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The article presents an overview of the main trends and approaches to the study of po-
litical discourse. The combination of linguistic and ideological structural approaches
to the discourse analysis of specific texts leads to an understanding of discourse as a
point of intersection of language and ideology, and discursive analysis as an analysis of
ideological aspects of language use and the implementation of a certain ideology in lan-
guage. Institutional discourse is a discourse determined by the types of social institutions
Jformed in a certain society, characterized by a number of linguistically relevant features
determined by such factors as the purpose of communication, the representative commu-
nicative function of its participants, and fixed typical circumstances of communication.
One of the types of institutional discourse is political discourse, which is a reflection of
the socio-political life of the country, contains elements of its culture, and also reflects
the features of the national character, general and national-specific cultural values, and
aims to gain and maintain political power. The main functions of political discourse
are informative, instrumental, prognostic, normative, legitimating, persuasive and polit-
ical propaganda. In political linguistics, genres related to the functioning of the political
system are distinguished (for example, parliamentary debates, political manifestos and
programs, reports of party leaders at conferences, political documents), genres related
to mass media (for example, political news, political interviews, talk shows, political
advertising in the press) and genres related to the public sphere (for example, meet-
ings with citizens, political forums). Emphasizing the special role of the media in the
implementation of political discourse, with the help of which it becomes addressed to a
large audience, public, there is a tendency to merge the discourse of the mass media and
political discourse.
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MOJITUYHUN JUCKYPC: OCHOBHI HAITPSIMMU TA ITIIAXOIN
Kopuenaena €. B.
KaHauAaT (BigoJOTiYHUX HAYK, TOLIEHT,
OnecbKuit HAIiOHAJTBHUIT MOPCHKUH YHIBEpCUTET

Y emammi nodano oensnd ocnoenux mendenyiit ma nioxodie 00 0ocaioxncenHs noaimuy-
Hoeo ouckypcy. [loeonanms ninegicmuunoeo ma i0eon02iuH020 CMPYKMYPHUX Nioxo0ié
00 OUCKYPCUBHO20 AHANIZY KOHKDEMHUX MEKCMIE Npu3800Uums 00 po3yMIHHS OUCKYpPCY
AK MOUKU NepemuHy mMoeu ma ioeonoeii, a OUCKYpCU8Ho20 aHanizy K aHanizy ioeo-
N0IYHUX ACNeKmie GUKOPUCMAHHA MO8U ma peanizayii neenoi ioeonoeii. 6 mogi. Iu-
cmumyyiiHut OUCKYypc 3yMOBACHUL MUNAMU COYIANbHUX IHCMUMYMIB, ChOPMOBAHUX Y
NeGHOMY CYCRINbCMBI, U0 XAPAKMePU3YEMbC HUSKOH MOBHO PEAe6AHMHUX O3HAK, 3)-
MOBACHUX MAKUMU (paKkmopamu, ik Mema CRinKy8anHs, penpe3eHmamueHa KOMyHiKa-
mueHa QYHKUIs 11020 Y4aACHUKIB, iKkcosani munogi o6cmaguru cnirkysants. O0Hum i3
Pi3HO8UDI6 IHCMUMYYITIHO20 OUCKYPCY € NOATMUMHULL OUCKYPC, AKULL € 8I000PANCCHHAM
CYCRINbHO-NOAIMUYHO20 HCUMMS KPATHU, MICIUMb eAeMeHmu ii Kyabmypu, a maxkoic
8idobpadcae pucu HAyiOHAAbHORO XAPAKmMepy, 3a2aibHi Ma HAUIOHANbHO-CHeyupiy-
HI KyAbmypHi YIHHOCMI ma Mae Ha Memi ompumamu ma 30epeemu NOAIMUUHY 61a0Y.
OCHOBHUMU QYHKYIIMU NOATMUUHO20 OUCKYPCY € IHPOPMAMUBHA, IHCMPYMEHMANbHA,
NPOCHOCMUYHA, HOPMAMUBHA, N€2IMUMYIOUA, NePCYya3usHa ma noAImuKo-nponazan-
ducmcevka. Y noaimuunii inesicmuyi euoinsgioms JCanpu, 08 a3ami 3 YYHKUIOHY8aH-
HAM noAIMuyHOi cucmemu (Hanpuxkaao, napaamermcwvki debamu, noaimuyHi MmaHigec-
mu i npoepamu, 0onogioi aidepié napmiii Ha KOHMepeHyisx, nosimuuHi oKymeHmu,),
HCAHPU, NOS’I3aHI [3 3aco0bamu Macoeoi inghopmayii (Hanpuxkaad, noaimuuHi HOBUHLL,
noaimuuni iHmeps’ro, MoK-uioy, NOAIMUMHA PeKAamMa 8 npeci) i Hcaupu, noe’sa3awi 3
nyonaiuHor cgeporo (Hanpuxaad, 3ycmpiui 3 epomadanamu, noaimuuni opymu). ITio-
Kkpecaouu ocooaugy poav 3MI 6 peanizauii noaimuunoeo Ouckypcy, 3a 00OnoOMo2or
AKUX 6IH CIAE a0pecosanum Wupokii ayoumopii, nybaiyi, cnocmepieacmocs meHoeH-
yis 0o 3aumms ouckypcy 3MI ma noaimuunoeo ouckypcy.

Karouosi caosa: noaimuunuii ouckypce, noAimu4Ha AinegicmuKa, JCaupu.

Introduction. Political linguistics was formed at the intersection of dif-
ferent areas sciences: ethnography, cultural studies, psychology, sociology,
political science, linguistics and other humanities. To understand and suc-
cessfully describe the mechanisms of political communication, political lin-
guistics also involves achievements of cognitive linguistics, functional rheto-
ric, stylistics, sociolinguistics, linguopragmatics, text linguistics.

In recent decades, the study of the relationship between language and
political behavior has drawn much attention in the linguistic ground (see
e.g., Carver & Pikalo, 2008; Chilton, 2004; Fairclough, 2000; Wilson, 1990).
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The aim of the given article is to highlight the main trends and approach-
es to the study of political discourse.

Results and discussion. Discourse analysis is an interdisciplinary field of
knowledge, which is at the intersection of philosophy, stylistics, semiotic
direction, literary criticism, ethnography, psychology, sociology, linguis-
tics. Integrating the research paradigms of two scientific fields — political
science and linguistics — political linguistics is of a hybrid nature, since it
arose at the crossing of linguistics and political science and is engaged in
the study of political communication, consideration of the ways and means
of the struggle for power in the process of communicative influence on the
political consciousness of society (Crpiit 2015).

Different scientific approaches to the study of the phenomenon of dis-
course focus on its various aspects. In pragmalinguistics, discourse is consid-
ered as the interactive activity of communication participants, establishing
and maintaining contact, emotional and informational exchange, the influ-
ence of speakers on each other, the interweaving of communicative strategies
that change instantly, as well as their verbal and non-verbal reflections in the
practice of communication, the determination of communicative moves in
the unity of their implicit and explicit content. In psycholinguistics, discourse
is considered as the unfolding of the transition (switching) from the inter-
nal code to external verbalization in the process of speech generation and
its interpretation, taking into account socio-psychological types of linguistic
personalities, role models of instructions and prescriptions. Psycholinguists
are also interested in types of speech errors and violations of communicative
competence. Linguistic analysis of discourse is focused on identifying reg-
isters of communication, distinguishing between oral and written speech in
its genre varieties, determining the functional parameters of communication
based on its units (characteristics of functional styles).

The structural-linguistic description of the discourse offers its segmen-
tation and is aimed at highlighting the textual features of communication,
which are the content and formal coherence of the discourse, ways of
changing the topic, modal limiters, large and small text blocks, discursive
polyphony, i.e. communication simultaneously in several text depth levels.

The linguistic and cultural study of discourse is focused on establishing
the specifics of communication within a certain ethnic group, on the for-
mulas of etiquette and speech behavior in general, on defining the cultural
dominants of the relevant community in the form of concepts as units of the
mental sphere, on identifying ways of involving precedent texts of a certain
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linguistic culture. As a cognitive-semantic phenomenon, discourse is stud-
ied as frames, scenarios, mental schemes, cognitive types, that is, various
models of representation of communication in the mind. The sociolinguis-
tic study of discourse is aimed at the analysis of communication participants
as representatives of a certain social group and the analysis of the circum-
stances of communication in a broad sense (Ueraiikina, 2019).

Such multifaceted nature of the analyzed scientific direction determines
the need to define its object, subject, theory, methodology, status among the
number of related disciplines.

Discourse analysis is carried out from different positions, but there are
basic principles of analysis. They include:

— the text as a communicative product has several dimensions, the main
of which are the interpretation and generation of the text;

— communication includes post-communicative and pre-communica-
tive stages;

— the main role in the situation of communication belongs not to the
means of communication, but to people;

— communication is carried out in situations that must be explored in a
cultural context;

— a dynamic language model must be based on communication, that
is, the joint activity of people trying to express their own feelings, exchange
experiences and ideas, or influence each other;

— the statistical language model does not correspond to the nature of the
discourse and is considered too simple (Wodak, 2006).

Discourse from the standpoint of sociolinguistics is the communication
of people, which is considered according to their belonging to a certain
social group or in relation to a certain typical speech behavioral situation,
such as political discourse.

The analysis of a political text, as well as the study of its elements, in-
volves studying the level of influence on the political text, its perception
by the addressee of various linguistic, social, cultural, economic, political,
national and other factors that affect understanding of discourse.

R. Wodak claims that the complex relationship between society and dis-
course cannot be adequately described without a combination of sociologi-
cal and linguistic approaches (Wodak 2006: 181).

It follows from the structure of political discourse that the study is con-
nected with an analysis of the content, tasks and form of discourse that is
used in certain situations and lies at the intersection of various disciplines
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(Bell 1995: 46). Considered a private discursive variety, political discourse
as a basic concept has not received an unambiguous definition in linguistics.
But it is traditionally viewed as a type of institutional discourse.

The model of institutional discourse is represented by several features.
The constitutive features of institutional discourse include: material, meth-
ods, organization, conditions and participants in communication, i.e.
people who are considered in their situational-communicative and status
roles; texts with non-verbal inclusions; genre, style, key, mode and channel
communication; division, deployment of communication, strategies, goals
and motives; communicative environment and sphere of communication
(Crpiit, 2015).

The next group of features reflect the type of social institution, which is
considered a phenomenon of culture, in its material and spiritual expres-
sion, has a blurred periphery and a rigid core.

A public institution can be represented as a complex frame containing
people who are engaged in relevant activities, their characteristics, struc-
tures typical of this institution, behavioral stereotypes, social rituals, my-
thologemes of the given institution, and texts kept and conducted in this
social formation.

The features of institutionality include the clarification of constitutive
discursive signs according to the conditions and goals of communication,
along the lines of the participants in communication. Institutional commu-
nication, being essentially representative, implements the goal of maintain-
ing social institutions, ensuring stability of public structure. The conditions
of institutional communication distinguish the context as actions of a ritual
and symbolic nature, typical chronotopes, cliches and stereotyped genres.

Neutral signs are reflected by personality-oriented fragments of commu-
nication, building material of discourse, moments of institutional discourse,
which are also inherent in other public institutions (Bell, 1995).

The most relevant approach to the analysis of the structure of political
discourse is a field approach that allows to determine the scope of its contact
with other varieties of non-institutional (everyday and artistic) and insti-
tutional discourse (scientific, religious, pedagogical, military, legal, sports,
advertising, etc.) In essence, this is a thematic content principle, which is
based on the nature of text reference. Emphasizing the special role of the
media in the implementation of political discourse, with the help of which
it becomes addressed to a large audience, public, scientists talk about a ten-
dency to merge the discourse of the mass media and political discourse.
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We can consider the functional features of political discourse according
to two criteria, namely, from the standpoint of the system-forming intention
of political discourse; from the position of performing common language
functions.

The most relevant general linguistic functions of political communica-
tion include: the regulatory/incentive function, in particular, its manifesta-
tions such as prohibition and encouragement. The marked creativity of the
political discourse testifies to the fact of the closure here of the referential
and magical language functions.

The functional specificity of the discourse of political communication
in relation to other types of discourse is presented in its main function —
application as an instrument of political power, realized in the mastery
of power, the struggle for it, the preservation of power, the exercise, sta-
bilization and redistribution of power. This provides an opportunity to
highlight the key functions of the discourse of political communication,
which are considered aspects of the manifestation of the analyzed func-
tion: the integration of group political agents and differentiation func-
tions, atonality and harmonization functions, interpretation and orienta-
tion, actional and informational function, control function and motives
(Fairclough, 2009).

In addition to institutionality, which was discussed above, the sys-
tem-forming features of political discourse include information content,
semantic uncertainty, dynamic, mass media factor, distance, authoritarian-
ism and theatricality. All these features have a certain specificity, due to the
intentional component of discourse in the field of political communication.

According to the analyzed sources, we can see that scientists distinguish
the following genres of political discourse:

1) institutional political discourse, within which there is a different genre
(official speeches of heads of state and its structures, parliamentary debates,
pre-election campaigning, interviews of political leaders, etc.);

2) official-business genres of political discourse, within which texts are
created for employees of the state apparatus;

3) mass media genres of political discourse, within which texts created
by journalists are used, which are distributed through the press, Internet,
radio, television;

4) institutional political discourse, within which genres and texts created
by ordinary citizens (letters and appeals addressed to politicians or state in-
stitutions, letters to mass media, etc.) circulate.
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5) «political detective stories», «political poetry» and genres of political
memoirs;

6) genres of scientific communication that are devoted to politics

In foreign political linguistics, genres related to the functioning of the
political system are distinguished (for example, parliamentary debates,
political manifestos and programs, reports of party leaders at conferences,
political documents), genres related to mass media (for example, political
news, political interviews, talk shows, political advertising in the press) and
genres related to the public sphere (for example, meetings with citizens, po-
litical forums) (Fairclough, 2009: 294).

Conclusion. The combination of linguistic and ideological structural ap-
proaches to the discourse analysis of specific texts leads to an understanding
of discourse as a point of intersection of language and ideology, and discursive
analysis as an analysis of ideological aspects of language use and the implemen-
tation of a certain ideology in language. Institutional discourse is a discourse
determined by the types of social institutions formed in a certain society, char-
acterized by a number of linguistically relevant features determined by such
factors as the purpose of communication, the representative communicative
function of its participants, and fixed typical circumstances of communica-
tion. One of the types of institutional discourse is political discourse, which is
a reflection of the socio-political life of the country, contains elements of its
culture, and also reflects the features of the national character, general and na-
tional-specific cultural values, and aims to gain and maintain political power.
The main functions of political discourse are informative, instrumental, prog-
nostic, normative, legitimating, persuasive and political propaganda.
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