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Armaments Discourse as a Separate Type of Discourse

ABSTRACT. The article presents the conclusions of studies of armaments discourse, which allow distinguishing it as a
special type of professional discourse. The military-industrial complex is a social institution, the importance of which for
society is determined by its main goal — ensuring national security. The professional group of armorers has been function-
ing in the Udmurt Republic for more than two hundred years, since the very foundation of 1zhevsk armaments factory, which
makes it relevant to study the professional speech of armorers in this region. The present article is aimed at distinguishing
armaments discourse as a separate type of professional discourse of armorers. The article defines the constitutive features of
armaments discourse (aims, prototypical places, participants, values, genres, strategies, topics, precedent texts, discourse
formulae) on the basis of the sociolinguistic approach developed by V. I. Karasik. The research has been carried out within
the framework of the cognitive-discursive approach, taking into account extralinguistic factors, which determined the peculi-
arities of this type of discourse. The study has conducted a comparative analysis of the constitutive features of armaments
discourse with those of the related types of discourse (military, scientific, and engineering). The research has revealed that
armaments discourse is a hybrid form of discourse and overlaps military, engineering, and scientific types of discourse.
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OpyxeifHblil TUCKYPC KaK OTAeJbHBIN BHI JUCKYpCa

AHHOTANMS. B Hacmosweti cmamve npedcmasiehvl 6bl800bl UCCAEO08AHUL OPYICEUHO20 OUCKYPCA, NO360TAIOUUE
8bLOEUNIL €20 8 0COObIL 8UO NPOPECCUOHANBHO2O QUCKYpCca — opydicelinbiil. OOOPOHHO-NPOMBIUICHHBII KOMNLEKC AGISAC-
€51 00WeCMBEHHBIM UHCTNUMYMOM, 3HAYUMOCHb KOMOPO2O OISl COYUYMA Onpeodesiemcst e2o 0CHOBHOI 3adauell — obecneye-
HUeM HayuoHanvbhou 6ezonacthocmu 2ocydapemea. Co epemen ocrnoganusi Hoicesckozo opyoicelino2o 3a800a 6 Yomypmckoi
Pecnybnuxe yorce 6onee 08yx cmonemuti QyHKYUOHUPYEM RPOGECCUOHANbHAS 2PYRNA OPYIICEUHUKO8, YUMo 00YCI0GIUBAC
AKMYAILHOCMb U3YYEHUsl RPOYeCcCUOHANLHOU pedl OaHHOI CYOKYAbMYpbL 6 pecuone. Llenvio nacmosiyel cmamou s615emcs
gblOeIeHUe QUCKYPCA OPYICEUHUKO8 8 OMOeIbHbII 6U0 NPOPecCUOHaIbHO20 Juckypea. Ha ocnoge coyuonruneeucmuyecko2o
nooxooa B. U. Kapacuxa namu 6vliu onpeoenenvt KOHCMUMYmueHsle NPUHAKU OPYICEUH020 OUCKYPCa (Yeau, npomomun-
Hble Mecma, Y4acCmHUKY, YeHHOCMU, JCAHPbL, CIPAme2uu, meMamuxd, npeyedeHmusle mekcmol, OUCKYPCUBHbIe (opMYIibl).
Hccneoosanue npoeoounoce 6 pamkax KOSHUMUBHO-OUCKYPCUBHOU NApAousMbl, YYUMbIBAIUCH IKCMPATUHSEUCMUYECKUE
gaxmopwl, obycrosusuiue cneyuduxy 0anno2o euda ouckypca. Taxoice ObLl RPOBEOEH CPAGHUMENbHBIL AHAAU3 KOHCIUNLY-
MUBHBIX NPUSHAKOE OPYICEIUHO20 8UAA OUCKYPCA CO CMEICHBIMU eMY UOAMU OUCKYPCA (BOCHHBIM, HAYYHBIM, UHICECHEPHbIM).
Hccnedosanue nokazano, ymo opysicelinblii OUCKYPC HAXOOUMCS HA NePeceseHtt 0CHHO20, UHICEHEPHO20, HAYUHO20 MUNO8
duckypca, m. e. OMHOCUMCSA K 2UOPUOHOMY hopmamy OUCKypca.

KJIIOYEBBIE CJIOBA: opyowcetinbiii  OUCKYPC, UHCMUMYYUOHATbHBIL — OUCKYPC,  OPYJHCElHUKY, 0OOPOHHO-
NPOMBIULTEHHBI KOMILEKC, COYUATIbHbIE UHCIUMYMbL, KOHCIUMYMUGHbIE NPUSHAKU OUCKYPCA, UOPUOHBLI OUCKYDC.
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In the present article communicative activi- well as peculiarities and social significance of
ties in the sphere of communication related to the studied sphere of communication.
weapons production are identified as a sepa- The study of society in institutional aspect is
rate category — gunsmiths’ discourse. To dis- connected with the main category of sociology —
tinguish a new type of institutional discourse it's social institution. In linguistics within the frame-
necessary to identify its constitutive features, as work of the cognitive-discursive paradigm the
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social institution is considered as a frame,
whose structure includes people with their
characteristics and behaviour patterns, typical
facilities, mythologemes and texts [Kapacwuk
2002: 294].

Despite the existence of the term military-
industrial complex, scholars (A. S. Sorokin,
Ye. M. Astakhov, R. V. Borisov, Ye. M. Gunkin,
M. Yu. Mazur et al.) consider it preferable to
use the term defence industrial complex, which
emphasizes the defensive nature of the military
policy.

Defence industry complex is a social institu-
tion, whose importance for society is deter-
mined by its main goal — ensuring national se-
curity. The studied sphere of communication is
considered important for society, which deter-
mines the need to research it from a linguistic
point of view.

Functioning of social institutions is not pos-
sible without language, therefore discourse
plays a major role “in shaping reality, creating
patterns of understanding, which people then
apply in social practices” [Mayr 2008: 5]. There
exist a number of approaches to understanding
institutional discourse. In his institutional theory
of discourse M. Foucault applies the term dis-
cursive formation, whose elements (objects of
discourse, utterances, topics, notions) are sub-
ject to certain rules of shaping [Foucault 1969:
53]. Thus, according to Foucault, social institu-
tions firmly control the process of discourse
production by developing certain norms and
rules of its production and realization. In the
sociology of P. Bourdieu the limiting function is
performed by habitus, i.e. a certain system of
dispositions, producing individual and collective
practices, allowing to generate thoughts, ac-
tions, perceptions within the limits determined
by socio-historical conditions of creating this
habitus [Bourdieu 1980: 88—92].

According to the sociolinguistic approach
discourse is communication between people
considered from the standpoint of the social
group they belong to or with regard to speech-
behavioural situation, e.g. institutional discourse
[Kapacuk 2002: 194].

In the present article we justify distinguishing
of gunsmiths’ discourse as a separate type of dis-
course on the basis of a model by V. I. Karasik.
This model allows to distinguish a new type of
discourse taking into consideration the following
constitutive features: status-role characteristics
of participants of communication, chronotope,
aim of communication, values, strategies, topic,
genres, precedent texts, discourse formulae
[Kapacuk 2002: 195, 209].

Space and time are regarded as closely in-
terconnected social constructs possessing spe-
cific features depending on the society they are
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constructed in; there are different co-existing
space-times in any social institution and, con-
sequently, in social practices and texts
[Fairclough 2003: 151]. The traditions of metal
processing had been formed by the Udmurts long
before Izhevsk plants were founded [LUymunos
1987: 25]. According to Ye. F. Shumilov, the an-
cient Udmurts mastered the technique of metal
processing, artistic embellishment of assault and
hunting weapons, made striking and cutting ob-
jects of high quality [LLlymunos 1987; 25—27].

The prototype places of the proper gun-
smiths’ discourse are manufacturing facilities,
research institutes, testing grounds. Within the
framework of subgenres the prototype places
are different: museums of military equipment
and weapons, media chronotopes, etc.

The participants of gunsmiths’ discourse
are gun designers, workers of weapons facto-
ries and other specialists of defence industrial
complex, members of law enforcement agen-
cies and military departments. In the Russian
language there exist different words denoting
representatives of the studied professional
group: opy)xelHUK, OpyXelHbili Macmep, KOH-
CMPYKMOP OPYXUsi, KOHCMPYKMOP-0pYyKelHUK,
etc. Depending on the contextual conditions of
functioning of lexemes the following groups of
words can be identified:

1. lexemes reflecting narrow specialization
of a gunsmith (J7okHUK, cmM8oNbWUK, PY)XEUHUK,
etc.);

2. lexemes determining the place of the
profession in the hierarchy of positions and mili-
tary ranks (4YepmexHuk, KOHCmMpyKmop, arnae-
HbIll KOHCMPYKMOpP, Ha4asibHuKk omaoena, UH-
JKeHep-maliop, UHXeHep-kanumad, UHXeHep-
MO/IKOBHUK, €etc.).

Gunsmiths’ discourse proper is realized
within the framework of the status-role relations
“gunsmith-professional gunsmith-profes-
sional”, “gunsmith-professional — gunsmith-
semiprofessional”, “gunsmith-semiprofessional —
gunsmith-semiprofessional”. Gunsmiths’ dis-
course functioning in media space is addressed
to a broad audience. In this case participants of
the discourse are a gunsmith-professional and a
nonprofessional. The role of a nonprofessional
can be performed by an addressee (an interview-
er) or an addressee-viewer (a broad audience).

The topic of gunsmiths’ discourse is pri-
marily connected with the construction of
weapons and ammunition, as well as the history
of guns and military equipment.

Gunsmiths’ discourse is aimed at solving
problems connected with development, testing,
production of weapons.

According to the Decree of the Ministry of
Education and Science of the Russian Federa-
tion of September 12, 2016 No. 1180, gradu-
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ates of the major specialization “Small arms
and cannon weapons, artillery and missiles” are
able to successfully perform scientific-research,
engineering, production and technological, organ-
izational, management and testing activities. In
this respect strategies of gunsmiths’ discourse
coincide with the ones of the engineering dis-
course and include project, explanatory, analyti-
cal, assessment, supervisory strategies, etc.

The study revealed the field structure of the
discourse of gunsmiths. In genres of the official-
business and scientific subdiscourses a gun-
smith acts as a representative of a social group,
which allows to categorize them as main genres
of the studied discourse. The speech genres of
the official-business subdiscourse include busi-
ness letters, orders, memoranda, production
meetings, etc., whereas the scientific subdis-
course comprises such substyles, as proper
scientific substyle (theses, scientific articles,
scientific reports, dissertations), industrial engi-
neering substyle (patent specifications, tech-
nical specifications, operating manuals, tech-
nical requirements, factory test reports), scien-
tific-educational substyle (manuals on fire-arms,
handbooks, guides, lectures), popular science
substyle (popular science articles). Linguistic
analysis of mass media texts suggests that it's
in media genres that individual peculiarities of a
gunsmith’s personality are mostly manifested.
Hence, mass media genres, including a news-
paper article, a radio program and a documen-
tary, are suggested to be classified as periph-
eral ones [XanunynnuHa 2022a: 173—177].

The precedent texts of institutional gun-
smiths’ discourse are tactical and technical re-
quirements. The precedent texts of personal
gunsmiths’ discourse are phraseologisms, pro-
verbial phrases, quotations, etc. [XanuynnuHa
20226: 173—177; XannynnuHa 2023: 822]

Due to the processes of globalization and
mediatization affecting different spheres of hu-
man life, the boundaries between social prac-
tices are blurring, which results in hybridization
of institutional discourse [Mypawiosa 2022: 60].
A hybrid discourse format combines features
and properties of discourse of different social
institutions, and yet is a qualitatively new for-
mation differing from the types of discourse it
has originated from [Tam xe].

We consider gunsmiths’ discourse as a hybrid
format discourse, since it overlaps with military,
engineering and scientific types of discourse.

A. V. Ulanov defines institutional military dis-
course as a special type of speech organization of
the worldview of military people, which represents
the reflection of the structural features of the army
as a social institution and is distinguished by the
specific targeted military communication, socially
oriented character of communication, specific
chronotope [YnaHos 2014: 19].

The terms engineering discourse and tech-
nical discourse are not synonymous, since en-
gineers use scientific knowledge to create tech-
nical systems [YnbaHoBa 2018: 18]. Engineering
discourse is characterized by its polycode, pre-
dictable, metaphorical nature, engineering quasi-
reality, rigid architectonics of all engineering texts,
semantic unambiguity, the hermeneutic circle
principle, etc. [YnbaHosa 2018: 19—20].

Scientific discourse is distinguished by the
following main features: 1) scientific issues, the
study of the surrounding world; 2) equal status
of the participants; 3) creative dialogue as a
method of discourse realization (both in oral
and written variants) [Tepnak 2017: 66].

Comparative characteristics of constitutive
features of gunsmiths’ discourse with military,
engineering and scientific types of discourse is
presented in Table 1.

Table 1
Component Military discourse Engineering Scientific discourse Gunsmiths’
discourse discourse
Participants Members of law en- | Engineers- Research scien- | Gun designers, work-
forcement agencies | professionals, sem- | tists/scholars, aca- | ers of weapons facto-

and military depart-
ments.

iprofessionals and
nonprofessionals
with different edu-

demic experts, scien-
tists-teachers, scien-
tists-popularizers.

ries, members of law
enforcement agencies
and military depart-

cational qualifica- ments et al.
tion.

Prototype Open and closed | Manufacturing fa- | Conference rooms, | Manufacturing facilities,
places meetings of military | cilities, research | laboratories, scien- | research institutes,
departments, military | laboratories, uni- | tist's/scholar's studies, | testing grounds, muse-
units, military bases, | versities, institutes, | libraries, etc. ums of military equip-
army groups, etc. etc. ment and weapons,
media chronotopes, etc.
Aims Implementation  of | Solving problems | Translation of new | Solving problems con-
the assigned task | requiring  experi- | knowledge of a new | nected with develop-
(military actions, | ence with engi- | object or phenomenon | ment, testing, produc-

defeating the enemy
army).

neering systems.

in a verbal form.

tion of weapons.
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Component Military discourse Engineering Scientific discourse Gunsmiths’
discourse discourse

Values Values appeal to | Values depend on | Values are centered in | Values are centered in
qualities necessary | the key concepts of | the key concepts: veri- | the key concepts: de-
for warfare: disci- | the particular engi- | ty, knowledge, re- | fence, labour, Mother-
pline, subordination, | neering field. search. land.
courage, honouir,
observance of mili-
tary traditions, etc.

Strategies Strategy of presenta- | Project, explanato- | Performance, exami- | Project, explanatory,
tion. ry, analytical, as- | nation, implementation | analytical, assess-
sessment, supervi- | in practice. ment, supervisory

sory strategies, etc. strategies, etc.

Topic Military conflict, prin- | Topic depends on | A wide range of issues | The construction of
ciples and tactics of | the particular engi- | (e.g. distinguishing | weapons and ammuni-
warfare, subordina- | neering field. natural science and | tion, the history of
tion. humanities). guns and military

equipment, etc.

Genres Orders, instructions, | Instructions, tech- | Dissertations, Theses, business let-
directives, nical specifications, | monographs, theses, | ters, scientific articles,
recommendations, applications, busi- | scientific articles, | scientific reports,
etc. ness letters, etc. abstracts, etc. technical specifica-

tions, operating manu-
als, technical require-
ments, factory test
reports, manuals on
fire-arms, guides, lec-
tures, etc.

Precedent texts | Statutory documents | Representation, Works of the classics | Tactical and technical
and documents | computation, in- | of science, titles of | requirements.
regulating military | struction. monographs and arti-
service. cles, quotations, etc.

Discourse Clichés, statutory | Discourse formulae | Discourse formulae | Discourse formulae
formulae formulae, are specified in | are specified in cli- | are specified in cli-
conventional clichés. chés. chés.
commands, etc.

The study has revealed a significant over-
lap in such criteria as participants, prototype
places and genres. Thus, gusnmiths’ discourse
overlaps, but does not coincide with military,
engineering and scientific types of discourse,
which allows to attribute it to a hybrid format.

Gunsmiths’ discourse is a separate type of
institutional and personal discourse, comprising
speech and written practices of a gunsmith. The
peculiarities of this type of discourse are condi-
tioned by the sphere of usage and the specifics
of the historic development of Izhevsk as a city
of gunsmiths.

BUBJINOTPA®UYECKHA CIIMCOK

1. Kapacuk, B. W. SI361k0BO#1 KpyT: IMYHOCTB, KOHIIENTHI, JIHC-
kypc / B. U. Kapacuk. — Bonrorpan : Ilepemena, 2002. —
477 c. — TeKcT : HemOCPEICTBEHHBIN.

2. Mypamosa, E. I1. MHeMoHHYecKHii MOTEHIIMAT THOPH]I-
HOTO AUCKypca (Ha MaTepHale aHIJIOS3BIYHBIX MOIHTUIECKUX
menuarekctoB) / E. I1. MypamoBa. — Tekct : Hemocpenct-
BeHHbIH // Ilonutmueckas nuHreuctuka. — 2022, — Ne 4
(94). — C. 59-69.

3. Tepmak, M. A. KoMmapaTUBHbIH HOIXOM K H3YYEHHIO HAYIHO-
TEXHHYECKOTO JIMCKYypca (Ha OCHOBE OpraHM3allMH Hay4HO-TEXHH-
YECKOM CTaThU Ha PYCCKOM M aHriMiickoM s3bikax) / M. A. Tep-
nak. — Tekct : anexTpoHHbIi // BectHuk CaMapcKoro yHUBEpCH-
tera. Micropus, nenaroruka, dunonorns. — 2017. — T. 23. —
Ne 3. — C. 66-70. — URL: https://cyberleninka.ru/atricle/n/kom
parativnyy-podhod-k-izucheniyu-nauchno-tehnicheskogo-diskursa-n

287

a-osnove-organizatsii-nauchno-tehnicheskoy-stati-na-russkom-i - (ma-
Ta obpareHust: 22.04.2024).

4. Ynanos, A. B. Pycckuit Boennslii auckype XIX — navana
XX Beka: cTpyKTypa, crierudrka, 3BONIONHs : aBToped. JuC. ...
n-pa ¢uron. Hayk / A. B. VianoB. — Omck, 2014. — 40 c. —
TexcT : HemocpeACTBEHHBIH.

5. YmpsnoBa, V. A. Peammsanus kateropuu CBA3HOCTH B HH-
JKEHepHOM JICKypce (Ha Matepuaie tekcro Missing Manual) :
IHC. ... KaH#. Gumon. Hayk / YibsaoBa Y. A. — Tomck, 2018. —
197 c. — TeKCT : HEMOCPEACTBEHHBII.

6. Xammymmnaa, J[. A. JKanpoBas opraHuzanusi opyeifHOro
muckypea / JI. A. Xamuymmuna. — Tekcr : anextponusiii / Ctpa-
TETUH MEXKYIIBTYPHOTO B3aHMOJIEHCTBHS B KOHTEKCTE MHPOBOTO
00pa3oBaTENBHOTO TPOCTPAHCTBA: OMBIT M TEPCIEKTHBBI | MaTe-
puansl IX MexayHap. Hayy.-nipakT. KoH®. (MkeBck, 28 HOAOps
2022 r1.). — VkeBck : YAMYpPTCKHI TOCYIapCTBEHHBIH YHUBEp-
curer, 2022a. — C. 173-177. — URL: https://elibrary.ru/item.
asp?id=49960663 (nata obpauenus: 27.04.2024).

7. XamaynmiHa, JI. A. KoMMyHIKaTHBHBIE CTpaTeTUH M TAKTUKH
opyxeitHoro muckypca Ymmyprckod Pecnyommxu / JI. A. Xa-
maymHa. — TeKeT : 3meKTpoHHbIH // BecTHHK Y amypTckoro
yHuBepcutera. Mcropus u ¢uionorms. — 2023. — T. 33. —
Ne 4, — C. 819-825. — URL.: https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=543
66842 (nara ooparenus: 04.05.2024).

8. XammymmHa, [[. A. ®paseonornueckue eqUHULBI KaK Cpel-
cTBO (popMHpOBaHMS Mejquaobpasza OpyXeHHHKa Y IMYypPTCKOH
Pecniyomuku / [I. A. XamuymnuHa. — TeKCT : 3J€KTpOHHBIH //
Menumao0pa3 pernosa B COBpEMEHHOH MacCOBOH KOMMYHHKALN. —
Bornorzia : Bonorozckwuii rocynapcTBeHHbIi yHHBepenTet, 20226. —
C. 120-124. — URL: https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=50419295
(nara obpamenus: 03.05.2024).

9. Xomyrosa, T. H. BoeHHO-TIONMIMTHYECKHI TUCKYPC KaK 0CO-
Osb1it Tun quckypea / T. H. Xomyrosa, K. A. HaymoBa. — Tekcr :




XanuynnuHa [. A. NMonntuyeckasa NIMHrBUCTUKA

.2024. Ne 4 (106). C. 284-288

onextponusli // Becraux IOVYpI'Y. Cepus: Jlunrsmctuxa. —
2017. — T. 14. — Ne 3. — C. 49-53. — URL: https://cyberlenin
ka.ru/article/n/voenno-politicheskiy-diskurs-kak-osobyy-tip-diskur
sa (mata obpamenus: 24.05.2024).

10. IHamok, JI. A. XapakTrepHble 0COOCHHOCTH BOCHHOIO JHC-
Kypca (Ha Marepuaie pabOT OTEUECTBEHHBIX JIMHIBHCTOB) /
JI. A. llamok. — Texet : anexTponHbIH // [lomutuueckas auH-
reuctuka. — 2018. — Ne 6. — C. 116-119. — URL: https:/icy
berleninka.ru/article/n/harakternye-osobennosti-voennogo-diskursa-
na-materiale-rabot-otechestvennyh-lingvistov  (mara o6pamenus:
05.05.2024).

11. Ilymunos, E. ®. VckyccTBO IKEBCKHX OPYXKEHHHKOB /
E. ®. lllymunos. — MxeBck : Yamyprtus, 1987. — 172 ¢. —
TekcT : HenocpeCTBEHHBIMN.

12. Bourdieu, P. Le sens pratique / P. Bourdieu. — Paris,
1980. — 475 p. — Text : unmediated.

13. Fairclough, N. Analysing discourse: textual analysis for so-
cial research / N. Fairclough. — London ; New York : [s.n],
2003. — 270 p. — Text : unmediated.

14. Foucault, M. L’archéologie du savoir / M. Foucault. —
Paris : [s.n.], 1969. — 275 p. — Text : unmediated.

15. Mayr, A. Language and power. An introduction to institu-

tional discourse / A. Mayr. — London ; New York : [s.n.],
2008. — 204 p. — Text : unmediated.
REFERENCES

1. Karasik, V.I. (2002). Yazykovoj krug: lichnost’, koncepty,
diskurs [Language circle: personality, concepts, discourse]. Vol-
gograd: Peremena, 477 p. (In Russ.)

2. Murashova, E.P. (2022). Mnemonicheskij potencial gibrid-
nogo diskursa (na materiale angloyazychnyh politicheskih media-
tekstov) [The mnemonic potential of hybrid discourse: analysis of
English-language political media texts]. Politicheskaya lingvis-
tika, 4(94), 59-69 (In Russ.)

3. Terpak, M.A. (2017). Komparativnyj podhod k izucheniyu
nauchno-tekhnicheskogo diskursa (na osnove organizacii hauch-
no-tekhnicheskoj stat’i na russkom i anglijskom yazykah) [Com-
parative approach to the study of scientific and technological
discourse (on the basis Russian and English scientific-technical
articles composition)]. Vestnik Samarskogo universiteta. Istoriya,
pedagogika, pholologiya, 23(lss. 3), 6670 (In Russ.)

4. Ulanov, AV. (2014). Russkij voennyj diskurs XIX —
nachala XX veka: struktura, specifika, evolyuciya [Russian mili-
tary discourse of the XIX — early XX centuries: structure, specif-
ics, evolution] [Abstract of Dis. of Doct. of Philology]. Omsk,
40 p. (In Russ.)

5. Ul’yanova, U.A. (2018). Realizaciya kategorii svyaznosti v
inzhenernom diskurse (na materiale tekstov Missing Manual)

288

[Coherence realization in engineering discourse (on the material
of Missing Manual texts)] [Dis. of Cand. of Philology]. Tomsk,
197 p. (In Russ.)

6. Haliullina, D. A. (2022a). Zhanrovaya organizaciya oruzhej-
nogo diskursa [Genre organization of gunsmiths’ discourse]. In Stra-
tegii mezhkul'turnogo vzaimodejstvija v kontekste mirovogo obrazova-
tel'nogo prostranstva: opyt i perspektivy (Materials of 1Xth Intern.
scient. and pract. conf., pp. 173-177). Retrieved April 27, 2024,
from https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=49960663 (In Russ.)

7. Haliullina, D. A. (2023). Kommunikativnye strategii i tak-
tiki oruzhejnogo diskursa Udmurtskoj Respubliki [Communica-
tive strategies and tactics of gunsmiths’ discourse of the Udmurt
Republic]. Vestnik Udmurtskogo universiteta. Istorija i filologija,
33(4), 819-825. (In Russ.)

8. Haliulling, D. A. (2022b). Frazeologicheskie edinicy kak
sredstvo formirovaniya mediaobraza oruzhejnika Udmurtskoj
Respubliki [Phraseological units as a means of shaping the media
image of the gunsmith of the Udmurt Republic]. In Mediaobraz
regiona v sovremennoj massovoj kommunikacii (pp. 120-124).
Retrieved May 3, 2024, from https://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=
50419295 (In Russ.)

9. Homutova, T.N., & Naumova, K.A. (2017). Voenno-politi-
cheskij diskurs kak osobyj tip diskursa [Military-political dis-
course as a special type of discourse]. Vestnik YuUrgU. Seriya:
Lingvistika, 14(3), 49-53. Retrieved May 24, 2024, from https:/
cyberleninka.ru/article/n/voenno-politicheskiy-diskurs-kak-osobyy-
tip-diskursa (In Russ.)

10. Shashok, L.A. (2018). Harakternye osobennosti voennogo
diskursa (na materiale rabot otechestvennyh lingvistov) [Charac-
teristic features of military discourse (on the material of works of
Russian linguists)]. Politicheskaya lingvistika, 6, 116-119. Re-
trieved May 5, 2024, from https://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/harak
ternye-osobennosti-voennogo-diskursa-na-materiale-rabot-oteche
stvennyh-lingvistov (In Russ.)

11. Shumilov, E.F. Iskusstvo izhevskih oruzhejnikov [Art of
Izhevsk gunsmiths]. I1zhevsk: Udmurtiya, 172 p. (In Russ.)

12. Bourdieu, P. (1980). Le sens pratique. Paris: Les Editions de
Minuit, 475 p. (In Fr.)

13. Fairclough, N. (2003). Analysing discourse: textual analysis
for social research. London, New York: Routledge, 270 p.
(In Eng.)

14. Foucault, M. (1969). L archéologie du savoir. Paris: Edi-
tions Gallimard, 275 p. (In Fr.)

15. Mayr, A. (2008). Language and power. An introduction to
institutional discourse. London, New York: Continuum Interna-
tional Publishing Group, 204 p. (In Eng.)



