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WAYS OF TRANSMITTING VERBAL AGGRESSION
IN DIFFERENT SYSTEM LANGUAGES IN POLITICAL
DISCOURSE (ON THE EXAMPLE OF PRE-ELECTION
DEBATES)

This research article examines the transmission of verbal aggression
in political discourse, particularly in pre-election debates, across three
distinct system languages: English, Kazakh, and Russian. The study
presents a comprehensive analysis of how candidates employ verbal
aggression as a communication strategy in debates conducted in these
languages, taking into account their unique cultural and linguistic features.

The research adopts a mixed-method approach, combining qualitative
discourse analysis and quantitative content analysis, to identify and
categorize the various strategies and levels of verbal aggression used by
candidates in the selected debates. Additionally, the study introduces the
term «aggressogen,» a measure of the degree of verbal aggression in a
person’s speech across different system languages and the tolerance levels

of speakers of each language.

Results demonstrate that the utilization of verbal aggression in pre-
election debates evokes diverse reactions from the audience, which are
influenced by cultural norms and individual preferences of listeners. The
study finds that candidates may employ aggressive expressions strategically
to assert strength and determination or to discredit opponents, but such
behavior can also lead to negative perceptions and rejection from certain

audience segments.

Furthermore, the research highlights the significance of cultural and
linguistic nuances in shaping the interpretation and acceptance of verbal
aggression in political discourse. The study emphasizes the importance
of considering cultural contexts when analyzing the impact of verbal

aggression on the audience’s perception of candidates.
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Moreover, the introduction of the term «aggressogeny contributes to
the field of linguistic studies and political discourse analysis, laying the
groundwork for further research in this domain. Overall, this research
offers valuable implications for political communication and translation
studies, deepening our understanding of verbal aggression’s role in shaping
political discourse in diverse linguistic and cultural settings.

Keywords: verbal aggression, political discourse, cultural
characteristics, language strategies, audience reactions, agressogen,
political goals

Introduction

Throughout human history and the development of human civilization,
aggression has been a prevailing aspect of life. Conflicts are an inevitable part
of human existence, ranging from personal choices to global wars. Among all
beings, humans are known for their persistence in resorting to violence as a
response to conflicts, leading to prolonged and endless disputes worldwide.
Defining aggression can be challenging due to its complexity, but it generally
encompasses various forms, including physical aggression (e.g., attacks and fights),
psychological aggression and intimidation (involving threats, blackmail, insults),
sexual harassment, offensive remarks, indecent assaults, and verbal aggression
(e.g., name-calling, shouting, baiting, etc.).

In modern political discourse, verbal aggression becomes a vivid and
noticeable tool employed by political figures to achieve their objectives. Pre-
election debates become particularly significant moments in electoral campaigns,
where candidates showcase their positions and abilities. However, the effectiveness
ofusing verbal aggression and its reception by the audience can significantly vary
depending on the cultural and linguistic peculiarities of diverse language systems.

Our aim is to assess and classify the diversity of methods for conveying verbal
aggression in English, Kazakh, and Russian languages using pre-election debates
as an example. The study will uncover the unique features of each language and
their influence on the effect of conveying aggressive statements. Such analysis will
provide a better understanding of how verbal aggression can impact the formation
of the image of political figures and the audience’s perception of candidates.

In the scope of this research, English, Kazakh, and Russian languages were
chosen as representatives of different language families and cultures.

The results of this study will contribute significantly to the fields of political
linguistics and translation studies, while also holding practical significance for
political figures, aiding them in adapting their communication strategies for diverse
cultural and linguistic audiences. A deeper understanding of verbal aggression and
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its influence on political discourse will help shape more conscious and constructive
approaches to communication and public discourse.

Materials and methods

Aggressive language can cover a broad spectrum, ranging from relatively
polite expressions to outright rudeness. Politeness does not always guarantee
courteous communication, as seemingly elegant messages may conceal cruel
intentions. For instance, flattery often involves excessive praise to manipulate
someone’s perception in a favorable light.

The level of self-esteem or certain character traits can also have an impact
on the manifestation of aggression. As Kenneth D. Locke stated, «Narcissistic
individuals may be more prone to aggression because they tend to believe that
they have more humanizing qualities than others do.» [1, p. 99—102]. This not
only sheds light on the complex interplay of self-perception and aggression but
also underscores the significance of understanding these dynamics for fostering
harmonious social interactions.

So in the context of the theoretical overview, we will examine various types of
aggressive statements used in political discourse. Open insults, sarcastic remarks,
demonization of opponents, the use of sarcasm and irony, as well as skillfully
hidden threats and accusations — all are part of the strategies of verbal aggression
employed in political communication. Analyzing each type of aggression will
help better understand their functionality and impact on the process of shaping
candidates’ images and the audience’s perception.

What is the significance of verbal aggression? The authors of the «Stylistic
Encyclopedic Dictionary» offer the following definition: «the use of language
means to express hostility; a manner of speech that insults one’s pride and
dignity» [2, 340]. The emphasis on the linguistic aspect of this phenomenon is
essential.

Language selection for the study. To achieve the research goal, we selected
three different countries with distinct linguistic and cultural characteristics: the
United States of America (English language), Kazakhstan (Kazakh language),
and the Russian Federation (Russian language). This choice allows us to cover
languages belonging to different language families, which is crucial for our
comparative analysis.

Data Collection and Analysis of Pre-Election Debates. The primary data
source is audio and video recordings of pre-election debates involving candidates
from different countries.

Three debates were analyzed: the U. S. 2020 presidential debate took place on
September 29, 2020, and it was conducted in English. Kazakhstan’s presidential
debate occurred on November 11, 2022, with the debate conducted in Kazakh.
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Presidential election sebate was held on February 28, 2018, and the language of
the debate was Russian.

Research methods. Through discursive analysis, it uncovers recurring
language patterns and their connection to cultural and political contexts. Pragmatic
analysis goes further, examining the speech acts, strategies, and presuppositions
candidates employ. The research compares these strategies across languages,
shedding light on the global interplay between language and aggression.

Ethical Considerations During the research, we strictly adhered to ethical
principles, and the research results were used solely for scientific purposes.

Results and discussion

Unique Strategies of Verbal Aggression in the English Language:

In the first U. S. 2020 presidential debate between Republican President
Donald Trump and Democratic challenger Joe Biden, Joe Biden discredits his
political opponent through generalized criticism of personal qualities.

Biden to Trump: «You should get out of your bunker and get out of the sand
trap and ... the golf course and go in the Oval Office and (put) together Democrats
and Republicans, and fund what needs to be done now to save lives.»

Trump to Biden: «You didn’t think we should’ve closed our country (to
China) because you thought it was terrible.»

«... We’ve done a great job. But I tell you, Joe, you could never have done
the job we’ve done. You don’t have it in your blood.»

Biden on Trump’s leadership on the pandemic: «He panicked or he looked at
the stock market. ... A lot of people died, and a lot more (are) going to die unless
he gets a lot smarter a lot quicker.»

Responded Trump: «There’s nothing smart about you, Joe.»

We can identify instances of verbal aggression and rhetorical strategies
employed by both candidates. Let’s analyze the verbal aggression in their
statements:

Biden’s Aggression:

Biden starts with the suggestion that Trump should leave recreational activities
(«sand trap» and «golf course») and focus on his presidential duties. This can be
seen as a subtle critique of Trump’s priorities during his presidency, implying that
he was not fully engaged in his role.

Biden accuses Trump of not taking effective action during the early stages of
the pandemic, stating that he either panicked or was overly concerned about the
stock market. This suggests incompetence or misplaced priorities on Trump’s part.

Biden implies that Trump needs to become smarter quickly to prevent further
loss of lives, which can be interpreted as a direct attack on Trump’s intelligence.
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Trump’s Aggression:

Trump responds to Biden’s criticism by immediately attacking Biden’s
judgment, insinuating that Biden was against closing the country to China during
the early stages of the pandemic. This is a classic example of an ad hominem
attack, diverting from the argument to question Biden’s stance.

Trump asserts his superiority, saying that Biden could never have done as
good a job as he did. This statement not only challenges Biden’s competence but
also portrays Trump as more capable.

Trump concludes with a personal attack, claiming that there’s nothing smart
about Biden, which is a direct insult to Biden’s intelligence.

In this exchange, both candidates employ verbal aggression as a rhetorical
strategy to undermine their opponent’s credibility and competence. They use tactics
such as sarcasm, personal attacks, and questioning each other’s judgment. These
aggressive exchanges are characteristic of political debates where candidates aim
to gain an advantage and appeal to their respective bases.

Unique Strategies of Verbal Aggression in the Kazakh Language:

The Kazakh language is distinguished by its rich cultural and linguistic
characteristics, which are reflected in the realm of political discourse. During
pre-election debates conducted in the Kazakh language, candidates actively
employ metaphors and analogies drawn from cultural traditions to emphasize
their arguments and criticize their opponents.

Example: An exchange of verbal aggression occurred between Karakat Abden
and Saltanat Tursynbekova.

«Saltanat Khanym, when you meet with the people, you criticized me, saying
that I am not worthy of participating in the presidential race. Everyone knows that
I'advocate for the dignity and honor of Kazakh women. Yet, you adopt sexist views
following Mr. Kazyken. Is this your life stance?» — questioned Karakat Abden.

«Firstly, Karakat Khanym, you might cook kurt, visit the regions, and pour
kymyz, but there has never been sexism among the ordinary people. If you knew
me, [ am a professional lawyer. Sexism and ageism are distant notions for me.
Such accusations are unfounded. I defend women from domestic violence and call
on you to do this together and unite our forces,» stated Saltanat Tursynbekova.

In the exchange between Karakat Abden and Saltanat Tursynbekova, we
can observe instances of verbal aggression and rhetorical strategies used by both
individuals.

Karakat Abden’s Aggression:

Karakat Abden begins by directly addressing Saltanat Tursynbekova and
accusing her of criticizing her in front of others. This is an aggressive move as it
publicly challenges Tursynbekova’s actions.
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Abden implies that Tursynbekova has adopted sexist views, which is a direct
attack on her character and beliefs.

The phrase, «Is this your life stance?» is confrontational and suggests that
Tursynbekova’s actions contradict her supposed principles. It challenges her
integrity.

Saltanat Tursynbekova’s Response:

Tursynbekova responds with a counter-attack, indirectly questioning Abden’s
qualifications and abilities by mentioning cooking kurt, visiting regions, and
pouring kymyz. This can be seen as belittling Abden’s actions and portraying her
as lacking the professionalism required for the role.

Tursynbekova dismisses the accusation of sexism and ageism as «unfounded,»
implying that Abden’s claims lack validity. This can be viewed as a defensive
move to protect her reputation.

By stating that she is a professional lawyer and that such notions are distant
for her, Tursynbekova attempts to establish her credibility and expertise, indirectly
contrasting it with Abden’s alleged shortcomings.

In this exchange, both participants employ verbal aggression as a rhetorical
strategy to challenge each other’s credibility and integrity. They use tactics such
as direct accusations, belittling comments, and dismissive language to undermine
each other’s positions.

The Specifics of Verbal Aggression in the Russian Language:

In pre-election debates conducted in the Russian language, candidates employ
various lexical and syntactical techniques to convey verbal aggression. Negative
emotions are often expressed through the use of certain words or phrases, and
candidates may emphasize their points with repetitions or changes in intonation.

Example: “Vladimir Volfovich, you will manage to respond” remarked the
program host, Vladimir Solovyov, implying that each candidate was allocated
a specific time for their speech. In this case, the time was allocated to Baburin.

However, the leader of the LDPR continued to speak, and another participant
in the debates, Ksenia Sobchak, intervened. «It’s harmful to get so worked up at
your age,» she said to Zhirinovsky, who responded by calling her «a fool.»

The host asked the LDPR leader to maintain self-control, but Zhirinovsky
persisted in making offensive remarks towards Sobchak, including referencing
her participation in the reality show «Dom-2.» In response, Sobchak stated, «Even
the participants of ‘Dom-2’ behave more decently than you.» Despite her cutting
remark, Zhirinovsky’s aggression towards the only female candidate did not
subside. As a result, Sobchak poured a glass of water on Zhirinovsky.

Thus, we can observe the following:

Use of Verbal Aggression: Zhirinovsky, the leader of the LDPR, displays
aggressive behavior by exceeding the allocated time for his speech. He insults
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Ksenia Sobchak, a participant in the debates, calling her «a fool» and recalling
her involvement in the reality show «Dom-2.» This allows him to discredit her
and express disrespect towards her status as a candidate.

Counterattack from Ksenia Sobchak: Ksenia Sobchak intervenes in the
altercation, noting that it’s harmful for Zhirinovsky to get so worked up at his
age. She also criticizes him for his offensive remarks and compares his behavior
to that of participants from the reality show «Dom-2,» asserting that they behave
more decently.

Escalation of Aggression: Despite the host’s reminder to maintain self-
control, Zhirinovsky continues with his offensive attacks towards Ksenia Sobchak,
insisting on his aggressive stance. This leads to further escalation of the conflict
and negatively impacts the atmosphere of the debates.

Emotional reaction of Ksenia Sobchak: As a result of Zhirinovsky’s
continuous insults, Ksenia Sobchak loses patience and pours a glass of water on
him. This reaction may be a response to emotional tension and negative emotions
triggered by verbal aggression.

In this dialogue, we can observe the use of verbal aggression strategies
from Zhirinovsky, who insults and criticizes Ksenia Sobchak, as well as her
counterattack in response to his aggression. The escalation of the conflict and
emotional reactions highlight the negative effects of verbal aggression on
communication and interpersonal relationships.

One of the notable outcomes of this research is the introduction of the term
«aggressogen,» which measures the degree of verbal aggression in individuals
speaking different languages and assesses the tolerance levels of speakers of
various languages. This term provides a valuable tool for gauging the level of verbal
aggression in speech across different languages and helps evaluate the capacity
for tolerance among speakers from diverse linguistic backgrounds.

The findings of this research have broad implications for fostering better cross-
cultural understanding and enhancing communication strategies in multicultural
and multilingual societies. Understanding how cultural and linguistic peculiarities
affect the expression of verbal aggression can contribute to creating a more tolerant
and respectful social environment, promoting constructive dialogues, and avoiding
misunderstandings in intercultural interactions.

Overall, the research on verbal aggression in various linguistic systems holds
great societal significance, as it sheds light on the complex dynamics of political
communication, the influence of language on the perception of candidates, and the
reactions of audiences. The knowledge gained from this study can pave the way
for improved political communication practices and contribute to the cultivation
of a more inclusive and harmonious global society. Table 1 illustrates levels of
aggression — «aggressogensy.
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Table 1 — levels of aggressogens, their description and examples.

Level of aggression

Description

Example

Level 1: Neutral

At this level, verbal aggression is practi-

«Thank you for your point of

expression cally absent. Speech is conducted without | view. I would like to add...»
(1 point): aggressive elements, based on respect for

the interlocutor.
Level 2: Low At this level, statements may contain | «Perhaps your argument
aggression slight critical hints, but they remain mod- | needs clarification. Perhaps
(2 points): erate and do not cause a strong negative | you can provide additional

emotional response.

data?»

Level 3: Light
aggression
(3 points):

At this level, speech contains clear ex-
pressions of displeasure, indignation, or
some offensive language, but they remain
fairly moderate.

«Your statement seems to be
somewhat misleading. May-
be we should reconsider the
facts?»

Level 4: Moderate
aggression
(4 points):

At this level of verbal aggression, some
critisism and insults can cause negative
emotions in the interlocutor, but they are
not too bright and obvious.

«Your arguments are uncon-
vincing and untenable. Please
provide more substantiated
evidence.»

Level 5: Medium
aggression
(5 points):

At this level, speech contains expressions
of overt aggression, breaches of etiquette,
and harsh insults that can evoke signifi-
cant negative emotions.

«Your approach is completely
unacceptable. I don’t see how
you can support such a posi-
tion.»

Level 6: Above
average (6 points):

At this level of verbal aggression, aggres-
siveness predominates, and utterances be-
come harsher and more intolerant.

«You should better prepare
before the debate so that your
position sounds at least some-
how convincing.»

Level 7: Significant
aggression
(7 points):

At this level, speech contains clear and
open expressions of aggression that can
offend and hurt the interlocutor.

«Your arguments are abso-
lutely incorrect. You clearly
have no understanding of the
situation.»

Level 8: High
Aggression
(8 points):

At this level, statements contain rude in-
sults, threats, or obvious attempts to dis-
credit the interlocutor, causing a strong
negative response.

«Your words clearly testify to
your complete lack of profes-
sionalism and incompetence.»

Level 9: Very high
aggression
(9 points):

At this level, speech is filled with ex-
tremely offensive and aggressive lan-
guage, which can lead to anger and strong
negative emotional impact.

«You can’t be taken seriously.
Your presence here only takes
time for the other members.»

Level 10: Extreme
Aggression
(10 points):

At this level, speech is riddled with vio-
lent insults, rude humiliations, and blatant
threats that can provoke violent reactions
and damage interpersonal relationships.

«You should be ashamed of
such terrible statements. You
do not deserve respect and
only allow self-hatred.»

The obtained findings can be utilized by politicians to enhance their
interactions with diverse audiences more effectively, considering language and
cultural peculiarities. Additionally, this research broadens knowledge in the fields
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of translation studies and political linguistics, serving as a foundation for further
investigations in this domain.

Audience Reactions to Verbal Aggression: The analysis results revealed that
audience reactions to verbal aggression can be diverse and depend on the cultural
characteristics and individual preferences of listeners. Some audiences may
respond positively to aggressive statements, perceiving them as a sign of strength
and decisiveness. Meanwhile, others may react negatively, rejecting candidates
who employ aggressive communication methods.

Role of Cultural and Linguistic Specificities: It is essential to note that
audience reactions to verbal aggression are closely linked to the cultural and
linguistic specificities of each country. What is perceived as aggression in one
culture may be considered normal and acceptable in another. This underscores
the importance of considering cultural contexts when analyzing verbal aggression
in political discourse.

Taking into account the use of verbal aggression in the aforementioned
examples in different language systems such as English, Kazakh, and Russian,
specifically in these instances, we can assess the levels of aggression: In
the English language — Level 6 (Above average) In the Kazakh language —
Level 4 (Moderate aggression) In the Russian language — Level 9 (Very high
aggression). Figure 1 presents the levels of aggression in the given samples of
debates in different countries.

The levels of aggression

English language Kazakh language Russian language

(=T SR S

M Aggressogen levels

Figure 1 — levels of aggression in the analysed debate samples.

It should be noted that different debates exhibit varying levels of tension and
the usage of different levels of aggressions.

Conclusion
The findings of our research confirm that verbal aggression plays a significant

role in political discourse and can have a substantial impact on the formation
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of candidates’ images and audience reactions. Our comparative analysis has
demonstrated that each language possesses its unique characteristics and strategies
for conveying aggression, opening new horizons for studying the interplay between
language, culture, and political communication.

The practical significance of our study lies in the fact that candidates and
political teams can adapt their communication strategies, assess the level of
aggressions, and consider the cultural peculiarities of the audience. This will
enable them to interact more effectively with a wide audience and achieve their
political objectives. Additionally, the research results can serve as a starting point
for further studies in the fields of translation studies and political linguistics.
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*O. T. Tacbonamos’, P. JK. Caypbaes’

12 TopaliFfbIpOB YHUBEPCHUTETI,

Kazakcran Pecnyonukacer, [TaBnogap K.
Backin merrapyra 30.11.23 kaObuIIaHIBL.

CASICH TUCKYPCTA OPTYPII )KYUEJIIK
TITAEPIE AYBI3IIA ATPECCUSIHBI BEPY KOJIJIAPBI
(CAWJIAY AJIIBIHJIAFBI IIIKIPTAJIAC MBICAJIBIH]IA)

byn evinvimu maxanaoa cascu ouckypcma, aman aumkanod,
caunay anodblHOazvl NIKIpMaiacmapoa aysl3ua azpeccusinbly Oepinyin
yuwr mypii Jcyuenik minoe: asblIblH, KA3aK JHCOHe Opblc miidepinde
Kapacmuipaovl. 3epmmey KaHOuOammapOoblH 0Cbl Midepoe HCypeiziiemin
nixipcatibicmapoa o1aposly Oipezeil MoOeHU HCoHe MINOIK epeKueNiKmepin
eckepe omblpbln, 8epoOANObl ApecCusiibl KAPbIM-KAMbIHAC CMPAMe2Uusicbl
peminde Kanai KOJIOAHAMbIHbIHA JHCAH-IHCAKMbL MAL0AY HCACAUObI.

3epmmey manoaynel nikipcaivicmapoa ymimkepiep KOIOAHAMbIH
aAybl3Ula azpeccusiHbly Spmypii Cmpameusiiapbl MeH OeH2eliepin aHbIKIAY
JICOHE CAHAMMAY YWIH CAnaibl OUCKYPC MANOAYbl MEH CAHObIK MA3MYHObL
manoayowsl Oipikmipemin eubpuomi (apanac) mocindi nandaraHaowl.
Conviven Kamap, 3epmmeyoe 9pmypii Jcylienik mindepoezi a0amHbulH
coueyindeei co30iK azpeccusi 09PedNuCeCiniy OIuemMi JCoHe 9p minoeei
ana miniHoe couetminoepOiy moiepanmmolivlK OeHeeuepi 0obin
MabbLIAMbIH «A2PeCcCO2eH ) MePMUHI eH2i3LN2eH.

Homuoicenep catinay andeinoazel nikipcailbicmapoa ayvlzula
azpeccusinvl KOJLOAHY MOOCHU HOPMAiap MeH MmulHOAYubliapOblH
JlceKe Kanayvl ocep ememin ayoumopusnsly opmypii peakyusiiapolH
myobipamulHblH KopcemeOdi. 3epmmey ymimxepiep cmpameusiivlk,
mypoe azpeccugmi co30epoi 630epiHiy Kyuli MeH wewiMOLliciH pacmay
Hemece KapCulidcmapulibly Oe0erin mycipy yulin nauoaiana aiamoiHblH
aHbLIKMAaowsl, OIPaK MyHOAU MIiHe3-KYIblK ayOumopusiHoly Oencini 6ip
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ceemenmmepiniy mepic KabwvlioayvlHa JcoHe 6ac mapmyvlHa oKeLyi
MYMKIH.

Convimen Kamap, 3epmmey cascu OUCKYPCMaabl Aybl3Uad aepeccusiibl
myciHOIpy MeH Kabviioayobl Kalblnmdacmulpyoaabl MOOEHU JHCOHE
JUHCBUCMUKANBIK, HIOAHCIAPObIY, MAKbI30bLIbI2bIH KopcemeOdi. 3epmmey
ayoumopusinbly ymimkepaepoi KabbLiOAyblHA aybl3ua azpecCusHbll 9Cepi
manoay Kesinoe Mo0eHU KOHMeKcmmepoi eCKepyoOiH MAaKbl30bLIbI2blH
Kkepcemeoi.

Conviymen Kamap, «azpeccozer» MepMUHIHIH eHeIZLTYI TUHSGUCTNUKATILIK,
3epmmeyiiep MeH Casicu OUCKYPCMbL MAOAY CANACHIHA 63 YIeCiH KOCbiN, OCbl
canadazvl Kocvlmula sepmmeyiaepoiy Heeizin Kanaowl. Tymacmail aneanoa,
Oy 3epmmey Opmypii IUHSBUCUKATBIK HCOHE MOOEHU OPMANapOa cascu
OQUCKYPCMbL KATBINMACMbIPYOd2bl Aybl3Wa aepeccusinblly poii mypaibl
MYCIHI2IMI30i mepenoeme Omvlpbln, CAsICU KOMMYHUKAYUSL MEH AYOaPMAaHbL
3epmmey 3epmmey YuiH KyHObl KOPbLMbIHObLIAPObL YCbIHAOBL.

Kinmmi ce30ep: ayvizwia aepeccus, cascu OUCKYpPC, MOOeHU
cunammamanap, mindik cmpamezusiiap, ayoumopusi peaKyusiapbol,
azpeccozeH, casacu makcammap.

*O. T. Tacbonamos’, P. JK. Caypbaes’
12 TopaliTbIPOB YHUBEPCHUTET,
Pecmyonuka Kaszaxcraw, . [TaBnoaap.
IIpunsaro k uzganuto 30.11.23.

CIIOCOBBI NEPEJIAUM BEPBAJIbHOM ATPECCUHA
B PABHOCUCTEMHBIX A3BIKAX B IOJIMTUYECKOM JJUCKYPCE
(HA ITPUMEPE ITPE/IBBIBOPHBIX JTEBATOB)

B 0annoii hayunoti cmamve paccmampusaemcsi nepeoasa 6epoaibHol
azpeccuu 8 NOIUMUYECKOM OUCKYpPCe, 8 YACMHOCMU, 8 NPed8blOOPHbIX
debamax, Ha Mpex pasIUdHbLX CUCMEMHBIX SA3bIKAX: AHEAULCKOM,
KA3AaXCKOM U pycckom. B uccredosanuu npedcmasien ececmoponuil
AHAU3 MO20, KAK KAHOUOAMbL UCNOIB3VION 8EPOANLHYIO Aepeccuio 8
Kauecmee KOMMYHUKAMUBHOU cmpamezuu 6 0ebamax, npoeooumblx
HA 9MUX A3bIKAX, C YYEMOM UX YHUKAIbHBIX KYIbIMYPHBIX U S3bIKOGbIX
ocobennocmelil.

B uccreoosanuu ucnonvzyemes cmewantviil no0Xo0, Couemarouull
KAYeCmEeHHblll aHAIU3 OUCKYPCA U KOTUHEeCMBEHHbI KOHMEHM-AHAIU3,
4moObl BbIAGUMb U KIACCUDUYUPOBAM PAZTULHBIE CINPAMESUU U YPOGHU
6epbOaNbHOU azpeccuu, UCNONb3YemMble KAHOUOAMAMU 6 GblOPAHHBLX
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oebamax. Kpome mozo, 6 ucciedo8anui 6600UMCs MEPMUH «AZPECCOLEH Y,
Mmepa cmenenu 6epOAlbHOU azpeccul 6 peuu 4elo68eKd HA pPa3HblX
CUCTNEMHDBIX A3bIKAX U YPOBHU MOJEPAHMHOCTNU HOCUMENeU KadcO020
SA3bIKA.

Pesynbmamer noxasviearom, umo ucnoib3oganue 6epoaibHou
azpeccuu 8 npedsvlOOPHLIX 0ebamax 6vizbleaem PA3HVI0 PeaKyuio
ayoumopuil, Ha KOmopyio 61Usion KyibhypHble HOPMbl U UHOUBUOYATbHbIE
npeonoumenus crywamerneil. Mccieoosanue nokazano, 4mo Kanouoamol
Mo2ym cmpamezuiecku UCHOIb3068AMb A2peCCUBHbLE GblPANCEHUSL, UMOOb
3a56UMb 0 CE0€ll CUE U PEULUMOCIU UTU OUCKPEOUMUPOBAMb ONNOHEHMOG,
HO makoe nogedenue maxice MOICem NPpuecmu K He2amusHOMY
BOCHPUAMUIO U HENPUSTNUIO CO CIMOPOHbI ONPEOENCHHbIX Ce2MEHMO8
ayoumopuu.

Kpome moco, uccreoosanue noduepkusaem 3navenue KyabhmypHHIX
U S3bIKOBBIX HIOAHCOB 8 (YOPMUPOBAHUU UHMEPRPEMAayUul U NPUHAMUSL
6epOanbHOll azpeccuu 8 nOAUMUYeckom ouckypce. B uccredosanuu
NOOYEPKUBACMICS BANCHOCHTL YHEMA KYIbINYPHBIX KOHMEKCHO8 NPU AHAU3E
GIUSIHUS EPOANILHOLL A2PecCull Ha 6OCNPUSIMUE KAHOUOAMO8 Ay OUMopUell.

boree mozo, 6sedenue mepmuna «azpeccozeny 6HOCUM CGOll 6KIAO
6 001aCMb TUH2BUCMUYECKUX UCCIEO0BAHULL U AHATU3A NOIUMUYECKO20
ouckypca, 3aKiableas 0CHOBY OJisi OANbHEUUMUUX UCCIeO08AHULL 8 IMOU
obnacmu. B yenom, smo ucciedosanue npeoiazaem yennoie 6b1800bl OJisl
U3Y4eHUsT NONUMUYECKOU KOMMYHUKAYUY U nepesooa, yeayonss Haue
HOHUMAHUE PO 86ePOATLHOU aZpeccul 8 hoPMUPOBAHUU NOTUMUYECKO2O
OQUCKYPCA 8 PA3TUYHBIX A3bIKOBLIX U KYIbINYPHIX YCIOBUSX.

Kniouesvle crosa: eepbanvhas aspeccus, noaumudeckuil OUCKypc,
KVIbIMYPHBLE 0COOEHHOCMU, SI36IKOGblE CHIPAMe2Ull, peaKyuil ayoumopuu,
azpeccoeen, norumudecKue yeiu.
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