHC SBASICTCS
I/IHCTI/ITyL[I/IOHaAI/ISI/IpOBaHHOﬁ (OAHaKO BCC-TaKH TaKOBOU MOXCT 6I>ITI>), a AC (l)aI(TO,
BBICTYIIACT BHC HHCTHTyHHOHHOﬁ XOTs M MOXXCT KacCaTbCsl MHCTUTYHHMOHHOI'O M3MCPCHUA

MOAUTHKH M ITOAUTHYICCKOrO IIponccca.

Wcnonb3oBanHas nuTeparypa:

1. Bell D, Political linguistics and international negotiations, “Negotiations Journal1988,vol. 4, nr. 3,
5. 233-246.

2. Bell D.,Power, influence, and authority: an essay on political linguistics, Wyd. Oxford 1975.

3. Blommaert J., Language and politics, language politics and political linguistics, “Belgian Journal”
1997,vol. 11,s. 1-10.

4. Burkharde A Politolinguistik. Versuch einer Ortsbestimmung, [w:] Klein J., Dickmannshenke H.
(eds.),Sprachstrategien und Dialoghlockaden. Linguistische und politikwissenschaftliche Studien zur
politischen Kommunikation, Wyd. de Gruyter 1996.

5. Chilton P, Analysing political discourse: theory and practice, Wyd. Routledge 2004.

146



THEORETICAL AND CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LANGUAGE, DISCOURSE, LITERATURE AND POLITICS IN POLITICAL LINGUISTICS

22,

23.

24

25.
26.

2].
28.

Chilton P., Schaffner C..[ntroduction: themes and principles in the analysis of political discourse, [w:]
Chilton P., Schaffner C. (eds.),Politics as text and talk, Wyd. John Benjamins 2002, s. 1-41.
Dallmayr E,Language and politics: why does language matter to political philosophy, Wyd. University
of Notre Dame 1984.

Dunmire P, Political Discourse Analysis: Exploring the Language of Politics and the Politics of
Language, “Language and Linguistics Compass”2012vol. 6,nr. 11,5. 735-751.

Edelman M., Political language: words that succeed and policies that fail, Wyd. Academic Press 1977.
Edelman M., 7he symbolic uses of politics, Wyd. University of Illinois Press 1964.

Fairclough N.,Critical discourse analysis, Wyd. Longman 2010.

Fairclough N.,Language and Power, London 1989.

Fairclough N.,Language and Social Change, Wyd. Polity Press 1992.

Fraser C., Gaskell G.,7he social psychological study of widespread beliefs, Wyd. Clarendon Press
Oxford University Press 1990.

Gruber H., Menz F, Language and political change: Micro- and macro-aspects of a contested
relationship?, “Journal of Language and Politics”2004,vol. 3,nr. 2, 5. 175-188.

Holzscheiter A., Power of discourse and power in discourse: an investigation of transformation and
exclusion in the global discourse of childhood, Wyd. FU Berlin 2005.

Hudson K., 7he language of modern politics, Wyd. MacMillan 1978.

Inglehart R., 7he Silent Revolution. Changing Values and Political Styles among Western Publics, Wyd.
Princeton University 1977.

Lijphart A.,Democracy in Plural Societies. A Comparative Exploration, Wyd. Yale University 1977.

. Lipset S.,Political Man. The Social Bases of Politics, Wyd. Johns Hopkins University 1981.
. Nahrkhalaji S.,.Language, Ideology and Power: a Critical Approach to Political Discourse, Wyd. Islamic

Azad University Najafabad Branch, zrédlo:: heep://research.iaun.ac.ir/pd/shafice-nahrkhalajiold/
pdfs/PaperC_9003.pdf

ObengS., Language and politics: indirectness in political discourse, “Discourse & Society 1997, vol.
8,nr. 1,s. 49-83.

Okulska U., Cap P, Analysis of political discourse: landmarks, challenges, and prospects, [w:] Okulska
U., Cap P. (eds.), Perspectives in politics and discourse, Wyd. John Bejamins2010.

Orwell G.,Politics and the English Language, [w:] Goshgarian G. (ed.), Exploring Language, Wyd.
Scott, Foreman1989.

Oudenaren J.,Uniting Europe. An Introduction to the European Union, Wyd. Rowman & Littlefield 2005.
Pelinka A Language as a political category: The viewpoint of Political Science, Journal of Language
and Politics” 2007, vol. 6,nr. 1,5. 129-143.

Ranciere J., The Politics of Literature, ‘SubStance”2004, vol. 103 (nr. 33, is. 1), s. 10-24.

Reisigl M. Wie man eine Nation herbeiredet. Eine diskursanalytische  Untersuchung zur
sprachlichenKonstruktion der Osterreichischen Nation und Osterreichischen Identitdt in
politischen Fest— und Gedenkreden, Wien 2003.

147



ALEKSANDRA ANCEROWICZ

29.

30.

32,
33

34,

35.

36.
37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42,

43,

44

148

Ricento T.Mdeology, Politics and Language Policies: Introduction, [w:] Ricento T. (ed.), Ideology,
Politics and Language Policies: Focus on English, Wyd. Benjamins 2000, s. 1-8.

Scidel G..Political disconres analysis, [w:1Dijk T (ed.), Handbook of discourse analysis: discourse
analysis in sociery, Wyd. Academic Press 1985, s. 43—60.

Shapiro M.,.Language and political understanding: the politics of discursive practices, Wyd. Yale
University Press 1981.

Shapiro M.,Language and politics, Wyd. New York University Press 1984.

Tollefson J.,Planning Language, Planning Inequality: Language Policy in the Community, Wyd.
Longman 1991.

Van Dijk T, Principles of Critical discourse analysis, [w:] Wetherell M. (ed.), Discourse theory and
practice, Wyd. A Reader 2001, s. 300-317.

Van Dijk T.,What is political discourse analysis? Political linguistics, [w:] Blommaert J., Bulcean C.
(eds.) Political linguistics, Wyd. John Benjamins 1997.

Wilson J.,Politically Speaking: The Pragmatic Analysis of Political Language, Wyd. Blackwell 1990.
Wodak R.,7968: The power of political jargon, [w:] Wodak R. (ed.), Language, power, ideology, Wyd.
John Benjamins1989, s. 137-163.

WodakR.,Critical linguistics and critical discourse analysis, [w:] Verschuren J., OstamanJ., Blommaert
J.(eds.), Handbook of pragmatics-Manual, Wyd. John Benjamins 1995, s. 204-210.

Wodak R., Preface. The power of language in political discourse, “Journal of Language and
Politics 2004, vol. 3,nr. 3, s. 381-383.

Wodak R.,7he Discourse of Politics in Action: Politics as UsualWyd. Springer 2009.

Wodak R., Kirsch P.,Langue du Bois, Wyd. Passagen Verlag 1995.

Wodak R., Panagl O.7éext und Kontext: Theoriemodelle und methodische Verfabren im
transdisziplindren Vergleich, Wyd. Konigshausen & Neumann 2004.

Anaproxuna T., SI3bIK BAACTH U BAACTb A3bIKA: IOAUTHYCCKUIL AUCKYPC, ‘TIpaso u ynpasaenune. XXI
sex”2013,nr. 3,s. 62—69.

Wleitraa E., Cemuomuxa nosummuecxozo duckypea, Boarorpaa 2000.



