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Mmsa n Tpyabl Yewickoro nuHremncta Npxmn Ho-
ceKa XOpOLUO M3BECTHbI B A3blKO3HaHUU. podec-
cop, aoktop cdmnocodmm Npxun Hocek Gbin y4eHu-
KOM ogHoro m3 nuaepos [paXckon NUHIBUCTMYE-
CKOM LIKOMbl, OAHOr0O N3 OCHOBOMOJIOXKHUKOB
YHKUMOHaMNbHOW CTUNNCTUKN Borymuna TpHkw.
B 1966 r. Hocek 3awmTun JOKTOPCKYK aucceprta-
uuto no teme «Contribution to the syntax of the
new English complex sentence». MoHorpadus
aBTopa C aHanorMyHblM HasBaHWeM Bblaepxana
8 nspgaHun.

Cratba Wpxun Hoceka «Wcnonb3oBaHue Me-
Tacpop YMHcTOHOM Yepuunnem» Gbina onybnuko-
BaHa B 1994 r., cnycTa 14 net nocne BbIxoda 3Ha-
MEHUTON paboTbl amepuKaHCKMX y4deHbix k. Ila-
kodbda un M. [xoHcoHa «MeTtadopbl, KOTOPbIMU
Mbl XMBEM», HanpaBuBLUEN, KaK CUYMTAETCH, UC-
cnepoBaHua Metadop Mo KOTHUTUBHOMY BEKTOPY.
KorHutonoru yteepxaatoT, 4To meTtadopuyHa npu-
poda camou MbICnK1, a B si3blKe OHa Mony4yaeT Nulb
BHellHee BblpaxeHue. Mybnukauma npodpeccopa
U. Hoceka 0603Ha4yaeT HECKONBbKO MHOWM MyTb aHa-
nmn3a metadop. ABTOp yKasblBaeT, YTO MblTaeTcH
npeacTaBuTb Gonee ynopsiAOYEHHYH, XOTA U He
OKOHYaTeNbHYI0 UMK McYepnbiBatoLLy Knaccugu-
Kauuo MeTadop, KoTopasd CBsidaHa C CeMaHTUKO-
CTUMUCTUYECKUM NOAXOAOM.

M3BecTHO, 4TO wmayuwiee ot Apuctotensa Ha-
npaBreHne n3yvyeHus npupoabl U yHKLUUM MeTa-
dopbl NO3BOMSIET paccMaTpuBaTh €€ KaK A3bIKO-
BO€ CpefacTBO, TPOM, Kak pe3yrnbTaT 3amMeHbl CroB
W KOHTEKCTHBIX CABWUIOB, KaK yKpalleHune peuw,
npy 3TOM acTeTudeckas yHKUNA MeTadopbl CHK-
TaeTca rnaBHon. B crtaTbe «Mcnonb3oBaHue me-
Tadop YMHCTOHOM Yepumnnem» wuccrnegoBaTenb
ykasblBaeT, YTO npexae Bcero obpalwiaet BHMMa-
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HME Ha NWHIBUCTMYECKOE BbIPAXEHWE, Ha CTWUMb
npeacraesnenna ngen Yepumnns: «...but we focus
our attention on linguistic expression, on his style
of presenting his ideas» [Nosek 1994: 39]. po-
eccop U. Hocek BbigenseT 8 kateropuin npu knac-
cupmumpoBaHum metadop YuHctoHa Yepunnns B
COOTBETCTBMU C TEM, YTO OHM 0BO3HaYaloT:

e 0606LeHHOCTH (totality);

e KpUTMYeECKyto cuTyaumio (critical situation);

e HanpshKeHHOCTb (tension);

¢ hasbl gencteua (phase of action);

e MOSIOXEHNe nnn mecTo (position or place);

e YyBCTBa, pasmbiwneHus, namatb (feelings,
thinking, memory);
® WHTEHCUBHOCTb, HavBbICLLEE  MPOSABEHNe

ceonctea (intensity, highest property);
e couuarnbHYyl0 LEeHHOCTb unu nogaepxky (social
value or help).

Mbl xO0TUM 0BpaTUTb BHMMaHue uyuTaTtens Ha
BaXXKHYI0 MbICIb YeLlcKoro nuHreucta. lNpodeccop
Wpxn Hocek nogvepkuaet, 4to meTadopsl Yep-
Yunns SBNAOTCA 3aragoyHbIMUM CPABHEHMSIMWU CO
BCEM, YTO OKpY>KaeT YeroBeka, CO BCEM, YTO SB-
nseTca CBOWCTBEHHbIM YernoBeky, 00LecTBy u
npupoge. «...Churchil’s metaphors are cryptic
comparisons with anything that surrounds man,
anything that is human, social and natural» [Nosek
1994: 40]. B KOrHUTMBHOM UCCreLOBaHUN B AaH-
HOM KOHTEKCTe roBopusiocb 6bl 0 cdhepe-UCTOUHU-
Ke, 06 MCXOOHOWM MeHTanbHoOM cdepe meTadopbl.

Wpxun Hocek aHanuaupyeT Tpu KHUIMM GpuTaH-
ckoro npembepa: «Mou paHHue roabl», «BTopas
MupoBas BovHa» (5 Tom) n «Mctopmsa aHrmos3sbly-
HbIX HapogoBs» (4 Tom). PaccmaTtpmBasa meTtadopbl
n3 9TUX Nydnukaumm n knaccmuumpys BbliOpaH-
Hble MpUMepbl MO 0603HAYEHHbLIM KaTeropusiM, aB-
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TOp MPUXOAWT K BbIBOQY O TOM, 4TO MeTadopsbl,
OnucbiBalOLWNE KPUTUYECKOE COCTOsIHME/Kpusuc,
ABMATCA Hamboree MHOrouYncneHHbIMu: «The
metaphors for crisis are the most numerous that
we have unearthed from the samples of the Chur-
chill’'s works» [Nosek 1994: 40]. lanee npu meTa-
dopunyeckom aHanmse npodeccop Hocek oTmeva-
€T, YTO MHTEHCMBHOCTb — CEMaHTU4yeckas kaTero-
pysi, CXOA4Has C KaTeropusiMm KpUTUYECKOW CUTya-
UMM 1 0b606LEHHOCTN, C KOTOPbIMU OHA MOXET
YacTU4YHO coBnafaTb Kak conyTcTBytoLlas: «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].

3HaunTenNbHbIV MHTEPEC NPEeACTaBNsSET Conoc-
TaBrneHne pes3ynbTatoB aHanu3a meTtadop Yep-
YUNNS, BBINOMHEHHbIX B paMKax CTUMCTUYECKOrO
N KOTHUTMBHOIO HanpaBneHun. KorHMTMBHLIN aHa-
nun3 meTtadop GpMTaHCKOro Npembepa NpeanoxeH
M3BECTHbIM aHIMUACKAM  y4YeHbIM [XOHaTaHOM
YapTtepucom-bnakom, KOTOPbIN 3HaYUTENBHOE Me-
CTO ygensieT aHanuay cgep-MCTOYHNKOB MeTado-
pusaumn. Yaptepuc-bnak nuweT, 4To yuuTbIBaET
TONbKO Ty Cpepy-UCTOYHMK, KOTopas maeHTudu-
uupoBanacb kak nepsuyHasa: «l would identify
which source domain was primary and only count
this...» [Charteris-Black 2005: 40]. B cBoei kHure
«Politicians and Rhetoric. The Persuasive Power
of Metaphor (2005 r.) npod. Yaptepuc-bnak aHa-
nn3mpyeT Koprnyc 25 OCHOBHbLIX, MO €ro MHEHMIO,
BOEHHbIX peyden Y.Yepumnnsa. YueHbli aBnsetcs
CTOPOHHUKOM  KPUTUYECKOro  MeTadopu4eckoro
aHanusa (Critical Metaphor Analysis) n kputnue-
ckoro amckypc-aHanusa (Critical Discourse Analy-
Sis) mpu naeHTUdMKaunM KoHUenTyanbHbIX MeTa-

dop. AHanun3 metadop Y. Yepunnng aHrmmnckum
YYEHbIM BbISIBUM, YTO CaMbIMW YaCTOTHbIMWU Oblnn
MeTacopbl CO CPEPON-UCTOYHUKOM «NEepPCOHNpU-
kaumsi» (personification) — 144 n3 373, — a cne-
OYIOLLYIO MO YaCTOTHOCTM Fpynny COCTaBnsnu Me-
Tadopbl CO CPEPON-UCTOYHNKOM «MyTeLlecTBue»
(journey) — 48.

Ob6a M3BECTHbIX NUHIBMCTA OTMEYalT TaKyr
0COBEHHOCTb TEKCTOB HGPUTAHCKOro MOMuTMKA, Kak
CKMOHHOCTb Y. Yepunnnsa K pasBepHyTbIM MeTa-
dopam. Yewwcknin npodeccop onpenenser ux Tak:
«CNOXHble/pa3BepHyTble MeTadopbl (multiple me-
taphors), koTopble NPOXOAAT Yepe3 LUMPOKUIN KOH-
TekcT» («...multiple metaphors that go through a
larger context»[Nosek 1994: 41]). Y x. Yaptepu-
ca-bnaka ata ocobeHHOCTb puTOpMKM Yepumnns
paccmMaTpuMBaeTCs MOA4 HECKOSNbKO WHbIM paKyp-
coM. OH nocesAlaeT uUenyw rMaBy «rHE30OBbIM
metadopam» («nested metaphors») Yepumnns
[Charteris-Black 2005: 53].

Mbl nonbiTanuce 0603Ha4UTL B 3TON Nybnuka-
uun nuwb Hambonee xapakTepHble YepTbl CTUMU-
cTuyeckoro aHanusa metadop Y. Yepumnnsa yew-
ckum nuHreuctom Wpxu Hocekom B conoctaene-
HUM C KOTHUTMBHBIM aHanuaoM metadop Yepunn-
Nsi, XapakTepHbiM AONS MEeTOAMKWU, KOTOPYH UC-
nonbayet [k. YapTtepuc-bnak. Kaxgas wuns atux
METOAMK Xopolla Mo-CBOEMY W MO3BOMSET BbiAe-
NWTb pa3nunyHble acnekTbl OUOCTUNS NOMUTUKA.
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