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Annomayusn. Cmamusi nocésujena uoeoro02udecKoll
Hazpyske mpakunea & npeocmasgieHuu Hosocmeli CMU,
HeOOCMAamoyYHO U3YYEHHOU NpobieMe NOAUMULEeCKOU U
Mmeoutinou ouckypconoeuu. OOHo 3a2nasnoe coodujenue
U uemvlpe CESA3AHHLIX C HUM HOBOCTU U3 HUSEPULICKOL
easemwvl Punch, noceswénmvie nenpocmomy peuieHuio
Huzepuiickozo Bepxosnozo cyoa xacamenvno viogudice-
Husi bvlewezo suye-npesudenma Amuxy Abybakapa na
evibopul 2007 200a, Obiau NPOAHATUSUPOBAHBL C MOYKU
3peHUs. MEOUANbHO20 OUCKYPCA, KPUMUHLECKO20 OUCKYDC-
aHanu3a U npasmamuxi.

Ipoananuzuposanvl omuouieHuss Mexucoy NOIUMU-
yeckumu u ropududeckumu uncmumymamu. Hccnedosa-
HUe 3a8epuiaemcst 8b186000M O MOM, YMO NpeodIadaHue
VHOMUHAHULL BONPOCO8, KOMOpbIe ONA2ONPUSIMHbL OJisl
Abybakapa, domunuposanue agmopumapHbLx 20J10C08 U
cmpame2udeckuil.  MpeKun2  20710C08  0OUECMGEEHHbIX
VUACMHUKO8 PACKPLIBAEM AH2ANCUPOBAHHOCb UCCIIe-
oyemotul easemul 8 noawvzy Amuxy A6ybaxapa u noooep-
JACKY demoxkpamuyeckot enacmu 6 Hueepuu.

Knrueewte cnosa: [lorumuyeckuil Ouckypc, noau-
muyeckas auHegUCmuKa, mpaxutne, asvik CMHU, medua-

JIUHSBUCIMUKA, UHCIUNYIbL GLACHIU.
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TRACKING AND IDEOLOGY
IN POLITICAL NEWS REPORTING

Abstract. This paper focuses on the ideological
value of tracking in news reporting, an area that is yet
to be significantly explored in the literature on political
discourse, media studies and discourse analysis. One
lead and four related reports of the Nigerian Punch
newspaper on the sensitive Nigerian Supreme Court
judgement delivered on the qualification of Former Vice
President Atiku Abubakar for the 2007 general election
were purposively sampled and analyzed using insights
from media discourse, critical discourse analysis and
pragmatics.

Two institutions, namely political and judicial, are
found to be tracked in the reports through esphora and
homophora. The power relations between these
institutions and Atiku Abubakar are tracked largely
through bridging and anaphora, showing different
ideological exploitations and conflicts between the
groups. The paper concludes that the preponderance of
references to issues that favour Abubakar, a dominance
of authorial voices and strategic tracking of public
participants’ voices unveil the principal’s (the Punch’s)
bias for Atiku Abubakar and support for democratic
governance in Nigeria.
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BeepneHue

[o HacTosiLLero BpeMeHW W3yyYeHue MoNnuTu-
Yeckoro AMCKypca MpOBOAWIOCH, B OCHOBHOM, Ha
mMaTtepuane [OKNagoB MONMUTUYECKUX AesATenen
(Fairclough 2005; van Dijk 2005; Mazidad 2007),
nonutuyecknx mHTepsbto B CMW (Mullany 2002;
Zbernovich 2007; Odebunmi 2008), nonMTnyecknx
aebatoB (Christie 2002; Fento-Smith 2008) n ap.
HemHorve 13 atux nccnegoBaHuii Obinu NocBsLLLe-
Hbl CPeACTBaM pernpeseHTauny NOoSIMTUYECKUX HO-
Bocterr (Nunn 2007). B ©GonblwunHCTBE Crny4aeB
yyYeHble aHanM3MpoBanu HOBOCTU C TOYKU 3PEHUS
KPUTUYECKOTO AMCKYpC-aHanusa, WrHopupys nps-
MYIO CBSI3b MEXAY TPIKUHIOM U UAEONOrMeENn, KOTo-
pasi, B CBOIO o4epefb, BNMSET Ha crnocobbl npea-
CTaBMEHUS MU 3HAYUMOCTb NyBNMKyembIX maTtepua-
nos. C Apyron CTOPOHbI, TPIKMHI HE paccmaTtpu-
Barics Kak cpeicTBO MAEONOMMYECKON peanusaumm
B HoBoCTsiXx CMWU. K npumepy, yyeHble uccnegoBa-
N TPSKMHT NULLb Kak cnocob npegcraBneHuns nio-
aen B matepuanax CMU (Alo 2007). Opyrve pabo-
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Thbl MO U3YYEHUIO TPIKUHIa ObInn NMBO He CBA3aHbI
C MNOMWTUYECKUM AOWCKYPCOM, NMbO orpaHuyvBa-
NIMCb OOHVMMM U TEMU Xe BUAAMMN TPIKMHTa.
HaHHasi paboTa nocesilleHa WCCNeLoBaHUI0
nonutnyeckmx Hosocten CMWU C TOukM 3peHus
CBSA3M TP3aKuHra n mgeonorun. B kayvectBe maTte-
pvana ucrnonb3oBanMCb OOHA OCHOBHas M He-
CKONbKO [OMOMHUTENbHbIX CTaten Wu3 rasethbl
«MaHuy», B KOTOPbIX OCBELLANOCh PELUEeHNe Hure-
punckoro BepxoBHOro cyga O BOCCTaHOBMEHWUU
npas ObiBwero Buue-npesngeHta Hurepun Atuky
Abybakapa. OTO cOObITME CbIrpano peLlalLLyo
pOrib B COXPaHEHWUN HUrEPUNCKON JEMOKPaTUN.
CnoxHas cuTyauus crnoxurnacb B CBS3W C pe-
3ynbTatamu BelbopoB: AGybakap, ero napTus, KOH-
rpecc n GONbLUMHCTBO HUTEPUIALIEB CYUTANK, YTO
npesvgeHt Hurepun OnyceraH ObacaHmpko no-
BMMAN Ha He3aBUCMMYK M3bupaTenbHyl KOMMUC-
CUI0 (HauuoHanbHbIN M3bMpaTenbHbIN OpraH) ¢
Lernbto He gonyctuTb ABGybakapa K ydacTuio B npe-
3mngeHTckmx Bbibopax 2007 roga. CuTyaumio ycy-
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ryouno peleHve cyga (KOTopoe B AarnbHenem
ObI10 onpotectoBaHo AbOybakypom B BepxoBHOM
cyae) B NogaepkKy HesaBMCMMOWN nsbupaTenbHOn
komuccum o ancksanndukaumm Abybakapa.

B pesynbTaTte, BepxOBHbI Cya Obinl BbIHYX-
OeH MposiBUTb OCTOPOXHOCTb Kak B MPaBOBOW Mpo-
uenype, yuuTbiBas Bpemsa (C MOMeHTa BblOOpoOB
MPOLUIIO HECKOMNbKO OHEW), Tak U B MPUHATUN pe-
WeHns. Takytlo Xe OCTOPOXHOCTb B OTPaKeHWM
3TUX cobbITUI NposiBuna BeayLwas raseta «MaH4yy,
M3BeCTHas NPSMOTON W B3BELUEHHOCTbIO CyxXAe-
HUIA.

Takum obpasom, Lenbo AaHHOro nccrenoBa-
HUS SABMSIETCS BbISIBEHNE CPEACTB penpeseHTa-
UMM OaHHOrO martepuana v onpegeneHue croco-
60B B3aMMOLENCTBMSA 3TUX CPEACTB C MOEONOrmen.

OcHoBHaga Tema KoHGnMKTa 6Gbina oTpaxeHa B
nybnukauum rasetobl «Nanu» 17 anpens 2007 roga
nog 3aronoBkoM «BepxoBHbIN cyg BOCCTaHOBUT
ATuky B un3bupartenbHbix cnuckax» (T. Conunn m
O. ®abuinn). Mocneaywowme ctaTby NULWb AONON-
HANM 3Ty nybnukauuto: 1) «Mbl nogumMHumcs pe-
weHno BepxoBHoro cyga», — ckasan WBy»
(M. Mojeed); 2) «baro Ogxo obbaABnAET pelleHne
cyga» (T. Soniyi n O. Fabiyi); 3) «Peakuus HBA,
Mann wn pgpyrux» (M. Mojeed, S. Okanlawon,
T. Amokuodo, K. Ketefe, K. Obasola); 4) «31o no-
6ena gemokpatum» (M. Mojeed).

MpuBegeHHble MaTepuansl 6binvM npoaHanu-
31MpoOBaHbl C y4eTOM TEeOpwuWn TPIKUHra, AMCKYpC-
aHanunsa CMW n kpuTu4eckoro AMCKypc-aHanm3sa.
Kpome Toro, yumTbiBanacb Teopmst COBMECTUMOCTM
TEKCTOB Ha JIEKCUYECKOM U CTPYKTYPHOM YPOBHSIX
(Mey 2000; Odebunmi 2006). Cuntaem, 4TO OaH-
HOe wuccregoBaHue, NPoOBeAeHHOE Ha MaTepuane
NONMUTUYECKNX HOBOCTEW, NO3BOSIUT MOHATb CTPYK-
TYpy BMact¥ v COLMO-NONIUTUYECKME B3rNsabl HU-
repunckoro obuecTsa.

Tp3KUHr n HoBOoCcTU (B Hurepum)

TP3KWHr ABRSETCS CPEeACTBOM HE TONbKO A3bl-
ka, HO 1 guckypca. CoegnHasa 4acTu Tekcra, Tpa-
KUHI ycunueaeT nparmMaTuyeckui noTeHuman no-
crnepgHero.

B cneunaneHon nutepaTtype BbIAENSOT 4e-
Tblp€ OCHOBHbIX WCTOYHUKA TPIKWMHra: npencras-
neHve, NpeanonoXxeHue, BrnageHWe 1 cpaBHeHue
(Martin, Rose 2003). [MpeacraeBneHve BBOAUT
006bekTbl B TEKCT, TOrga Kak, NpeanorioxeHve o6-
HapyxuBaeT ux. PenpeseHTaHTamu npegcTasne-
HWS 1 NPeanorioXeHns SBNAITCA: are, a, an, one,
someone, somebody, anyone, the, that, I, me, you,
she, it, we, us, umeHa cobcmeeHHble. Pa3snuune
Mexay npeacTaBrieHNeM U NpeanosnioxeHmem oby-
CITOBMIEHO UCMONb30BaHMEM HOBOW W OAHHOW WH-
¢dopmaumm (Brown, Yule 1983). BnageHne wu
CpaBHeHMe (BKMYas npuTsKaTerbHble MeCTo-
UMeHVs U cyllecTBuTenbHble — his, my, John’s u
Op., a TaKkke npunaraternbHble U CyLlecTBUTEMb-
Hble — same, similar, other, another, related, differ-
ent u gp.) MOryT UCMonb30BaTbCs Kak B KayecTBe
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npeacTaBneHus, Tak U B KadecTBe MNpeanosioxe-
HUS.

TPaKWHI peanuayeTcsl B TEKCTe Mpu MOMOLUU
pasnu4YHbIX CPEeACTB, TakMx kak aHadopa (oTCbl-
naeT uyitaTens K npeabigylien nHdopmaumm, Ha-
npumep, Tolu sings. She also dances); cuenneHue
(kocBEHHO oOTCbINaeT K npegpiaylien wnHpopma-
uun, Hanpumep, They just brought the fridge, but
the door fell down); kaTadopa (HanpaBnsieT K no-
cnegywowen uHdopmauun, Hanpumep, There is
one saviour: Jesus Christ); accopa (HanpaBnsieT K
nocrneaywowen MHpopMauum B pamkax CroBOCO-
yeTaHus, Hanpumep, The song of freedom); omo-
dopa (ykasbiBaeT Ha MHGOpPMaLMIO, KOTopas Xpa-
HUTCS BHE TEKCTA M XOPOLUO U3BECTHA YMTaTensam,
Hanpumep, The redemptive council); ak3odopa
(yka3blBaeT Ha cuTyauuto BHe TekcTa, Hanpumep,
God sees what we don't see) (Martin and Rose).

Mpeonoruns, TP3KMHI U HOBOCTH

Bogak (1996: 18) npeactaBnsieT MAeonoruo
Kak «ocobbin cnocob cosgaHusa obuiectBa, KOTO-
pbi NpegnonaraeT HepaBHble CTPYKTYpPYy BNacTu
1 obLLEeCTBEHHbIN CTpony. Takum obpas3om, uaeo-
norusa — 3To MNONWTKKA, CBA3aHHAsA C MCMONb30Ba-
HMEM £13blKa, B TO BpEMS Kak A3blK SABMSETCS cpe-
CTBOM WOEOSOrMYEeCcKon pernpeseHTaunm. 3To 03-
HayaeT, 4YTo SA3blk MOXeT OblTb UCCNefoBaH Kak
WCTOYHUK CKPbITbIX YCTPEMIEHUA N NOMUTUYECKNX
CKITOHHOCTEWN 4ernoBeka. B cBs3au ¢ 3TMM, A3bIKO-
Bble YPOBHM pPacCMaTpuBalOTCA C TOYKU 3peHus
penpeseHTaumm ugeonoruun. MNpu 3TOM aHanuan-
pyeTcs He TONbKO NEKCUYECKUA YPOBEHb, HO U
TekcToBoW. Ha nekcuyeckom ypoBHe waeonorus
npeacrtaBneHa pgocrtaToyHo wwupoko (Fairclough
1998, 2001; Wodak 1996; Verdonk 2002).

Ha ypoBHe TekcTa, no cnosam ®apknada
(1998), BaXHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM MAEeonorum sBng-
eTcs cornacoBaHHOCTb. CornmacoBaHHOCTb Mpefn-
CTaBnseTCH KMoYeBbIM PakTopoM, Kak B MAEONO-
rMYEeCKOM YCTPOWCTBE, TaK U PEKOHCTPYKUMUM ean-
HWL AMCKypca: TeKCT «TpebyeT» ncnonb3oBaHue
Takvx eguHul, koTopble G6bl obnagann cnocobHo-
CTbIO coveTaTbCs APYr C APYroM, OTAMYanucb MHO-
roobpasvemMm n nx cBs3b He Oblna Obl BblipaxeHa
akcnnuuntHo (Fairclough 1998: 74).

[daHHasi Touyka 3peHus CBUOETENbLCTBYET O
NpMeMIIEMOCTU UCMONb30BaHUSA TP3KUHIA B OTHO-
LWEeHUN K MOEeomnorMn, Tak Kak TPIKWHI No3BonsieT
nokasaTb CKPbITblE TEKCTOBble CBA3W. Hanbonb-
WY BaXHOCTb B WCCNegoBaHUWM MNPeACcTaBnsoT
Takve cpedcTBa, Kak crnnsHue, acdopa, omogopa
n aHadpopa (ucnonb3dyemble B NpeAcTaBneHuN,
nNpeanonoXeHun, BNageHUn n CpaBHEHUN), KOTO-
pble BKIOYEHbI B TEKCT C LENbl penpeseHTaumm
MaKCMMarnbHOro ypoBHS ugeonoruu. B wmpokom
CMbICre 3TW CpeacTBa MOryT OblTb PACCMOTPEHbI C
TOYKN 3PEHUS CTUIUCTUKK, MOCKOSbKY CTWUMb caM
no cebe obnagaeTr MOEONOrMYECKON BaXKHOCTLHO
(Fairclough 1998: 75). CTunb packpblBaeT NONUTK-
YeCKyl HanpaBfeHHOCTb XypHanucTa u/unu opra-
Hu3aumn CMW.
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BaXHOCTb NONMUTUYECKMX YCTPEMITEHMI OObIY-
HO nMpucyTcTByeT B nybnukaumsx CMW, B koTopbix
3aKkpenneHbl aBTopckue npasBa. PakTnyeckn, Hag
CBOAKaMM HOBOCTeN paboTaeT HEeCKOMbKO XypHa-
NNCTOB, YTO 3aTPyOHSIET onpeaerneHne aBTopcTBa.
B cBa3u ¢ atum, Hanpumep, BO MHOrux nybnuka-
uusax Manasu He ykasbiBaeTCs MMs XXypHanucTa, u
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MEPEHOCUTCA Ha OopraHunsauunio
CMW (Chimombo and Roseberry, 1998). 310 cBu-
AeTenbCTByeT O TOM, YTO NPUHAANEXHOCTb aBToOp-
CTBa SIBMSETCH WOEONOorMyeckon nosuvumen opra-
HM3auun, KoTopas, B CBOK OYepedb, PenpeseHTu-
pyeTcsi NOCPEACTBOM TP3KUHIa.

MNoddpman (1981) onpepensieTr ungeonornve-
CKue pernpeseHTaHTbl HOBOCTEN BO B3aMMOCBS3U C
TpEMS COCTaBMSAKWMMU: OTNpaBuTENb, aBToOp W
pegaktop. OTnpasuTenb 3anucbiBaeT maTepuan
Ha nneHky wnu O6ymary; asTop (KypHamucT)
odopmnseT 3TOT MaTepuan B CTaTblo; pegakTop
OTpa)kaeT CBOK TO4YKY 3peHusi. YTobbl MOHATHL
NOEeonornio, BbIPaXKEHHYIO MPU MOMOLLW TPIKMHIa B
HoBocTsix CMW, Tpebyetca onpegenutb OeWCT-
BylOLMX vy, nybnukauun, ocobeHHO aBTopa U
pedakTopa, a TakKe YYaCTHMKOB, BKIOYEHHbIX B
penpeseHTauMio HOBOCTEN. OTO MO3BOMUT YETKO
BbIOENUTb MOEONOrMYeckme penpes3eHTaHTbl Tek-
cTa.

AHanuns v pesynbTaTtbl

B TekcTe BbIAENANTCS ABE OCHOBHblE (PYHK-
LUUKM TPIKMHra Kak CpeacTBa penpeseHTauum mgeo-
nornn: npencTtaBneHne WHCTUTYTOB BMactm w
npeacTaBneHne CTpykTypbl Bnactu. [lepeas Bbl-
paxeHa nocpeacTtBoM 3cdopbl U omodopbl, a
BTOpasi — NOCpPeAcTBOM cLUEeNnNeHns n aHadopon.

MHCTUTYTBLI BNacTtu

B TekcTe penpeseHTUpyOTCA ABa WHCTUTYTA
BNacTU: NONUTUYECKMI U topugudeckuid. Monutum-
yeckas BMNacTb MpeAcTaBreHa He3aBWCUMOW Ha-
LMOHanNbHON M3bmpaTenbHOM KOMUCCUEN, KoTopas
B cny4ae HeobxoAMMOCTM urpaeT pornb rrnawaras
ONA HUrepuinckoro npasuTenscTea. Hesasncumas
HauMoHanbHas KOMWUCCUSA BKIoYaeT: (a) anekro-
pat (6) nmonuTuMyeckyl BnacTb (B) HE3aBUCUMMbIX
HabnopgaTenen. HesaBucumaa wusbvpatenbHas
KOMUCCUA KaK arekTopaTt penpeseHTUupyeTcs uc-
KNoYmMTensHo npu  nomowm  omocbopbl  the
Independent National Electoral Commission,
npeanonaras, 4YTo CYLWHOCTb 3fnekropaTa W3BecT-
Ha peuunueHTy, TO eCTb CpPedHEeMY HUrepuiLly.
Mudopmauma o6 anektopaTe Kak couuanbHOM K
MONMUTUYECKOM OpraHe LUMPOKO pacnpocTpaHeHa u
MO3TOMY HaxoOUTCHA BHE paMOK TeKCTa.

B HekoTOpbIX criyyasix HesaBucumasi nsbupa-
TenbHasg KOMUCCUS MpPeAcTaBreHa Kak nonuvtude-
ckasi BnacTb, 4YTO, GOnbLUEN YaCTblo, PpeENnpe3eHTu-
pyeTca nocpenctsoM omodpopbl M acdopbl. Ha-
npumep:

Ipumep 1:

He further said the power (96)

conferred on INEC to organize (97)

82

undertake and supervise all (98)
elections to the offices of the (99)
President and Vice-president (100)

Ocdopa “elections to the offices...” npoasura-
eT nHdopmaumio ot crnosa “elections” k cnosy “the
offices”, aBnascb ogHOBpeMeHHO omodopon. IATa
CBSI3b OMNpefensieTcss AanbHEWWMM TeKCTOBbIM
NPOHUKHOBEHWEM, TO €CTb aKTyanmampyeTcst KOH-
TekcToM “organize undertake and supervise” u “the
President and Vice-president”. KoHTekcTyanbHas
nogaepxkka acdopbl M omodopbl crnocobcTByeT
NpeacTaBneHnio HE3aBUCUMOW HaLMOHaNbHOW U3-
BGupaTensHON KOMUCCUMU Kak opraHa Bnactu, obec-
neymBaloLLEro nposedeHne BbIOOPOB Ha M3bupa-
TEnbHbIX y4acTKax.

OTa nmonuTnyeckass BnacTb MMeeT rpaHuubl,
KOTOpble TakkKe penpes3eHTUpoBaHbl 3cHOpPonN U
omodhopon (cTpoukm 104-105):

[Mpumep 2:

And other elective posts, under (101)

paragraph 15 of the third (102)

schedule to the constitution, did (103)

not vest the power of disqualification of any candi-
date in INEC (105)

MmeHHO cnoBocoyeTaHue “the power”, a He
‘power” 3aknagbiBaeTcsi B CO3HAHUWN HUrEpPUILIEB.
B maHHOM cny4vae “the power” npu nomowm npea-
nora “of” ykasmbiBaeT Ha cnoso “disqualification”,
KoTopoe (hokycupyeT BHMMaHue Ha Bractu, obna-
dawowen npasom Auckeanuduumnposatb. B KoH-
TEeKCTe 3TO nepeparwT cnosocodeTaHms “did not
vest” u “in INEC”, koTopble penpe3eHTUpyHT orpa-
HUYEHHbIE paMKX BnacTu He3aBWCKMMOW K3bupa-
TENbHOW KOMWUCCUM, TaK Kak OHa nulleHa npasa
OCYLLIECTBMATL 3aKOHHYIO BNacTb.

B TekcTe topugundeckas Brnactb onpegensieTcs
Kak (a) UHCTUTYTbI 3akoHa U ux dyHkummn (b) npa-
BOBble peLleHns 1 AencTBus (C) 3akoHoaaTerbHble
yupexaeHus (d) pelleHne cnopHbelx gen u anen-
naumin. Kaxxgas ns aTux xapaktepucTuk pernpeseH-
TUpYyeTCcs nocpeacTtBoMm acdopbl unum omodopsl 1
OyoeT npoaHanuaupoBaHa Hwxe. B Tekcte npepn-
CTaBrneHbl TPWU 3aKOHOAATENbHbIX YYpEXOEHUS:
BepxoBHbI cyf, anennauumoHHbIin cyn u depne-
panbHbin BepxoBHbi cya. OgHako pamMku cTaTby
NO3BONAIT NpoaHanu3upoBaTb TOMbKO penpeseH-
Tauuio NnepBbIX ABYX CYO4OB.

Ocdopa B crnosocoveTaHun “the Court of Ap-
peal” He HeceT yKasaHUMW Ha WHCTUTYT 3aKOHa,
YMOMUHAKTCH TONMbKO PYHKLMM NPUHUMATL aners-
nauuun, To ectb ANennsauMoHHbIA Cya — 3TO cya,
roe paccmatpuBatoTcs anennsumu. Npu nomowm
TP3KMHra npeacTaBfieHbl MPaBOBbIE pELUEHUs U
Aencteug atoro cyga. lNpusenem Asa npumepa.

[pumep 3:

Earlier attempts by counsel (27)

for INEC, Mr. Joe-Kyari (28)
Gadzama (SAN), to seek for an (29)
adjournment was rejected as (30)
Justice Kastina-Aliu confirmed (31)
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the readiness of the court to proceed (32)
with the matter in view of (32)
time factor (34)

B atom npumepe nocpegctBoM acdopbl “the
readiness of the court” urHopupyetcsa unHcbopma-
uusa O pelleHun cyga. To xxe camoe NpoMcxoauT B
KOHTEKCTe crnoBoco4veTaHuna “to proceed with the
matter in view of time factor”. NoTteps nHdopma-
uuKn, penpeseHTupyemass npyv noMmowm 3cdopsl,
npeacTaBnaAeTCcs 3HA4YMTENbHOM AN HUTEPUNCKON
OEMOKpPaTM N MHCTUTYTOB BNAcTW, pasgaBlieHHbIX
Nnoao3puUTENbHBIM pPELUEeHNEM Ccyda, KOTOpoe B
AanbHenwem 6bi10 pacCMOTPEHO B anennsumoH-
HOM cyzae.

Opyron npumep:

[Mpumep 4:

The notice of the appeal stated, (118)

the learned justices of the court of Appeal erred....
(119)

CnoBsocoyeTaHme “the notice” ykasbiBaeT Ha
cnoBocoveTaHue “the appeal” 4ToObI 0603HAUYUTL
NpaBOBOW OOKYMEHT, NpeanonaratLmin npaBoBbie
OEeNCTBUs, MOCKONbKY obpalleHne obasaTensHo
paccmaTpyMBaeTCs KOMMETEHTHbIMW OpraHamu B
npouecce obCcyxaeHusl.

Kpome npaBoBbIX [OENCTBUMKA MNOCPEACTBOM
TP3KMHra Penpe3eHTUPYITCA MNpaBOBble WHCTaH-
unn. B cBA3m ¢ aTMM, NpuBeaeM crneayloLme npu-
Mepbl:

ITpumep 5:
Earlier attempts by counsel (77) (omodopa)

IIpmmep 6:

Five justices of the court, with the (77)
President of the Court of (78)
Appeal.... (79) (3cdopalomodopa)

Iprmep 7:
The learned justices of the Court
of Appeal armed in law.... (119) (3cdopa)

B npumepe 5 npencraeneH craTyc agsokaTa,
KOTOpbIN 3awuuiaeT AaHHoe Aeno. B npumepe 6
cnoBocoyeTaHue “five justices of the Court of Ap-
peal” ykasbiBaeT Ha BbICLUYD WHCTaHUuO cyna. B
TOM Xe npumepe croocoyeTaHue “the President
of the Court” penpeseHTupyeT cTaTyc rnaBHOro
cyabu. JTOT cTaTyc MMEEeT MAEONOMMYecKoe 3Ha-
YyeHue n OyaeT npoaHanuanpoBaH BO BTOPOW Yac-
TV Hawero wuccnegosaHus. B npumepe 7 “the
learned justices of the court” cdokycupyeT BHMMa-
HVe Ha caMOM BbICOKOM cTaTyce anennsunoHHOro
cyaa.

MpuBegeHHble MpuMepbl, MNpeacTaBnsome
IOPUANYECKUIN MHCTUTYT BracTu, PenpeseHTUpyoT
00bIYHYIO MpPaBOBYK Npoueaypy, Kotopas MOoXeT
ObITb BbIpaXXeHa B TEKCTE MPU NMOMOLLN pa3nnUYHbIX
BMOOB TP3KUHra:

Ipumep 8:
Gadzama had wanted an (35)
adjournment to enable him to (36)
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provide a better presentation of (37)
the subject matter before the (38)
court.... (40)

Ipumep 9:

In arguing the appeal, coun — (41)
sel for Abubakar, Mr. Rickey.... (42)
Tarfa, (SAN), however, prayed (43)
the court to set aside the judg- (44)
ment of the Court of Appeal on (45)
the ground that it was in error (46)

B npumepe 8 pesynbTaT cnopa o gucKBanu-
dukaumm Buue-npesngeHta Atuky AbGybOakapa B
BblOoopax 2007 roga, penpeseHTUpyeTcs nocpea-
cTBoM oMogoopbl  “the subject matter”; B npumepe
9 — nocpepcteoM omocpopsl “the appeal” n acgo-
pbl “the judgment of the Court of Appeal’”.

TP3KUHI Y OTHOLLUEHUSI UHCTUTYTOB BracTu

OTHOLUEHMS UHCTUTYTOB BMACTU BbIpaXeHbl B
TEKCTE, B OCHOBHOM, MpWU MOMOLLUM CLENMEHUs U
aHadopbl, HO B HEKOTOPbIX CIy4yasix UCMOSb3YHT-
cs omodoopa 1 acdopa. OTHOLUEHUS MHCTUTYTOB
BrlactTu MoryT ObiTb MpeacTaBneHbl criegylowmmm
BapuaHTamu:

I. CwnbHasa BnacTb NpoTMB cnabow BracTu
(HesaBuMcMMasi HauumoHanbHas  n3bupa-
TenbHas KOMUCCUSA NPOTUB KaHANOATOB)

II. Cnabasa BnacTtb + mpgeonorus/counanbHas
CTPYKTypa MpOTUB CUITbHON Briactu (KaH-
AvaaTbl NPOTUB HE3aBUCUMOW HaUMOHanb-
HoW n3bnpaTenbHOW KOMUCCUK)

lll. Cnabasa BnacTb NPOTMB NPaBOBOW CWIbl
(kaHAnAaTel NPOTUB ANEnMAUMOHHOMO Cy-
Aa)

IV. Cnabas Bnactb + ugeonorus/coumnanbHas
CTPYKTYypa NpOTUB BbLICOKOM MPaBOBOW CU-
nbl

V. Bblcokas npaBoBasi cuna NpOTMB HW3KOW
npaBoBOW cunbl (rofioc Aemokpatum npo-
TUB NoJaBneHns)

VI. FOpugnyeckas cuna npoTUB NONUTUYECKON
cunbl.

OTn BapmaHTbl 6ygyT AeTanbHO PacCMOTPEHbI
HUXe.

BnacTtb He3aBMCUMOWM HauMoOHarnbHON n3dupa-
TENbHOM KOMUCCUM PacnpoCTpaHAeTCsl Ha NONUTK-
YecKuX KaHaugaToB, OOHUM M3 KOTOPbIX SBRSieTCs
BuLe-npe3naeHT ATuky AOybakap, guckBanudu-
LUMPOBaHHbIA M3 CNUcKa Y4aCTHUKOB MNpPe3nJeHT-
ckux BbibopoB 2007 roga. Takne OTHOLIEHUS Bna-
CTW NpeacTaBfieHbl aBTopamu criegyowmm obpa-
30M:

ITpumep 10:

The supreme court on Mond (1)

ay held that Independ (2)

ent National Electoral Commis- (3)
sion had no power to disqualify (4)
Vice-President Atiku Abubakar.... (5)
or any other candidate for the (6)
2007 general election (7)
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CuenneHve n aHadpopa B npumepax 11 n 12
YKasbIBalOT Ha ANCKBanNM@uKauuo, npeanpuHsTyo
HaLUMOHarbHON He3aBMCUMOWN M30OMpaTenbHOM KO-
MUCCUEN, KoTopas Takke Oblna npeacTaBneHa B
npumepax 1 —7:

IMpumep 11:

... INEC had the (74)

power to screen and disqualify (75)
candidates for the election (76)

Ipmmep 12:
That INEC had such power (81)

“INEC” (cTpoka 74) B npumepe 11 nocpeacT-
BOM CLENMNeHns penpes3eHTMpyeT MOJSIHOe HasBa-
Hne “The Independent National Electoral Commis-
sion” (cTpoku 2-3), coeguHAsack ¢ “power to screen
and disqualify candidates for the election”, roe
‘candidates” n “election” npeactaBnsalTCA Takke
cuennexHvem k “Vice-President Atiku Abubakar” n
‘the 2007 general election”. B pamkax gaHHoro
TEeKCTa TP3KUHI penpes3eHTUpyeT CUMNbHYIO BracTb
He3aBMCMMOW HaLMOHanbHOW KOMKCCUM, KOTopas
npeBanupyeT Hag cnabon BNacTbi kaHAMAATOB U
orpaHnymBaeT ee. B npumepe 12 “such power”
(ctpoka 81) sBnsieTcs cuenneHnem K “power to
disqualify” (ctpoka 4). MNMogobHaa uHTepnpeTaums
MOXeT ObITb NpeasioxeHa B npumepe 11.

[pyras cBA3b HaxoaUT MeCTO Mmexay crnabon
BNacTblo (Mageonorus/coumanbHas CTpykTypa 00-
LecTBa) M CWUMbHOW BNacTblo (HesaBWCMMas Ha-
unoHanbHas unsbupartenbHaa komuccus). B peba-
Tax KaHAuMaaT OeMOHCTpupyeT CBOe npecTasne-
HMe couunanbHOW CTPYKTypbl 0O6LlecTBa, KOTopoe
OaeT eMy NnVb OrpaHWMYeHHble NpaBa Ha BOCCTa-
HOBMNEeHWe cuTyauun. OTO NpeAcTaBlieHMe U TOT
BbI30B, KOTOPbIA OpocaeT KaHOuaaT He3aBMCHMMOM
n3dvpatenbHOW  KOMUCCUKM,  penpe3eHTUpyeTcs
NnocpeacTBOM  PasfiMyHbIX BUOOB TP3KMHra BO
B3aMMOCBSA3UN C CMTyaLMen BOKPYr AMcKBanuduka-
UMM M BRacTM He3aBMCUMOW u3bupaTenbHOM Ko-
mMuccumn B ctpokax 1-7. lNMpumep 13 nokasbiBaeT
crnepywowne Buabl TPAKMHra:

ITpumep 13:

In the appeal, Abubakar ar — (85)
gued that the decision of the (86)
Court of Appeal that provi (87)

sions empowering INEC to dis — (88)
qualify candidates were not in — (89)
cluded in the constitution for the (90)
fun of it (91)

B atom npumepe ‘Abubakar’ (ctpoka 85: cue-
nneHue) ykasbiBaeT Ha “Vice-president Abubakar”.
Ces3c ¢ ‘argued that ...fun of it” ceugeTenscTByeT
0 BbI3oBe AbBybGakapa NpoTuB AuckBanudukauum,
penpe3eHTUPOBAHHOIO Mpu NomoLLn (B 3TOM npwu-
Mepe) crosa “the decision”, koTopoe BO3BpallaeT
K uHdpopmaumn “had no power to disqualify” (cTpo-
ka 4) n “the judgment” (cTpoka 8).

Ipumep 14:
Following the invitation by (213)
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INEC to all presidential candid (214)
dates to appear before it for (215)
screening, Abubakar and his (216)
Party filed a suit at the Federal (217)
High Court in Abuja, challeng (218)
ing the commission’s power t0 (219)
carry out the screening (220)

The court partly in his (221)
favour and held that though (222)
INEC could screen candidates, (223)
it lacked the power to disqualify (224)
candidates (225)

INEC was dissatisfied with (226)
both findings. Abubakar was (227)
also irked by the ruling, that INEC (228)
could screen candidates. He (229)
filed a cross-appeal on that is — (230)
sue while INEC appealed (231)
against the whole judgment (232)

B aTom npumepe BHUMaHWe okycupyeTcs Ha
OTHOLWeHMAX Bnactu. HesaBucumasa HaumoHanb-
Hast nsbnpaTenbHasi KOMUCCUS, SBMAACH CUITbHbLIM
opraHom npaBuTenbcTBa, obnagaeT nNpaBoM OT-
OupaTb KaHOMOATOB B Mpe3unaeHTbl, KOTOpoe pe-
Nnpe3eHTMpyeTCcs NOCPEeaCTBOM pPa3fiMyHbIX BMAOB
TpakuHra B npumepe 14. “Abubakar” yepes cuen-
neHve wn npegnonoxeHuve ceasbiBaetca ¢ “his
party” (npeactaBneHvem) onsg Toro, 4Tobbl Moka-
3aTb CMMYy M BaXKHOCTb MpaBoBbIX gencrteun. Cro-
BO “challenge” HeceT onpefeneHHyo ngeonorude-
CKyto Harpysky. CsssaHHOe cuenneHvmem c “the
commission’s power” (B 3TOM crnydyae HaxogaT me-
CTO TaKKe BHYTPWUTEKCTOBbIE CBSA3W), OHO pernpe-
3eHTMpYeT cnop.

B npeacrtaBneHHOM KOHGMMKTE BepxoBHbIN
®epepanbHbinl cyg B ABymgka nNpuHUMaeT pelle-
HWe B Nonb3y OOHOBPEMEHHO Kak Abybakapa, Tak
N He3aBUCUMOW W3OMpaTenbHONW KOMWUCCUW, 4TO
BE4ET K HOBOMY CMopy B anensnsiyMoHHOM cyae.
HeypoBnetBopeHHoCcTb ADybakapa 1 ero ngeorno-
rMyeckMe NpUHLUMNbI, NPeacTaBneHHbIe Npu NoMo-
LM TpakuHra B crioBocoyeTaHun “irked by the rul-
ing, that INEC could screen candidates” (cTpoku
228-229), npuBenu K AanbHEWWVM nNpaBOBbIM
OencTBUsIM, KoTopble Bbinv penpe3eHTUpoOBaHbl B
cnoBocoyeTaHun “a cross-appeal” (ctpoka 230) u
CBsI3aHbl MOCPEACTBOM aHadopbl CO CMOBOCOYe-
TaHnem “that issue going back to the ruling that
INEC could screen candidates” (ctpoku 230-231).

CesaszaHHble B TekcTe “challenge” n “the com-
mission’s power” HampaBneHbl Ha MpuBNEYeHue
BHUMaHWNS K peakuuvM He3aBMCMMOMN u3bupaterb-
HOW Komwmccun, B 0COBEHHOCTH, K ocrabneHuio ee
BNacTu. 3Ta peakumsa npegcraBrieHa npy nomoLLm
cuennenus “INEC” (noctpagaBLias CTopoHa), “ap-
pealed” (ykasbiBaeT Ha “cross-appeal’” (cTpoka
230) n nokasbiBaeT NPOTUBOAENCTBME B Crope 3a
BnacTtb) u “the whole judgment” (ykasbiBaeT Ha
“the court ruled” (ctpoka 221) n “the ruling that
INEC could screen... (cTpoku 228-229)).

Opyrve OTHOLWEHNA BractTu npeacTaBneHbl
Mexay cnabon Bractelo ATuKy AGybakapa wu



Pa3gen 1. MNonutnyeckas KOMMYHUKaUuuns

CVUIMbHOW BMAacTbio anennsumoHHoro cyda. Cyg
oTgaeT npeanodTeHne HesaBMCMMON usbupaTenb-
HOM KOMMWCCUM KaK MpaBUTENbCTBEHHOMY OpraHy.
OTO MOXHO OOHapyXuTb B TEKCTe nocpeacTBOM
TpakuHra. MNMpumepbl 15 1 16 penpeseHTUMpyoT He-
CKOJTbKO BWOOB TP3KMHra:

ITpumep 15:

... The Court of Appeal (14)

of Appeal, Abuja.... had (15)
claimed that INEC had powers (16)
to disqualify candidates (17)

IIpmmep 16.

The Court of Appeal had on (73)
April 3 ruled that INEC had the (74)
power to screen and disqualify (75)
candidates for the election (76)

B npuBegeHHbIX NnpumMepax npaBoBas BnacTb
B Nvue anennsduMoHHOro cyga npuHMMaeT pelde-
Hve cyda He B nonb3y AbBybGakapa, 4TO NMPOTMBO-
peunt ®egepansHomy BepxosHomy cyay. Bnactb
He3aBMCMMOWN M3bUpaTenbHOM KOMUCCUM penpe-
3eHTMpyeTcs nocpencteom aHadop “INEC had
powers to disqualify candidates” n “had the power
to screen and disqualify candidates for the
election”, KoTopble BO3BpaLLaoT K NpeacTaBfeHunto
“... to disqualify Vice-President Atiku Abubakar or
any other candidate for the 2007 general election”
(cTpoku 4-7).

Takon nosBopoT cobbiTU NpuMBEN K HOBOMY
M3MEHEHNI0 B OTHOLUEHUSX BrlacTn, nepeHecs
«none 6utebl» Mexagy Abybakap u HesaBMCMMOM
n3bupartenbHON KOMUCCUEN B HOBYIO CTagMIO: pe-
LWeHNe anenmnsuuoHHOro cyda ocrnapuBaeTcs B
BepxoBHoMm cyge. Wpeonormyeckve npuHUMNGI
Abybakapa, HanpaerieHHble MNPOTUB peLleHus
anennsiuMoHHOro Cyfa, OTpaXeHbl B CriegyloLlem
OTpbIBKE.

ITpumep 17:
Abubakar was dissatisfied (82)
and appealed to the Supreme (83)
Court. (84)

In the appeal, Abubakar ar- (85)
gued that the decision of the (86)
Court of Appeal that provi- (87)
sions empowering INEC to dis- (88)
qualify candidates were not in- (89)
cluded in the constitution for the (90)
fun of it was wrong (91)

Cnoso “dissatisfied” (HanomuHasa, 4yto “the
Court of Appeal had ruled. INEC had the power ...
the election” — cTpoku 73-76) nokasblBaeT peak-
unio Abybakapa Ha pewenune cypga. CrioBo “ap-
pealed” (cBasaHHoe c “dissatisfied”) penpeseHTu-
pyeT ganbHenwWwunn NpaBoBOW Liar, KOTOpbIA npea-
npuHumaeT AGybakap B crnope ¢ anennsiyMoHHbIM
cyaom, obpaiasice kK 6onee BbICOKOW topuanye-
ckow Bractu BepxoBHoro cyga. Oencteus Abyba-
Kapa penpeseHTUpYTCA B CroBocoveTaHun “in
the appeal’, a ero HeygoOBNeTBOPEHHOCTb — B
cnoBocoyeTaHusx “the decision of the Court of Ap-
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peal” (cuenneHune, KOTOpoe MOXET ObiTb Bbipaxe-
Ho kak “the judgement” (ctpoka 14), “the court of
appeal ... in error to hold ...” (cTpoku 22-24), “five
justices of the court ... agreed that INEC had such
powers” (cTpoku 77-81) 1 1.4.). Opyrum npnmepom
NCMONb30BaHNUA  TP3KUHra sIBNSIETCS  OTPbIBOK
(cTpoku 87-90), B KOTOPOM peLLeHne cyaa noasep-
raeTcsi COMHEHMIO, Tak Kak He COOTBETCTBYET KOH-
CTUTYLUN, U B TEKCTE penpes3eHTupyeTcsi oMmodo-
pamu “the provision (empowering INEC)”, “(includ-
ed in) the constitution”.

3acnyxvBalT BHMMaHWE OTHOLLUEHWUS Mexay
BbICOKOW NPaBOBOW U HW3KOW NPaBOBOW BlaCTAMMU
B NpeAcTaBneHHbIx nybnvkaumax. MpeeocxoacTeo
BepxoBHOro cyga nokasaHo MocpedcTBOM peLue-
HWs cyda, KoTopoe ocrabnseT BracTb anennsun-
OHHOro cypa. PelweHune cyna, nepegaHHoe npef-
ctaButenem cpegcre CMW, penpeseHTupyeTcs
npy NOMOLLM TP3IKMHra NpefcTaBrneHns n npegno-
NOXEHUS:

[Mpumep 18:

Justice Aloysins Katsina — Alu, (18)
who delivered the lead judge- (19)
ment said, “T have no doubt in (20)
coming to the conclusion that the (21)
Court of Appeal was in error in (22)
holding that INEC has the power (23)
to disqualify any candidate”.

npv NOMOLLM aHadopbl ykasbiBaeT Ha “Jus-
tice Aloysins Katsina — Alu”, npeactaenasa npaeo-
BYIO MHCTaHLMIO U BNacTb, KOTOpas He npusHana
pelweHne anennduMoHHoro cyga. “The conclusion”
npegnonaraet pelweHne cyga (Bo3Bpallasicb K
nHpopmaumm “held in” — cTpoka 2), koTopoe npo-
TMBOMOMNOXHO MHpopMauun, NpeacTaBreHHOW B
paHee uuTupyembix ctpokax 1-7: “The Court of
Appeal” n “holding that INEC... the power to dis-
qualify”. HekoMneTeHTHOCTb anennsuMOHHOro Cy-
Aa penpeseHTUpyeTcs MNOCPeaCcTBOM TPIKMHra B
cnoesocoyetaHum ¢ “in error’ (MPOU3HECEHHOE
npeacrtasutenem BepxoBHOro cyga), kotopoe sB-
nseTca npegcTaeBnieHVeM Ans  nocrneaylowero
NpeanonoXeHus, K NpUMepy, B CroBOCOYETaHUAX
“in error” (aHacopa, Mcnonb3oBaHHast agBOKaTOM
Abybakapa muctepom Puku), “its decision” (cuen-
NieHNe, UCMOMb30BaHHOE aBTOPOM Mybnvkaumm —
cTpoku 48-49) n gp. dakTnyeckun, BO BCEX NpuMe-
pax, KoTopble OTpaXatoT peLleHne anennaUuMoHHO-
ro cyga, NnpucyTCcTBYeT 3abnyxaeHue.

B cBogkax HOBOCTEW NpeAcTaBrieH anenns-
LUMOHHBIWA CyA, HaxogdWUNCs NoA CUMbHbIM UOeo-
NOrM4ecKknM AaBrieHNEM:

IMpumep 19:

Five justices of the court with (77)
The President of the Court of (78)
Appeal, Justices Umar Abdullahi (79)
presiding ... (80)

MpeanonoxeHue “five justices” aBnseTca oc-
HOBHOW aHadpopon Kk crioBoco4veTaHusam “the Court
of Appeal” (ctpoku 14-15), “the appeal court”
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(cTpoku 47-48) n gp. MNMpeanonoxum, 4To AaHHoe
pelleHne anennsauMoHHOro cyga He Obino nepe-
AaHo Hu npegctasutensmn CMU (T.e. He Obinu
npeacTaBneHbl aprymMeHTbl, BblABUHYTbIE CYyOOM),
HW OTpPaXXeHo B Mybnvkaumsax, rge HaxoauT MEecTo
npeactasneHune “the President (of the Court)”. Ha
nepBoOM MecTe NpeacTaeT OCHOBHas MHopmauums,
KOTOpas He ABNAeTCA M3ObITOYHOW UNKU HeymecT-
Hon. CnepgoBartenbHo, AaHHas MHpopmaums HeceT
B cebe mageonornyeckme npeacTtaBneHus: XypHa-
NUCTbl N pefakTop cTapalTcsa nokasatb HekoMmmne-
TEHTHOCTb Cy[a, HeyBaXXMTEeNbHOEe OTHOLUEeHME K
ero craTtycy u npodeccroHanuaMmy ero 4ieHoB,
npegnonaras, 4YTo NATHO NO30pa HEKOMMETEHTHO-
CTW Nerno Ha anennsuuoHHbIA Cyd U BCIO opuau-
Yyeckyto cuctemy Hurepun.

Takum obpasom, Bnactbe BepxosHoro cyga u
ATVKy, BbICTynawLwime npoTMB anennsiuMOHHOro
cyda 1 He3aBWCUMOW HaumoHanbHoW nsbuparerns-
HOM KomMmuccun, [OBUBalOTCA MpaBAbl, BCKPbIBas
danblb 1 koppynuuio. Mo MHEHUI0 MHOTMX Hure-
puiLeB, NnpaBaa Gbinia uckaxeHa, 4Tobbl 3baBuT-
cs1 oT AGybakapa B nepuog Npe3vaeHTCkMX Bblbo-
poB. Kak roBopunock paHee, pelleHvne cyga siBns-
€TCsA BaXHbIM AN MONUTUYECKON U, B OCOBEHHO-
cTu, nsbmnparenbHon ncropmum Hurepuiiues, n npe-
HeOpeXeHne 3TOW MCTOopMEN MOXET CMpPOBOLMPO-
BaTb Kpuanc B Hurepun. 310 yTBEpXOeHMe oTpa-
XXEHO B HECKOIbKMX OOMNOMHUTENbHbIX NybGnukaum-
AX:

ITpumep 20 ([JomomHuTensHOE CTaThA 3):

“We are happy that Supreme Court has once again

lived up to expectations and saved the country’s
democratic

from collapse”

IIpmmep 21 (JomomauTenpHas CTaThs 3):

“... the judgment has saved a lot of things. INEC
could have plunged the country into chaos if the Su-
preme Court did not rule in this way”

OTN OTPBIBKM 13 YTBEPXKAEHMIN OOLLECTBEHHbIX
aearenen Obinu LeneHanpaBneHHo oTobpaHbl pe-
OAKTOpoM unn aBTopoM nybnukaumu. MNpu 3TOM
OblN1 Bblpe3aH TOT MaTepwuarn, KOTOpbIA He COOT-
BETCTBOBAas aKTyasrlbHOW TemMe CTaTbMu.

OpuH 13 Haubonee BaXHbIX OTPbLIBKOB, pe-
NPe3eHTUPYIOLLMX 3HAYMMOCTb PeELLeHUs cyaa Mno-
CpeacTBOM TP3KUHIa, ObiN NpefcTaBneH B CTPOKax
8-11 aToro xe TekcTa:

Ipumep 21:

The judgment came barely (8)

five days to the presidential elect — (9)
ion.

“The judgment” aBngeTcsa cuenneHue K CTpo-
Kam 1-7 OAHHOro TeKCTa, rae peyb wWna ob ynpas-
neHumn BepxoBHoro cyna. BaxHocTb cBA3M ¢ “came
barely five days ...” obycnoBneHa ykasaHvem Ha
BPEMEHHYIO 3HaUMMOCTb cobbITUA. CnosocoueTa-
Hue “the presidential election” npegnonaraeT BbIGO-
pbl 2007 roga. Pe3ynbTaT BOCCTaHOBIEHUs cTaTyca
KaHOMOaToB, MpPenCcTaBIeHHOro MocpeacTBOM Tpa-
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KuHra, 6bin nepegaH ogHUM NpearioxkeHnem B pam-
Kax oTaenbHoro naparpada, 4tobbl chokycmpoBaTb
BHMMaHWE Ha ycnexe AEMOKpaTUM Hag HacunbCT-
BEHHbIMW MeTodamu npasutensctea ObacaHOxo.

Bopbba mMexgy cunmamu gemokpatum U npu-
HY)XAEHMeM OTpakeHa B nybnukalumm cnegyroLnm
obpasowm:

[Mpumep 22:

Earlier, attemps by counsel (27)

for INEC, Mr. Joe-Kyari (28)

Gadzama (SAN) to seek for an

adjournment was rejected as (30)

Justice Katsina-Aliu confirmed (31)

the readiness of the court to pro- (32)

ceed with the matter in view of time factor (34)

B paHHOM cnyyae BHUMaHue ypaensietcs
npeactasneHuio “counsel for INEC... Gadzama”,
KOTOpOe SBNsAeTCs 9CHOPON, penpe3eHTMpYoLLEn
rMaBHOroO y4yacTHUKa. He MeHee BaxHbl nNpeacTas-
neHuwe “an adjournment” n npegnonoxeHune “Jus-
tice Katsina-Aliu”. lNpu nomowwm TpakuMHra npeg-
CcTaBneHa peakumsa Anuy Ha npegnoxeHwe: “re-
jected”; pewwutenbHocTb cyga: “the readiness of
the court”; BpeMeHHbIE paMKn Ansa peweHnsa cyaa:
“in view of time factor”. BpemeHHble orpaHn4eHns
B crnosocoyeTaHun “time factor” npegnonaratot
“barely five days to the presidential election”, yka-
3blBasi Ha BaXXHOCTb pPe3ynbTaToB WU Yrpo3y no-
CNeacTBUIA, KOTOPbIE MOXET MMETb 3aJepXKKa.

B aTOM KOHQIMKTE NONMUTUYECKME CUMbl TEp-
NAT NOpaXeHue, NMOCKOnNbKy, BO-NepBblX, Bepxos-
HbI Cyq OTKasblBaeT B OTCPOYKE; BO-BTOpPbIX, Kak
yXKe YNoMMHarnocb, NOfUTUYECKUE CUMbl HE Mony-
YyalT nogaepxku. PelweHne cyga ctaHoBUTCS No-
benonn B Gopbbe 3a gemokpaTtuo Hurepuu. OTta
nobepa npeacraBnsieTcs OAHOBPEMEHHO Mopaxe-
HWEM NpaBUTENbCTBA, KaKk OTMEYaEeT XypHanucT B
JononHuTenbHon ctaTee 1:

IMpumep 23 ([omonuuTtenbHast cTaThs 1):

The chairman of the Independent National Election
Commission, Prof. Maurice lwu, on Monday said that
Vice-President Atiku Abubakar’s name would appear
on the ballot paper for Saturday’s presidential election.
He said the inclusion of the name of Abubakar in the
ballot paper was in line with the Supreme Court’s
judgment.

B atom npumepe npeactaeneHne “The chair-
man, Prof. Maurice Iwu” ykasblBaeT Ha npaBu-
TENbCTBEHHOIO areHTa, KOTopbi paboTaeT Hag
BblHECEHMEM pelweHns cyda. CnoBocoveTaHus
“the Vice-President...” n “Saturday’s presidential
election” BosBpalLaloT K nHdOpMaLun O rnaBHON
Teme — BoccTaHoBneHue Abybakapa B cnuckax
nsbupatenen. BbicTynawwee B KayecTBe CBs-
3yloLLero 3BeHa, cnosocoyeTtaHune “his name would
appear” sBnsieTca OAHOW U3 MHTepnpeTauun pe-
LWeHUst cyaa, YNnoMsIHyTOro B OCHOBHOW cTaTbe. B
JanbHelweM 3TO UHTeprnpeTaumsa nornyyaeTt obb-
sSICHEHMe aBTopa B croBoco4veTaHun “in line with
the Supreme Court’s judgment”.



Pa3gen 1. MNonutnyeckas KOMMYHUKaUuuns

MoGena OemokpaTum penpeseHTUpyeTcs no-
CpeacTBOM pasfNYHbIX BUOOB TP3KMHra B APYrux
nybnukauusx. K npumepy, B 4ONOMHUTENBbHOM CTa-
Tbe 2 OTPa)KeHa ToYKa 3PEeHUss MMHUCTPA HCTULUN
Bbario Owo:

[pumep 24 (ZOMOTHUTETBHAS CTATHS 2):

Ojo ... said democracy was about upholding the
tenets of the rule of law as enshrined in the 1999 consti-
tution.

B atom oTpbiBKE Nog cnosom “democracy” no-
HumaeTcs “the [victorious] judgment”, koTopoe Ha-
XOAMWT OTpaXeHue B OCHOBHOM cTaTbe, a CIOBOCO-
yetaHne “the 1999 constitution” ykasbiBaeT Ha
npaBoBble 0653aHHOCTM Bcex cynoB: deaepanb-
HOro cyga, anennsauuMoHHoro cyaa un BepxoBHoro
cyna. lNMopobHaa Touka 3peHus oTpakeHa B A0-
nonHUTenbHON ctatbe 4 noa 3aronoBkoM “It's Vic-
tory for Democracy”’ (npegnucaHHoe ATuky Abyba-
Kapy Bbicka3biBaHue): “It's” u “victory” npm nomoLum
aHadopbl yKasblBaloT Ha pelleHne cyaa, KoTopoe
OMUCaHO B OCHOBHOW CTaTbe.

3akntoyeHue

WNTak, TpakmHr no3sonseT penpe3eHTUpoBaTb
coumanbHble MHCTUTYTbl U OTHOLUEHWUS BriacTu Ha
OCHOBE MONUTMYECKMX cobbiTuin B Hurepumn. B ka-
YecTBe MaTepuana MCNonb3oBanuCb OAHa OCHOB-
Has M HEeCKONbKO AOMOMHUTENbHbIX NyGrmkaummn
CMW. Tocpeactsom acdopbl 1 oModopbl Bbinn
npeacTaBneHbl MOMUTUYECKUA MHCTUTYT BRacTu
(HesaBucMmasa  HaumoHanbHas  usbupaTenbHas
KOMMWCCHKS) U TPU IOPUONYECKNX MHCTUTYTa BRacTu:
BepxoBHbI cyd, anennsumoHHbin cya n Pepge-
panbHbIN BepXOBHbIV cya. CuenneHne n aHadopa
MO3BONWMAM PAacKpbiTb OTHOLUEHUS BNacTu Mexagy
MONMUTMYECKMM WHCTUTYTOM BRacTW, KaHAMAATOM
(kaHamMgaTamn) 1M PUANYECKUM MHCTUTYTOM Bra-
ctu. Mpn 3TOM BbINO 0GHapPYXXEHO, YTO MUCMOMb30-
BaHWe TPakMHra B 60MbLUMHCTBE Crny4YaeB He Obino
06bekTnBHbIM. PewweHne cyga B nonb3dy Abybaka-
pa (KOTOPbIA CUMTAETCH >XEePTBOW aBTOPUTapPHOM
MOMWUTUKM) N MHEHUE aBTOPUTETHbIX OOLLEeCTBEH-
HblX OesdTenen, oTpaxxeHHoe Ha CTpaHuLax OCHOB-
HOro TeKkcTa, MOBMMANWN Ha penpes3eHTauunio mate-
pvana B gpyrux nybnukaumsax. O4eBngHo, 4To ra-
3eta «[MaHy» nogaepxueaeT ATuky Abybakapa kak
npeacTtaBuMTenss OeMOKPATUYeCKOro  ABWXKEHWUs,
ocyxgas npasuTenbctBo Ob6acaHmgxo, KoTopoe,
Kak nepegaHo B nybnukauumsix, MCNonb3yeT NpoTu-
BO3aKOHHblE W MOAO03pUTENbHbIE METOAbl, YTOObI
paspyLmnTb AeMoKpaTuyecknii ctpor Hurepuu.
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