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IVADAS
Siame darbe keliama problema — apibiidinti argumentacijos, naudojamos lietuviy

ir rusy politiniame diskurse, ypatumus. Problemos aktualumas motyvuojamas tuo, jog
pastaraisiais deSimtmeciais humanitariniuose moksluose ypatingas démesys skiriamas
kalbos poveikio priemonéms, kuriomis kalbantysis siekia savo tiksly, darydamas poveiki
adresatui. Siuolaikiniam mokslui, tirian¢iam kalbos poveiki, itin svarbi argumentacija,
kuri apibréZiama kaip veiksmingiausiy argumentavimo budy pasirinkimas kalbanciojo
pozicijai pagristi bei paskatinti klausytoja jai pritarti. Atlikus argumentavimo biduy,
naudojamy viename ar kitame sociume, analiz¢, galima spresti apie politing visuomenés
kulttira bei nacionaliniy tradiciju jtaka Siuolaikiniams politiniams diskursams.

Tyrimo tikslas — apraSyti argumentavimo technikos ypatumus XXI a. pradZios,
2000-2007 m., rusy ir lietuviy politiniame diskurse. Tyrimo tikslui pasiekti keliami Sie
uZdaviniai: a) remiantis analizuojama medziaga nustatyti kognityvines argumentacijos
struktiiras, b) apraSyti argumentavimo diskurso elementy realizacijas: tezés pateikimo
tekste buidus, taip pat tez¢ grindzianciy argumenty turini ir apimti.

Teikiamo darbo tyrimo objektas, kaip minéta, — argumentavimo biidai
politiniame diskurse. Tyrimo medZiaga — kasmeciai — nuo 2000-yjy iki 2007-yju m. —
Rusijos prezidento V. Putino kreipimaisi ir Lietuvos prezidento V. Adamkaus
praneSimai (pastaba: toliau tekste Rusijos prezidento V. Putino kreipimaisi ir Lietuvos
prezidento V. Adamkaus praneSimai vadinami kreipimaisis). Prezidenty kreipimusi, kaip
disertacijos medziagos, pasirinkimas motyvuotas ypatingu $iy teksty, turin¢iy i8skirtini
vaidmeni politiniame gyvenime, reprezentatyvumu.

Darbe naudotasi Siais metodais: kognityviné analizé — ideologinio teksto kiir¢jo
samonés struktiiroms apibrézti; loginé ir retoriné analizé — itikinimo loginiam ir
neloginiam aspektams iStirti; lyginamasis metodas — analizés rezultatams palyginti.
Pirmajame tyrimo etape iSvardyti metodai buvo aprasomojo pobudzio, pateikiant ju
interpretacija — kritinio pobiidzio. Démesys buvo sutelktas i kokybinius tiriamojo objekto
poZymius.

Tyrimo naujumas argumentuojamas tuo, jog darbe iskelta problema iki Siol néra
1Ssamiai nagrinéta: tai pasakytina ir apie tyrimo medZiaga (mokslininkai argumentacijos
klausimams lietuviy politiniame diskurse iki Siol neskyré pakankamai démesio), ir apie

argumentacijos analizés metodus (vis dar néra sukurta iSsami politinio diskurso



argumentacijos analizés metodika). Kalbédami apie argumentacijos analizés metodikos
1Ssamuma, turime omenyje, jog néra sukurtas tikslus argumentavimo diskurso elementy
— tezés ar i1d¢€jos, kurias ketinama jdiegti | adresato samong siekiant jo pritarimo, — taip
pat argumentuy, kuriais to siekiama, tyrimo metodas.

Argumentacijos problemas savo darbuose aptaré Sios lietuviy mokslininkeés:
Eleonora Lassan, Regina KoZeniauskiené, Jurga Cibulskiené, Virginija Jakimenko.
Pateiktas darbas skiriasi nuo iSvardytyjy tuo, jog 1) argumentacijos problemoms jame
skiriama daugiausia démesio, 2) argumentacijos problemos nagrin¢jamos remiantis
politinio diskurso medziaga, 3) argumentacijos problemos tiriamos pasitelkiant
kognityvinés lingvistikos aspektu.

Praktiné tyrimo verté grindZziama tuo, jog darbo rezultatai gali biiti naudingi
ry$iy su visuomene specialistams kuriant politinio gyvenimo ivykiy pateikimo strategijas
bei siekiant deramiau iSnaudoti politinio diskurso argumentacines galimybes; analizés
rezultatai gali buti naudojami auksStosiose mokyklose déstant retorika, diskurso analizg,
melo ir politing lingvistika, siekiant geresnés kokybés iSsilavinimo bei klausytoju
samoningumo ugdymo ir aiSkinant, kokiais buidais veikiama politinio diskurso recipienty
sagmong.

Disertacijai ginti teikiami Sie teiginiai:

1. Prezidento kreipimasis yra hibridinio tipo kalb&jimo aktas, kuriame dera
aprasomojo, vertinamojo bei argumentacinio kalbéjimo akty savybés.

2. Teze prezidento kreipimesi neeksplikuojama; klausytojas turi ja suprasti
loginés indukcijos biidu, apibendrindamas pavyzdzius, kurie atlieka argumenty
vaidmen;.

3. Kognityviniy struktiiry realizacija yra prezidenty kreipimuysi argumentacijos
diskurso elementas.

4. Prezidenty kreipimysi kognityvinés struktiiros siejasi su kognityvinémis
struktiiromis, sudaran¢iomis visuomeniniy ir politiniy teksty gilyji lygmeni.

Darbe esantys teiginiai aprobuoti konferencijose:

2003.09.18-19, Lodze¢ (Lenkija), ,,Aktualne problemy semantyki i stylistyki
tekstu®; 2004.02.20-22, Talinas (Estija), «VI KoHpepeHIus IOHBIX (PUIIOIOTOBY;
2004.05.6-7, Kaunas (Lietuva), ,,Tekstai ir kontekstai: kalbos judesys*; 2004.09.20-21,

Kielce (Lenkija), «S3bik, nurepatypa u kyiabrypa Poccunm B XXI Beke — Teopus u



npakTHka»; 2005.05.5-6, Kaunas (Lietuva), ,,Zmogus kalbos erdvéje™; 2005.10.20-22,
Odesa (Ukraina), «IIpoGaembl mnpuknagHoit auHTrBUCTUKNY; 2006.11.15-16, Lodze
(Lenkija), ,,Aktualne problemy semantyki i stylistyki tekstu®; 2006.12.1-2, Minskas
(Baltarusija) «A3bik u commmym — VII»; 2007.05.6-8, Kielce (Lenkija) «f3bIk, nutepatypa
u KyaeTypa Poccnn B XXI Beke — Teopus M npakTukay; 2007.10.24-25, Praha (Cekija)
,Konference mladych slavistl I11*; 2008.10.22-23, Praha (Cekija) ,Konference mladych
slavisti IV*.

Su pagrindiniais disertacijos teiginiais supazindinta Vilniaus universiteto Kauno
humanitarinio fakulteto Sociokultiriniy tyrimy instituto Kognityvinés lingvistikos
grupés seminaruose ,,Ideologinio lauko diskurso analizé pasitelkiant Zodzius-raktus ir
,Politologiné filologija 11 2005 m. lapkricio 2 d. ir 2007 m. vasario 23 d.

Disertacija svarstyta ir jos teiginiams pritarta Vilniaus universiteto Filologijos
fakulteto Slavistikos katedros posédyje 2008 m. rugsejo 24 d.

Darbo struktiira: jvade raSoma apie problemos aktualuma, darbo tikslus,
uzdavinius, metodus, problemos iStirtumo masta lietuviy mokslo darbuose. Pirmojoje
dalyje pateikiama mokslo darby apzvalga, motyvuojamas tyrimo metodu pasirinkimas,
aptariami darbe vartojami terminai, detalizuojamas objektas, paaiSkinama analizés
procediira. Antrosios dalies (argumentacija rusy politiniame diskurse) ir treciosios dalie
(argumentacija lietuviy politiniame diskurse) sandara 1émé indukcinis tyrimo rezultaty
déstymo biidas: nuo atskiry reiSkiniy analizés pereinama prie gauty duomeny
apibendrinimo. Isvadose lyginamuoju aspektu analizuojami tyrimo rezultatai ir iSdéstomi
apibendrinimai. Darbo pabaigoje pateikiamas tyrimo medZiagos Saltiniy ir cituotos

literatiiros sqrasas.

ARGUMENTACIJOS ANALIZES METODOLOGINES PROBLEMOS
Argumentacijos apibrézimas. Skirtingiems argumentacijos apibréZimams
biidingos Sios bendrybés: ikikalbiniame lygmenyje argumentacija — tai mastymo
procesas, kuri véliau adresantas verbalizuoja komunikuodamas su adresatu;
pasirinkdamas kalbos priemones, adresantas siekia palenkti adresata i savo pusg ir
paskatinti pritarti sitilomai id¢jai. Galima teigti, jog Siuolaikinio mokslo supratimas apie
argumentacijos prigimt] atspindi Ch. Perelmano ir L. Olbrechts-Tytecos idéja apie

argumentavimo nukreiptuma i auditorija.



Tyrimy  tendencijos. Vakarai. Vokie¢iy  mokslininkas  Josefas
Kopperschmidtas atkreipé démesi | argumentavimo tinkamuma konkreciai situacijai
suformuluodamas keleta efektyvaus argumentavimo prielaidy. (1985). Olandy
mokslininkai Fransas H. Van Eemerenas ir Robas Grootendorstas apibrézia
argumentavimo technika kaip bandyma itikinti adresata priimti tam tikra poziirj, o tai
atlickama imantis tam tikros strategijos ir taikant diskutavimo taisykles (1984, 2004).
Filosofiniu aspektu argumentavimo problemas gvildeno Zinomas Frankfurto mokyklos
atstovas Jiirgenas Habermasas, kuris i§skyré skirtingus argumentavimo tipus ir nagrinéjo
pragmatines kalbétojo ir auditorijos sutarimo salygas (1984-1987). Rytu Europos
mokslininky darbuose (besmenoa 1987, bpyrsan 1984, [lembsnkoB 1989, PysaBun
1997) linkstama pateikti argumentacijos istorijos, metodologiniy principy apzvalga.
Galima konstatuoti du pagrindinius minéty argumentacijos teorijy skirtumus: Pirma,
Vakary Saliy mokslininkai daug anksCiau émé tirti nededukcinius itikinimo metodus,
Rytuose geriau istirti dedukciniai pagrindimo biidai. Antra, Vakaruose daug daZniau
tiriami jtikinimo buidai, naudojami viename tekste (dazniausiai poliloge) arba vieno
adresanto kalboje, Rytyu mokslininkai dar ne taip seniai buvo linkg labiau plésti
geografines bei chronologines argumentacijos tyrimy ribas. Pastaraisiais metais Ryty
Europoje pasirodo vis daugiau darby, 1§ kuriy matoma Perelmano neoretorikos jtaka:
mokslininkai sutelké démesi 1 pragmatines argumentavimo diskurso problemas
(HdobpsikoBa 2003, OmenkoBa 2004, ®@ausn 2000, daitdsimenko 2002), adresaty ir
argumentavimo topika (BoneBak 2004, Hlyiickas 2005), kognityvinius argumentavimo
parametrus (Axcenona 2003, PoxkxoBa 2001-2002), rinkimy kampaniju argumentacija,
analizuojama kritinés diskurso analizés metodais (Oununckuii 2002).

Lietuvoje argumentacijos problemos néra plataus mokslininky rato prioritetas.
Miisy tyrimas, kuriame domimasi argumentavimo budy priklausomybe nuo kognityviniy
nuostaty bei politinio diskurso subjekty igtidziy, tiesiogiai susijes su Eleonoros Lassan
sukurtu retorinés ir kognityvinés analizés metodu (1995). Mums aktualis Sios
mokslininkés gvildenami politinio diskurso analizés aspektai (Jlaccan 1996, 2004,
2006). Konceptualiosios metaforos problemos, kurias savo darbuose nagrinéja Jurga
Cibulskiene (2003, 2005, 2006), taip pat tiesiogiai susijusios su neformaliy jtikinimo
metody tyrimu. Sios autorés idéjomis remtasi Siame darbe, nes metaforiskas tikrovés

suvokimas padeda individui ne tik iSsaugoti informacija apie pasauli, bet ir daryti tam
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tikra poveiki teksto gavéjams. Virginijos Jakimenko, vienos i§ nedaugelio Lietuvoje
18leisty logikos mokymo priemoniy bendraautoriy (,,Argumentacijos* skyriaus autorés),
darbai yra vertingi dé¢l to, kad argumentacijos problemos juose gvildenamos atsizvelgiant
1 socialini konteksta (2005). Vilniaus universiteto profesoré¢ Regina Kozeniauskieng,
nagrinéjanti retorikos problemas, atkreipia démesi ir i argumentacijos teorija, be to,
gilinasi ir 1 lietuviy meninio bei publicistinio diskursy argumentavimo ypatumus (2001).

Apzvelge skirtingus pozilirius 1 argumentacijos teorija, iSskyréme septynias
argumentacijos problemuy tyrimy kryptis (tai ne klasifikacija, nes néra
vienodo pagrindo jas lyginti): 1) Diskusijy strategijos nagrinéjimos remiantis Zymiy
mokslininky darbais (Eemeren 2002; Eemeren, Grootendorst 1984, 2004). Siai krypdiai
atstovauja ir O. Asheimas, K. Brede, J. Allwoodas, O. S. Issers, O. V. Kulikova, J.
Belova. 2) Argumentaciniy diskursy tipai pateikiami J. Habermaso, P. Charaudeau, A.
Blinovos, V. Petrovos darbuose. 3) Argumenty funkcijas analizuoja (remdamiesi
Toulmin 1958) S. P. Millsapas, P. T. Wangerinas. 4) Loginés itikinimo strategijos tyrimy
tradicija ir metodika formaliosios loginés argumentacijos teorijos aspektu giliai
1siSaknijusit dar R. Dekarto, B. Paskalio, F. Bacono, G. Leibnitzo, G. Boole, A. de
Morgano veikaluose; i§ Siuolaikiniy mokykly pripazinima pelné¢ Jerevano
argumentacijos mokykla, vadovaujama G. Brutianas. 5) Racionaliuosius ir
vertinamuosius itikinimo biidus pirmiausia pasiilé nagrinéti Ch. Perelmanas u L.
Olbrechts-Tyteca; loginis ir neformaliusis, loginis ir kognityvinis poZiiiriai derinami M.
Slastionovo ir V. Briusinkino darbuose. 6) Kognityvinés analizés metodas taikomas rusu
mokslininky A. Baranovo ir V. Sergejevo darbuose. 7) Topika analizuoja kalbininkai,
pvz., J. Seigal, ir gretutiniy moksly atstovai, pvz., M. Kornprobstas.

Tyrimo metodas. Sio tyrimo uzdavinys — i$nagrinéti argumentavimo biidus
politiniame lietuviy ir rusy diskurse remiantis ivairiomis metodikomis, kurias sukiire ir
taiké minéti mokslininkai. Atlikus kognityving, loging bei retoring argumentavimo
analize, miisy poziuriu, galima atskleisti tiriamy politiniy kultiiry argumentacijos pobudi.

Argumentacijos kognityvinés struktiros. Darbe akcentuojame
epochos ,,mastymo stiliaus® ir sociumo ,mastymo stiliaus®, daran¢iu poveiki
kalbanc¢iajam subjektui, itaka. Mes laikomés prielaidos, kad argumentacijos ypatumus
lemia kognityvinés kalbanCio asmens nuostatos — zinojimas, kaip daryti poveiki

auditorijai ir kas laikoma teisinga ar vertinga tam tikrame sociume. Argumentavima



apibréziame kaip pragmatini veiksma. Argumenty teisinguma (tiesa) taip pat lemia
pragmatika: klausimas, ar politinio teksto sakytojas (subjektas) ketina ieSkoti tiesos, ar jo
tikslas — itikinti auditorija iperSant kalbétojui paranky pozilirj, — visa tai doroves ir
»skonio* dalykai, budingi tam tikrai epochai. Suprantama, jog reikia skirti tiesa nuo
politinio subjekto nuoSirdumo, taciau mums svarbu kitkas: kod¢l argumentacijos
diskurso subjektas naudoja vienokius ar kitokius argumentus, kaip tai susij¢ su jo
samonés kognityviniais modeliais, kaip tai, kas pasakyta, reprezentuoja sociumo
mastymo stiliy.

Atsizvelgdami | tyrimo aspekta, tyréme kognityvines samonés struktiras,
nulémusias argumentacijos diskurso turini. Mes laikémés poziiirio, jog prezidento
kreipimasis, kaip ir bet kuris kitas politinis tekstas, yra tam tikry kognityviniy struktiiry,
sudaranciy gilyji teksto lygmeni, iSraiska. (Jlaccan 1995). Mes manome, kad bitent dél
Siy priezasCiy Sis argumentavimo diskurso tyrimas yra naujoviskas ir aktualus: tiriamos
ir verbalinés argumentavimo priemongs, ir kalbétojo bei auditorijos samonés struktiiros,
kurios rekonstruojamos remiantis adresanto sukurtais tekstais. Pateikus Siy struktiiry
visuma, galima susidaryti ispiidi apie sociumo mastymo stiliy.

Kadangi oratorius, pasirinkdamas argumentus, siekia sutarimo su klausytojais,
mes manome, kad tikslinga tuos sutarimo taSkus — topus — nagrinéti pasitelkiant
kalbétojo ir auditorijos samonés baziniy opozicijy terminus. Esant bendroms
vertybinéms opozicijoms (Jlaccan 1995), kalbantysis atkreipia démesi 1 jas kaip 1 galimo
sutarimo taskus kognityvingje kalbétojo ir auditorijos erdveje. Vienas i§ opozicijos nariy
Zzymi pozityvia vertybe, todel kalbétojas, jei jis siekia pritarimo, turéty savo veiksmais
parodyti, kad jis 1§ tikryju pritaria Siai vertybinei nuostatai ir jo veiklos tikslas — jveikti
prieSinga vertybing nuostata, kuria ivardija negatyvusis bazinés opozicijos narys.Be to,
kalbantysis turéty remtis prielaida, jog adresato samon¢ yra pagrista ta pacia prieSpriesa
(konsoliduojanti retorika). Kalbétojas gali suvokti ir tai, kad klausytojy samoné remiasi
kitokia prieSprieSa: tada jo argumentavimas tampa sudétingesnis, nes reikia idiegti
vertybes arba perkalbéti klausytojus dél vienos ar kitos vertybés (konfrontacing retorika).

Loginés ir retorinés argumentacijos struktiiros. Kurdami tyrimo
metodika, mes rémémeés ir klasikiniu antikinés retorikos teiginiu apie trijy kategorijy,
kuriomis nusakomas retorinis idealas, — logo, etoso ir patoso — vienybg. Logo kategorija

apima intelektualyji itikinimo aspekta, kuri sudaro ,,loginis teisingumas, apibréZtumas,
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nuoseklumas, argumenty loginis itikinamumas, kompozicinis darnumas ir tikslingumas,
pasakymo deramumas ir uzbaigtumas®. Etoso kategorija apibréziamas oratoriaus kalbos
atitiktis visuomenés doroveés idealams. Patoso kategorija apibréziamos emocijos ir
aistros, kuriomis kalbétojas jaudrina klausytojus; ,,patosu, derinamu su aptariamo
objektu emociniu ir vertybiniu jvaizdziu, sutelkiama auditorijos valia ir ji skatinama
priimti sprendimus® (Bonkos 2003).

Logo, etoso ir patoso kategoriju vienybés teorija padeda, analizuojant
argumentavimo technika, iStirti racionalius jrodymu biidus bei psichologines poveikio
priemones. Toks poziiiris pastebimas Siuolaikiniuose Ch. Perelmano pasekéjy darbuose,
kuriuose gvildenamos neoretorikos problemos. Sios disertacijos metodologinés prieigos
naujumas, kaip minéta, — iSgryninti kalbétojo loginio ir psichologinio argumentacijos
sandu (loginiy ir retoriniy struktiiry) analizés metoda atsizvelgiant i kalbétojo mastymo
ypatumus (kognityvines struktiiras).

Analizuodami logines ir retorines itikinimo strukttiras, mes skyréme universaligjq
ir nuo konteksto priklausomq argumentacija. Universaliajai argumentacijai, tinkamai bet
kuriai (vadinamajai universaliai) auditorijai, iStirti mes iSanalizavome, a) tezés
pristatymo tekste biidus, jos perifrazes, turini; b) universaliy argumenty turini.
I$siaiSkinome, ar tai anks¢iau jrodyti teiginiai, ar empiriniai, statistiniai duomenys,
faktai, definicija, istatymas, ar jiems taikytinas tiesos kriterijus, ar ju teisingumas
nepriklauso nuo tezés, koks ju rySys su teze, ar pateikty argumenty pakanka tezei jrodyti;
atkreipéme démesi 1 argumentavimo pokyCius kiekviename naujame prezidenty
kreipimesi. Nuo konteksto priklausomai argumentacijai, tinkamai specifinei auditorijai,
18tirti (atsizvelgiant 1 vadinamaji psichologini argumentacijos démeni) iSanalizavome: a)
tezés pristatymo tekste biuidus, jos perifrazes, turini; b) nuo konteksto priklausomy
argumenty turini (pvz., ka kalbétojas laiko autoritetu, tradicija), taip pat argumentavimo

pokycius kiekviename naujame prezidenty kreipimesi.

ARGUMENTAVIMO TECHNIKA RUSU POLITINIAME DISKURSE
Atlikus prezidento V. Putino kreipimysi analizg, pirmiausia pavyko nustatyti
pagrindines tezes, kurias bandoma itvirtinti klausytoju samongje, po to — kokiu biidu Sie
teiginiai (tezés) pateikiami tekste, kokiu biidu irodomas jy teisingumas, koki vaidmeni

atlieka diskurso subjekto kognityvinés mastymo struktiiros.
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Prezidento kreipimuysi kognityvinés struktiiros — bazinés opozicijos ir
konceptualiosios metaforos — tai ne tik generatyvinés teksto struktiiros, bet ir
argumentacijos elementai: kognityvines struktiiros tekste visada atpazistamos i§ loginiy
ir retoriniy argumentacijos struktiiry. V.Putino diskurse — tai bazinés opozicijos jéga ~
silpnumas, Rusija ~ Vakarai, teisingumas ~ neteisingumas,
demokratija ~ nedemokratija, kuriy vertybinis orientyras yra pirmasis narys.
Konceptualiosios metaforos V. Putino diskurse: PROBLEMOS YRA LIGA, VALSTYBE YRA
STATINYS, POLITIKA YRA KELIAS.

Visuomeninio ir politinio diskurso kognityvinés strukttiros yra tam tikru biidu
susijusios su prezidento kreipimosi kognityvinémis struktiiromis: prezidento ir politiniy
partijy diskursa sieja bazinés opozicijos teisingumas ~ neteisingumas ir
Rusija ~Vakarai.

Pagrindinés V. Putino kreipimusi tezes: ,Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme* ir ,,AS
suprantu jisy problemas ir galiu jas i§spresti. Sios tezés tekste neiskleidZziamos.
Klausytojai turi suformuluoti tez¢ indukcijos buidu, apibendrindami atskirus teiginiusjus.
Tyrimo procediira siekiama i3skirti tema ir rema. Buvo pastebéta, kad tezé ,,Salis
plétojasi reikiama linkme*, panasiai pateikiama visy misy tirty kreipimysi | Federaling
susirinkima tekstuose: teksto iZangoje pasirodo Sios tezés perifrazés, kuriomis pristatoma
praneSimo tema ir rema; toliau tekste rutuliojamos izangoje uZzfiksuotos remos.
Dazniausiai kartojasi tokios V. Putino kreipimysi temos, kaip valstybé, Rusija. Be to,
remas uzpildo vertinamyjy predikaty vora (teigiamai konotuoty): pvz., pasiekimai,
plétra; naujos darbo vietos, pajamos, plétra; ilgalaikiai asmeniniai planai; ryztingiau,
konstruktyviai, efektyviai.

Tezé ,,AS suprantu jiisy problemas ir galiu jas iSspresti* pateikiama kreipimysi i
Federalini susirinkimg tekste skirtingais biidais, jos perifrazés maziau apibréztos, jos
pasirodo {vairiose teksto vietose. Tai, kad S$i tezé plétojama nenuosekliai, galima
paaiskinti adresato veiksniu: tezé¢ skirta ne tiesioginiam adresatui, besiklausanciam
prane$imo, o vadinamajam antriniam adresatui — tiems, kas susipazista su prezidento
kreipimusi per Ziniasklaidos priemones.

Teiginys, kad Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme, pateikiamas skaidant ji 1 atskiras
tezes: a) ,,Nuveiktas darbas — tai ateities pagrindas®, b) ,,Pasirinkta kryptis negali buti

pakeista®, c) ,,Krypties perémimas — stabilumo pagrindas®. Atskiros tezés yra ne tik tezés
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turinio elementai, bet ir argumentai, kuriais siekiama padaryti itaiga (o ne itikinti, nes
tezeé néra iSvada 1S atskiry teiginiy).

Teiginys, kad Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme, grindZziamas universaliais
argumentais: a) valdZia priima konstruktyvius sprendimus, b) valdZios darbo rezultatas
pozityvus ivairiais aspektais, c) skaiciai byloja apie pakilimag ir augima.

Taip pat svarbu atkreipti démesi 1 Sias aplinkybes:

- argumenta, jog valdZia priima konstruktyvius sprendimus, V. Putinas
naudojo pacioje pirmosios prezidento kadencijos pradzioje;

- argumenta, jog valdZios darbo rezultatas pozityvus {(vairiais aspektais,
patvirtina daugybé pavyzdziy, iliustruojanciy ekonomikos ir liaudies gerovés augima,
sveikatos apsaugos, Svietimo sistemy darbo gerinima, sékmingai vykdomas reformas,
valstybinés valdzios ir Rusijos vaidmens pasaulyje stipréjima;

- argumenty, jog valdZios darbo rezultatas pozityvus {ivairiais aspektais,
apimtis skirtinga ivairiy mety kreipimuysi tekstuose (pvz., palaipsniui dingsta sékmingo
reformy vykdymo pavyzdziai — nutriksta rySys su B. Jelcino politika, taciau svarbesni
tampa vadinamieji kariniai ir socialiniai argumentai);

- skaiciai, patvirtinantys pakilima ir augima, vaidino itin svarby vaidmeni
paskutiniojo V. Putino pirmosios kadencijos ir prieSrinkiminio (turime omenyje antraja
kadencija) kreipimosi tekste.

Tezei, kad kreipimysi autorius supranta adresato problemas ir gali jas iSspr¢sti,
pagristi naudojami nuo konteksto priklausomi argumentai: a) ad populum (deklaruojama
ripinamasis zmonémis ir iStikimybé nacionalinéms vertybéms), 6) ad verecundiam
(remiamasi autoritetais, kuriuos auditorija pripazista).

Argumentacijos ad populum — ripinimosi Zmonémis — struktiira V. Putino
kreipimuysi tekstuose sudaro:

- temos formuluoté (padaryti viska, kad augty gerove);

- veiksmy, numatomy Siam tikslui pasiekti, apra§ymas (apriipinimo maisto
produktais, biisto problemy sprendimas ir pan.);

- pasiekimy i§vardijimas;

- atsiribojimas nuo pirmtaky ir kity politiky,

- pagyriamoji dalis (komplimentai);

- pilie€iy gynimo idéjos kartojimas.
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Argumentacijos ad populum — iStikimybés nacionalinéms vertybéms — struktiirg
V. Putino kreipimuysi tekstuose sudaro:
- nacionalinio pasididZiavimo skatinimas;
- bendry nacionaliniy vertybiy auk§tinimas;
- detalus vertybiy vardijimas;
- vertybiy gynimo biitinumo demonstravimas;
- heroizmo skatinimas;
- grésmiy Rusijai priminimas;
- patikinimas, kad pavojai bus jveikti.

Pateikiant universalius ir nuo konteksto priklausomus argumentus, atskleidziamos
diskurso subjekto kognityvinés struktiiros. Pavyzdys: jéga yra teigiamas opozicijos jé ga
~ silpnumas narys, kognityviniy struktiiry lygmenyje ji (jéga) tampa universaliu
ginkluotyjy pajégu modernizavimo argumentu ir Rusijos kontekste svariu nacionalinés

didzios valstybés vertés argumentu.

ARGUMENTAVIMO TECHNIKA LIETUVIU POLITINIAME DISKURSE

Prezidento V. Adamkaus praneSimu (toliau tekste — kreipimysi) kognityvinés
struktliros — bazinés opozicijos ir konceptualiosios metaforos — tai argumentacijos
elementai: kognityviniy strukttiry realizacijas tekste visada rodo loginés ir retorinés
argumentacijos struktiiros. Bazinés V. Adamkaus diskurso opozicijos — tai: nauja ~
sena, Vakarai ~ Rytai,demokratija ~ nedemokratija. Konceptualiosios
metaforos — tai: POLITIKA YRA KELIAS, PROBLEMOS YRA LIGA, POLITIKA YRA
EGZAMINAS ir POLITIKA YRA VERSLAS.

Visuomeninio ir politinio diskurso kognityvinés struktiiros yra tam tikru biidu
susijusios su prezidento kreipimysi kognityvinémis struktiiromis: pirmaujanciy politiniy
partijy teksty generatyvini pagrinda sudaro binarinés opozicijos, kurios pastebimos ir
prezidento diskurse: Vakarai ~ Rytai ir demokratija ~ nedemokratija.
Prezidento ir politiniy partijy diskursus sieja KELIO ir EGZAMINO metaforos.

Prezidento V. Adamkaus kreipimysi pagrindinés tezés, kaip parodé tyrimas, yra
Sios: ,,Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme* ir ,, A§ suprantu jiisy problemas ir padésiu jas
i§spresti. Sie teiginiai kreipimusi tekstuose neiSplétoti. Adresatas turi suvokti tezés

formuluote indukcijos biidu, apibendrindamas atskirus atvejus. Pvz., tezé ,,Salis plétojasi
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tinkama linkme* pana$iai pateikiama visuose miisy iStirtuose prezidento metiniy
kreipimysi tekstuose; teksto iZangoje pateikiamos Sios tezés perifrazes, kuriomis
pristatomos praneSimo tema ir remos; toliau tekste plétojamos izangoje akcentuotos
remos. Be to, kreipimysi pagrindinéms temoms priskiriamos remos, pasiZymincios
teigiama konotacija (nuoseklumas, isbaigtumas, stabilumas) ir neigiama (krizé,
problemos, stoka). Si pastebéjima galima bty paaiskinti demokratinio diskurso
pobiidZiu: demokratijos ir pazangos Zenklu, Siuolaikiniu europietiSku pozitriu, laikoma
pripazinti ir klaidas, kalbéti ne tik apie pasiekimus, bet ir apie sunkumus.

Tezé ,,AS suprantu jiisy problemas ir padésiu jas iSspresti® prezidento kreipimusi
tekstuose pasirodo ivairiais pavidalais, jos perifrazés maziau apibréztos, jos pastebimos
tvairiose teksto segmentuose. Tai, kad tezé pateikiama nenuosekliai, galima paaiSkinti
adresato veiksniu — §i tez¢ adresuota ne tiesioginiam, ¢ia pat esanCiam adresatui. Ja
sieckiama i1lokucinio tikslo — pelnyti Zmoniy pasitikéjima (perlokucija).

Tezé, kad Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme, pateikiama suskaidzius ja 1 kelias
atskiras tezes: a) ,,Dabartis — ateities ivaizdis“, b) ,,Svarbiausias pasirinktos krypties
etapas iveiktas®, ¢) ,,Judéjimas geroves link yra nenutriikstamas®. Atskiros tezés néra tik
apibendrinamosios tezés turinio elementai, jos atlieka itaigos argumenty vaidmeni (ne
1tikinimo, tod¢l kad teze néra iSvada 1§ atskiry teiginiy).

Tezei, kad Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme, pagristi naudojami universaliis
argumentai: a) valdzia priima konstruktyvius sprendimus, b) valdZios darbo rezultatas
pozityvus vairiais aspektais, c) skaiciai rodo pakilimg ir augima. Be to, galima pastebéti
Siuos désningumus:

- argumentas, kad valdzia priima konstruktyvius sprendimus, buvo
naudojamas, pirma, per abi prezidento V. Adamkaus kadencijas, antra, kalbétojas
nesitapatino su pozityviy sprendimy subjektu;

- argumenta, kad valdzios darbo rezultatas pozityvus daugeliu aspekty,
patvirtina daugybé pavyzdziy, iliustruojanciy ekonomikos ir Zmoniy gerovés augima,
Lietuvos pasiekimy pripaZinima pasaulio bendruomengje, sekminga reformy vykdyma;

- argumento, kad valdzios darbo rezultatas pozityvus daugeliu aspekty, apimtis
skirtinga jvairiy mety kreipimysi tekstuose: pirmuosiuose praneSimuose pateikiami
s¢kmingo reformy vykdymo pavyzdziai, taciau nepastebéta, kad veliau Sie argumentai

biity iSplétoti; argumentas, kad pilie¢iy geroveé auga, nuosekliai plétojamas kiekviename
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metiniame praneSime, todél paskutiniuose praneSimuose kalbétojas leidzia sau vertinti
situacija pozityviai: anot jo, esama padétimi galima didZiuotis 1ir pasidZiaugti
pasiekimais;

- argumentas, kad skaiciai rodo pakilima ir augima, kalbétojui itin svarbus, nes
kreipimasis pasirodé likus kelioms savaitéms iki referendumo dél Lietuvos istojimo i
Europos Sajunga (prezidentas buvo aktyvus Lietuvos istojimo 1 Europos sajunga ir i
NATO struktiiras Salininkas).

Tezé, kad kreipimysi autorius supranta adresato problemas ir gali padéti jas
18spresti, grindziama nuo konteksto priklausomais argumentais: a) ad populum
(deklaruojama riipinimasis zmonémis ir iStikimybé tautinéms vertybéms), b) ad
verecundiam (remiamasi autoritetais, kuriuos auditorija pripazista).

Argumentacijos ad populum — riipinimosi zmonémis — struktiira V. Adamkaus
kreipimuysi tekstuose sudaro:

- démesio mazam zmogui parodymas;

- veiksmy tikslo formulavimas (gerovés augimas);

- numatomy veiksmuy, kuriy reika tikslui pasiekti, apraSymas (kiekvieno
asmens savarankiSkumo ir atsakomybés jausmo puoseléjimas);

- zmogaus teisiy id¢jos kartojimas;

- pagyriamoji dalis (komplimentai).

Argumentacijos ad populum — i1Stikimybés tautinéms vertybéms — struktiira V.
Adamkaus kreipimuysi tekstuose sudaro:

- bendry tautos vertybiy aukstinimas;

- vertybiy detalus vardijimas (laisve, tauta);

- vertybiy puoseléjimo skatinimas.

Pateikiant universalius ir nuo konteksto priklausomus argumentus atskleidziamos
diskurso subjekto kognityvinés struktiros. Pavyzdziui, konceptualigja metafora
POLITIKA YRA EGZAMINAS kognityviniy struktiry lygmenyje (universalioji
argumentacija) atitinka Lietuvos pasiekimy pripazinimo pasaulio bendruomenéje

argumentas.
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ISVADOS

Atlikus valstybiy, turin¢iy skirtinga konstitucing saranga (prezidenting /
parlamenting), vadovy — prezidenty kreipimuysi teksty analize¢, galima konstatuoti tam
tikra Vladimiro Putino ir Valdo Adamkaus argumentavimo diskursy tapatuma,
salygojama veikiausiai kreipimysi tikslais, ir skirtumus, kuriuos lemia skirtingos
politinés abieju Saliy nuostatos bei Siy valstybiy vadovy vieta valdzios struktiirose.

Metiniai prezidenty kreipimaisi kaip kalbéjimo aktas. Prezidenty V. Putino ir
V. Adamkaus kreipimysi tekstuose derinasi $iy kalbéjimo akty savybés: apraSomojo
(aprasoma esama padétis), vertinamojo (vertinama daugelis socialinés tikroves reiSkiniy)
ir argumentacinio (irodin¢jamas vykdomos politikos teisingumas, tikslingumas).
Vertinamasis kalb¢jimo aktas yra savotiSkas nurodymas kitoms valdzios struktiiroms —
jo teisingumas, tikslingumas motyvuojamas argumentaciniu kalbéjimo aktu, kuriuo
prezidentas pagrindZia savo teisg atlikti vertinamaji ir nurodomaji (preskriptyvini) akta.

Rusijos ir Lietuvos prezidenty kreipimysi tekstuose pastebéta ta pati
apibendrinamoji tezé ,,Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme*. Laikydami $ia teze teisinga, abu
prezidentai, vedantys S$alis Sia linkme, grindzia savo teis¢ toliau vykdyti valdZios
suteiktus igaliojimus. PanaSios ir tezés ,,AS suprantu jiisy problemas ir galiu jas i$spresti‘
/ ,,A$ suprantu jisu problemas ir padésiu jas iSspresti — ju diskursyviné realizacija
adresuota ,,tre¢iajam* komunikacijos nariui — eiliniams pilie¢iams, kuriy prielankuma
prezidentai noréty iSsaugoti ir sustiprinti.

Apibiidindami prezidenty kreipimysi kaip argumentacinio kalbéjimo akto
specifika, pirmiausia turétume pasakyti, kad §i kalb¢jimo akta sudaro argumentacijos
instrumentai — tezés ir argumentai bei retorin¢ kognityviniy diskurso struktiiry,
sutampanc¢iy su tam tikros Salies (Rusijos, Lietuvos) politinio elito kognityvinémis
struktiiromis, realizacija. Abiejy Saliy prezidentai naudoja universaligja ir nuo konteksto
priklausoma argumentacija.

Teziy pateikimo prezidenty kreipimysi tekstuose ypatumai. Reikéty atkreipti
démesi 1 tai, kad argumentacinis kalbéjimo aktas (arba argumentacinis diskursas yra
sinoniminiai terminai, nes terminas kalbéjimo aktas tinka pirmiausia sakytinei kalbai, kai
yra aiSkiai apibréztas adresatas; misy atveju tekstas turi sakytinés ir raSytinés kalbos
pozymiuy: jis adresuotas ne tik Dimos / Seimo nariams, bet ir ,.tretiesiems* asmenims —

visuomenei, sprendzianciai apie prezidento vertinimus ir iSkeltus uzdavinius) prezidenty
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kreipimuysi tekstuose modifikuotas. V. Putino ir V. Adamkaus pagrindinés tezés
neiSplétotos — adresatas turi pats indukcijos biidu atpazinti ir suformuluoti tezg,
apibendrindamas atskirus teiginius. Universaliais argumentais pagrista tezé ,,Salis
plétojasi tinkama linkme* panaSiais biidais pateikiama visuose miisy tirtuose kreipimusi |
Federalini susirinkima tekstuose: teksto iZangoje pasirodo apibendrinamosios tezés
perifrazes, kuriomis pristatoma praneSimo tema ir remos, toliau tekste plétojamos remos.

V. Putino kreipimusi tekstuose temoms valstybé, Rusija priskiriamos tokios
teigiamai konotuotos remos, kaip pasiekimai, augimas, naujos darbo vietos, pajamos,
plétra, ilgalaikiai asmeniniai planai, ryztingiau, konstruktyviai, efektyviai. V. Adamkaus
kreipimysi temoms priskiriamos ir teigiamai (nuoseklumas, isbaigtumas, stabilumas), ir
neigiamai (krizé, problemos, stoka) konotuotos remos.

Tezé, kuri grindZziama nuo konteksto priklausomais argumentais, — “AS suprantu
jisy problemas ir galiu / padésiu‘ jas iSspresti — pateikiama metiniy kreipimuysi tekstuose
lvairiais buidais, jos perifrazés maziau apibréztos, jas galima pastebéti skirtinguose teksto
segmentuose. Tai, kad Si tezé tekste pateikiama nenuosekliai, galima paaiSkinti adresato
veiksniu — ji adresuota ne tiesioginiam adresatui, esanciam Cia pat ir besiklausanciam
kalbétojo, o asmeniui, kuris susipazins su kreipimosi tekstu per ziniasklaidos priemones.

Taigi, kad tezé biity atpaZinta tekste ir suformuluota, tyréjui reikia atlikti tam
tikras procediiras, tuo tarpu tiesioginis adresatas turi pats indukcijos budu iSvesti tezg.
Toks argumentavimo diskursas, kai tezé¢ pateikiama netiesiogiai, pasiZymi, misy
poziiiriu, didesniu itikinimo poveikiu negu tiesioginé¢ tezés formuluoté; adresatas,
savarankiSkai pri¢jes prie iSvados, laiko save argumentacinio kalbéjimo akto
,,bendraautoriumi‘.

Apibendrinamosios tezés skaidymas | atskiras tezes. Tezé, kad Salis plétojasi
tinkama linkme, pateikiama V. Putino ir V. Adamkaus diskursuose skaidant
apibendrinamaja tez¢ 1 atskiras tezes, kurios abiejuose diskursuose beveik sutampa,
taciau skirtumuy yra, tod¢l mes pateikéme skirtingas ju formuluotes. Atskiri V. Putino
apibendrinamosios tezés ,,Salis plétojasi tinkama linkme* teiginiai yra $ie: a) ,,nuveiktas
darbas — tai ateities pagrindas®, b) ,,pasirinkta kryptis negali biti pakeista®, c) , krypties
perémimas — stabilumo pagrindas®. V. Adamkaus atskiri teiginiai ra Sie: a) ,,dabartis —
ateities ivaizdis“, b) ,,svarbiausias pasirinktos krypties etapas iveiktas®, c) ,,judéjimas

geroves link yra nenutriikstamas*.
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Atskiry teziy vaidmuo. Atskiri teiginiai (tez€s) pirmiausia yra
apibendrinamosios tezés turinio elementai, tafiau jie atlieka ir itaigos argumenty
vaidmeni (Siuo atveju negalime kalbéti apie itikinima, nes apibendrinamoji tezé néra
1Svada 18 atskiry teziy).

Universaliyjy argumenty turinys ir apimtis. Tezei, kad Salis plétojasi tinkama
linkme, pagristi V. Putinas ir V. Adamkus naudoja Siuos argumentus: a) valdZia priima
konstruktyvius sprendimus, b) valdzios darbo rezultatas pozityvus daugeliu aspekty, c)
skaiCiai byloja apie pakilima ir augima. Kad biity pripazinti argumentais, Sie teiginiai
pirmiausia grindZiami pasitelkiant daugybe pavyzdZiy, atliekanciy argumenty vaidmeni.
V. Putino ir V. Adamkaus diskursuose pastebéta argumenty, turinio, apimties ir
argumentavimo pokycCiy skirtumy. Argumentas, kad valdZia priima konstruktyvius
sprendimus, buvo naudojamas pacioje V. Putino pirmosios kadencijos pradzioje, V.
Adamkus naudojo §i argumenta, viena vertus, per abi prezidento kadencijas, kita vertus,
kalbétojas nesitapatino su subjektu, priimanciu konkre€iai sitlomus pozityvius
sprendimus.

V. Putino kreipimuysi tekstuose palaipsniui dingsta sékmingy reformy vykdymo
pavyzdziai, taiau pabréziama vadinamyjy kariniy ir socialiniy argumenty svarba.
Pirmuosiuose V. Adamkaus praneSimuose pateikiami sékmingo reformuy vykdymo
pavyzdziai, bet véliau Sie argumentai neplétojami, o pilieCiy geroves kélimo argumentas
nuosekliai plétojamas visuose kreipimusi tekstuose, todel paskutiniuosiuose kreipimuysi
tekstuose kalbétojas leidzia sau vertinti situacija pozityviai. Anot jo, esama padétimi
galima didZiuotis ir pasidziaugti.

Vienas i§ pozityviy Rusijos plétros numatyta linkme rezultaty yra tai, jog
valstybé, anot prezidento kreipimuysi, sustiprino savo itaka pasaulyje. Lietuvos
prezidento kreipimuysi tekstuose nieko panaSaus apie Lietuvos jtakos pasaulyje stiprinima
nepastebéta; juose teigiama, jog vienas i§ pozityviy judéjimo tinkama linkme rezultaty
yra Salies raidos pasiekimy tarptautinis pripaZinimas.

Nuo konteksto priklausomuy argumenty turinys ir apimtis. Teiginys, kad
kreipimysi autorius supranta adresato problemas ir gali jas iSspresti, abiejy prezidenty
kreipimysi tekstuose grindZiamas Siais argumentais: a) ad populum (deklaruojama

ripinimasis Zmonémis ir iStikimybé nacionalinéms vertybéms), b) ad verecundiam
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(remiamasi autoritetais, kuriuos pripazista auditorija). Taciau abieju prezidenty
diskursuose pastebéta argumenty apimties ir turinio skirtumuy.

V. Putinas akcentuoja pilieiy gynima ir ivardija priemones, kuriy valdzia
privalo imtis, kad uzZtikrinty derama pilie¢iy gyvenimo lygi. V. Adamkus akcentuoja
pilieCiy teises ir bitinybe ugdyti pilieCiy savarankiSkuma bei atsakomybe dél savo
likimo. Siuos skirtumus veikiausiai galima paaiskinti susiklos¢iusiomis ir
besiklostan¢iomis abiejy Saliy kultliry tradicijomis: Rusijai svarbu jaustis pasauline
valstybe, sudarancia atsvara Vakarams taip pat ir ginkly industrijoje; Lietuvos
prezidentas, bidamas Vakary demokratijos atstovas, stengiasi iskiepyti i lietuviy politing
diskursa pagrindines Vakary demokratijos savokas.

Kognityviniy struktiairy turinys. Anks¢iau jau minéjome, kad argumentavimo
diskurse atskleidziamos kognityvinés strukturos, sudarancios kalbétojo pasauléziiiros
nuostaty pagrinda. Paprastai jos ivardijamos perifrazémis, tokiu biidu jos veikiausiai
turéty daryti poveiki adresato pasamonés struktiiroms, nes kartojima galima traktuoti
kaip pasakymo turinio itaigos priemong.

V.Putino diskurse svarbiausios yra bazinés opozicijos jéga ~ silpnumas,
Rusija ~ Vakarai, teisingumas ~ neteisybé¢, demokratija ~
nedemokratija, kuriose vertybinis centras yra pirmasis o0pozicijos narys.
V.Adamkaus diskurse atitinkamai vartojamos opozicijos nauja ~ sena, Vakarai
~ Rytai, demokratija ~ nedemokratija. V.Putino diskurse tekstai kuriami
remiantis konceptualiosiomis metaforomis PROBLEMOS YRA LIGA, VALSTYBE YRA
STATINYS, POLITIKA YRA KELIAS. V. Adamkaus diskurse atitinkamai vartojamos
metaforos POLITIKA YRA KELIAS, PROBLEMOS YRA LIGA, POLITIKA YRA EGZAMINAS
bei POLITIKA YRA VERSLAS (Sias metaforas nurodéme turédami omeny, kaip daznai jos
realizuojamos).

Rusijos ir Lietuvos prezidenty diskursuose vertybiniai teisingumo ir
demokratijos orientyrai tekste suderinami. Abi vertybés vartojamos vienodai daZnai.
TacCiau svarbu ir tai, kad jeigu ,,populiarios® vertybés supratimg (teisingumas —
Rusijai ir demokratija — Lietuvai) kalbétojas iSskleidzia, ,,nepopuliari tiesiog
konstatuojama  (Rusijoje =~ pirmaujancios  politinés  partijos  nepropaguoja

demokratijos, Lietuvoje —teisingumo).
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Rusijos ir Lietuvos politiniy partiju diskursuose pastebimas neabejotinas
prielankumas vienai 1§ vertybiy — teisingumui — Rusijoje, demokratijai —
Lietuvoje, Siy vertybiniy kategoriju esmés diskursy subjektai neatskleidzia. Kalbétoju
partijy vardu poziiir; 1 ,,nepopuliaria” vertybg (demokratija Rusijoje ir teisinguma
Lietuvoje) rodo ju tekstai. ISnagrinétuose Lietuvos politiniy partijuy tekstuose socialini
teisinguma mini vienos partijos narys, kity partijuy tekstuose kalbama apie teisinguma
juridine prasme. Rusijos politiniy partiju diskurse ,,nepopuliari® vertybé ivardijama
dazniau, bet pasizymi neigiama konotacija (ta demokratija, pernelyg saldi kalba ...
demokratija).

Kognityviniy struktiira realizacija. Kaip buvo minéta, id¢jy kartojimu (V.
Putino diskurse — tai stipri Salis, Rusijos ir Vakary konfrontacija, teisingos visuomenes
ugdymas, V. Adamkaus diskurse — tai palankus nusistatymas Vakary atzvilgiu,
demokratija) siekiama idiegti (itaigos, o ne itikinimo priemonémis) §ias vertybes 1
adresato samong. Diskurso kognityvinés struktiiros nuosekliai atskleidziamos pateikiant
universalius ir nuo konteksto priklausomus argumentus. Pavyzdziui, V. Putino diskurse
jéga yra pozityvus binarinés opozicijos jéga ~ silpnumas narys; kognityviniy
struktliry lygmenyje ji (jéga) atitinka ginkluotyjuy pajégu modernizavimo ir nacionalinés
didzios valstybés vertés argumentus. V. Adamkaus diskurse konceptualigja metafora
POLITIKA YRA EGZAMINAS (universalus argumentas) atitinka argumentas, kad Lietuvos
pasiekimus pripazino pasaulio bendruomené (nuo konteksto priklausomas argumentas).

Prezidenty diskursy sgsaja su visuomeniniu ir politiniu Salies fonu.
Prezidenty kreipimysi kognityvinés struktiros tam tikru biidu siejasi su visuomeninio ir
politinio diskurso struktiiromis. Rusijos prezidento ir politiniy partiju diskursus sieja
bazinés opozicijosteisingumas ~neteisybé¢ ir Rusija ~Vakarai.

Lyderiy pozicijas uzimanciy Lietuvos politiniy partijy teksty generavimo pagrinda
sudaro binarinés bazinés opozicijos, kurios pastebimos ir Lietuvos prezidento diskurse:
Vakarai ~ Rytai ir demokratija ~ nedemokratija.Lietuvos prezidento ir
politiniy partiju diskursus sieja KELIO ir EGZAMINO metaforos.

Prezidenty kreipimuysi ir politiniy partiju diskursy kognityviniu struktiiry sasajos

vienoje ar kitoje Salyje rodo ty Saliy politinio elito pozicijy darnuma.

21



DISERTACIJOJE GINAMI TEIGINIAI ISPLETOTI SIOSE PUBLIKACIJOSE:

Makaposa B., 2004. O HEKOTOPBIX 0COOEHHOCTAX apryMEHTATHBHOTO MOJUTHYECKOTO TEKCTA.
Aktualne problemy semantyki i stylistyki tekstu. Studia opisowe i komparatywne. Pod red. J.
Wierzbinskiego. £.6dz. P. 73-78.

Makaposa B., 2004. O mMeTtadopuzanuu NOTUTHYECKOTO CKaHJala B JIMTOBCKUX Macc-menaua. JI
59 Jlunesucmuxa: Broaremens Ypanvckoeo aunesucmuyeckoeo oouecmsa. O1B. pen. A. I1. Uynunos. T.
14. ExarepunOypr. P. 41-47.

Makaposa B., 2004. O0 3MOIMOHAIBHON apryMeHTAllMHd B TOJUTUYECKOM TUCKypce Poccum.
Jluneeopumopuueckaa napaduema: meopemuueckue u npuxkiaouvie acnekmol: Meocgys. coO. Hayy. mp.
Pen. A. A. Bopox6OuroBa. Beim. 4. Coun. P. 84-90.

Makapoga B., 2005. O coBpeMeHHOM poccuiickoi putopuke: auckypc «Emunon Poccuny. Studia
Slavica V. Tallinn. P. 238-243.

Makapoa B., 2005. ApryMeHTAaTUBHBIA TIOTCHIIMA POCCHUHCKOTO H  JUTOBCKOTO
TpeIBLIOOPHOTO MOIUTHYECKOTO AUcKypea. Studia Rusycystyczne Akademii Swietokrzyskiej. Pod red. K.
Lucinskiego. Tom 15. Kielce. P. 169-175.

Makaposa B., 2006. Hama maptus mydrmre: cnocoObl YOKICHHUS B CHUTYallMH TPEIBHIOOPHOM
00pwOEL. I1 50 [onumuueckas aunesucmuxa. OtB. pea. A. I1. Uynunos. Beim. 20. ExkarepunOypr. P. 135-
146.

Makaposa B., 2006. O ponu gekceMbl 1eMOKpPaTUsl B IUTOBCKUX MAacC-MEIua HAKAHYHE BOMHBL.
3anucku 3 3aeanvuoi ninesicmuxu: 30ipHux Haykosux npays. OtB. pen. H. B. bapaina. Onec. Hat. yH-T.
Bun. 7. Ognecca. P. 181-189.

Makaposa B., 2007. O HECKOJIBKUX OTIUYHUTEIBHBIX YepTaxX MOIUTHUECKOU KyIbTypbl Poccuu u
Jluteel.  KommyHnuxkamuenoe noeedenue. Pycckoe, aumoeckoe, 3CMOHCKOe U  JAMbIUICKOE
KommyHukamusHoe nosedenue. Pen. M. A. Crepuun. Bein. 27. Boponex. P. 56-69.

Makaposa B., 2007. Taktuku yOexaeHHs B POCCHHCKOM IMOJUTUYECKOM IHCKypce. Texcm —
ouckypc — kapmuna mupa. Mexceys. co. nayun. mpyoos. Pen. O. H. YUapseikosa. Bein. 3. Boponex. P.
165-174.

Makaposa B., 2007. KiiroueBbie c10Ba, KOTOPHIMU MBI )KMBEM (O CIIPABEUIMBOCTH U JJEMOKPATHH
B Poccuu u Jlutee). Azwix u coyuym. Mamepuanwvr VII Medco. nayunoi xongepenyuu. Munck, 1-2 oex.
2006 2. O6m. pen. JI. H. Uymak. Munck. Y. I1. P. 58-61.

Makaposa B., 2008. «BeuHble BOPOCH» B COBPEMEHHBIX POCCUICKUX MOJUTHYECKUX JIO3YHTaX.
Respectus Philologicus, 13 (18). P. 124-132.

Makaposa B., 2008. Poccust u 3aman B COBpeMEHHOM POCCHICKOM IUCKypce Biactu. Slavistika v
modernim svete. Eds. M. Prihoda, H. Vankova. Cerveny Kostelec, Praha. P. 327-334.

Maxkaposa B., 2008. HeckolbKO CIIOB O KOTHUTUBHO-PUTOPUYECKOM aHaJU3€ apryMEHTallUd B

MOUTHYECKOM UCKypce. Respectus Philologicus, 14 (19). P. 115-120.

22



INTRODUCTION

The focus of the present research is on distinguishing the peculiarities of
argumentation used in Lithuanian and Russian political discourse. The choice of the
research subject was motivated by the fact that the recent decade of the humanities can
be characterized as evincing a growing interest in techniques of verbal impact which
allows the speaker to attain the desirable goals from the addressee. The contemporary
study on verbal impact includes the argumentation theory which is considered as the
choice of the most effective ways of reasoning and justifying the speaker’s position and
encouraging the listener to accept this position. The analysis of argumentation
techniques, which are accepted by different social environments, allows characterizing
both the political culture of a society as well as the possible influence of national
traditions on the development of different contemporary political discourses.

The goal of the present research is to describe the peculiarities of argumentation
technique in Russian and Lithuanian political discourses at the beginning of the 21
century, more specifically during the period of 2000-2007. In attempt to achieve the goal
of the research, the following objectives have been pursued. They specify: a) what
cognitive structures operate in particular argumentation; b) how the elements of
argumentative discourse are realized: the ways of introducing a thesis statement into the
text; the content and volume of arguments supporting the thesis.

As it was mentioned above, the research subject is the way of argumentation
employed in political discourse. The research has been carried out on the basis of
Russian and Lithuanian Presidents’ (Vladimir Putin and Valdas Adamkus, respectively)
annual speeches covering the period of 2000-2007. The choice of annual speeches as the
research subject was determined by the fact that such texts distinguish in performing a
fully representative role of political life.

The methods employed are cognitive analysis, logical-rhetorical analysis and
contrastive method. The cognitive analysis was adopted to distinguish the speaker’s
structures of the conscious in attempt to generate an ideological text. The logical-
rhetorical analysis implies logical and illogical ways of persuading. The contrastive
method was used to examine and compare the findings. It is noteworthy, that each of the

employed methods had a descriptive character at the first stage of the analysis, while in
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the process of interpretation they acquired a critical character. The emphasis was on
qualitative characteristics of the analysed subject.

The novelty of the research lies in the fact that the research question has not been
analysed in depth so far, i.e. neither the research subject (the issue of argumentation in
Lithuanian political discourse has not received much attention yet), nor working out the
methods of argumentation analysis (effective methods of argumentation analysis in
political discourse have not been fully developed so far) were much of linguists interest.
The notion of fully developed effective methods of argumentation analysis implies that
there is no such a set of tools which proves to be completely accurate in helping to
distinguish elements of argumentation discourse — a thesis or an idea which is likely to
be incorporated into the addressee’s cognitive field in order to accept it, and arguments
which contribute to this incorporation.

The problems of argumentation in Lithuanian linguistics have been touched
upon by Eleonora Lassan, Regina KozZeniauskiené, Jurga Cibulskiené, Virginija
Jakimenko. This research differs significantly from the previous ones because 1) the
problem of argumentation is central here; 2) the basis of problems of argumentation is
political discourse; 3) the problems of argumentation are examined in the framework of
cognitive linguistics.

The present research has a practical value of application since its results are
expected to interest public relations specialists who develop various strategies of
covering political events while aiming at raising argumentative potential of political
discourse. Moreover, the findings of the research could find their application at different
academic courses: rhetoric, discourse analysis, special courses on linguistics of lie or
political linguistics. They are supposed to provide students with knowledge and raise
their awareness of what methods of persuasion are employed in order to influence the
conscious of the recipients in political discourse.

The claims of the dissertation:

1. Presidential annual speeches seem to be a hybrid type of a speech act, which
incorporates the qualities of descriptive, evaluative and argumentative speech acts.

2. The thesis of the presidential annual speech is not explicated. Rather, the

listener is introduced to it by inductive reasoning: summarizing arguments-examples.
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3. The realization of cognitive structures is an element of argumentation
discourse of presidential annual speeches.

4. The cognitive structures of presidential annual speeches correlate with the
cognitive structures constituting the deep layer of public political texts.

The findings of the research were made public at the conferences:

18™-19™ September 2003, £6dz (Poland) “Aktualne problemy semantyki i
stylistyki tekstu”; 20™-22"¢ February 2004, Tallinn (Estonia) «VI KoH(epeHIHs OHBIX
dunomorosy; 6"-7" May 2004, Kaunas (Lithuania) “Tekstai ir kontekstai: kalbos
judesys™; 20™-21% September 2004, Kielce (Poland) «SI3bIk, IuTeparypa u KyIbTypa
Poccun B XXI Beke — Teopust u mpaktuka»; 5-6" May 2005, Kaunas (Lithuania) —
“Zmogus kalbos erdvéje”; 20™-22" October 2005, Odessa (Ukraine) «IIpoGiemst
npukiIagHoil nuHrBHcTHKEY; 15"-16" November 2006, £6dz (Poland) “Aktualne
problemy semantyki i stylistyki tekstu”; 1%-2™ December 2006, Minsk (Belarus) « S35k
u couuyM — VII»; 6"-8" May 2007, Kielce (Poland) «SI3bik, IuTeparypa U KyJIbTypa
Poccun B XXI Beke — Teopus M NPAKTUKA; 24™.25™ QOctober 2007, Prague (Czech
Republic) “Konference mladych slavista I11”; 22"-23th October 2008, Prague (Czech
Republic) — “Konference mladych slavistd [V”.

The main claims of the dissertation were presented in the seminars “The
Discourse Analysis of an Ideological Field through the Key Words” and ‘“Political
Linguistics II” in the Group of Cognitive Linguistics at Vilnius University Faculty of
Humanities in Kaunas, on 2™ November 2005 and on 23" February 2007.

The dissertation was discussed and approved by the Department of Russian
Philology, Faculty of Philology at Vilnius University on 24" September 2008.

The structure of the research. The research consists of an Infroduction where a
brief description of the research significance, goals, objectives, methods employed and
its original contribution to Lithuanian linguistics are brought forward. The first chapter
comprises the survey of scientific works, the grounding of the chosen research method,
discussion of the terms used, elaboration of the research subject and the analysis
procedure. The structure of the second chapter (Argumentation in Russian Discourse)
and of the third chapter (Argumentation in Lithuanian Discourse) is based on inductive
presentation of the findings: going from the analysis of separate phenomena to

summarizing the obtained results. These chapters are followed by the Conclusions which
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dwell upon contrasting the results of the research and stating the conclusions. The

research is completed with the list of Data Sources and References.

METHODOLOGICAL PROBLEMS OF ARGUMENTATION ANALYSIS

Argumentation definition. Different argumentation definitions comprise certain
common components which are as follows: argumentation at the preverbal level is a kind
of thinking process which is verbalized by the speaker and addressee in the process of
communication; the speaker’s chosen language means implies an intention to influence
the addressee to accept the suggested idea. Thus, it is noteworthy to claim that
contemporary viewpoint on the origin of argumentation distinguishes in the reflection of
Perelman and Olbrecht-Tyteca’s ideas which suggest that any argumentative activity is
directed towards the audience.

The Trends of the Research. The West. The German scholar Josef
Kopperschmidt (1985) has brought the problem of argumentation feasibility in a
particular situation into sharp focus. Moreover, he distinguished a number of underlying
assumptions how to organize effective argumentation. In Netherlands, the scholars Frans
H. van Eemeren and Rob Grootendorst (1984, 2004) investigate the technique of
argumentation which is comprehended as an attempt to persuade the addressee to accept
some point of view and this is implemented by taking strategic steps and following the
rules of conversation. The philosophical stance of argumentation problem was taken up
by the prominent scholar of Frankfurt school Jiirgen Habermas (1984-87) who
distinguished different types of argumentation and analyzed pragmatic prerequisites for
achieving common consensus. The scientific researches performed by scholars of
Eastern Europe (besmenosa 1987, bpyrsan 1984, /lembsinkoB 1989, Py3aBun 1997)
distinguish in the tendency to survey the history of argumentation theory and its
methodological principles. Thus, it is possible to observe that the noticeable differences
of the theoretical assumptions of argumentation theory arise from two essential points.
First, Western scholars focused on the non deductive methods of persuasion far earlier,
whereas Eastern European scholars put the emphasis on the deductive ways of reasoning.
Second, Western scholars employ the mechanisms of persuasion in one text (often
polylogue) or by one speaker far more often than Eastern European scholars who tended

to extend the frame of their researches into the argumentation analysis of geographically
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and chronologically large corpora. The recent years in Eastern Europe can be
characterized by the increase of researches performed taking into account Perelman’s
neorhetoric: the scholars focus their attention on pragmatic problems of argumentation
discourse (oOpsikoa 2003, OmenkoBa 2004, ®ansu 2000, Paiiowimenko 2002), on the
factor of addressee and topic in argumentation (BomwsBak 2004, Illyiickas 2005), on
cognitive parameters of argumentation (AxcenoBa 2003, PoxkoBa 2001-2002), on the
analysis of argumentation tools of election campaigns in the framework of critical
discourse analysis (Oununckuii 2002).

The argumentation problems are not much of the focus of Lithuanian
scholars. However, the method of cognitive-rhetorical analysis developed by
Eleonora Lassan (1995) as well as her analysis of different aspects of political discourse
(1996, 2004, 2006, etc.) exert a direct impact on the present research which discusses
how the ways of argumentation are dependent on the subjects’ cognitive attitudes and
skills in political discourse. The problems of conceptual metaphor identified in Jurga
Cibulskiené’s (2003, 2005, 2006) works also have considerable influence on the analysis
of peculiarities of informal ways of persuasion in this research as metaphorical reality
not only allows preserving individual knowledge of the world but it also gives a
possibility to influence the consciousness of the text recipient. Virginija Jakimenko, who
is a co-author of one of quite rare textbooks on logics in Lithuania (and the author of the
chapter “Argumentation”), considered certain ideas of argumentation in social context
and these ideas find their reflection in the present research (2005). Regina
KoZeniauskiené (2001) looks into the problems of rhetoric and touches upon the issues
of argumentation in Lithuanian literature and media discourses.

While surveying different approaches to the problem of argumentation analysis, it
emerged that seven types of various approaches to the problem of
argumentation analysis are possible to distinguish. However, these types cannot
be considered as a valid classification because it lacks tertium comparationis. 1) The
exploration of discussion strategies taking into consideration well known works
(Eemeren 2002; Eemeren, Grootendorst 1984, 2004). This approach is supported by such
prominent scholars as Asheim, Brede, Allwood, Issers, Kulikova, Belova. 2) Types of
argumentation discourses are distinguished in the works of Habermas, Charaudeau,

Blinov, Petrov. 3) Millsap and Wangerin are interested in distinguishing argumentation
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functions (Toulmin 1958). 4) The traditions and methods of the analysis of logical
structure of persuasion are deeply entrenched in the theory of formal-logical
argumentation. The most famous scholars are Descartes, Pasqual, Bacon, Leibnitz,
Boole, de Morgan. Furthermore, the Yerevan school under the leadership of Brutian is
considered to reflect the contemporary point of view. 5) Perelman and Olbrechts-Tyteca
suggests investigating the rational and moral ways of persuasion. The combination of
logical and non formal, logical and cognitive approaches is adopted in the works of
Slastenov and Briushinkin. 6) Such prominent Russian researchers as Baranov and
Sergeev are considered to have developed a cognitive approach on argumentation. 7)
The analysis of topoi can be represented by the works of linguists, for instance, Sheigal
as well as by works of interdisciplinary scholars, for instance, Kornprobst.

The method of the present research. The present research aims at analyzing
different ways of argumentation in political discourse of Lithuania and Russia referring
to a wide range of methods employed by the above mentioned scholars. As a result, this
research is based on cognitive and logical-rhetorical structures of argumentation; hence,
it allows revealing the character of argumentation in the target cultures adequately.

Cognitive structures of argumentation. The research emphasizes
the influence of epoch “thinking style” and societal “thinking style” on the
consciousness of the speaker. The underlying assumption is that the peculiarities of
argumentation are defined by the speaker’s cognitive attitudes — having the knowledge
how to influence the audience and what is supposed to be genuine and morally valuable
in the target society. In this case, the argumentation is understood as a pragmatically
oriented activity. The issue of being genuine in argumentation is also thought to be
pragmatically coloured: it is questioned whether the subject of political discourse is able
to find the truth or whether the subject aims at persuading the audience and is only
preoccupied with the problem how to persuade the audience to accept his point of view —
this is the issue of morality and “taste” preferences expressed by society. Obviously, it is
necessary to distinguish between the traits of the political subject of being genuine and
being earnest. However, this research focuses on other aspects of the political subject:
why the subject of argumentation discourse puts forward certain arguments, how it is
related to cognitive models of consciousness and how the idea which is put across

represents the style of societal thinking.
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The peculiarities of looking into this aspect can be explained by paying close
attention to cognitive structures of the consciousness which determine the content of
argumentation discourse. It was taken as granted that the president’s annual speech, the
same as every political text, is based on realization of certain cognitive structures which
constitute the deeper layer of the text (Jlaccan 1995). This points out to the originality of
the present research of the argumentation discourse: both verbal means of
communication in the process of argumentation and communicators’ structures of
consciousness, which are reconstructed on the basis of their generated text, are being
analyzed. The aggregate of these structures allows demonstrating the style of societal
thinking.

While referring to the argumentation as distinguishing the points of agreement
between the speaker and audience, the research aims at analyzing these points of
agreement, called topos, in terms of basic oppositions contained in the consciousness of
communicators. In the process of distinguishing morally valuable oppositions (Jlaccan
1995), the speaker refers to them as the points of agreement in the cognitive space of the
communicators. One member of the opposition has highly positive evaluation, thus, if
the speaker’s activities are supposed to be approved, they should be highlighted as
serving to support this evaluation and at the same time to overcome the negative
evaluation of the basic opposition. Hence, the speaker has to infer that the consciousness
of the addressee is based on the same opposition (consolidating rhetoric). Also, the
speaker may perceive that the consciousness of the audience is based on different
morally valuable oppositions: then the argumentation activity acquires a more complex
character, i.e. the emphasis is on imposing moral values on the audience or persuading
the audience to take another stance in respect of one or another moral value (rhetoric of
confrontation).

Logical-rhetorical structures of argumentation. The
development of the research method was buttressed up by the proposition of classical
antique rhetoric stating the unity of the three categories representing rhetorical ideal —
logos, ethos and pathos. The category logos is related to intellectual aspect of persuasion
which 1mply “logical correctness, clarity, succession, the proof of argumentation,
compositional harmony and expedience, appropriateness and completeness of the

utterance”. The category ethos comprises the degree of correspondence between the
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speech and moral ideals of the society. The category pathos is related to the speaker’s
ability to rouse the feelings and passions of the audience, “the pathos directs and
organizes the will of the audience to make a decision [...], and corresponds to the
emotional and morally valuable image of the speech subject” (Bonkos 2003).

The theory of the unity of the categories logos, ethos and pathos enables us to
investigate both the ways of evidence referring to the reason and psychological ways of
persuasion. This approach is said to be characteristic of contemporary neo rhetorical
works performed after Perelman. The originality of the research lies, as it was mentioned
before, in attempting to crystallize the analysis method of logical and psychological
elements of argumentation (logical-rhetorical structures) taking into account the
speaker’s thinking specificities (cognitive structures).

While analyzing the logical-rhetorical structures of persuasion, the universal and
contextual argumentations were distinguished. The analysis of the universal
argumentation, i.e. directed towards any (universal) audience, comprised a) the ways of
introducing a thesis into the text, its periphrasis, content; b) the content of universal
arguments. It was questioned whether they can be considered as proving the earlier
statements, empirical, factual and statistical data, definition, law; whether they undergo
the test of the truth, independence of their truth from the thesis, the degree of the relation
to the thesis, sufficiency as well as the dynamics of their development in the presidents’
every new annual speech. The analysis of the contextual character of argumentation, i.e.
directed towards specific (psychological elements of argumentation) audience, consisted
of a) the ways of introducing a thesis into the text, its periphrasis, content; b) the content
of contextual arguments (e.g., what is likely to be a tradition, authority for the speaker),

also, the dynamics of their development in the presidents’ every new annual speech.

THE TECHNIQUE OF ARGUMENTATION
IN RUSSIAN POLITICAL DISCOURSE
First, the analysis of the President Putin’s annual speeches revealed the central
theses that Putin attempts to advance to the consciousness of the audience. Second, the
analysis indicates the way these theses are introduced in the text, the way they are

proved to be legitimate, the role of cognitive thinking structures of the discourse subject.
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Basic oppositions and conceptual metaphors are considered to be the cognitive
structures of the presidential annual speeches and they are not only the text generating
structures but also the elements of argumentation: textual realizations of cognitive
structures factually participate in logical-rhetorical structures of argumentation. Putin’s
discourse can be characterized by such underlying basic oppositions: strength ~
weakness, Russia ~ the West, justice ~ injustice, democracy ~
antidemocracy. The first member of the opposition is considered to have morally
valuable implications. The conceptual metaphors underlying these oppositions are the
fOHOWing: PROBLEMS ARE AN ILLNESS, STATE IS A BUILDING, POLITICS IS A ROAD.

The cognitive structures of public political discourse were found to closely
correlate with the cognitive structures of the presidential annual speeches. Namely, the
common ground between the President and party discourses is that they share the same
basic oppositions justice ~ injustice and Russia ~ the West.

The main theses of Putin’s annual speeches are “The country is developing in the
right way” and “I can understand and solve your problems”. The preceding theses are not
explicated in the texts of the annual speeches. Thus, the listeners infer the formulation of
the theses inductively while summarizing separate cases. The research procedure
comprises the act of distinguishing theme and rheme. Therefore, it appears that such
thesis as “The country is developing in the right way” is introduced into the analyzed
texts similarly: the first part of the text is the periphrasis of the thesis containing theme
and rheme of the message; the further text is the elaboration of the rhemes presented at
the beginning of the text. State and Russia are the most common themes of Putin’s
annual speeches. In this case, the rhemes are likely to be expressed as evaluative
predicates (having positive evaluation): for example, achievement, growth, new work
places, income, moving forward, long term personal schemes, unhesitatingly,
constructively, effectively.

The thesis “I can understand and solve your problems” is introduced in the texts
in a more diverse way; its periphrasis tends to be fuzzy and appears in different parts of
the text. The lack of regularity while introducing this thesis into the text may be
explained by the factor of the addressee — the thesis is not directed towards the
immediate audience; rather, it is aimed at the secondary addressee, who gets acquainted

with the president’s annual speeches through the media.
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In order to introduce the thesis that the country is on the right way, different
subdivisions of the main thesis are introduced: a) “The work done is the foundation of
the future”, b) “The chosen direction is not questionable”, c) “The succession of the
course is the foundation of stability”. Though the subtheses are elements of the theses
content, they constitute arguments which are supposed to inspire (not persuade, as a
thesis is not an inference of subtheses) others.

In order to justify the thesis that the country is on the right way, universal
argumentation is employed, i.e. arguments that a) the government takes constructive
decisions; b) the results achieved by the government are considered positive in most
aspects; ¢) the numbers indicate development and increase.

Thus,

- the argument that the government takes constructive decisions was
developed at the very beginning of Putin’s first term;

- the argument that the results achieved by the government are highly positive
in many aspects is confirmed by illustrating the growth of economics and welfare of the
nation, improving the system of health care, education and effective reforms,
strengthening the position and role of the government in Russia and all over the world;

- the volume of arguments illustrating that the results of the government are
positive in many aspects varies from year to year. For instance, the examples showing
successful implementation of reforms gradually cease to exist — the continuity of Jelcin’s
politics seems to be broken, whereas the importance of military and social arguments is
highlighted;

- introducing the numbers as arguments, which indicate the development and
growth, is likely to have acquired major significance in the annual speeches which were
delivered at the end of Putin’s first term and during the election campaign for the second
term.

While attempting to motivate the thesis that the author of the annual speeches
understands the addressees’ problems and is able to solve them, contextual
argumentation is used, i.e. such arguments as a) ad populum (declaration of taking care
after people and commitment to national values), b) ad verecundiam (referring to the

names which are considered authoritative by the audience) are introduced.
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The structure of argumentation ad populum — care for people — has the following
character in Putin’s annual speeches:

- setting goals (to do everything what is possible to promote the welfare of the
citizens);

- description of presupposed activities directed towards achievement of the
goals (food, accommodation, etc);

- verbalization of the achievements;

- dissociating from the predecessors and other politicians;

- complimentary part;

- reiteration of the idea that citizens have to be defended.

The structure of argumentation ad populum — commitment to national values —

has the following character in Putin’s annual speeches:
- referring to national pride;
- positing common national values;
- their elaboration;
- demonstrations of the necessity to protect them;
- referring to heroism;
- reminding the imminent threats Russia faces;
- expressing firm conviction about the possibility to overcome obstacles.

In the process of universal and contextual argumentation, cognitive structures of
the discourse subject are realized. For instance, at the level of cognitive structures, the
concept of strength being the positive member of the opposition strength ~
weakness is realized as an argument concerning modernization of military force in the
universal argumentation, whereas in the contextual argumentation, it acquires the form

of an argument concerning national values of the Great State.

THE TECHNIQUE OF ARGUMENTATION

IN LITHUANIAN POLITICAL DISCOURSE
Basic oppositions and conceptual metaphors tend to be cognitive structures of
Adamkus’s presidential annual speeches and they are considered the elements of
argumentation: textual realizations of the cognitive structures actively participate in

logical-rhetorical structures of argumentation. The basic oppositions of Adamkus’s
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discourse are as follows: new ~ previous, the West ~ the East,
democracy ~ antidemocracy. The conceptual metaphors underlying the
president’s discourse tend to be POLITICS IS A ROAD, PROBLEMS ARE AN ILLNESS,
POLITICS IS AN EXAMINATION, POLITICS IS BUSINESS.

The cognitive structures of the public political discourse closely correlate to the
cognitive structures of the president’s annual speeches. Namely, such basic binary
oppositions as the West ~ the East and democracy ~ antidemocracy are
characteristic of the leading political parties as well as they are implied in the president’s
text generation mechanisms. Also, the presidential and party discourses distinguish
themselves as having the same underlying conceptual metaphors of the road and
examination.

As the research demonstrated, the main theses underlying Adamkus’s presidential
annual speeches are “The country is developing in the right way” and “I can understand
and solve your problems”. These theses are just implied in the annual speeches but not
explicated. The addressee infers the formulation of the theses inductively while
summarizing separate cases. For instance, the thesis “The country is developing in the
right way” is similarly introduced in all analyzed presidential annual speeches: in the
first part of the text, the periphrasis appears and it includes the theme and rheme of the
message; the further text is the elaboration of the rhemes presented at the beginning of
the text. The major themes of the speeches correlate with rhemes containing both
positive connotation (consistency, completeness, stability) and negative (crisis,
problems, lack). This feature can be attributed to the characteristics of democratic
discourse: in modern European tradition, speaking about democracy and progress
involves not only success and achievements but also difficulties and admitting to making
mistakes.

Accordingly, the thesis “I can understand and solve your problems” is introduced
in the texts of annual speeches differently; its periphrasis is rather fuzzy and appears in
different parts of the text. The lack of regularity while introducing this thesis into the text
may be explained by the factor of the addressee — the thesis is not directed towards the
immediate audience. This thesis is aimed at achieving illocutionary force of the
presidential speeches — gaining confidence of the nation and this is considered to have

perlocutionary effect.
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In order to introduce the thesis that the country is on the right way, the major
thesis is subdivided into several subtheses: a) “The present is the reflection of the
future”; b) “The most important stage of the course taken has been passed through”; c)
“Moving forward to the better is inevitable”. The subtheses are supposed to be not only
the elements of the content of the theses; rather, they are arguments serving as
inspiration (not persuasion as a thesis is not an inference of subtheses).

In order to justify the thesis that the country is on the right way, the universal
argumentation is employed, i.e. arguments that a) the government takes constructive
decisions; b) the results achieved by the government are considered positive in most
aspects; c) the numbers indicate development and increase. Thus, the following
regularities were observed:

- the argument that the government takes constructive decisions was
developed during both terms of Adamkus presidency. Moreover, it was done without the
speaker’s identification with the subject of these positive decisions.

- the argument that the results achieved by the government are highly positive
in many aspects is confirmed by illustrating the growth of economics and welfare of the
nation, showing that the achievements of Lithuania have been widely acknowledged by
the world community and that the reforms have been successfully put into practice.

- the volume of arguments illustrating that the results of the government are
positive in many aspects varies from year to year. For instance, the examples showing
successful implementation of the reforms are typical of the first annual speeches,
whereas later they gradually cease to exist. However, the argument about improving the
welfare of the citizens is gradually developed in every annual speech and eventually in
his final speeches, the speaker is able to favourably assess the situation which you can be
proud of (didZiuotis) and rejoice at (pasidziaugti).

- introducing the numbers as arguments, which indicate the development and
growth, is likely to have acquired major significance in the annual speech which was
delivered several weeks before the referendum on joining the European Union was
conducted. It should be observed that the president is an active supporter of pro-
European and pro-Atlantic ideas.

While attempting to motivate the thesis that the author of the annual speeches

understands the addressees’ problems and is able to solve them, contextual
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argumentation is used, i.e. such arguments as a) ad populum (declaration of taking care
after people and commitment to national values), b) ad verecundiam (referring to the
names which are considered authoritative by the audience) are introduced.

The structure of argumentation ad populum — care for people —has the following
character in presidential annual speeches:

- expressing sympathy for an ordinary citizen;

- setting the goals of activities (welfare promotion);

- description of presupposed activities directed towards achievement of the
goals (nurturing the phenomenon of independency and the feeling of responsibility in
every person);

- reiteration of the ideas about the human rights;

- complimentary part.

The structure of argumentation ad populum — commitment to national values —
has the following character in Adamkus’ annual speeches:

- referring to common national values;

- their elaboration (freedom, nation);

- referring to their strengthening.

In the process of universal and contextual argumentation, cognitive structures of
the discourse subject are realized. For instance, at the level of cognitive structures, the
conceptual metaphor POLITICS IS AN EXAMINATION correlates with the argument
employed in the universal argumentation which shows the acknowledgement of

Lithuania’s achievements by the world community.

CONCLUSIONS
The analysis of the texts of presidential annual speeches, which were delivered by
the heads of the countries, which have different constitutional structure (presidential /
parliamentary republic), revealed certain similarities of the argumentative discourses of
Vladimir Putin and Valdas Adamkus, which are determined by the teleological principle
of these speeches, and certain differences which are determined by both different
political attitudes adopted by the heads of the countries and also, their position in

governmental structures.
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The annual presidential speeches as a speech act. It is claimed that Putin and
Adamkus’s speeches are a combination of qualitative descriptive (the situation of current
events is described), evaluative (social reality of different phenomena is assessed) and
argumentation (the legitimacy of the current politics is justified) speech acts. The
evaluative speech act is likely to be a certain order to other governmental structures — its
legitimacy is justified by an argumentation speech act by which the president justifies his
right to perform an act of evaluation and prescription.

The speeches of both presidents distinguish themselves as containing the same
thesis “The country is developing in the right way”. While introducing this thesis as
legitimate, the presidents, who lead their countries in this direction, justify their right to
perform further governmental activities. The thesis “I can understand and solve your
problems” also turns out to be shared by both presidents. Its discourse realization is
addressed to the ‘third” member of the communication — ordinary citizens whose support
the presidents want to strengthen and rely on.

While speaking about the specifics of argumentation speech act in the framework
of presidential speeches, it is noteworthy that it includes both the tools of argumentation
as they are (theses and arguments) and rhetorical realization of cognitive discourse
structures, which coincide with the cognitive structures of political elite in a specific
country (Russia, Lithuania). Both presidents employ universal and contextual
argumentation.

Specificities of introducing theses into the texts of presidential speeches.
Basically, argumentation speech act (or argumentation discourse as both terms are
interchangeable since the term of speech act was first coined to indicate oral form of
communication and it distinguished a clearly defined addressee; however, in this
research, the text has both oral and written forms and is addressed not only to the
members of Duma or Seimas but also to the so called ‘third’ members or the whole
society which assesses the presidents’ evaluations and the goals set) acquires a bit
modified form in the presidential annual speeches. The central theses advanced in both
presidents’ annual speeches are not explicated — the addressee infers the formulation of
the theses inductively while summarizing separate cases. The thesis proved by universal
argumentation — “The country is developing in the right way” — is similarly introduced in

all presidential annual speeches: the first part of the text is the periphrasis of the thesis
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containing theme and rheme of the message; the further text is the elaboration of the
rhemes presented at the beginning of the text.

For instance, in Putin’s annual speeches, the themes of State and Russia correlate
with such positively connoted rhemes as achievement, growth, new work places, income,
moving forward, long term personal schemes, unhesitatingly, constructively, effectively.
In Adamkus’s annual speeches, the themes correlate with such positively connoted
rhemes as consistency, completeness, stability and such negatively connoted rhemes as
crisis, problems, lack.

The thesis which is proved by employing contextual argumentation — “I can
understand and solve your problems” — is introduced into the texts of presidential annual
speeches differently, its periphrasis is fuzzy and it appears in different parts of the text.
The lack of regularity while introducing this thesis into the text may be explained by the
factor of the addressee — the thesis is not directed towards the immediate audience.

Therefore, to distinguish a thesis is a complex act which requires certain
procedures to be employed by the researcher, whereas the indirect addressee is invited to
independently come to the conclusion by adopting inductive method. Thus, such
composition of introducing the thesis into the argumentation discourse implies more
powerful verbal impact than its direct formulation — the addressee arriving at a
conclusion “independently” is likely to feel themselves as a co-author of the
argumentation speech act.

Dividing thesis into subtheses. Although attempting to introduce the thesis that
the country is on the right way, the major thesis is subdivided into several similar
subtheses in Putin and Adamkus’s discourses, they were formulated differently due to
the observed discrepancies. In Putin’s discourse, the thesis that the country is on the right
way is subdivided into: a) “The work done is the foundation of the future”; b) “The
chosen direction is not questionable”; c¢) “The succession of the course is the foundation
of stability”. However, Adamkus’s discourse acquires different subdivisions: a) “The
present is the reflection of the future”; b) “The most important stage of the course taken
has been passed through”; ¢) “Moving forward to the better is inevitable”.

The role of subtheses. Accordingly, the subtheses are considered to be the

elements of the thesis content though at the same time they perform the role of
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arguments serving as inspiration (not persuasion as a thesis is not an inference of
subtheses).

The content and volume of arguments in universal argumentation. While
attempting to justify the thesis that the country is on the right way, both presidents
employ the same arguments: a) the government takes constructive decisions; b) the
results achieved by the government are considered positive in most aspects; c) the
numbers indicate development and increase. Before these statements start performing the
role of arguments, they are first justified by a number of argument examples. At the level
of content, volume and dynamics, the arguments employed in Putin and Adamkus’s
discourses differ significantly.

Hence, the argument that the government takes constructive decisions was
developed at the very beginning of Putin’s first term, whereas the same argument was
developed during both terms of Adamkus presidency and it was done without the
speaker’s identification with the subject of these positive decisions.

In addition, Putin’s annual speeches gradually ceased to contain examples
showing successful implementation of reforms, instead of that, the importance of
military and social arguments was highlighted. In comparison, Adamkus’s first annual
speeches can be characterized by examples showing successful implementation of
reforms, whereas later they gradually cease to exist. However, the argument about
improving the welfare of the citizens is gradually developed in every annual speech and,
eventually, in his final speeches, the speaker is able to favourably assess the situation
which you can be proud of (didzZiuotis) and rejoice at (pasidziaugti).

According to Putin’s annual speeches, the strengthening of the country’s
influential role in the world is considered as the positive result of the country
development. Lithuanian presidential annual speeches do not imply this idea; rather, they
emphasize the idea that the achievements of Lithuania have been widely acknowledged
by the world community.

The content and volume of arguments in contextual argumentation. While
attempting to justify the thesis that the author of annual speeches understands the
problems of the addressee and is able to solve them, both Putin and Adamkus used the
following arguments: a) ad populum (declaration of taking care after people and

commitment to national values), b) ad verecundiam (referring to the names which are
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considered authoritative by the audience). Considering the content and volume of the
proposed arguments in the discourses of Putin and Adamkus, a significant number of
differences can be observed.

Putin emphasizes the citizens’ protection and describes the necessary steps the
government has to take in order to ensure a proper citizens’ standard of living, whereas
Adamkus puts considerable emphasis on the rights of the citizens and on the necessity
to nurture independency and the feeling of responsibility in every person. These
differences may be explained by deep-rooted and quite long established political
traditions cherished by the two countries: being a great and powerful country, which
withstands the West including military sphere, is what Russia aims at; Lithuanian
president as a ‘representative’ of Western democracies attempts to implement the basic
notions of democracy into Lithuanian political discourse.

The content of cognitive structures. As already discussed, the argumentation
discourse includes the realization of cognitive structures which make up the basis of the
speaker’s world view outlook. Typically, their verbalization, which undergoes the
process of periphrasis of the expressed ideas, is supposed to affect the subconscious
structures of the addressee’s psychic while employing the method of repetition which is
considered to be a means of inspiration of the expressed content.

Considering cognitive structures, Putin’s discourse comprises such basic
oppositions: strength ~ weakness, Russia ~ the West, justice ~
injustice, democracy ~ antidemocracy. The first member of the opposition
is considered to have morally valuable implications. Accordingly, Adamkus’s discourse
distinguishes in such underlying basic oppositions: new ~ previous, the West ~
the East, democracy ~ antidemocracy. The conceptual metaphors
underlying Putin’s proposed oppositions are the following: PROBLEMS ARE AN ILLNESS,
STATE IS A BUILDING, POLITICS IS A ROAD. The conceptual metaphors underlying
Adamkus’ discourse tend to be POLITICS IS A ROAD, PROBLEMS ARE AN ILLNESS,
POLITICS IS AN EXAMINATION, POLITICS IS BUSINESS (the sequence of the metaphors is
presented according to their realization frequency).

The discourses of Putin and Adamkus comprise moral values of justice and
democracy in the same textual space. Although the frequency of mentioning both

moral values is similar, the cases of ‘popular’ moral values (justice for Russia and
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democracy for Lithuania) are explicated by the speaker, whereas the cases of
‘unpopular’ moral values (not propagated by the leading parties of the countries; they are
democracy in Russia and justice in Lithuania) correspond to the importance
attached by the speaker.

The political discourses of Russian and Lithuanian parties can be characterized by
a clearly distinguished attraction to one of the poles of moral values: Russia favours
justice, whereas Lithuania favours democracy. However, the essence of these
moral categories is not explicated by the subjects of the discourse. The party
representing the speaker’s relation to ‘unpopular’ moral value (democracy for Russia
and justice for Lithuania) is as follows. It was established that in the analyzed texts of
Lithuanian political parties, only one politician dwells upon social justice, the texts of
other parties contain the notion of justice used just in the legal sense. The discourse of
Russian parties is characterized by quite a frequent use of ‘unpopular’ moral value.
However, it is used with negative connotation (this democracy, this treacly speech ...
democracy).

The realization of cognitive structures. As it was mentioned, the repetition of
ideas (Putin — powerful country, Russia being in confrontation with the West,
strengthening of the legitimate society; Adamkus — democracy and orientation to the
West) exert a powerful impact on implanting these moral values into the consciousness
of the addressee, i.e. inspiration is more likely to be meant than persuasion. The
cognitive structures of the discourse are gradually realized in the process of universal
and contextual argumentation. For instance, Putin considers strength as the positive
pole in the opposition strength ~ weakness; and at the level of cognitive
structures it correlates with the argument of modernization of military force and the
argument concerning national values of the Great State. Accordingly, in the universal
argumentation, the conceptual metaphor POLITICS IS AN EXAMINATION proposed by
Adamkus correlates with the argument that the achievements of Lithuania have been
widely acknowledged by the world community.

The correlation of the presidential discourse with the general public political
background of the country. The cognitive structures of presidential annual speeches

are in direct correlation with the cognitive structures of public political discourses.
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Namely, the presidential and party discourses in Russia share the same basic oppositions
justice ~ injustice, Russia ~ the West.

In Lithuania, such binary basic oppositions West ~ the East, democracy
~ antidemocracy underlie the presidential discourse and the discourse of the
leading parties. The metaphors of the ROAD and EXAMINATION are shared by both the
president and parties.

The correlation of cognitive structures of the presidential annual speeches with
the discourse of political parties signifies the consensus of political elite in both

countries.

A LIST OF PUBLICATIONS

Makaposa B., 2004. O HEKOTOPBIX 0COOEHHOCTSAX apryMEHTATHBHOTO MOJUTHYECKOTO TEKCTA.
Aktualne problemy semantyki i stylistyki tekstu. Studia opisowe i komparatywne. Pod red. J.
Wierzbinskiego. £6dz. P. 73-78.

Makaposa B., 2004. O meradopuzaliiu MOIUTHIECKOTO CKaH/ala B JINTOBCKUX Macc-Meaua. J/
59 Jlunesucmuxa: Bronremens Ypanvckoeo aunesucmuyeckozo oouecmsa. OtB. pen. A. I1. Uynunos. T.
14. ExatepunOypr. P. 41-47.

Makaposa B., 2004. O6 3MOIMOHAIBHON apryMeHTAllMUd B TOJUTUYSCKOM TUCKypce Poccum.
Jluneeopumopuueckas napaduema: meopemuueckue u npuxkiaouvie acnekmol. Meocgys. co. nayy. mp.
Pen. A. A. BopoxOuroBa. Beim. 4. Coun. P. 84-90.

Makapoga B., 2005. O coBpeMeHHO# poccuiickoi putopuke: auckypc «Emunor Poccuny. Studia
Slavica V. Tallinn. P. 238-243.

Makapoa B., 2005. ApryMeHTaTUBHBIH TIOTCHIIMA POCCHUHCKOTO H  JUTOBCKOTO
TIPEBBIGOPHOTO MOMUTHIECKOTo AUCKypea. Studia Rusycystyczne Akademii Swietokrzyskiej. Pod red. K.
Lucinskiego. Tom 15. Kielce. P. 169-175.

Makaposa B., 2006. Hama naptust jydine: crocoObl yOexKIeHHsS B CUTyallMHd TpeaBBIOOPHOMN
00pwOEL. I1 50 [Honumuueckas aunesucmuxa. OtB. pea. A. I1. Uynunos. Beim. 20. ExkarepunOypr. P. 135-
146.

Makaposa B., 2006. O ponu jgeKkceMbl 1€MOKpPATUsl B TUTOBCKUX MAacC-MEIUa HAKAHYHE BOMHBI.
3anucku 3 3aeaneHoi ninegicmuku: 30ipHuk Haykosux npays. OTB. pen. H. B. bapaina. Onec. Hatl. yH-T.
Bun. 7. Ognecca. P. 181-189.

Maxkaposa B., 2007. O HECKOJIBKUX OTIUYHUTEIbHBIX YepTaxX MOIUTHUECKOU KyIbTypbl Poccuu u
JlutBel.  Kommynuxamuenoe nogedenue. Pycckoe, aumoeckoe, 3CMOHCKOe U  JAMBIUICKOE
KommyHukamugHoe nosedenue. Pen. . A. Crepuun. Beim. 27. Boponex. P. 56-69.

Makaposa B., 2007. Taktuku yOeXAEHHS B POCCHICKOM IOJIMTHYECKOM AHCKypce. Texcm —

ouckypc — kapmuna mupa. Mexceys. co. nayun. mpyoos. Pen. O. H. YUapbeikosa. Bein. 3. Boponex. P.
165-174.

42



Makaposa B., 2007. KiiroueBbie c10Ba, KOTOPHIMU MBI )KMBEM (O CIIPABEUIMBOCTH U JEMOKPATHH
B Poccun u Jlutee). Azwix u coyuym. Mamepuanwvr VII Medico. nayunoi xongepenyuu. Munck, 1-2 oex.
2006 2. O6m. pen. JI. H. Uymak. Munck. Y. I1. P. 58-61.

Makapogsa B., 2008. «BeuHble BOIIPOCHD B COBPEMEHHBIX POCCUHUCKHUX MOJUTUYECKUX JO3YHIaX.
Respectus Philologicus, 13 (18). P. 124-132.

Makaposa B., 2008. Poccust u 3aman B COBpeMEHHOM POCCHICKOM IUCKypce Biactu. Slavistika v
modernim svete. Eds. M. Prihoda, H. Vankova. Cerveny Kostelec, Praha. P. 327-334.

Maxkaposa B., 2008. HeckolbKO CIIOB O KOTHUTUBHO-PUTOPUYECKOM aHaJU3€ apryMEHTallUd B

MONUTHYECKOM TUCKypce. Respectus Philologicus, 14 (19). P. 115-120.

43



Viktorija Makarova (g. 1976 m.) 2001 metais baigé Vilniaus universiteta ir igijo
slavy kalbotyros specialybe. Nuo 2002 mety dirba Vilniaus universiteto Kauno
humanitarinio fakulteto j. m. darbuotoja, 2002-2006 metais désté Siuolaiking rusuy kalba
ir retorikos pagrindus, nuo 2004 mety Zurnalo ,,Respectus Philologicus* redakcijos nare.
I humanitariniy moksly srities filologijos krypties doktorantiira istojo 2004 metais.

Moksliniai interesai: kognityviné lingvistika, politin¢ lingvistika, retorika.

Viktorija Makarova (b. 1976) got a Master’s degree in Slavic linguistics in 2001.
She has been working as a junior researcher at Vilnius University Kaunas Faculty of
Humanities since 2002 and she has been working as an editor of Respectus Philologicus
since 2004. In 2002-2006, Viktorija Makarova taught Modern Russian and The Basics of
Rhetoric. In 2004 she took up the PhD studies of Philology. Research interests: cognitive

linguistics, political linguistics, rhetoric.

44



Viktorija Makarova
ARGUMENTAVIMO TECHNIKA
SIUOLAIKINIAME RUSU IR LIETUVIU POLITINIAME DISKURSE
(remiantis metiniais 2000-2007 m. prezidenty kreipimaisis)

Daktaro disertacijos santrauka
Humanitariniai mokslai, filologija (04 H)

I§ rusy kalbos verté Regina Ciginskaité, Jurga Cibulskiené

2008 12 19. Tirazas 50 egz.
Maketavo ,,Vilniaus universiteto leidykla®, Universiteto g. 1, 01122 Vilnius
Spausdino ,,Vilniaus universiteto leidyklos* spaustuve



