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KPUTHYECKU AHAJIN3 IOJJUTUYECKOI'O IUCKYPCA:
OCHOBHBIE HAITPABJIEHHAS COBPEMEHHBIX 3APYBEKHBIX HCCJIENOBAHAN

AHHOTANLMSIL. B cmamve ananusupyiomcs 0CHOGHblE MEOPEMUKO-MEMoO0N02UYecKUe 1 meMamuieckue Hanpasienus ucciedosad-
Hull 8 001ACMU KPUMUYECKO20 aHANU3A NOIUMUYECKO20 OUCKypca. B meopemuxo-memodonocuveckom acnexme 8ul0ensemes: mpu 0OCHOBHLIX
1n00X00a K KpUmu4eckomy OUCKYPC-AHATU3Y: OUuarlekmuxo-pensyuonnsiii nooxoo (Dialectical Relational Approach), paspabamvisaemviii
H. ®siipraaghom u e2o nocredosamenamu u HanpasnenHulll HA UsyueHue peiayuu Mexcoy OUCKYPCOM, OesmelbHOCMbIO, CYObeKmamu, coyu-
ANbHBIMU OMHOUWEHUAMU, YEHHOCMAMU, BPEMEHeM U MeCIOM KOMMYHUKAYUU, COYUOKOHUMuUsHbI nooxoo (Socio-Cognitive Approach),
@oxycupyiowuti GHUMAHUE HA U3YYeHUU OMHOWEHUL MedHCOY KOCHUMUBHbIMU cmpyKmypamu, ouckypcom u oowecmeom (T. Ban [eiik u eco
wiKona),; OucKypcusHo-ucmopuyeckuti nooxoo P. Booax (Discourse-Historical Approach), npuzeannviil uzyuums, Kax A3bIK U UHbIE CEMUO-
muyeckue CUcmembl UCHOILIVIOMCA GIACTIHLIMU TUMAMU 0151 NOOOEPIHCAHUSL C80€20 OOMUHUPOBAHUSA HA MEKCTYAIbHOM, UHIMEPMEeKCIYy-
anbHOM U UHMEPOUCKYPCUBHOM YPOBHAX. K dononnumenvhvim Hanpagienusam Kpumuyecko2o anaiu3a noIUmu4ecko20 OUCKypca OmHeceHsl
oyuicOypeckas wikona Kpumuyeckozo ouckypc-anamusa (3. Eeep, @. Maiiep) u onocpedosannviii ouckypc-anamus (Mediated Discourse
Analysis) (P. Cxoanon, C. Cronion). Cpedu memamuueckux HanpagieHuil edyujee Mecmo 3aHuMalom ucciedo8anus oopazos yeHemaemvix
COYUANLHBIX 2PYNN, KOHYeNnmyanu3ayuu meppopusmd, 60Cnpou3s00Cmed NOIUMULECKUx npeopaccyokos 6 CMedCHbIX MUnax OUucKypcd, ana-
U3 cmpamezuii 1e2UmuMayuy e6POYEeHmpUsMa u NOCMKOIOHUATUIMA.
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3Hauumasa ponb B COBPEMEHHOW METOAO-
nornm n3ydeHnst NONMTUYECKON KOMMYHMKaLUn
NPUHAANEXUT KPUTUYECKOMY aHanusy nonutu-
yeckoro amckypca. [aHHoe HanpaBneHue uc-
cnegoBaHMN OTHOCUTCS HE K OHTOMOrM4YecKomy,
a K aKkcuonornyeckomy ypoOBHIO METOLOMOoruu.
Ecnu Ha OHTONOrMYecKkOM YpOBHE Yy4eHble ak-
LEHTMPYIOT BHUMaAHWE Ha ONCKYpCe Kak OObek-
Te OeNCTBUTENBHOCTU, TO HA aKCMONOrM4YeCKoM
YPOBHE MPOSIBNSAETCS LIEHHOCTHOE OTHOLUEHME
cybbekTa uccnegoBaHMs K 9KCTPANUHIBUCTU-
Yyecknm daktopaMm YHKLUMOHUPOBAHUS MOMK-
TUYECKOWN KOMMYHUKaLIMW.

Ha akcuonornyeckom ypoBHe MeTOO0M0rMu
pasrpaHMuYnBaETCs KPUTUYECKUA W OEecKpun-
TUBHbIA NOAXOAbl K MOMUTUYECKOMY AUCKYPCY.
Mpu p[eckpunTMBHOM nogxode npesanupyet
cTpemneHve onucatb U 06BbACHUTE (PEHOMEHDI,
nsberasd npu 3TOM MWAEONOIMYECKMX OLIEHOK,
CBSI3aHHbIX C MONMUTUYECKMMUK yBexaeHnamun
cybbekTa nccnegosanus. Kputudeckuin nogxogn
HanpaBfieH Ha aHanu3 couManbHOro0 HEepaBEH-
CTBa, BbIPaXXEHHOTO B AUCKYpCe, a uccnenoea-
Tenb MONIMTUYECKOro AMCKYpCa OTKPbLITO 3aHU-
MaeT MO3ULUI0 JULLEHHBIX BIlAaCcTU U YrHETEH-
HbiX. Kak oTmevaeT T. BaH [ewk, cpegun uccne-
JoBaTernen 3TOro HarpaBfieHUs «He MOXeT
ObITb Y4Y€eHbIX, 3aHUMAIOLLUX OTCTPAHEHHYIO U
Tem Gonee mHOndepeHTHyO nosuumioy [Dijk
1993: 253].

VCTOKM  KpuUTMYEeCcKoro [Ouckypc-aHanusa
(KOA) BoCXogAT K mMccrneaoBaHUAM MblCnnUTe-

nen, npeanpvHMMaBLLUMX MOMbITKU BbISBUTb
CYLLHOCTb 1 (paKTOpbl COLMNANbHOrO YrHETEHMS,
B TOM 4ncne un Ansi BelpabOTKM METOLOB MoO-
CTPOEHUs cnpaBennmBbIX couunanbHbIX OTHO-
weHun. Cpean HUX BaHOe 3HauYeHWe UMerT
pabotbl K. Mapkca, ynomuHaHWe KOTOpOro B
Poccum nocne pacnaga CCCP cTtano accoummu-
poBaTbCsA C «ycTapeBLUen» N «KBa3WHay4yHON»
noeornornen, B TO BpeMsi Kak B 3apybexxHom
Hayke [aHHbIN MbICAUTENb BCEerga cuutancs
OO0HMM M3 BeayluMx uccneposaTtenen B obna-
CTW SKOHOMMKM 1 COLMONOriK, a ero Tpyabl ak-
TMBHO MCMONb30BanMCh 4115 NOCTPOeHMs aane-
KNX OT pPEeBONIOLUNOHHON TemaTuKM Teopun.
Mo mHeHuto H. ®apknadda m IN. pama, K. Mapkca
MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTb Kak OOHOro M3 MepBbiX
NPaKkTUKOB KPUTMYECKOro ANCKYpC-aHanuaa [Fair-
clough, Graham 2010].

HemanosaxHylo ponb B hOpMUPOBAHUN KPU-
TUYECKOro  OUCKypc-aHanusa cbirpanu  uaewu
A. 'pamwm n J1. T1. AnbTioccepa, a Takke B3rng-
bl dunocochoB PpaHKyPTCKON LLKOSbI, B OCO-
beHHocTn HO. Xabepmaca. bonbwon Bknag B
craHoeneHne KOA BHecrn mgen M. dyko, xoTd
OH 1 MOXOQWN K PAaCCMOTPEHNIO B3aMMOBMMSAHUS
CcouManbHOro GbITMA U CO3HAHUSA C MPOTUBOIMO-
NOXHbIX MapKcuaMy nosvuuii. HakoHeu, Henb3s
He YMNOMSIHYTb O BMMSHUW JIOHAOHCKOW LUKOfbI
aHanusa HosocTen M. Xannugess n KpUTUYECKmx
uccnenosaHuin H. Xomckoro Ha reHesmc KOA.

CTOPOHHUKN COBPEMEHHOIO KPUTUYECKOIO
aHanmsa guckypca mM3y4atT cnocobbl peyeBoro

HccrnenoBanie BBIOIHEHO 32 cuet rpanTa Poccuiickoro Hayunoro donma (mpoekt Nel6-18-02102).
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BO3OENCTBMSA, MO3BONSAKLWME BMactu  OCy-
LeCTBNATL CBOe T[OCMOACTBO B obLiecTBe.
CreunanncTtbl CTPEMSATCH BbISICHUTb, Kak MMEH-
HO MpPU NOMOLLN KOMMYHUKaTUBHOWN AeATENbHO-
CTW MpeanucbiBaeTca U BOCMNPOU3BOOUTCH CO-
unanbHoe, reHgepHoe, pacoBoe WNu 3THUYe-
CKOe HepaBEeHCTBO, a TakKe HaMeyarlT Chnoco-
Obl s13bIKOBOro conpotuBneHus. Npeacrasute-
nn 3TOro HanpaseHWs 3aHMMaloT aKTUBHYHO
coumanbHyl0 MO3WLUMIO, OHU WUWYT NyTW AONng
npegynpexaeHns coumanbHbIX KOHINKTOB.

MaTtepvnanoMm Ons KpUTUYECKOro AMCKYpC-
aHanmsa, kak npaBuro, CTaHOBATCH MonuTuye-
CKWe TEeKCTbl, CO34aBaeMble B CUTyauun couu-
anbHOro pucka WM oTpaawlme HepaBeHCTBO
KOMMYHVKaHTOB. OnpegeneHne «KpUTU4ecKnin»
ucnonb3dyetcs B NOAOOHbLIX wccrnegoBaHUsX
anga Toro, 4tobbl NOAYEPKHYTb OOLIYHO CKpPbI-
Tble ONnA HecrneumanucToB CBA3W Mexady A3bl-
KOM, BMacTblo U mnaeonornen. [letanbHoe u3y-
YeHne TEKCTOB MOMOraeT BbISIBUTb UMMIANLMTHO
Bblpa)eHHble  6ecco3HaTernbHble  YCTaHOBKM
KOMMYHWKAHTOB W Ha 3TOM OCHOBE MoOKa3aTb
pe3ynbTaTbl BO3AEWCTBUS AMCKYpca Ha BOC-
npusitne uHcgopmaumm. C 1990 r. BbIXOOUT
cneumanbHbIi xxypHan «Discourse and Society»
(«Ouckypc  n  obuwectBo») (No4  pea.
T. BaH [lenka), npeacrasnsaowmni nyénukauum
Ha3BaHHOrO HarnpasfeHus, co3gaHHble B pas-
NWYHbIX CcTpaHax, a Takke >ypHan «Critical
Discourse Studies» («Kputuueckne wuccnego-
BaHusa auckypca») (nog pea. H. ®apknada u
P. Bogak).

CoBpeMeHHbIE TEOPEeTUYECKUE OCHOBAHMS
KPUTUYECKOro AUCKYpC-aHanv3a npeacTraBrieHbl
B uccnegoBaHusx T. BaH [enka [van Dijk 2014],
H. ®apknacpa [Fairclough 2015], P. Bogak,
M. XocpasuHuka u WN. Yurepa [Unger et al.
2016], B moHorpadum «Methods of Critical Dis-
course Analysis» [2015] nog pea. P. Bogak u
M. Mewnepa n gp. B 2010 r. Bblwen cneunans-
HbI crnioBapsb [Lexikon Kritische Diskursanalyse
2010], B KOTOPOM OMMUCaHbl HECKOMbKO COTEH
LeHTpanbHbIX MOHATUIA KPUTUYECKOTO aHanusa
anckypca (B OCHOBHOM B pycrfie KOHUENuuu
M. dyko).

UTo KacaeTca TeopeTuko-mMeTogosiormye-
CKUX Bapuauuii COBPEMEHHOrO KpUTUYECKOrO
AVCKypC-aHanu3a, TO 3[4ecCb BbiOensioTca Tpu
OCHOBHbIX MOAXOAA.

1. [OmnaneKkTUKo-pensAuMoOHHbIN noaxon
(Dialectical Relational Approach), paspaboTaH-
HbIn HopmaHom ®spknadom [Fairclough 2009]
NPeMMyLLECTBEHHO Ha OCHOBE MapKCUCTCKOW
Teopun. [ns [aHHOroO nogxoda XapakTepHo
OonepupoBaHNe TEPMUHAMU «OOMUHUPOBAHMEY
(dominance), «conpoTuBneHue» (resistance),
«rmbpuamsaumnsa AMCKypcuBHbIX npakTuky (hyb-
ridization of discursive practices), «TexHonoru-
3auma  guckypca» (technologisation of dis-

13

course). [uanekTuko-pensaumMoHHbIA  NOoaXo[,
nogpasymeBaeT M3y4yeHUe OTHOLUEHUN (pens-
uun) Mexagy TakuMmu aTpnbytamu aHanmsa, Kak
ONCKYPC, OesaTenbHOCTb, CyObekTbl, couunanb-
Hble OTHOLUEHWS, LEHHOCTW, BPeMs U MeCTO
KoMMyHuKauun. Llenb guanekTnko-pensumoH-
HOro nogxoda CBOAWTCS K U3YYEHUID CEMUOTU-
YEeCKOro OTPaXEHWs couMarnbHOro KOHMnMKTa
B NONUTUYECKOM OUCKYpCe.

2. COuMOKOrHUTUBHBLIN noaxopn (Socio-
Cognitive ~ Approach), pa3pabartbiBaemblii
T. Ban Hewnkom [Van Dijk 2009, 2014]. daHHbIn
MOAXOA HanpaBfieH Ha M3y4YeHWe OTHOLUEHWN
MexXay KOTHUTMBHLIMU CTPYKTypamu, OWUCKYp-
com n obuiecteoM. Noaxon cchopmupoBancs B
pesynbTate O6beaUHEHUA 3BPUCTUK JTUHIBU-
CTMYECKOro aHanu3a TekcTa, Ncuxonormyeckoro
aHanusa mogernen namsatv M MoOAenMpoBaHusi
CTPYKTYp CO3HaHus (hbperiMOB) B KOTHUTUBU-
cTuke. TpagMunOHHbIE NOHATUS 3TOro Noaxoaa:
dpermbl (frames), cTepeoTunsl (stereotypes),
BOCMPOM3BOACTBO 3THUYECKUX MpeapaccynkoB
(the reproduction of ethnic prejudice), 3noyno-
TpebneHne BnacTtblo (power abuse), yrHetae-
mMble rpynnbl (dominated groups), KOHTEKCTY-
anbHble mogenu (contextual models) n cTpyk-
Typbl 3HaHusa (K-device). NocnegHee noHsATMe
BKINtOYaeT B cebs NMUYHOCTHbIE, MEXITUYHOCT-
Hble, rPYNMNOBbIE, UHCTUTYLMOHAbHbIE, HaUMO-
HarbHble U KYNbTYPHbIE 3HAHWUS.

3. OMCKYPCUBHO-UCTOPUYECKUIA noaxon
(Discourse-Historical Approach) (DHA), npeg-
noxeHHbin P. Bogak [Wodak 2009]. OcHoBHas
uenb AaHHOro Nnoaxoda — M3y4uTb, Kak A3blK 1
WHblE CEMMOTUYECKME CUCTEMbI MCMOMb3YOTCA
BMNAaCTHBbIMW 3NUTaMu ANa NogaepKaHnsi CBOEro
OOMWHMPOBaHNA. BaxkHbIl  mpuHUMN  OUCKYpP-
CMBHO-UCTOpUYeCcKkoro nogxoga — obbeguHe-
HME TEeKCTyarbHOro M KOHTEKCTyarbHOro ypoB-
Hel aHanu3a. [pn 3TOM KOHTEKCT NoHMmaeTcs
KaK CrOXHbI (DEHOMEH, COCTOALWUA U3 He-
CKOITbKUX YPOBHEN: NUHIBUCTUYECKUA KOTEKCT
(co-text), MHTepTeKCTyanbHbIN U UHTEPAUCKYP-
CVBHBbI  YPOBEHb,  3KCTPANMHIBUCTUYECKUNA
YPOBEHb, COLMANbHO-MOMUTUYECKUA U UCTOPU-
YecKuin YypoBEHb. YCTaHOBIEHUE CBA3en Mexay
TEeKCTaMu U OUCKypcamMu COMpOBOXOAETCHA Npo-
ueccamu deKOHMeKcmyanu3ayuu N peKoOHMeK-
cmyanu3ayuu. KnioouyeBble MNOHATMA Noaxoda
CBSA3aHbl C LWECTbI0 CTpaTernsMu naeHTudmnka-
UMM MOEONOTMYECKOW MNO3NLUMK:  HOMUHaUUS,
npedukayus, apaymeHmauyus, «cMse4eHue ro-
3uyuuy (mitigation), nepcnekmusu3zayusi U UH-
meHcuguKayus.

MoMMMO Tpex OCHOBHbIX MoAXo[oB, ¢hop-
MUPYIOLLMX SOPO0 KPUTUYECKOro [MCKypC-aHa-
nM3a, MOXHO YynomsiHyTb 0 [lyncoyprckown
LUKOJe KPUTUYECKOTro ANCKYpPC-aHanmsa, Bo3-
rnasnsemon 3. Erepom n ®. Marepom [Jager,
Maier 2009]. Oyncbyprckas wkona npogorskaeT
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TpaguumMm OUCKypc-aHanmaa, 3anoxeHHole Mu-
wenem dyko.

Ewe opHO HanpaBneHve — onocpeno-
BaHHbIN guckypc-aHanu3 (Mediated Discour-
se Analysis), paspabatbiBaembii P. Ckonno-
HoMm UK C. CkonnoH [Scollon 2003; Scollon,
Scollon 2005]. 3ToT nogxon onupaeTcsl Ha 3B-
PUCTUKM 3THOrpadum, CEMUOTUKN, PUNOCODUIO
Kutapo Hucugbl n Tpyabl paHLy3cKoro co-
uuonora [1. Bypabe (ocobeHHO ero noHATME
eabumyca).

Tak Kak KpUTUYECKUA OWCKypC-aHanua siB-
nsieTcA BCe-TakyM aKCUONOMMYecKM Nnoaxonom,
ero cneunduka BbipaxaeTcsa He B Habope opu-
rMHanbHbIX METOOMK, KOTOpble Hepeako 3aum-
CTBYIOTCS U3 APYrnX HanpasneHun (KOrHUTuB-
HOW TMHIBUCTUKM, COLMONMUHIBUCTUKN, JNIUHIBU-
CTMKM TEeKCTa), a B OCHOBHbIX TeMaTU4YeCKuX
HanpaBneHusiX, MNO3BOMSAIOWMX MaKCMMarnbHO
peanu3oBbiBaTb 6a30Bble MPUHUMMNBI KpUTUYe-
CKOro nogxopga.

B TemaTuyeckom pakypce COBpPEMEHHbIE
uccrnenoBaHus B chepe KpUTUYECKOro QUCKypC-
aHanmsa HanpaBneHbl Ha U3y4yeHwe crnocobos
dopMMpoBaHUSA HeraTMBHOro obpasa onpege-
NEHHbIX coumanbHbIX rpynn. O6bekTom aHanu-
3a MOXeT cTaTb nobas COBOKYMHOCTb Nioaew,
0ObeAMHEHHbIX  CYLECTBEHHbIM  MPU3HaKoM
coumaneHoro xapakrepa (obwen aesitenbHo-
CTbIO MNN OBWMMKN ITHMYECKUMK, aemorpadu-
YECKNUMU, PENUrMO3HbIMU, FTEHAEPHBIMU U ApY-
MM XapakTepucTuKamm), YbK NpaBa yLwemns-
I0TCA NOCPEeACTBOM AMCKYpca, paccmaTtpuBae-
MOrO Kak CpPeACTBO KOHCTPYMPOBaHUSA COLM-
anbHOWM pearibHOCTHU.

3a nocrnegHue roabl MccnegoBaTenu pac-
cmoTpenu, kak anckypc snactm u CMW dpopmu-
pyeT BbIrogHble B Tekywen MnonnuTu4eckon
KOHBIOHKTYpe o6pasbl pabounx, Ge3noMHbIX,
MyCynbMaH, cekc-MeHbwnHeTB [Cheng 2015;
Diabah, Amfo 2015; Eriksson 2015; Kilby et al.
2013; Mellouki 2015; Strom 2015; Toft 2014].
TpaAVUMOHHO BbLICOKUW WHTEPEC JIUHIBUCTDI
NpoSBNSAOT K U3Y4YEHUIO OWCKYPCUBHOMO MpPOsB-
neHuns kceHodobun NO OTHOLUEHMIO K MUrpaH-
Tam B CMW u nonutnyeckom guckypce [Bur-
roughs 2015; Don, Lee 2014; Pecoud 2014;
Hart 2014; Khosravinik 2014; Lamb 2013;
Lueck et al. 2015; Martinez Lirola 2014,
Migraciones 2010; Millar 2013; Wodak 2013
nap.], a TaKke K aHanusy pacucTtckux, da-
LUMCTCKUX, HaUMOHANMCTUYECKMX AUCKYPCOB, B
KOTOPbIX  OTKPbITO  KYNbTUBUPYETCH  «SA3bIK
HeHaBucTu» (hate speech) mo oTHoweHuo K
murpaHtam [Baker, Potts 2013; Engel, Wodak
2013; Gavins, Simpson 2015; Malmqvist 2015;
McGlashan 2013; Musolff 2013; Right-Wing
Populism 2013].

B XXI B. Mup XnBET B YCNOBUAX MOBbILLIEH-
HOW TEpPPOPUCTUHECKON Yrpo3bl, UCTOYHMUK KO-
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TOpOV CBA3bIBAETCA C pagvKkanbHbIMW Mcha-
MUCTCKMMUW ngeonormamu. B kputudeckom amc-
Kypc-aHanuse npobnema Teppopu3Ma 3aHuma-
eT BaXHOe MeCTO, HO paccMaTpvBaeTcs noj
CBOUWM Yrnom 3peHusi. He nogseprasi COMHEHUIO
Teppopu3am kak abCconTHOe 3N0, aBTOpbl ak-
LEeHTUPYIOT BHUMAHME Ha TOM, YTO TEppopu3M
CTaHOBUTCHA  KOHLLENTOM, 3KCMMyaTUpyembim
CMWN n obuwectBoM B Ka4yecTBe peanusauun
KCEHO(OOMM MO OTHOLLUEHWUIO KO BCEM MYCYIlb-
MaHaM MIM corpaxkgaHam, KOTopble SBMSTCA
BbIxoguamn u3 cTpaH bnwmxHero Boctoka
[Brown 2015; Cheng 2015; Heath-Kelly 2015;
Stump, Dixit 2015; Joseph 2015; Maher, Thom-
son 2015; Saghaye-Biria 2012; Spencer 2015;
Toros 2015].

OueBnaHO, 4YTO npegpaccygku, peanuaye-
Mble B MOMUTUYECKOM [OUCKYPCE, FEHEeTUYECKU
cBsA3aHbl ¢ 0bpasoBaTenbHbIM AUCKYPCOM. pu
3TOM 06pasoBaTenbHbI OUCKYPC MOXET Kak
dopmumpoBaTb Npeapaccynku, Tak U 3aumcTBO-
BaTb MX M3 TEKYLLEro NofMTUYECKOro U Meana-
anckypca. B aTtoM HanpaBnenHun ycunus umc-
crnepoBartenen HanpaBneHbl Ha MOWCK MposiB-
NeHun HeTepnumocTn B obpasoBaTenbHOM
ONCKypce Kak aneMeHT 6opbObl 3a nydwiee no-
nutnyeckoe Gyayuwee [Awayed-Bishara 2015;
Ayers 2014; Gu 2015; Ng 2014; Ledin, Machin
2015; Romera 2015; Talib, Fitzgerald 2015;
Zhang, O'Halloran 2013]. K atum uccnegosa-
HMAM MPUMbIKAIOT MOMCKM BOCMPOM3BOACTBA
CTEpeoTUNOB B 3KOMOrMYECKOM 3aKoHOAaTemNb-
CTBe, paccCMaTpvBaeMOM KaK CpeacTBO YLEeM-
NEHUs NpaB He TONbKO 3KOIOrOB, HO U BCEX
xutenen nnaHetol [Bevitori 2014; Gellers 2015;
KhosraviNik, Unger 2015; Sabet 2014; Stibbe
2014].

OToenbHOe  HanpaBneHMe  KPUTUYECKOro
ANCKYpC-aHanu3a CBSA3aHO C aHanu3om ctpaTte-
rMin nermTuMmaumm eBpoLeHTpU3mMa 1 NOCTKOMO-
Huanuama. [JekonoHusaums MHOrMxX CTpaH Mo-
cne BTopow MMpoBOW BOWHLI BO MHOTOM He [J0-
CcTuIma aeknapupyeMbix pesynstatoB. Hepeako
ObIBLUME KOMOHUU OCTanucb B 30HE BMUSHUS
ObIBLUMX ~ METpPOMonuK, npou3owna nuwb
TpaHccopmaumsi MexaHM3MOB  yrpaBlieHMs.
Cpean aTuX mMexaHusMOB BMeELLATENbCTBA BO
BHYTPEHHUE Jena — MeTodbl «KMSTKOW CUIbly,
3KOHOMWYECKME MEXaHW3Mbl BO3OENCTBUS, WH-
dopmaunoHHas BOWHA, WMHOYLMPOBAHWE BHYT-
pPUNONNTUYECKNX NPOBIEM B ObIBLUMX KOJTOHUSAX
nT. M.

Takon nogxod Hepegko nonyyaeT pacnpo-
CTpaHeHue cpeau uccrnegosaTenen n3 HeeBpo-
nenckux cTtpaH. [pyuMepoM MOXET CNyXuTb
uccnegoBsaHue 3. Abano [Abalo 2016]. AsTop
noctaBun Uenb MpocrneauTb, kak B 3anagHbixX
CMWU  dopmupyeTtca 00pa3 BeHecyanbLeB-
OMNMO3NLIMOHEPOB U BEHECY3NbLEB, NOAOEPKM-
BalOLWMX oduumanbHyo BriacTb. Kak nokasan
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aHanus, 3anagHasi npecca nocnegoBaTenbHO
dopmupoBana o06pa3 OMMNoO3MLMOHEPOB Kak
©naropogHbix OOpLOB 32 €BPOMENCKNE LEHHO-
CTU W XepTB aBTOPUTAPHOrO pexuma, B TO
BpeMS KaK BeHecCyanblbl, noaaepxusatolime
npaBuTENbLCTBO, HO HE COOTBETCTBYHOLLME €B-
poOMenckMM cTaHgapTaMm MUPOBO33PEHUs, Bbl-
CTynanu B ponu 3roAeeB UNKN XepTs oduLu-
anbHou nponaraHgbl. CXoXun noaxo4 WUCnonb-
30Banu Kutanckme wuccriegoBaTenu, npocrie-
AVIBLUME  MepMaHeHTHOe  BOCMPOM3BOACTBO
NPeAB3siTOr0 OTHOLLEHMWS K KUTAWCKUM peanusam
B aMEepWKaHCKOM WHCTUTYLMOHaNbHOM AMUCKYP-
ce [Zhang, Di 2016].

Bce uvawe wuccnegoBaTtenn KpUTUYECKOrO
HanpaeneHus obpallaloT BHUMaHWe Ha napa-
JOKC, 3aKnovarLlMncs B UCNONb30BaHUN ae-
MOKpaTUYeCKUX MO3YHroB Ans onpaBOaHUSA He-
AemokpaTtmyeckux gewncrtsuin. [log nosyHramwu
3aWNTbl NpaB MEHbLUMHCTB MNOMAUTUKU-OEMO-
KpaTbl peanu3ylT Lenu, 3KCNIUUWTHO He fe-
Knapupyemble B nonutuyeckoM puckypce. lle-
peoCMbICIEHNIO DpUTaHCKOro AucKkypca Aemo-
KpaTum noceseHa MoHorpadusa «Discourse
and Democracy: Critical Analysis of the Lan-
guage of Government» [Farrelly 2014]. Mo npu-
3HaHMIO aBTOpa, Ha HanucaHve 3TON MOHOorpa-
dumn ero cnogsur criy4an B ero pogHom ropoae
MpecToHe. Kak BbIACHNNOCH, PYKOBOACTBO rO-
poJa Bero CeKpeTHble NeperoBopbl C OAHUM K3
Hanbonee 6Goratbix ntogen BenukobputaHuum,
KOTOPbIN paccyuTbiBan, 4TO €ero Aesernonep-
CKkasg KOMMaHWSA MONyYUT KOHTPAKT Ha CHOC
DornblLuen YacTu LeHTpa ropoga v ero 3acTpou-
Ky 6onee BbIrOAHbIMU ONsl XO3\iMHA KOMMNaHWK
30aHnaMK. HUKTO He MHTepecoBanca MHEHUEM
xutenen [pectoHa. [anbHenwee conocTae-
neHne OUCKYPCUBHOW OOBbEKTMBaUUKM KOHUenTa
OeMOoKpaTuM C 9IKCTpasriMHrBUCTUYECKON Aen-
CTBUTENBHOCTBIO MPUBOAMT aBToOpa K BbIBOAY O
TOM, 4TOo democracy — abCcTpaKkTHOe MOoHATME,
nucnonb3yemoe MONUTUYECKUMM SNUTamMmn ans
noagepXXaHns CyLecTBYHLWEro counansHoro
HepaBeHCTBA M NernTMmMauum BOH.

Co BpemeH nybnvkaumm [x. Jlakoddom
uccrnegoBaHus o MeTadopuyeckom onpaspa-
HuKM BoMHbI B MNepcrackom 3anuse [Lakoff 1991]
TemMa «CnpaBefnuBOM BOWHbI» He CXOoauT CO
CTpaHuL, KpUTUYECKMX uccrnegoBaHuin. B no-
cnegHve rogel npobnema nerMTumauun BOEH-
HOW arpeccuv paccMaTpuBaeTCs npevmyLle-
CTBEHHO Ha MpUMepe amMepUKaHCKOro MosinTu-
YeCKOro AMcKypca, 4YTO BMOMHE 3aKOHOMEPHO,
yuuTbiBas Begywyto ponb CLUA B passsA3sbiBa-
HUM BOEHHbIX KOoHdnukToB [Bhatia 2013;
Dunmire 2013; Gauvriely-Nuri 2015; Hodges
2013; Podvornaia 2013; Sahlane 2013].

OTpenbHbI MHTEPEC CTOPOHHWUKOB KPUTU-
Yeckoro [AMCKypc-aHanusa Bbi3blBaeT aHanm3
NPMMEPOB  OUCKPUMUHALMM  A3blka  MEHb-
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WWMHCTB. TWUMYMHBLIN NpUMep Takoro pakypca
aHanusa — nybnukauum P. Beccu, nocesiueH-
Hble Tak HasbiBaemoMy [lactarenty [Vessey
2015, 2016]: korga uHcnekTopbl 13 Keebekcko-
ro oguca cpaHuyysckoro sasbika (OQLF) ctanm
BO3paxaTb MPOTMB UCNOMb30BaHUA CrioBa
pasta B MeHI0 UTanbsHCKOro pectopaHa B MoH-
peane B 2013 r., B CMW 1 coumnanbHbix Mmegna
pasropenucb cnopbl. Pastagate (kak cranu
HasbiBaTb 3TOT Cfy4al Mo yxe CTaBLUen Tpa-
OVUMOHHOM Mopcdhonornyeckon mogenu ans
NONMUTUYECKNX CKaHOArNoB) BbIABWN Hanuyve
NOeonorM4yeckoro MPOTUBOCTOSIHUSL MO SA3bIKO-
BblM BOMpocaM, kasanocb Obl, B Gnarononydy-
HOM U TONepaHTHOM KaHaackom obLiecTBe.
Wnpokaa nonynapHOCTb  KPUTUYECKOTrO
OMCKypc-aHanusa B NonMTUYECKON NMUHIBUCTUKE
CoYeTaeTcs C Hepeakon KpUTUKOW 3TOro noa-
xofa. K OCHOBHbIM HegocTaTkaM KpUTMYECKOro
aHanusa OTHOCAT WIrHOPUPOBAHUE 3BPUCTUK
KOrHUTUBHOW  nuHrBucTukm  [Chilton  2005],
HenpeMeHHYI «KpPUTUYHOCTL» aHanusa [Billig
2003] (mormkHbI CyLlecTBOBaTb TEKCTbI, KOTO-
pble He BbI3bIBAOT KPUTUKK, a 3acryxuBaroT
opobpeHus, 4To noTpebyeT AONOMHUTL KPUTU-
YeCKU aHanm3 «Mno3NTMBHLIM AWUCKYpPC-aHanu-
30M»), CyObEeKTMBHOCTb MHTepnpeTaumn [Maut-
ner 2009], KOTOPYIO MOXHO HMBENWPOBATL C MO-
MOLLIbIO NMPUBNEYEHUS KBAHTUTMBHBIX METOAOB.
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CRITICAL ANALYSIS OF POLITICAL DISCOURSE: MAIN TRENDS OF CONTEMPORARY FOREIGN RESEARCH

ABSTRACT. The paper deals with principal theoretical and methodological approaches to critical analysis of political discourse and
main subjects within the framework. As theoretical and methodological approaches are concerned there three main approaches to CDA:
Dialectical Relational Approach, Socio-Cognitive Approach, Discourse-Historical Approach. The goal of Dialectical Relational Approach
elaborated by N. Fairclough is to study interrelation of discourse, action, subjects, social relations, values, time and place of communica-
tion. Socio-Cognitive Approach developed by T. van Dijk is characterised by the interaction between cognition, discourse and society. The
Discourse-Historical Approach (R. Wodak) aims to describe language and other semiotic practices at textual, intertextual and interdiscur-
sive levels as means used by those in power to maintain social domination. Additional frameworks include the Duisburg Approach to CDA
(S. Jiger, F. Meier) and Mediated Discourse Analysis developed by R. Scollon and S. Scollon. Main themes of CDA cover study of discursive
discrimination of minor social groups, images of terrorism, problems of eurocentrism and neocolonialism.
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