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JIbBiBCbKMIA HaLiOHaNbHUIW YHIBEPCUTET iMeHi |IBaHa PpaHka

PUTOPUYHUIA TA CTUNICTUYHUIA NIgXIA OO BUBYEHHA
META®OPU B HAYKOBO-KPUTUHYHOMY AUCKYPCI

Y cmammi yeaea 30cepedxeHa Ha O0CNIOKEHHI pumMopuUYHO20 ma cmuslicmu4yHo20 nidxodie
00 PO3YMIHHSI MOHSMb Memaghopu 8 HayKOB80-KpUmMu4YHOMY OQUCKypcCi Ha Mamepiarni npaub
Leesida Jlooxa. NodaHi su3Ha4eHHsT ma miyMadyeHHs1 mepMiHie Memaghopu 8 crmuslicmuyHil
ma pumopuyHiti nnowuHax. byno susierieHo, Wo 8 HayKkoso-Kpumu4HuUX npaysx Lesida J1o0-
)Xa 8idbip, onpauytosaHHs1 i crioci6 Mo8HO20 8MiNeHHs1 HayKoeoi iHgbopmauii 30ilicHeEMbCS 3
ypaxyeaHHsIM chakmopa adpecama. Memagbopa nepesakHo 8UKOHYE e8pucmuyHy byHKUIO
nopsid 3 HOMiHamMUuBHOI0, Mi3HagaslbHO, 0O6PasHOK Ma Ha0YHO-KOHKPEMU3YHHOH).

Knrovoei cnoea: Haykogo-Kpumu4HUl OUCKYpC, egpucmuyHa QyHKUiss, Memacghopa, pumo-
puyHU nidxid, cmusicmuy4Hul nioxio.

Cae4yk A.5. Pumopuyeckuli u cmunucmuyeckuli Mooxod K usy4yeHuro memaghopsl &
Hay4YHO-Kpumu4eckoM ducKkypce. B cmambe eHumaHue cocpedomoyeHo Ha uccredosa-
HUU pUmMOPUYECKO20 U CMUIUCMUYEeCcK020 1o0X0008 K MoHUMaHUK MOHIMuUl Memagops! 8
Hay4YHO-KpumuyeckoM OucKypce Ha Mamepuane pabom [lsguda Jlodxa. NpedcmasneHHb!
onpedesieHUs1 U MOJIKOBaHUSI MepMUHO8 Memaghopbl 8 CMUIUCMUYECKOM U PUMOpPUYECKOM
rodxodax. bbino ebisisrieHo, Ymo 8 Hay4YHO-kKpumu4deckux pabomax [Jaeuda Jlodxa ombop,
obpabomka u criocob 53bIKOBO20 BOMIOWEHUS Hay4YHOU UHgbopMayuu ocyujecmernsemcs
¢ ydemom ¢hakmopa adpecama. Memacghopa 8birnonHIem npeumMywecmeeHHo 3gpucmuye-
CKYyt0 ¢byHKLUIO Hapsidy ¢ HOMUHamueHoU, no3HagameribHol, o6pa3Hol U Ha2rsi0HO-KOHKpe-
mu3supyrowjed.

Knrodyeenble crnoea: HayyHo-Kpumuyeckuli OUCKypc, sgpucmudeckass pyHKUus, Memacghopa,
pumopuyeckuli nodxo0, cmunucmu4eckuti nooxoo.

Savchuk A.la. Rhetorical and stylistic approach to the study of metaphor in scholarly-
critical discourse. The article focuses on the study of rhetorical and stylistic approaches to
understanding of the concepts of metaphor in scholarly-critical discourse based on works
by David Lodge. Definitions and interpretations of the term metaphor in terms of stylistics
and rhetoric are given. It has been revealed that in rhetoric metaphor is presented as a
device, which transfers the properties of one object to another, creating imagery. It is used to
convey information and beliefs. Stylistics also represents metaphor as a “hidden comparison’,
where we combine the means of lexical meanings, transmitting properties from one concept
to another. In rhetoric, the basis for metaphor is the idea of objects of the world and their
properties, while the basis for metaphor in stylistics is lexical meaning. Unlike in fiction,
metaphor in scholarly-critical discourse is used by David Lodge to describe and explain the
complex phenomena of scholarly and critical research. It was disclosed that the selection,
processing and method of linguistic implementation of information in the scholarly-critical
works by David Lodge is carried out taking into account the factor of the addressee, since the
author seeks to predict his possible reactions. Metaphor predominantly performs a heuristic
function, along with nominative, cognitive, figurative, and figuratively-specifying.

Key words: scholarly-critical discourse, heuristic function, metaphor, rhetorical approach,
stylistic approach.

OcTaHHi poku cBigyaTb Npo MigBULLIEHUI IHTEPEC OO BMBYEHHS Ta BUKOPU-
CTaHHs MeTadopu B pisHUX Tunax auckypcie (Semino, 2008). BueHi B 6aratbox
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npausx nNpuainaTb yBary metadgopi B ctunictuui (ApHonba, 1981; Galperin,
1981; I7Iocbcbe, Keek, 2005; 3apeukas, 2008; KoxunHa, 2008; NanwwnHa, 2013;
XapueHko, 2007; Stockwell, 2010). Po3Bigkn metadopu € LWMPOKO NOLUMPEHI Y
moBi Hayku (Gentner 1982; Gentner and Jeziorski 1993; Gruber 1995; Nersessian
1992), nitepatypu (Gibbs 1994; Lakoff and Turner 1989; Miller 1993; Steen
1989) i pocnigpkeHHi noBcsikaeHHoi moBK (Glucksberg and Keysar 1990; Hobbs
1979; Lakoff and Johnson 1980).

MpoTe, BMBYEHHS poni MeTaopy B HAYKOBO-KPUTUYHOMY OUCKYpPCi 3anu-
Lwanocb no3a HaykoBuMm hokycoM. BigTak BBaaeTbCs HEOOXiAHMM BUBYEHHSA
MeTadopu y LUbOMYy TUMNi AUCKYPCY, 3BepTatodn yBary Ha HOBI Mogeni, yHKUiT
Ta Temn. MeToto cTaTTi € po3rnag Metadopu B CTUMICTUHHOMY Ta PUTOPUYHOMY
KINHoYi, BU3HAYEHHSA CrifnbHUX Ta BIAMIHHUX pyUC OBOX MiAXoaiB, a TakoX (OYHKLIN
meTadopw 3 orngaay Ha cneumndidHicTb Anckypcy. hkepenbHy 6a3y 4OChioKEeHHS
CTaHOBIMATb HAYKOBO-KpUTWYHI Npadi Oesiga Jlogxa.

B ctunictuui metadopy HasuBalTb «MNPUXOBAHUM MOPIBHAHHAMY» (Toma-
wescbkun, 1959; ApHonbg, 2002; 3apeukas, 2009), «CTArHEHUM NOPIBHAHHAM»
(Minnep, 1990) ABOX MOHATb, Y KOTPOMY TPaMMSiETbCA NEPEHECEHHSA AKOCTEW
OOHOrO NOHATTA Ha iHLWE 3a MPUHLUUMOM CXOXOCTi B MEBHOMY BiAHOLUEHHI.

Xoya «meTadopy 3BMYAMHO HA3MBalOTb CKOPOYEHUM MOPIBHAHHAM, ... Ue
He 30BCiM BipHO, 60 KONW MOPIBHAHHA CTaBUTb MOpPyY ABa NOAiIGHI npegmeTu
A i B, 3aTpumytoumn yBary 3a 4eproto Ha 060X, To MeTadopa Bigpasy nepeHo-
cuTb 03Haky C nopiBHOBanbHOro npeameta B Ha nopiBHOBaHWA npeamet A,
06’egHyro4M Ui yaABNEeHHA B oguH o6pas, abo 1 npocTo BigcTaBnae comparatum
B 3a comparadum A» [6, 69-70].

BapaHoB BBaxae, WO «nig MeTaopo po3yMiETLCA KOTHITUBHUI (peHo-
MEH, MpencTaBneHu Ha PiBHi MOBHWUX (POPM CITIOBOM, CITOBOCMONYYEHHAM,
dparMeHTOM TEKCTY, a iHoAi i UinMM TeKCTOM, CeMaHTMKa KOTporo ccopmy-
Banacb K pes3yrnbTaT OCMUCIEHHS CYTHOCTI OAHIEl NOHATINHOI obnacTi 4yepes
iHLWY MOHATIMHY obnacTb: B ii KaTeropiax i BnactuBuMx N NOHATTAX» [2, 71].
MwuwnaHosa C.J1. Ta YTkiHa T.l. TpakTytoTb MeTadopy SIK yHiBepcarnbHe sBuLle,
«MeXaHi3MOM KOTPOrO CIYXUTb KOHLEeNTyanbHa iHTerpauis, Wo akTyanisyeTbCcs B
ANCKYpCi i npeacTaensie coboko eTanu po3BMTKY MOBHOTO 3Haky» [11, 14]. Cawme
YHiBepcarnbHiCTb MeTadhopu BNAMBAE Ha ii BUBYEHHS He NULLEHb Yy NnoeTtuui, a
M y pi3HUX BMOax OUCKYpCiB (NonitTuyHomy, dinocodCbkomy, NCUXOMNOriYHOMY,
€KOHOMIYHOMY, KOMM'IOTEPHOMY, MEeAWYHOMY, Ta iH.), 30KpemMa B HayKOBOMY.
3ybkoa O.C. BBaxae, WO «Npu CNpUNHATTI MeTacopu BiabyBaeTbCs MOLyK
obpa3sy, 3aknageHoro B ii OCHOBY, 3 OMOPOK Ha NonepeaHin AOCBiA B3aeMoAii
NIOAMHN 3 HaBKOMULLHIM CBiTOM. Y MeTadopusauil 3agisiHi aHanorosi, NorivHi,
acouiaTMBHI MexaHi3aMu NIOACLKOrO MUCIIEHHA [8].

Mpotarom BikiB Garato BYEHUX Mi3HAKTb TaeMHuUi MeTadopu, i
GaraTorpaHHOCTi Ta TaeMmHudyocTi. e Apuctotenb NOMITUB i 3HaYyLWiCTb |
BaXNMBICTb Y MOe3il Ta NoeTuLi, roBOpsiYM Npo Te, Wo MeTadopa 3gaTtHa Boux-
HYTW XXWUTTA B CyXMIN TEKCT. ApMCTOTENb NEepluMM aB BU3HAYEeHHS mMeTadopi,
Ha3MBaoun ii «NepeHeceHHAM CrnoBa 3i 3MiHOK 3Ha4YeHHs 3 poay Yy BuA, 3 Buay
B pid, uv 3 BUAYy y BUA, 4mn no ananorii» [1, 170]. MeTtadopu, 3a Apuctotenem,
MatoTb «EK30TUYHI Ta 3axOonntotodi SkocTi» [14].
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Yenig 3a ApuctoTtenem 6arato BYEHMX NPOOOBXKYOTb BUBYEHHSA MeTadhopu
B puTtopuui (BeegeHcbka, 2012; Bonkos, 2001; lNony6, 2011; 3apeukas, 2002;
INbBoB, 2004; MywTyk, 2008; Xasarepos, 2004). BueHi npuiimaoTb 3HAYEHHS
mMeTadopu K NEPEHECEHHSA 3 OAHOIO NPegMeTY UM ABULLA Ha IHLIWIA, HA OCHOBI
OOHOr0 Y/ AEKINbKOX O3HaK CXOXOCTi, «OdHi 3 KOTpUX, SIK MpaBWio, BUCMOB-
MOKTb 30BHILLHIO CXOXICTb (popMy), a iHWi — BHYTPILWHI (CyTHiCTb)» [12, 73].
E.H. 3apeukas Bu3Hauyae metadopy sik TPOn, KOTPUIA NEPEHOCUTb AKOCTI «npes-
MeTY (ABMLLA YM acnekTy ByTTA) Ha iHWWIA NO NPUHLMMY iX CXOXKOCTi B AKOMY-He-
Oyab BigHOLWEHHI MO KOHTpacTy» [7, 251]. lUnaxom cniBcTaBneHHs npegMeTis,
nogdin, Ain TakoX CTBOPIOE MOPIBHAHHS, WO BUKOPUCTOBYETLCA AN XYOOXHbLOT
nepenadi obpasie. Ane NOHATTS MeTadopa i NopiBHAHHS HEOOXiQHO po3ainaTy,
X PO3pPI3HEHHS KPUETLCA Y BUMKOPWUCTAHHI «MOPIBHANBHUX ChiB: NOAIGHO, $K,
HIOW, CXOXWUI, BUNUTUIA, YACTUW, ICTUHHUIA, CYLLWIA, HATypanbHun, i T.4.» [12, 74].
MeTadhopa Bigpi3HAETLCA Bif MOPIBHAHHSA e N TUM, WO «TPETIA YNeH He Ha-
3BaHWK, BiH TiNIbKM MAETbCA Ha yBasi AK «03HaKa», a TOMY HEYITKUIN, PO3CIAHUIAY»
[10, 144].

BnyyHa meTtadopa B MOBi yTBOPIOETLCS 3acoboM aHanorii, i BOHa Boroaie
ACHICTIO | HOBM3HO. Y BUNAAKy SKWO YyTBOPEHHS metadopu BigbyBaeTbcsa 3
NMOHATb Aanekux ogHe Bid OAHOro, ii Byae BaXKo 3po3yMiTn. BukopucTtoBytoum
HOMiHaTUBHY OyHKLitO MeTadopu, 3a crioBamu ApUCTOTEnNS, Chif BUKOPUCTOBY-
BaTW OQHOPIAHI NpeamMeTn, ANs YHUKHEHHSA nepefaBaHHs HETOYHOMO 3HAYEHHS
[1, 116-117].

AK y>xe 3a3Havanoch BuLe, metadopa 6epe CBivi TOYATOK 3i CXOXKOCTIi Pi3HUX
npegmeris. BignosigHo, Npu i BUKOPUCTaHHI MU 3BEPTAEMOCH [0 SIKOICb 3arasnbHOi
O3Haku, Npu UbOMy HeobXiaHO 36epertn NpsiMe 3Ha4YeHHs O4HOro 3 NpeagMeTiB
[13, 225]. OcHoBolo MeTadhopm3aLlii MOXYTb NOCIYXUTWU HaNPiBHOMaHITHILWI 03-
HaKun npegMeTiB: «Konip, gopmMa, 00’eM, NPU3HAYEHHS, NMOJNTOXXEHHSI B MPOCTOPI
i yaci, Ta iH.». MOXNMBICTb CTBOPEHHSA NEPEHOCHMX 3HAYEHb 6E3MEXHI, BMiHHS
cTBOptoOBaTM MeTadopu 3aneXxnTb Big 34iOHOCTI aBTOpa 3HAWTKM CMiflbHE B Hal-
He3BMYanHux cdepax [5, 103]. B cBoin poboTi A.A. BonkoB Buainsie metago-
py 9K HaMBaXNUBILUMA Ta YaCcTO BUKOPUCTOBYBaAHWUM TPOM, OCKIfMIbKU CXOXICTb,
Ha KoTpin nobygoBaHa MeTadhopa, Mae Ge3MeXHUI CNEeKTP «CrMiBCTaBMNeHb Ta
obpasiB NpeaMeTiB» HE BONOAi04MX 060B’A3KOBUMUN B3AEMOBIAHOCMHAMM | TOMY
«obnactb metadopwu3sadii 6eamexHa» i BOHM 3ycTpivaloTbea Bctoan [4, 220].
MopibHi AyMKM NpO LUMPOKE PO3MOBCIOAXKEHHS MeTadopu B pisHUX cdepax
xuttegianbHocTi nputpumyetbcsa O.3. MywTyk, CTBEpaXytouu, Wo metado-
PUYHOIO € He nuLle XyOOoXHA niTepaTypa, ane 1 nonituka, BiNCbKoBa NeKcuka,
MeavumHa i Hayka [12, 73]. BueHui nuwe, Wwo B NPpUXOBaHOMY MOPIBHSHHI MeTa-
dopun MOXYTb NexaTu AeKinbKa 03HaK, «OAHI 3 KOTPUX, SIK MPaBUII0, BUPaXakoTb
30BHILLHIO CXOXICTb (popMy), a iHWE — BHYTPILUHIO (CYTHICTb)».

JILM. Maupko 1a O.M. Maubko CTBEpPOXYIOTb, WO «MeTadopa BUKOHYE
AeKinbka gyHKUiN: HOMIHATUBHY, Ni3HaBanbHy Ta o6pasHy. MeTadopoto kopu-
CTYIOTbCSA AN ONMCAHHA | MOACHEHHSI CKNagHMX SIBULL B NPOLECi HAyKOBOrO
pocnigkeHHa» [10, 145]. dyHKuis o6pa3sy B HayKOBIN NiTepaTypi Bigpi3HAETLCA Bif
Noro dyHKLUii B Xya0XHiX TBOpax. Lia pyHKList HAo4HO-KOHKpeTu3aytoya. Obpas TyT
— 3acib po3’ssiCHEHHSA HayKoBMX NOHATB [3, 9]. MeTadopa, Ska BUKOPUCTOBYETLCS
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ONSA NOSICHEHHSs!, NnepefbadvyeHHs, BUABIEHHS AKOCTeW AOCNigKyBaHOro ob’ekta
LUMSIXOM 3iCTaBMNEHHA 3 3aranbHOBIJOMUMY (heHOMEHaMN BUKOHYE €BPUCTUYHY
dYHKLH0.

B HayKkoBOMY-KpUTUYHOMY AUCKYPCi eBpUCTUYHA (pyHKLiS meTadopn gae
MOXIIMBICTb OCMUCANTM HOBUMA OG’€KT AOCNIAXKEHHS, ONMPaKYMCb Ha 3HaH-
HS NpOo iHWIi TMNK o6’ekTiB. ApryMeHTaTMBHaA OYHKLiS JO3BONSAE NepekoHaTu B
iICTUHHOCTI CchOpMYyrnbOBaHUX Teopin Ta rinotes. OCKINbKN HayKoOBWUM TEKCT ue
He NuLLe HOCIV IHTeneKkTyanbHoI iHopMmaLii, a 11 3aci6 HayKOBOro ChinKyBaHHS,
aBToOp BMOYOOBYE MOr0 TakMM YMHOM, WO6 4MTay NpaBUSIbHO NOrO 3pPO3YyMiB.
OpieHTylouMcb Ha YMTada, aBTop nparHe nepeabadnTy KOro MOXIMBI peakLii.
OTtxe, Biabip, onpautoBaHHS i cnocib MOBHOro BTiNIEHHSI HAyKOBOI iHCpopMaLii
3OINCHIOETBCA 3 ypaxyBaHHAM dpakTopa agpecara.

MeTadhopa npmBepTae yBary 40 BUCIOBIOBAHHS, B AKOMY BOHA BXXMBAETbLCS.
[nsao6bmiHy HoBO iHGbOopMaLieto MeTadhopa Cyrye «MPOBiAHNUKOMY CMiNIKyBaHHS.
ABTOp 06pa3HO BMUCNOBMKOE CBOK OAYMKY, MiAOatoumn ii KOTHITUBHIA Ta YyTTEBIN
ouiHui. B npaui «Lives in Writing» Oesia Jloax BukopuctoBye metadopy B Ha-
CTynHoMmy npuknagi: «A truly original writer is a very rare bird, whose appearance
is apt to disconcert other birds and bird-watchers» [17, 34] (Mo-cnpaBXHbOMY
OopuriHanNbHUN NUCbMEHHUK — OYXEe PiAKICHWIA NTax, Yns nosiBa 3gaTHa 36eHTe-
XWUTK IHWKWX NTaxiB Ta cnocTepiradiB 3a ntaxamun). B cBoin iHWin poboTi «The
Art of Fiction»: «As with Dickens, his settings often seem more animated than
his characters, as if the life has been drained out of people to re-emerge in a
demonic, destructive form in things: streets, machines, gadgets» [15, 58] (Ak iy
[ikkeHca, rnoro Micus aii YacTo 34atTbest OiNbLL XXBaBUMM, HiXK MOro NepCoHaxi,
Tak, Haye XMTTA Byno BUCMOKTAHO 3 Nogen, Wob 3HOBY 3'ABUTUCA B LEMOHIYHIN,
PYWMHIBHIN bopMi y pedax: Bynuuax, MallumHax, ragkeTtax). Y HaBedeHuX BuLle
npvknagax metaopun BUKOPUCTOBYIOTLCS ANS BUSBIEHHS | ONUCY HOBUX Xapak-
TepUCTUK 06’eKTiB, ANsi CTBOPEHHSI 0Opasy, AKUA CNpUsie TIYMaYeHHIo i Nosic-
HEHHAM aBTOPCbLKOI iael i, Wo 0cobnmBo BaXXNMBO, ANA ONUCY AO0CIAXYyBaHOro
HayKOBO-KPUTUYHOIO OMUCKYPCY, AOMIHYIOUO PYHKLIE AKOro € dOyHKList BNUBY
— doyHKLiOHaNbLHO OpieHTOBaHa Ha 3ary4eHHs yBarn 4o aBTOPCbKUX iden i nepe-
KOHaHHS YnTadiB i criyxadiB B iX iCTUHHOCTI.

Y cBoemy BcTynHoMy ece «The Novelist's Medium and the Novelist’'s Art»
Oesig Jlogpx posrnggae MoBy MPO30BOI XyOOXHBLOI fiTepatypu i BKIoYae Mme-
Tadopy B MipKyBaHHSA NpO 3aBOaHHA NUCbMeHHMKA: «From this point of view
it would appear that life, not language, is he novelist's medium: ... that his
language is merely a transparent window through which the reader regards this
life — the writer’s responsibility being merely to keep the glass clean» [16, 5].
CyTb AaHoi MeTaopn — «PO3yMiHHSA | NEPEeXUBAHHA CYTHOCTI OAHOrO BMAY B
TepMiHax CyTHOCTI iHworo Buay» [9, 27]. Metadopa, Wwo npoekTye abcTpakTHe
ABULLE BMKOHYE (DYHKLIO TNyMAYeHHs, 3anyyeHHs yBaru i, K Hacnigok, nepe-
KOHaHHS.

B ece «Beginning» [Oesia Jlogx nocnyroByeTbCA NPUMOMOM aHanorii y Ha-
cTynHoMy cpparmeHTi: « The beginning of a novel is a threshold, separating the
real world we inhabit from the world the novelist has imagined» [9, 5] (MoyaTok
pomMaHy — Lie nopir, AKUi Bigdinge peanbHUii CBIiT, B AKOMY MU XUBEMO 3i CBITOM,
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AKUA YyABMB NMUCbMEHHKK). Y HaBe4eHOMY MIKPOKOHTEKCTI NPOBOANTLCS aHarnoris
MiXX moYaTKoOM niTepaTypHOro TBOpY Ta NOporom. Ha oymky KpuTuka, icHye 6e3niy
NpuoMIB, SKi 3aCTOCOBYIOTb aBTOpW, W06 po3noyaty BnacHi TBopu. Bukopu-
CTOBYHOUN MHOXWHHY aprymeHTauito, [esig Jloox HaHU3ye CBOT aprymeHTH, 3a
A0MOMOro aHanorii, NepeKkoHye Yntada B iCTUHHOCTI BNacHoi aymku: 1) «Most
readers will give an author the benefit of the doubt for at least a few pages,
before deciding to back out over the threshold» [15, 5] (BinbLwicTb YnTavis Haga-
OYyTb aBTOPY LLIAHC CYMHIBY, NPUHANMHI Ha AeKifbka CTOPIHOK, NepLu HiX NpuUnHS-
TW piLLEHHA NPO BIAMOBY nepecTynuTu nopir); 2) «Madox Ford’s famous opening
sentence is a blatant ploy to secure the reader’s attention, virtually dragging us
over the threshold by the collar» [15, 6] (3HameHunTe neplie pedeHHsa Megokca
dopaa € 06ypnnBMM NpMMOMOM, Lo 3abesnedye yBary Yntada, akTmyHo nepe-
TAryrouM Hac vepes nopir 3a komip); 3) «At the beginning of Adam Bede, by a
neat rhetorical trick with the drop of ink..., George Eliot transforms the act of
writing into a kind of speaking, a direct yet intimate address to the reader, inviting
us “over the threshold” of the novel...» [15, 10] (Ha noyatky Agama bege, aky-
paTHUM PUTOPUYHMM TPHOKOM 3a ZONOMOrOK Kpanfi YopHuna ..., hxopax Eniot
NnepeTBOPIOE aKT NMCbMa Yy CBOrO pOoAY MOBIEHHS, MpsIME, ane BOAHOYacC iHTUMHE
3BEPHEHHSA A0 YnTaya, 3anpoLLyoyn Hac «4epes Nopir» pomaHy).

JocnigXeHHs BCTaAHOBMMO, WO Yy puTopuui MeTadopa npencrasrneHa K
TPON, SIKM NEepPeHOCUTb BNACTMBOCTI OQHOrO nMpegmera Ha iHLWWA, CTBOPHOKO-
UM obpasHicTb. i BUKOPUCTOBYIOTL ANA nepeaadi iHdopmalLlii, NepekoHaHHs,
3 ii gonomoroto BiabyBaeTbCA HalMeHyBaHHS nNpeameTiB, peanin. Metadopa
€ HancunbHilWMM 3Hapaaaam aesTopa. CtunicTuka X npegcrtaense metado-
py SK «MpuXOBaHe MOPIBHAHHSA», Ae 06’€AHYIOTLCA CUMMU NEKCUYHUX 3HaYEHb,
nepegaroyM BNacTUBOCTI 3 OOHOMO MOHATTA Ha iHwe. ABTOP NpeacTaBneHui
TBOpLEM, 34aTHUM NOBGaYMTU LWOChb CNiflbHE MiXK MOHATTAMMW, BiH Haginge me-
Tadopy HeobxigHUMM MOMy BRacTUBOCTSAMU ONA nepefadi eKCnpecuBHOCTI
i KoHOTauii obpady. B putopuui, ocHOBO MeTadopu CnyxaTb YABMEHHSA Npo
006’€KTM HABKOMNULLIHLOTO CBITY i IX BNACTUBOCTI, B TON Yac ik OCHOBOK MeTado-
pu B CTUNICTULI Cry>aTb NIEKCUYHI 3HAYeHHS. HapeluTi, Lumpoke BUKOPUCTaHHSA
mMeTadopy AEMOHCTPYE Hally NOACbKY 34aTHICTb 6a4nTh | BUKOPUCTOBYBATU
3aranbHi pensauinHi 3aKkoHOMIpHOCTI, TO6TO, ANS aHanoriYyHoro po3ymiHHA. Ha
npoTmeary XyOoOXHin niTepaTtypi, metadopa y HayKOBO-KPUTUYHOMY AUCKYPCI
BMKOPUCTOBYETbCA [eBigom JlogkeM Ana onvMcaHHA i NOSCHEHHS CKNagHuX
SIBULL, HAyKOBO-KPUTUYHOIO AocnigkeHHs. | dyHKUia TyT nepesaxHO HaouHo-
KOHKPETM3yLo4a.

Ockinbkn metadopi BrnactmBa ocobnmBa eKCMpPeCUBHICTb, BOHA BOMO4i€E
0e3MEXHUMN MOXITMBOCTAMM 30NMKEHHS HAMPI3HOPIOHILWLMX NPeaMETIB | ABMLL,
haKTMYHO HagakuM HOBOro 3MICTY NpegMeTy Ta 34aTHa PO3KPUTK, OFONUTU OTo
BHYTPILWHIO Npupogy. MNogatoum NponucHi iCTUHKU Ta CBOT BNACHi CYOXXEeHHS B He-
3BUYANHOMY KItodi, aBTOp OOpyLUYy€E CTiHM, 3BEAEHI HAaBKOMO 3HaHb | Hagae im
HOBU3HW.

170



CABYYK A.5l. PUTOPUYHUMA TA CTUIICTUYHHUIA...

—_

10.
1.

12.
13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

o0k wh =~

© N

10.
1.

12.
13.
14.

15.
16.

17.

Cnucok nitepatypum

Apuctotens. [MNoaTuka. Putopuka / Apuctotens. — CaHkT-IMeTepbypr : «A3byka», 2000. —348 c.
BapaHoB A. JIHrBUCTUYECKas aKcnepTn3a TekcTa: Teopus 1 npaktuka / A. H. BapaHos. — M:
dnuHTa: Hayka, 2007. — 591 c.

BanrnHa H. Teopus Tekcta. YuyebHoe nocobue / H.C. BanrnHa. — M: Jloroc, 2003. — 173 c.
BornikoB A. Kypc pycckon putopuku / A.A. Bonkos. — M: M3pgatenbcTBo xpama cB. Myy.TaTua-
Hbl, 2001. — 480 c.

lony6 W. Pycckas putopuka u kynstypa peuun / W. Tony6, B. Hekntogos. — M: Jloroc, 2011. —
328 c.

[ombpoBcbkuin B. YkpaiHcbka cTunictuka i putmika. YkpaiHcbka noetuka / B. JoMGpPOBCLKUIA.
— Oporobwuy : BupaeHnya dipma «BigpomkeHHsi», 2008. — 449 c.

3apeukas E. [lenosoe obuweHune / E.H. 3apeukas. — M: «eno» AHX, 2008. — 720 c.
3ybkosa O.C. O meHTanbHoOW npupoae meTadopbl. [EnekTpoHHMI pecypc] — Pexum goctyny
o pecypcy: http:// www.rusnauka.com/5_NITSB_2009/Philologia/41132.doc.htm.

Nakodpdb 1. MeTadhopbl, KOTopbIMU Mbl xmBeM / Ixopmk, OxoHcoH Mapk Jlakodbd. — M: Egu-
Topuan YPCC, 2004. — 256 c.

Maubko J1. Putopuka / J1. Maupbko, O. Maubko. — Kuis: Buiia wkona, 2003. — 311 c.
MuwnaHoBa C. Metachopa B Hay4HO-NOMYNAPHOM MEANLMHCKOM AMCKYPCE (CEMUOTUYECKUNA,
KOrHUTMBHO-KOMMYHUWKATUBHBIN, nparmMaTtnyeckuin acnektol) / C. MuwnaHoBa, T. YTkuHa. —
Mepmb: MY, 2008. — 400 c.

MywTyk O. OcHoBbl 06Len putopuku / O.3. Mywtyk. — M: U3g. ueHtp EAOW, 2008. — 256 c.
Xasarepos . Putopuka / I. Xasarepos, W. Nlo6aHoB. — PoctoB-H/[l: ®eHukc, 2004. — 384 c.
Moran R. Artifice and persuasion: The work of metaphor in the rhetoric. In Essays on Aristotle’s
Rhetoric, / R. Moran. — Berkeley: University of California Press, 1996.

Lodge D. The Art of Fiction / D. Lodge., 1992. — 239 p.

Lodge D. Language of Fiction. Essays in Criticism and Verbal Analysis of the English Novel /
D. Lodge., 2002. — 323 p.

Lodge D. Lives in Writing / D. Lodge., 2011. — 352 p.

References

Aristotel. (2000). Poetika. Ritorika. Sankt-Peterburg, «Azbukay.

Baranov A. (2007). Lingvisticheskaia ekspertiza teksta: teoriia i praktika. M, Flinta: Nauka.
Valgina N. (2003). Teoriia teksta. Uchebnoe posobie M, Logos.

Volkov A. (2001). Kurs russkoi ritoriki. M, 1zdatelstvo khrama sv. much.Tatiany.

Golub 1. (2011). Russkaia ritorika i kultura rechi. M, Logos.

Dombrovskyi V. (2008). Ukrainska stylistika i rytmika. Ukrainska poetyka. Drohobych,
Vydavnycha firma «Vidrodzhennia»

Zaretckaia E. (2008). Delovoe obshchenie. M, «Delo» ANKh.

Zubkova O.S. (2009) O mentalnoi prirode metafory. Filologiya. http:// www.rusnauka.com/5_
NITSB_2009/Philologia/41132.doc.htm.

Lakoff D. (2004). Metafory, kotorymi my zhivem. M, Editorial URSS.

Matsko L. & Matsko. O. (2003). Rytoryka. Kyiv, Vyshcha shkola.

Mishlanova S. & Utkina T. (2008). Metafora v nauchno-populiarnom meditcinskom diskurse
(semioticheskii, kognitivno-kommunikativnyi, pragmaticheskii aspekty). Perm, PGU.
Mushtuk O. (2008). Osnovy obshchei ritoriki. M, Izd. tcentr EAOI.

Khazagerov G. & Lobanov I. (2004) Ritorika. Rostov-n/D, Feniks.

Moran R. (1996). Artifice and persuasion: The work of metaphor in the rhetoric. In Essays on
Aristotle’s Rhetoric. Berkeley, University of California Press.

Lodge D. (1992) The Art of Fiction. Viking.

Lodge D. (2002). Language of Fiction. Essays in Criticism and Verbal Analysis of the English
Novel. Psychology Press.

Lodge D. (2011) Lives in Writing. Vintage.

Cmamms Haditiwna 0o pedakuii 2.04.2018 p.

171



