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Abstract. Traditional (stylistic) approach to metaphor
theory, characteristic of Check linguist Jiti Nosek, is com-
pared with cognitive approach to the metaphorical analy-
sis, used by G. Charteris-Black.
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Wmsa n Tpyabl Yewlckoro nuHrencta Upxn Ho-
CeKa XOpOLUO U3BECTHbI B 3blKO3HaHMU. podpec-
cop, Aoktop dunococpumm Upxn Hocek Obin yyeHu-
KOM ofHOro 13 nuaepos [paxCKon NUHrBUCTUYE-
CKOW LIKOMbl, OOHOrO N3 OCHOBOMOJIOXHWKOB
YyHKUMOHaNbHOW CcTUNUCTUKN Borymuna TpHKW.
B 1966 r. Hocek 3awimTun OOKTOPCKy auccepTa-
uno no Teme «Contribution to the syntax of the
new English complex sentence». MoHorpadgus
aBTOpa C aHanorMyHbiM HasBaHWEeM Bbloepxana
8 nspgaHuin.

Ctatba Wpxun Hoceka «Wcnonb3oBaHue Me-
Tacop YMHCTOHOM Yepunnnem» Obina onyGnuko-
BaHa B 1994 r., cnycTta 14 neT nocne BbixoAa 3Ha-
MeHUTON paboTbl aMepuKaHCKMX ydeHbix k. Na-
kodpda n M. [xoHcoHa «MeTadopbl, KOTOPbIMU
Mbl XXMBEM», HanpaBMBLUEW, KaKk CYMTaeTcs, uc-
cnepoBaHus MeTacop MO KOTHUTUBHOMY BEKTOPY.
KorHutonoru yteepxagaroT, 4UTo MeTadopuyHa npu-
poJa camoun MbICMK, a B s3blKe OHa Nony4yaeT nuilb
BHellHee BblpaxeHue. lMybnukaumsi npodeccopa
M. Hoceka 0603Ha4aeT HECKOMbKO MHOW MyTb aHa-
nusa metadop. ABTOp yKasblBaeT, YTO MblTaeTcs
npeacTaBuTb Oonee ynopsigovYeHHy, XOTS U He
OKOHYaTESNbHYH MMM NCHEPNbIBAOLLYIO Knaccugu-
Kaumo meTtadop, KoTopas cBA3aHa C CeMaHTUKO-
CTUMNCTUYECKMUM MOOXOO0M.

M3BecTHO, 4TO uayulee oT Apuctotensa Ha-
npaBneHne n3yvyeHus npupoabl U yHKUUN MeTa-
dopbl NO3BOMSET paccMmaTpuBaTbh €e Kak A3blKO-
BOE CpPeAcTBO, TPOr, Kak pe3ynbTaT 3aMeHbl CrioB
UM KOHTEKCTHbIX CABUrOB, KaK yKpalleHue peuywu,
npu 3TOM acTeTMYeckas yHKUMA MeTadopbl cyn-
TaeTca rnaBHou. B ctatbe «Wcnonb3oBaHue me-
Tadop YUHCTOHOM Yepuunnem» wuccneposatesib
yKasblBaeT, YTO npexge Bcero obpaiwiaet BHMMa-
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HVe Ha NWHIBUCTUYECKOE BbIPaXXEHWE, Ha CTUNb
npeacraenexHus ngen Yepuunns: «...but we focus
our attention on linguistic expression, on his style
of presenting his ideas» [Nosek 1994: 39]. Npo-
deccop V. Hocek BblaensaeT 8 kaTeropui npu krac-
cuurumpoBaHun Mmetadop YuHcToHa Yepumnns B
COOTBETCTBMU C TEM, YTO OHM 0OO3HAYAIOT:
0606wweHHocTb (totality);

KpuTudeckyto cutyaumio (critical situation);
HanpshkeHHocTb (tension);

dasbl gencteua (phase of action);

nonoxeHue unun mecto (position or place);

e UyBCTBa, pasmblwneHns, namsTte (feelings,
thinking, memory);
e VHTEHCUBHOCTb, HauMBbICLLUEe NpOosiBlieHne

cBoncTBa (intensity, highest property);
e couuvarnbHy0 LEeHHOCTb UNn noaaepxky (social
value or help).

Mbl Xx0TMM 06paTWTb BHUMaHWe 4uTatens Ha
BaXKHYIO MbICIb YeLlckoro nuHrancta. lNpodeccop
Upxun Hocek nogyepkuaet, 4To MeTadopbl Yep-
YUNNA ABMAIOTCA 3arafovMHLIMW CPaBHEHUAMMU CO
BCEM, YTO OKpYyXaeT 4yenoseka, CO BCEM, YTO SB-
nseTca CBOWCTBEHHbIM 4eroBeky, oOLiecTBy U
npupoge. «...Churchil’'s metaphors are cryptic
comparisons with anything that surrounds man,
anything that is human, social and natural» [Nosek
1994: 40]. B KOrHMTUBHOM UcCcneaoBaHUWM B AaH-
HOM KOHTEKCTe roBopunocb 6bl 0 chepe-UCToUHM-
ke, 06 MCXOoQHON MeHTarnbHON cdepe MmeTadopbl.

Wpxn Hocek aHanuampyeT Tpu KHUMM GpuTaH-
ckoro npembepa: «Mow paHHue rogbl», «BTopas
MupoBas BoHa» (5 Tom) n «Mctopus aHrnossbIy-
HbIX HapoaoBy» (4 ToM). Paccmatpuasa meTtadopbl
n3 aTux nybnukaumnm n knaccupuumpys BblbpaH-
Hble NpMMepbl N0 0603HaYeHHbIM KaTeropusiM, aB-



TOp NPUXOAWUT K BbIBOQY O TOM, YTO MeTadopbl,
OnMCbiBaloLLME KPUTUYECKOE COCTOSIHWME/KPU3NC,
ABNAIOTCA Hambornee MHorouncneHHoiMu: «The
metaphors for crisis are the most numerous that
we have unearthed from the samples of the Chur-
chill’'s works» [Nosek 1994: 40]. Janee npu meTa-
dopuyeckom aHanmse npodeccop Hocek oTmeva-
€T, YTO MHTEHCUBHOCTb — CeMaHTM4ecKas karero-
pusi, CXo4Has C KaTeropmsiMm KPUTUYECKOW CUTya-
UMM 1M 060OLLEHHOCTH, C KOTOPbIMU OHa MOXeT
YacTUYHO coBnagaTtb Kak conyTcTBylowas: «Inten-
sity is a semantic category related to that of crisis
and totality into which it may overlap as a concomi-
tant feature» [Nosek 1994: 46].

3HauuTenbHbIM MHTEPeC NpeacTaBnsaeT conoc-
TaBneHue pesynbTaToB aHanusa MeTtadop Yep-
YUNNS, BLINOMHEHHBIX B paMKaxX CTUIMCTUYECKOrO
N KOTHUTMBHOrO HanpasreHun. KorHUTUBHbIA aHa-
nn3 metadpop GpMTaHCKOro NpemMbepa NpeanoXeH
M3BECTHLIM  @HITIMACKMM  y4eHbIM  [IKOHaTaHOM
YapTtepucom-bnakomM, KOTOpbIA 3HAYNTENBHOE Me-
CTO yaensieT aHanuay cgep-UCTOMHUKOB MeTado-
pusauun. Yaptepuc-bnak nuwET, YTO y4uTbIBAET
TONbKO Ty CEpPYy-UCTOYHUK, KOTopas MaeHTUdU-
umpoBanacb kak nepsudHasn: «l would identify
which source domain was primary and only count
this...» [Charteris-Black 2005: 40]. B cBoeln kHure
«Politicians and Rhetoric. The Persuasive Power
of Metaphor (2005 r.) npod. Yaptepuc-bnak aHa-
nn3npyeT Kopnyc 25 OCHOBHbIX, MO €ro MHEHWUI,
BOEHHbIX peyen Y. Yepuunnsa. YdeHbln aBnsieTcs
CTOPOHHUKOM  KpUTUYecKoro MeTadopudeckoro
aHanusa (Critical Metaphor Analysis) un kputnde-
ckoro auckypc-aHanusa (Critical Discourse Analy-
sis) Npu naeHTUUKaumMm KoHuenTyanbHbIX MeTa-

dop. AHanuns metacop Y. Yepunnna aHrnmmickum
YYEHbIM BbISIBUIT, YTO CaMbIMW 4aCTOTHbIMK Obinu
MeTadopbl CO CHEPON-UCTOYHUKOM «MEePCoOHUdN-
Kaums» (personification) — 144 n3 373, — a cne-
AOYIOLLYI0 MO YaCTOTHOCTM rPynny COCTaBnsnu me-
Tadopbl CO CHEPON-UCTOYHNKOM «MNyTeLIeCTBMEY
(journey) — 48.

O6Ga M3BEeCTHbIX NMHIBUCTA OTMEYalT TaKyto
0COBEHHOCTb TEKCTOB GPUTAHCKOrO MONMUTUKA, Kak
CKIMOHHOCTb Y. Yepunnna K pa3BepHyTbIM MeTa-
dopam. Yeluckmun npodeccop onpeaenseTt ux Tak:
«CIoXHble/pa3BepHyThle MeTadopbl (multiple me-
taphors), koTOpble NPOXOOAT Yepes3 LUMPOKNA KOH-
TekcT» («...multiple metaphors that go through a
larger context»[Nosek 1994: 41]). Y Ox. Yaptepu-
ca-bnaka ata ocobGeHHOCTb puTopukn Yepumnng
paccMaTpuBaeTCsi NoA HECKONMbKO WHbIM pakyp-
com. OH nocesLaeT Lenyw MaeBy «rHE340BbIM
meTadopam» («nested metaphors») Yepuunns
[Charteris-Black 2005: 53].

Mbl nonbiTanuce 0603Ha4YMTbL B 3TON NyGnuka-
UMM nNuwb Hanbonee xapakTepHble YepTbl CTUMK-
CTMYecKoro aHanusa metadop Y. Yepuunnsa yewu-
ckum nuHreuctom Mpxu Hocekom B conoctaene-
HWUM C KOrHUTMBHBLIM aHanu3oMm metadop Yepuun-
Ns, XapakTepHbIM AN MEeTOAWMKW, KOTOPYH WC-
nonb3yet [k Yaptepuc-bnak. Kaxpgaa wns atux
MEeTOOMK XOpoLla No-CBOoeMy W Mo3BONsieT Bbiae-
NUTb pasnnyHble acnekTbl MANOCTUMSA NONUTKKA.
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