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@paHIy3cKHe Uccae0BAHUSI MOJTUTHYECKOT0 JUCKYpCa:
HCTOPHS M COBPEMEHHOCTD

AHHOTANIMUSA. Cmamova npedcmasnsiem codoii ucmopuxko-aHarumuyeckuti 0030p panyy3ckux uccie0o8anutl, no-
CEAUCHHBIX NOIUMUYECKOMY OUCKYpCYy. B Hell paccmampusatromca ucmopus 5mou obracmu JUHSEUCMUYECKUX 3HAHUT,
a makce aKmyaibHvle membl U Memoo0n02Ul, UCHOIbIYEMblE 6 COBPEMEHHbIX ucciedosanusx. Lenv pabomer — onucams
cneyuduxy Qpanyy3cKoll WKoIbl AHAAU3A NOAUMUYEeCcK020 OucKypca. Obaacms npumMeHeHUs: JMuX UCCi1e008aHUull 0X6amvlea-
em NOAUMUYECKYI0 KOMMYHUKAYUIO, NOTUMUYECKYIO PUMOPUKY, AHAU3 NPONA2AHObL U MAHURYIAYUI 00U eCmEeHHbIM MHEHU-
em. OmoenvHoe HUMAHUE YOeTaemC MAKUM PA3PAOOMAHHBIM 60 QPAHYY3CKOM A3LIKOSHAHUU KIIOUEBLIM NOHAMUAM U KOH-
yenyuam, Kaxk UHmepoucKypc, npeKoOHCmpyKm, anaius ouckypcea, Ouckypcushvie gopmayuu u op. Iloouepkusaemcs 6axic-
HOCMb U3YHEHUSl 6 PAMKAX NOIUMUYECKO20 OUCKYPCA He MONbKO COYUANbHO20 63AUMOOECEUs U KOMMYHUKAMUBHBIX CU-
myayuil, HO U YCI08Ull NPOU3B0OCMBA OUCKYPCA U MeKcmogoll op2anusayuu. Kpome mozo, onucwigaiomes Haubonee socmpe-
006aHHbIE MENMOObL UCCIEO0BANUS, UCNONb3YeMble 8 AHANU3E NOTUMULECKO20 OUCKYPCA: NeKCUKOMEMPULECKUI AHAU3, aHA-
JU3 npoyecca u pe3yabmama 6blCKA3bl8AHUS, APSYMEHMAMUHbII aHaIUu3. B cmamve maxce obpawaemcs 6HUMAHue Ha mo,
Mo (paAHKOA3bIUHBIE UCCIEO0BAMENU HEPEOKO 3AHUMAIOMCS UYHEHUEM A3bIKA NOAUMUKU 8 PASHBIX CIMPAHAX U AHATUSUDY-
10M NOPMY2aNbCKU, AAMUHOAMEPUKAHCKULL, apaOCKuil, pocculickul u opyaue noaumuieckue OUCKypcol. B evisodax evioensi-
emcs 3HAUUMOCIb PPAHYYZCKOU WKOAbL AHATU3A NOTUMUYECKO20 OUCKYPCA 6 COBPEMEHHOU 2YMAHUMAPHOU HAYKe U ee cepb-
€3HbIll BKIA0 6 U3YUeHUe NOTUMUYECKUX UOeON02Ull, KOMMYHUKAYUOHHBIX Cmpameull u coyuanbHozo eé3aumoodeticmeus. O0-
30p NO360JI5iEm UCCIe008AMENAM U CHYOeHMAaM NOAYYUMb npedcmasienue 0 GPanyy3cKom nooxooe K aHanu3y noaumuye-
CKO20 OUCKYPCA U CLYHCUT OTMAPABHOU TOYKOU 01 OANbHEWUX UCCIe008anULl 8 9motl 001acmu.
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French Studies of Political Discourse: History and Modernity

ABSTRACT. The article presents a historico-analytical overview of French research dedicated to political discourse.
It examines the history of this area of linguistic knowledge, as well as current urgent topics and methodologies employed in
contemporary studies. The aim of the work is to describe the specific characteristics of the French school of political dis-
course analysis. The scope of these studies encompasses political communication, political rhetoric, and analysis of propa-
ganda and manipulation of public opinion. Special attention is given to the key concepts and notions developed in French
linguistics, such as interdiscourse, preconstruct, discourse analysis, discursive formations, and others. The author emphasiz-
es the importance of studying not only social interactions and communicative situations within political discourse but also
the conditions of discourse production and text organization. Additionally, the article describes the most commonly used
research methods in political discourse analysis, including lexometric analysis, analysis of speech process and outcome, and
argumentative analysis. The article also highlights that Francophone researchers often engage in the study of the language
of politics in various countries, analyzing political discourses in Portuguese, Latin American, Arabic, Russian, and other
contexts. The conclusions underscore the significance of the French school of political discourse analysis in the contempo-
rary humanities and its substantial contribution to the study of political ideologies, communication strategies, and social
interactions. The overview allows researchers and students to gain an understanding of the French approach to political
discourse analysis and may serve as a starting point for further investigations in this field.

KEYWORDS: French school of discourse analysis, political discourse, interdiscourse, preconstruct, discursive for-
mation, methods of political discourse analysis.
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AHanu3 guckypca (ganee — A[l) 3apogun-
ca Bo PpaHumm B 1960-e rr.,, a B camocTos-
TenbHY AvcumnnuHy odopmunca B 1970—
1980-e rr., nmesa nop cobon ABOMHYK OCHOBY:
(1) mexxgucumnnuHapHbele MCCneaoBaHWs Nonu-
Tnyeckoro pguckypca Xana [dwobya (Jean
Dubois), paboTaBLuero B yHusepcutete lNapmx
X HaHtepp, u (2) aBTOMaTUYECKUIN aHanNu3 guc-
kypca Muwens lMewé (Michel Pecheux), npea-
craensBero yHusepcutet MNapwx VII — [deHn
Ovapo. Kpome TOro, CTouMT OTAENBHO OTMETUTL
aestenbHocTb LleHTpa nonuTuyeckon nekcu-
komeTpun Biicwen wkonbl CeH-Kny, cTosiBle-
ro y UCTOKOB aBTOPUTETHOrO Hay4YHOro XypHa-
na «Mots. Les langages du politique», noces-
LLIEHHOrO  MHOFOCTOPOHHMM  MUCCIEeA0BaHNAM
13bIka MONUTUKM .

OnrcTemonormyecku Ha hopmmpoBaHme hpaH-
uysckoro ALl noBNMSNM naen pasgeneHvs A3bika,
peun n pedveBon pestensHoctn . ae Coccropa
(F. de Saussure), Teopus naeonornn n UcTopmye-
ckun matepmanuam J1. AnbTioccepa (L. Althus-
ser), KoHuenuus AWCKYpPCUMBHOM  hbopmauun
M. dyko (M. Foucault), ncuxoaHanms XK. Jlaka-
Ha (J. Lacan) n HekoTopble gpyrue.

LleHTpanbHOe 3HayeHve Takke nMenu Tpy-
abl E. BenBeHucta (E. Benveniste) «Problemes
de linguistique générale»® [1966, 1974] w
P. AkobcoHa (R. Jakobson) «Essais de linguis-
tique générale»3 [1963], B KOTOpbLIX Yy4eHble
CTPEMUIIUCH BBISICHUTb, KaK «rOBOPSALLMIA ,BMNK-
cbiBaeTcsa“ B coO3qaBaeMble UM BbiCKa3blBaHUSI»
[Maingueneau 1976: 15]. ®yHOoameHTanbHylo
ponb Cbirpana Teopusi BbiCKasbiBaHusa Q. beH-
BEHWCTa, pasrpaHuyuBLLErO0 énoncé (BblCKa3bl-
BaHue-pe3ynbTaTt) U énonciation (npouecc Bbl-
CcKa3blBaHWs), a Takke KOHLenuust wugpmepos”
P. AkobcoHa.

B paboTtax 3. beHBeHMCTa A3bIK KaK cUcTe-
Ma 3HaKOB MPOTUBOMNOCTaBNSAETCA A3bIKY B AEN-
CTBUM (MNN A3bIKY KaK OEWCTBUIO): enoncé —
3TO BbICKa3blBaHME Kak pe3ynbTaT PeyeBoro
aKTa; TEeKCT BbICKa3blBaHWs; enonciation — BblI-
CkasblBaHMe Kak peyeBOe OEWCTBUE; akT Bbl-
CKasblBaHuWs; «npuBegeHne A3blka B OENCTBUe

nocpeacTBoOM WHAUBMAYaANbHOrO akra ero uc-
nonb3oBaHus» [beHBenuct 1974: 312]. OTa
ba3oBasi OMXOTOMUS MOBMAMSNA He TOMbKO Ha
passutne ALl Bo ®PpaHumu, HO M Ha Teopuio
peuyeBoro obuweHus I'. M. M'panca (H. P. Grice),
Teoputo  pedeBbix aktoB k. JI. OctuHa
(J. L. Austin) n x. Cepns (J. Searle) u . a.

B coBpemeHHON hpaHLy3CKOM NUHIBUCTUKE
BblCKa3blBaHWe-pe3ynbTat (MU TEKCT) MOHU-
MaeTCs Kak nocrnegoBaTenbHOCTbL pas, 3a-
KMIOYEHHbIX MeXay [OBYMsSi CeMaHTUYeCKUMU
npobenamu, AByMS OCTaHOBKaMW B KOMMYHWU-
Kauumm, a OUCKYPC — 3TO BbiCKa3biBaHWE, pac-
CMOTPEHHOE C TOYKM 3pEHUS ANCKYPCUBHOIO
MexaHu3Ma, T.e. YCIOBMA €ero npousBoAcTBa
[Guespin 1971]. Cmbicn (le sens) Bbicka3biBa-
HWUsi onpefensieTcss BHYTPU HEro camoro, B TO
Bpems Kak ero 3HaveHue (la signification) oTHo-
cuTCca K obcToATenbCcTBaM OOLLEHUS, KOTOpble
npespaLlalT ero B AMCKypc. VIHbIMK crnoBamu,
BbICKa3bIBaHWe MMOC KOMMYHUKATUBHAsA CUTya-
LUmMs N eCcTb OUCKYPC.

Takum obpasom, B 60—70-x rr. XX B. B Ka-
yecTBe 00bEKTa uccnegoBaTenu Bbibpanu Ta-
Kne SA3blKOBble €4MHULbI, KOTOpbIE BbIXOOAT 3a
pamMKuM MPUBBLIYHBIX CUHTaKCU4eckux obpasoBa-
HUA (NPeLnoXeHWss M CroBOCOYETaHus), 4TO
No3BOMWMO NEPENTU OT FIMHIBUCTMKN TEKCTa K
NIMHIBUCTUKE AWUCKypca M pa3paboTaTb OCHOBbI
Teopuu guckypca.

Kak nuweTr Wu3BECTHbIN ppaHKo-LIBEN-
Lapcknin cneumanuct B obnactu CnaBsiHCKOro
S3bIKO3HAHWUS 1M aHanu3a guckypca lNatpuk Ce-
puo (Patrick Sériot), knoYeBbIM MOMEHTOM B
ucropum passutusa ALl Bo ®paHumm ctanm «co-
ObITVMSA, HenocpeacTBEHHO cregoBaBlUMe 3a
mMaem 1968 roga» [Cepmo 1999: 24], korpa
MaccoBble OEeMOHCTpauuu NpuBENU K BCeob-
Len 3abacToBKke U CMEHE NPaBUTENbCTBA BMe-
CTe ¢ oTcTaBkoun npesvaeHTa Wapns ge MNonns
n, B 6ornee LWMPOKOM CMbICIIE, K 3HAYUTENbHbLIM
npeobpa3oBaHUsAM B >U3HU paHLly3CKOro o6-
LecTBa, B TOM YuUCNe K U3MEHEHUIO HayYHbIX
napagurm, CBA3aHHOMY C OCO3HaHUeM UAEorio-
rMYeCKUX OCHOBAHWU NMPOM3BOACTBA 3HAHUA.

lI'Iep|3b||7| HOMep 3Toro nepuogudeckoro msganus yeugen ceet B 1980 r.; B 2023 r. onyGnukoBaH yxe
131 BbInyck. 10 3HAaYMMOCTHU U BBINONHAEMON PYHKLIMM €r0 MOXHO CPaBHUTL C POCCUMACKUM Hay4HbIM >XypHarom
«lMonuTtnyeckas NUHIrBUCTUKa», BbIXOAAWMM B YpanbCKOM rocygapCTBEHHOM MefarormyeckoM yHuBepcuTeTe

(EKa;epMHGypr).

B pycckom nepeBoae ykasaHHbIN ABYXTOMHUK Ha3biBaeTcs «OO6LLas NMHrBUCTUKAY.
3 CopaepaHue gaHHON MoHorpadum oTpaxeHo B coopHuke «MN36paHHble paboTel P. AkobcoHay, BbilleaLle-

roB CCCPB1985r.

4T. e. knacchl cros, WHTEpnpeTaums KOTOpbIX 3aBUCUT OT KOMMYHUKaTUBHOW CUTyauuu, i1, ApYyrMMu crio-
BaMu, 3HaKu, 3Ha4YEHMUE KOTOPbIX HE MOXeT ObiTb onpeaeneHo 6e3 obpalleHus K BbiCkasblBaHUIO. Hanpumep,
NWYHbIE U ApYyrMe MECTOMMEHUS, Hapeyns mecta mym, 30eckb u ap. [AkobcoH 1985].
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Wccnegosatens obpallaeT BHUMaHWe Ha
TO, YTO B 1969 r. BbILLM ABE BaXHble Nybrvka-
uMKn: Homep XypHana «Langages» noa Hasea-
Huem «AHanuM3 auckypca» U MoOHorpadus
M. MNewé «ABTOMaTMYECKUA aHanu3 Juckyp-
ca», — KOTOpble MOXHO paccmaTpuBaTb Kak
KINIOYEBYO TOYKY OTCYeTa HOBOW AMCLMMIVHbI.
Kpome Toro, cywiectBeHHyto ponb B ee opmMu-
poBaHuKM cbirpana KoHepeHuus no nonuMtude-
CKOW JIEKCMKOMOMMM®, OpraHu3oBaHHasi rogom
paHee B CeH-Kny.

MHTepecHO, 4YTO MapwKCKMA  JIMHIBUCT
0. Manbauabe (D. Maldidier) ¢ nonHbIM npaBom
MOXeT NpeAcTaBUTb ABa TeveHud, npeobna-
paswue B Al Bo ®paHumm B 1970-1980-x rT.:
OHa Harnucana CBOK AuccepTaumio nop pyko-
Boacteom XK. [llobya, KOTOpbIN XOTen co3aaTtb
«MOMUTUYECKYIO coumonekcmkonoruo» [Dubois
1969], a 3aTem npucoeanHMNach K nccrnegosa-
Tenbckon rpynne M. MNewé; coTpygHwyana c
P. Po6eHom (R. Robin) n XK. Mnomy (J. Guil-
haumou) — aByMa wuCTOpMKamn AOUCKypca.
«B paboTtax nekcukonora X. [Jto6ya Bo3HMKaeT
,CEMaHTUKa BbiCKasbiBaHUA“, a y M. Newé —
»OVCKYPCMBHAas CemaHTMKa“, OCHOBaHHas Ha
KoHuenTax rpekoHcmpykma (le préconstruit),
uHmepduckypca (linterdiscours) n Ouckypcus-
Hbix ¢popmayuli (les formations discursives)e.
[1Ba aTMX HanpaBneHus u sensaTca 6ason anga
cTaHoBrneHuns dpaHuysckoro metoga All»
[Maldidier 1990: 28].

Kak oTme4aeT poccuinckunin uccnegoBaTerb
E. B. CagoBckasi, WMEHHO  nNpeacTaBUTENU
dpaHuy3ckor wkonbl Al ogHMMKU K3 NepBbIX
obpatunm BHMMaHWe Ha npobnemartuky npo-
uecca co3faHuWst OWCKypca, u3ydasi Teoputo
AVCKYpCa Kak «Teopuio npou3BoacTBa addek-
TOB 3HaYeHUd, CBA3aHHYIO C Teopuen naeono-
mn n ¢ Teopnen 6ecco3HaTenbHOro», 3anoXuB
«yHOAMEHT Teopun, usydarLlen OTHOLLIEHME
K ,yKe YCrbllWaHHOMY", ,yXe uMetowemycsa»
[Caposckas 2008: 167].

M. MNewé nepBbIM BbICKasan PeBONOLMOH-
Hyl0 ngeto o6 06a3aTenbHON UMMIMUUTHON CO-
cTaBnsilolen anckypca. dTa uges npveena K
pa3paboTke BaXHEWLIUX MOHATUA [PEKOHCM-

pykm wn uHmepdouckypc. [lpekoHcmpykm —
aHanor TepmuHa npecynno3uyus’, 00603Ha-
YalwLlero «KOMMOHEHTbl CMbICNa BbICKa3biBa-
HWs, KOTopble He Bepbanu3oBaHbl, MOCKOSbKY
npegnonaraetcsd WX OOLWEN3BECTHOCTb WMKU
N3BECTHOCTb AN agpecaTta» [[TonHbIN cnoBapb
nuHremncTudeckux tepmmnHos 2010: 336], nepe-
OCMbICIIEHHbIN B TEOPUM OUCKYpPCa KakK «cneq B
caMOM AMCKypce npeLecTByoLWmMX AUCKYPCOB,
NoCTaBnNSAKLNX CBOEro poaa ,3arotoBKy“, ,Cbl-
pbE“ ona AnCKypcuBHoON coopmaumm, ¢ KOTOPbIM
ans cybbekTa cBsA3aH 3(PdEKT 0YEBUOHOCTMY
[Cepwno 1999: 41]. MhmepducKkypc — 31O Habop
ONCKYPCUBHBIX eauHUL, (OTHOCSALUMXCA K npe-
AblAyLWwUM AMCKypcaM TOro e >XaHpa, COoBpe-
MEHHbIM [MCKypCam APYrMX >XaHpoB W T. 4.),
C KOTOPbIMW  KOHKPETHbIA AMCKYPC BCTynaeT
B HEAIBHYIO UMK SBHYIO CBA3b.

HasoBem TO, 4TO COCTaBMIIO OCHOBaHue
OBYX Ha3BaHHbIX Napagurm (CemMaHTuKa BbiCKa-
3blBaHNS U OWCKYPCMBHas CEMaHTMKa) B pam-
Kax cppaHuysckoro metoga Al n NoBNUSINO Ha
ero panbHenwee ¢QopmMupoBaHMe C KOHUA
1970-x rr.:

e BaxxHocTb anga XK. [iobya Takux «cospgato-
LLMX CMbICIT» CMHTaKCM4YECKUX MEXaHW3MOB, Kak
ornopHble crioea (MOts-pivots), Krmaccbl sKkeusa-
neHimHocmu (classes d’équivalence) u T. A4,
3aMMCTBOBaHHbIX U3 paboT CTpyKTypanucTa
3. Xappuca; paspabotka M. Newé asTtomaTu-
yeckoro A[l, koTopbii no3sonsan 6bl obHapy-
XWUTb criegbl MHTEPAMCKYPCaA WM MPEKOHCTPYKTA
BHYTPW NCCNeayemMoro ANCKypca;

e yHacrnegoBaHHas 1 XK. [iobya, n M. Newé
n3 pabor 3. beHsenucta, I. [uioma (G. Guil-
laume) n P. AkobcoHa 3HAYMMOCTb M3y4eHUsi
NpOLECCOB BbICKa3blBaHWs, NEPEOCMbICIIEHHBIX
noaxe A. Kynuonu (A. Culioli) c onopon Ha cuH-
TaKcM4yeckMe MexaHu3Mbl npouecca BblCKa3bl-
BaHWs (Hanpumep, Ha Takue Mapkepbl, Kak
wugbmepsbl nnn  MmodansHocms  (modalités))
[Moirand 2020: 5].

Al BO dbpaHLy3CKOW NMHIBUCTUKE MPOJOs-
Xun 3aBomnwouuio B Buae paboT, CBSA3aHHbIX C
KOpMNyCHbIM aHanu3oM TekcTa. Tak, B uccrego-
BaHum XK.-XK. KyptuH (J.-J. Courtine), nocss-

°B oTtnuuve ot CWA, rae dopmupoBaHne ALl cBA3aHO C MOPM(OCUHTAKCUYECKMMU  U3bICKAHUAMMU
3. Xappuca (Z. Harris) n cemunotnkon P. AkobcoHa n C. JleBuHa (S. Levin), Bo ®paHunm ALl cdopmuposarncs

MUMEHHO Ha 6a3e NMeKCMYeCcKUX NCCrnenoBaHuii.

® [luckypcusHas gpopmayusi — OfHO W3 BaXHEWLMX NOHATUI Teopun Afl, paspaGoTaHHoe Unocodom-
KynbTyponorom M. ®yko, koTopoe o603Ha4aeT paccesHHOEe MHOXECTBO BblCKa3sblBaHWUIA, MMEOLLEE OAHO OCHO-
BaHWe U yrnopsaoynaemMoe oMMy npaBunaMu 1 ycnosusiMu npomasoactea. OHa onpeaensieT To, YTo MOXET
M OOMKHO BbITh ckasaHo (B hopme NponoBeay, 3asBreHusl, NpocbObl U T. [.) B COOTBETCTBUU C OnpeeneHHON
no3vumMen n npu onpegeneHHbIX 0b6CToSTENLCTBAX, @ Takke TO, YTO MOXET W OOMKHO BbiTh CkazaHo B onpeae-
FIEHHOW MaEeOonorMyeckor hopmaLuum, TakuMm obpa3oM, CyObeKT BbiCKkasbiBaHWUS UcHe3aeT U OAHOBPEMEHHO Npo-
SIBNSETCA B 3aBMCUMMOCTU OT MOEONOrMM CouMyMa, KOTOPOMY OH MpuHaanexuT. OQuckypcuBHble chopmaumn —
ocobble eauHULbI, KOHCTPYMPYIOLLME AUCKYPC U Urpatowue (B OTinUne oT cybbekTa) LeHTpanbHy porb B Of-
pedeneHnuu CyLHOCTH si3blka. IMEHHO Takol noaxod npeanaraeT BKMOYEHWE TEOPUM AUCKypca B NIMHIBUCTUYE-

CKYH Teopwuio.

"B uenom, 06a NOHSITUSI HAMPSIMYIO CBSI3aHbl C JOMKO-MMHIBUCTUYECKUMI KOHLIENTaMy NPecynnosvuLmumn 1
UMnAvKauumn, napannensHo paspabatsiBaembimMu B 1970—80-e rr. O. Oiokpo (O. Ducrot).
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LLIEHHOM OUCKYPCY KOMMYHUCTUYECKOW napTuu,
agpecoBaHHOMY XpUCTMaHaM , KOHUenT npe-
KOHCTpyKTa OblST NepeocMbICNEH, a MHTepauc-
KypC nepevMeHOBaH B OUCKYPCUBHYIO namsimb
[Courtine 1981].

B cBolo odepedb HanpasneHue, Hayartoe
K. Owobya, passBuBanocb (B 0OCOBEHHOCTM B
nuHreucTudeckmnx naboparopusix PyaHa n CeH-
Kny npm yyactum M. Typube (M. Tournier),
A. Canem (A. Salem) n gpyrux aBTOpOB) MnoAa
BMMsiHNEM Bce Gonee u 6onee adpeKTUBHbIX
nporpaMm FEeKCUKO- U TEeKCTOMETPUYECKOro
aHanmsos.

C cepeavHbl 1970-x IT. pas3nuyHble JWUH-
rBUCTUYECKME TevyeHus 0ObeanHUNUCH BOKPYr
U3y4YeHNs CBA3M MexAay S3bIKOM U 0BLLECTBOM,
TOYHEE «KOMMYHUWKATMBHOIO MOBEAEHUS COLU-
anbHbIX rpynny», B pesynsrarte 4yero Bo ®paHuum
BO3HMK COOCTBEHHbI BapuvaHT COLMONUHIBU-
ctukm (cM., Hanpumep, [Marcelessi, Gardin
1980; Moirand 1988]), koTopas 4o cux nop 3a-
HUMaeT OOMMHUpYKOLME MO3UUUN B OUCKYP-
CVBHbIX MCCMeaoBaHUsIX.

Ecnn anckypcuBUCTbI  «MEPBON  BOJHbI»
Oblnn Yalle BCero NONMUTUYECKN aHraXMpoBaHbI
WU NpuaepXuBanucb neBbiX ugen (MHorne wm3
HUX COCTOSINMM B KOMMYHUCTUYECKOW MapTun),
YTO Hepegko OTpaxanocb Ha BblbpaHHOM AN
aHanusa TEKCTOBOM MaTepuane, T0 COBPEMEH-
Has dpaHuysckas wkona ALl 6asupyetca Ha
HOBbIX Kopnycax (Hanpumep, C MpuBNeYeHnem
coumanbHbIX CETEN), NCMONb3YeT HEAABHO MOS-
BMBLLMECS UMW MEPEOCMBbICIIEHHbIE «Krnaccuye-
ckue» koHuenTol ([Paveau 2012] n gp.), norpy-
)KEHHbIE B HOBble NMpeaMeTHble obnacTu uccne-
AOBaHusA (Hanpumep, AMCKYpC-aHanu3 3MOoLMK
[Cislaru 2012]) n cTpemswuecs OTBETUTb Ha
aKTyarnbHbIM «couuarnbeHbI 3anpocx». B cospe-
MEHHbIX MCCredoBaHMaX —paccMmaTpuBaloTCs
Takue «4yBCTBUTESNbHbIE» TEMbI, Kak 6€OHOCTb,
HEepaBEHCTBO, MUrPALMOHHBbIA KpU3NC U T. 4.
[Cislaru, Pugniére-Saavedra, Sitri 2009].

B HacToswee Bpemsa BHyTpM AL MOXHO
BblAENNTb YeTbipe OCHOBHLIX «MNOMNca NpuUTH-
XKEHUsA» UCCneaoBaTenbCKOro MHTepeca:

1) coumnanbHoe B3auMogencTame,

2) KOMMYHVKaTMBHbIE CUTYaLUN U OUCKYPCUB-
Hbl€ XaHpbl,

3) ycnoBus  «Npou3BOACTBA»  AUCKYpca W
NOE0NorM4ecKmMx NO3nLMN roBOPSILLNX,

4) TekcTOBas opraHmsauus W feKCUKO-rpam-
MaTu4eckne Mapkepbl BbiCKa3blBaHUSI.

B coBpemeHHOW paHLy3CKOM NMUHIBUCTUKE
chopmumpoBanacb He OTAeNbHaA AUCUMNNNUHA,
a «npobnemMHoe NPOCTPaHCTBOY» B paMkax pas-
NNYHBIX JIMHIBUCTUYECKUX HaMNpaBneHun u, Wun-

pe, ryMaHuTapHbix Hayk. CuuTaeTtcs, 4To Auc-
KypC CTaHOBMWTCS pearibHbiM OObEeKTOM MOo3Ha-
HWsi TOMbKO B TOM Crydae, ecnu OH «MNoaaep-
XUBaETCs» pPasnUyHbIMKU  AUCLUMNIIMHAMUK: CO-
LUVONUHIBUCTMKON, Teopuen aprymeHTauuu,
KOHBEpPCAaLWOHHbIM aHanu3om un T. 4. Bcé ato u
COCTaBNseT /IUH28UCMUKY OUCKypca, B KOTOPOWN
aHanua guckypca €BnseTca Nullb OAHUMM U3
MHCcTpymeHTOoB [Maingueneau 1995].

Mpn atom ALl Bo ®paHuum dopmmnpoBancs
npeumyLlecTBeHHO Ha 6ase kopnyca nonuTu-
yeckux TekctoB (cm. pabotbl J1. l'yacneH
[Guespin  1984], Tl1.Wapogo [Charaudeau
2002], A. MaHreHo [Mangeuneau 2010] n gp.).

B coBpeMeHHbIX ¢paHLy3CKkMx nccneposa-
HUAX MOMUTMYECKOro Auckypca OObIYHO UC-
Nonb3yTCHA Takne MeTobl, Kak:

® JIeKCMKOMETPUYECKMA aHanu3 — craTtu-
cTnyeckast obpaboTka KOpMyCHbIX AaHHbIX A1
onpegeneHns «CEMaHTUYECKUX BCEMEHHbIX» U
nOeonorM4yecknx B3rMsiA0B rOBOPSILLMX, BOBIE-
YEHHbIX B MOMUTUYECKYIO KOMMYHMKaLIMIO;

e aHanu3 npouecca u pesysbTaTta BbICKa-
3bIBaHUSI — UW3Y4YEeHWE pPEeYEBOro MOBeOEHUs
CYOBEKTOB MONIMTUYECKON XXMU3HWU BHYTPU U BHE
paMoK UX NOEeoNOorM4Yecknx yCTaHoBOK;

® apryMeHTaTUBHbLIN aHanu3 — BblIsSIBMIEHNE
MNOTrVKN pacCyXaeHun MONUTUKOB, OLeHKa 3d-
(PEKTMBHOCTU WX aprymMeHTOB, MPUMEHSEMbIX
C uenbio ybexageHus ayautopum n GOpMmUpo-
BaHMA obLlecTBeHHOro MHeHusi [Charaudeau
2014: 28-29].

Kpome TOro, cppaHuysckas Likona aHanusa
MONUTUYECKOTO OUCKYpCa 3a4acTylo y4nUTbIBaeT
OOCTWKEHUS KPUTUYECKOro AUCKYpC-aHanu3a,
pa3pabatbiBaemoro ¢ 1980-x rr. T. A. BaH [Hdei-
KOM W1 HarnpaBreHHOro npexae BCero Ha usyde-
HMe «crnocoboB 3noynoTpebneHns BRacTbio,
HepaBeHCTBA W [OOMUWHMPOBAHWS, KOTOpblE
peanusylTcsi, BOCMPOM3BOAATCS W CTankuBa-
I0TCA C conpoTuBNEHNeEM B bopMe Anckypca B
coumanbHOM U MOMIMTUYECKOM KOHTEKCTax»
[BaH Oewik 2013: 112].

B konnektmBHOM MoHorpadum «L’analyse
textuelle des idées, du discours et des
pratiques politiques»9 (2017) nop pepakunen
M.-M. OeHbo (P.-M. Daigneault) n &. lNetpu
(F. Pétry) nepeuncneHbl akTyanbHble NoaxoAsbl,
NPMMEHSAEMbIE K aHann3y TEKCTOBbIX AaHHbIX,
cobpaHHbIX B cdepe NONUTUYECKON KOMMYHMU-
kaumn. OHn MoryT GbITb ONUCaHbl B BUAE Crie-
OyoLwmx onnosnymn:

® KOHTEeHT-aHanu3 / QUCKypc-aHanus: ecnu
KOHTEHT-aHanM3 HarnpaBfeH Ha CUCTEMHOe,
«OOBEKTUBHOEY, «MATEMATUYECKOE» U3YyYEeHUe
Koprnyca U OCHOBHOE BHMMaHue B HEM OObIYHO

8 BbiGopky cocTaBun kopnyc TEKCTOB, AaTMpOoBaHHbIX Mexay 1936 1 1971 rr. u cBsi3aHHbIX C OyK8. «MONUTK-
Kom npoTsHyTon pyku» (la politique de la main tendue), koraa Lenbio KOMMYHUCTMYECKOW napTum ®paHunm 6ino

cbnuxeHue c counan-xpuctnaHamu.

°B rep. «TeKCTOBbIN aHanM3 NONUTUYECKUX aen, ANCKypca U NPakTUKy.
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yaensieTca «sIBHOMY» COOEpXaHuio TeKcTa B
BUAE KOHKPETHBIX CIIOB, TEM M aprymMeHTOB, TO
AVCKYpC-aHanm3 OpMeHTUPOBaH Ha MMMNIULUT-
HYI0 nHdOpMaLMIO, ero Liefb — BbIABUTb CKPbI-
TOe U3MepeHne guckypca, nccriegysa ero CTpyk-
Typy (CMHTaKcuc), rpammaTtmyeckue napamet-
pbl, Urypbl peun 1 T. 4., y4uTbiBast Npu 3TOM
COLManbHO-UCTOPUYECKUA KOHTEKCT U CCbIMKM
Ha Apyrme ANCKypCbl (MHTEPTEKCTYanbHOCTb);

e py4yHoM /| aBTOMATU3UPOBAHHbLIN aHaNu3:
B MepBOM Criyyae uccrnegoBaTenu camu pas-
MEe4YaloT BPYYHYIO aHanuM3upylT TeKCTOBble
AaHHble, BO BTOPOM — 60nblUas yacTb aHanu-
TUYECKON paboTbl BbIMNOTHAETCA KOMMbIOTEP-
HbIMW NporpamMmmamu;

e NeoyKTUBHasA /| MHOYKTUBHas Noruka mc-
cnepoBaHUsA: OeOYKTVBHBIA METOA MbILLMEHUS
HanpasneH OT 0O6Lero K YacTHOMY, Npu Takou
norvke peanusyetcsa nepexon oT abCcTpakTHOM
Hay4HOW TeopuM K YacTHbIM MONOXKEHUAM
(dbakTam) 4yepesa opmynMpoBaHWE rUMOTES,
NOATBEPXAAEMbIX UMW ONpoOBEpraemMbIX B pe-
3ynbTaTe HabnogeHwun. MNMpu MHOYKTUBHOW fO-
rmke, HaobopoT, obLwue ymosaknoyeHus dop-
MUPYIOTCA Ha ©0as3e 4acTHbIXx HabnwaeHWn,
NPOUCXOAMT Nepexo OT KOHKPETHbIX OaHHbIX K
noctpoenmnio Teopun'® [L’analyse textuelle des
idées, du discours et des pratiques politiques
2017: 3-6].

WTtak, npeactaBum TeMaTUYECKyo Nanutpy
aKTyarnbHbIX Hay4YHbIX paboT Nno aHanu3y nonu-
TWYECKOTO OWCKYPCa, BbINOJIHEHHBIX Ha (opaH-
Lly3CKOM si3bKe.

1.MonuTnyeckas puUTOpUKA W3y4aeT MHCT-
pyMEHTanNU3aLumio s3blka Yepes UCMosb30BaHne
pasnu4YHbIX TUMOB aprymMeHToB C uenbtko ¢op-
MUPOBaHWSA 0BLLIECTBEHHOIO MHEHUSA U addhek-
TMBHOTO BMIUSIHWSI HA CO3HAHWE N 3MOLMOHAlb-
Hoe cocTosHue ayguTopum [Amossy, Koren
2010; Danblon 2006; Gauthier 1995; Lamizet
2011; Salavastru 2005].

2.Teopus 1 MeTOAUKa aHanuv3a nNonuTu4e-
CKOro guckypca — npu pacCMOTPEHUU UCTO-
puyeckoro gyHOameHTa, 9BOMOLMU  TEOPUM
NONMMTUYECKOro ANCKYypca U OnpeaeneHum TeH-
AEHUUIA ero pasBuUTUS CUCTEMATUYECKM OMUCHI-
BaeTcsi 00beKT nccrnenoBaHus, 6asoBble KOH-
LenTbl U OCHOBHblE HanpaBrieHUst ero uccneno-
BaHna [Dubois 1978; Charaudeau 2014;
Courtine 1981; Le Bart 1998; Krieg-Planque
2012].

3.UccnepoBaHue o6LecTBEHHO-NONUTHNYe-
CKOW NEeKCUKU: Tak, B CTaBLUMX KNACCU4ECKNMU
pabotamn [1. Manbgngbe aHanusupyet, C Mo-
MOLLIbIO KaKMX MMEHHO CIOB BOWHA 3a He3aBu-
cnmocTb Amxkupa 1954-1962 rr. Gbina npea-
CTaBreHa B 6 MapuXCKNX eXeOHEBHbIX rasetax
[Maldidier 1969]; TI1. diopaH kpuTnyeckn pac-

cmaTtpuBaeT «HoBble crioBa Bnactuy (130 vac-
TOTHbIX FIEKCEM W BbIPaXEHWIN), UCMONb3ysi KO-
TOopble NpeAcTaBUTENW MONMUTUYECKOW, Meani-
HOW WMNN (PUHAHCOBOW 3MnUTbI «MPOHUKAKT B
nybrnMyHoe NpOCTPaHCTBO C LEMb camorneru-
TUMaLUUN 1 HaBA3bIBaHUSA KOHKPETHOW maeoro-
rmm» [Durand 2007: 9]; K. lobaH nepeuucnsier
OCHOBHbIE XapaKTepUCTUKN COBPEMEHHOIO €B-
pONEenCcKoro MONMUTUYECKOro AUCKYpca, B 4Yncne
KoTopbix (1) yHMdMKaLmsa Bokabynsipa BHe 3aBU-
CMMOCTM OT MONUTUYECKOWN NO3ULMK, NAEONOrnn
Unn naptmm oparopa, (2) reremoHusi Heornumbe-
panbHOWM NEKCUKN 1 (3) BbICOKMI NPOLEHT yroT-
pebrneHnst Hay4yHO-TEXHUYECKOW TEePMWHOMNOrum
(MoNMTKK BLICTYNAET KaK «3KCNepT» MpakTuye-
cku no ntobomy Bonpocy) [Gobin 2011].
4.AHanu3 nponaraHgbl U MaHUNYNALUUA
obuwecTBeHHbLIM MHeHueMm. [IponazaHda, no-
numuyeckasi KOMMYyHUKauusi  MaHunyasayuss —
MOHATMSA, cryXawue Ans Toro, 4YTobbl onuChl-
BaTb OUCKYPCUBHOE MPOCTPaHCTBO, B KOTOPOM
npodeccuoHanbHble MOMUTUKU C  MOMOLLbIO
mMaccMmegua nbiTaloTcs B 4eM-nmbo ybeauTb
rpaxkgaH, HaBs3biBasi UM TE€ UNWU WHbIE UAOEW.
Mpn MaHUNyNATUBHOM BO3OEWCTBUW MOSIBISET-
Csl BO3MOXHOCTb WMMMMAMUUTHO, Yepe3 amouuu,
BMUSTb Ha B3rMa4bl U OencTeua m3buparenen,
ucnonb3ysa noxe n gesnHdopmauumio [Ollivier-
Yaniv 2010]. Bo cbpaHuy3Cknx uccrnegoBaHusix,
MOCBALWEHHbIX Pa3HbIM TuUNaMm B3avMOAENCT-
BWS1, C OOHOW CTOPOHBbI, MponaraHgbl U MaHuny-
NAUUK WU, C OPYro CTOPOHbI, KOMMYHMKaLWUW,
MOXHO BbIAENUTb TP OCHOBHbIX acnekTa:

® 3T B3aVMOLENCTBMS UHTEPMNPETUMPYHOTCS
KaK coCTaBHas 4yacTb MOMUTUYECKON KOM-
MYHUKauum B nobon cTpaHe, BHe 3aBUCU-
MOCTW OT Tuna OEeWCTBYIOLLEro nonuMtuye-
ckoro pexuma [Olivesi 2002];

e MponaraHga  cyuTaeTcs  CBOMCTBEHHOM
TOMbKO TOTanuWTapHbIM rocygapcream, a B
OEeMOKpaTU4eCknx OoHa 3ameHsieTcs cobCT-
BEHHO MOMMTUYECKOW KOMMYHUKauumen (He
MMEKLLEeNn MenopaTMBHOM  KOHHOTaUUW)
[Gerstlé 2008];

® ronuTMyeckasl KOMMYHUKaLMsA B LENOM BU-
ONTCA Kak OOHOBMEHHas dopma MaHuny-
nauum [Breton 2009].

5.KornntnBHaa wmetacdhopuka. Hanpumep,

[. Bapbe aHanu3upyeT npocmpaHcmeeHHble
memadgpopsbi B kHure B. W. JleHnHa «YT0 ge-
nate? Haboneslwune BONPOCHI HAaLIEro OBWKe-
Hus» (1902): B peBONIOLMOHHON KapTMHE Mupa
MONOXUTENBHYIO OLEHKY BbIPaXakT IeKCeMbl
sreped, 88epx, 8UWUPb, a HEraTUBHbINA XapakTep
TPaHCNUPYIOT NeKceMbl Ha3ad, 8HU3, Cyxaemcs
[Barbet 2002].

. XmeneBckasi uM3y4aeT crnopmueHble
mMemaghopbl B COBETCKOM N POCCUIACKOWN npec-

10 3ameTiM, YTO HW OOHO UCCIIENOBaHNE HE MOXET 6a3NPOBATLCS UCKIIOUMTENBHO HA O[HOM W3 TUMOB PACCy-
[EHWIA: B KaXKOOM €CTb 3IeMeHTbI U AedyKUWW, Y MHOYKLUMW; pedb UOeT ckopee O NpeobrnagaHun O4HOTO M3 HIX.
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ce n obpallaeT BHUMaHWE Ha To, 4YTo B 1960—
1980-e IT. 6bina pacnpocTpaHeHa Metadopuye-
ckasi Mofernb «CropT — 3TO BOWHa», KoTopas B
1990-2000-€e rT. 3aMeHMNacb Ha «BOWMHA — 3TO
CMnopT»; MONMUTUYECKNA NMPOLIECC CBOEW Henpen-
CKa3yeMOCTbI0 CTarn HanoMuHatb ¢hymboribHbIU
Mam4, BO BpeMS KOTOPOro Hepeako BO3HUKaKT
COMHEHWS B ripasusiax uepbl U Ka4ecTBe KoMaHo-
Hou paboTtbl [Khmelevskaia 2007].

K. ToTbe NuWET 0 TOM, YTO NONUTHKa B Lie-
fIOM 1 NonuTUYecKasl KOMMYHMKaUUsl B YacTHO-
CTM paccmaTtpuBaloTcs Kak obpasHas dopma
CpaxeHusi, 1 80eHHbIe Memagopbl ANA HUX
ABMSAIOTCA MMMaHEHTHbIMW, YHUBEpPCanbHbIMW,
BHE 3aBMCUMOCTM OT HaLMOHanbHOro AMcKypca
TOM CTpaHbl, B KOTOPOW OHU (PYHKLUVNOHUPYIOT
[Gauthier 1994].

6.0UCKypCUBHbIe CTpaTerun: apaymeH-
mamueHble cmpameauu C nogTunamu, ob6-
paLleHHbIMU K 3TOCY (HPaBCTBEHHbIM YCTAHOB-
kam), norocy (pasymy) unu nadocy (4yBcTBam)
ayauntopun [Bourse 2020], cmpameauu camo-
npeseHmMayuu C LENbI0 CaMOYTBEPXKOEHUS B
rmasax MofMTUYECKNX COMEPHWUKOB WM MOTEHLM-
anbHbIx n3dupartenen [Micheli 2007], cmpame-
2uu necumumayuu esacmu (4epe3 OeMOHCT-
pauuio NPUBEPXKEHHOCTU K OEeMOKpaTMYECKUM
LEHHOCTAM, K rOoCy4apCTBEHHbIM WHCTUTYTaM,
«bnmsocTu» K Hapoay) [Amossy 2022] u T. 4.

7.UccnepoBaHunA 3apy6exHoro nonutuye-

CKOro AMCKypca: HanpvMmep, NopTyranbCKoro
[Monte 2013], naTuHOamepuKaHckoro [Sa-
mouth, Serrano 2015], asmartckoro [Faure

2001], apabckoro [Al Karjousli 2005], BoCTO4HO-
eBponenckoro [Siwek 1995], poccvu7|0l<oro11
[Kossov 2018; Labbé 1977; Leroy 2006;
Sakhno 1999; Sériot 1986; Teneur 1980], He-
meukoro [Wotjak 1984; Kaufmann 1993], cese-
poamepukaHckoro [Benoit a la Guillaume 2018;
La Corte 2017]wn T. o.

UTak, HoBble MOHATUA: énonciation (Npo-
Llecc BbICKa3blBaHUs), énonceé (BblCKasblBaHWe-
pesynbTar), corpus de textes (MMeHHO kopnyc
TEeKCTOB, a He oTAenbHbiX bpa3 / npeanoxe-
HWK), contextes, conditions de production, T. e.
YyCNnoBMWS, B KOTOpbIX OblnnM npov3BeneHbl Bbl-
CckasblBaHusA (nosgHee, Hanpumep, y [1. lWa-
pogo [Charaudeau, 2006], 4yawe BcTpedaeTcs
TEPMMHONOrMYECKIA aHanor situation de com-
munication — KOMMYHWKaTUBHas cuTyauums), —
MapKMpoBanu HoByl obnacte ¢paHLy3CKMX
MNVHTBUCTMYECKUX WCCRedoBaHWA B pamKax
AVCKYpCa Unn OUCKYPCOB, akTyarnbHbIX AMs CO-
uuymMa 1 nokasblBaloLMX, KakKne MMEHHO Monu-
TUYECKMEe naeun n LeHHOCTN OOMUHUPYIOT B KOH-
KPETHbIN MUCTOpMYECKUA MOMeHT. HasBaHHble
KOHUENuUMM OTKPbINM NyTb K HOBbIM MeTodam
M3y4YeHUs] peyn MONUTUKOB U (POpM KOMMYHU-
Kauuu rocygapcTea v obLecTsa.
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