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The study of the peculiarities of political speech as a separate type of text
Is one of the most relevant areas of modern linguistics. Modern linguists I. Bublyk,
M. Didenko, M. Dorofeeva, V. Maslova, E. Sheygal study various aspects of
political speech, which confirms the relevance of the chosen topic.

The purpose of the article is to analyze the explorations of modern
linguists in the realm of political speech as a text belonging to political discourse.

According to many linguists, political speech as a genre of political
discourse belongs to an institutional type of communication, in which (as opposed
to personal) the status of each communicator is fixed. So Y. Vasik defines a
political speech as traditionally the main object of political discourse, created
according to the laws of rhetoric, focused on conviction, which determines its
integrative nature [2].

I. Bublyk studies communicative-pragmatic and linguistic aspects of the
implementation of verbal aggression in parliamentary discourse [1]. In his
dissertation, M. Didenko considers a political speech as a type of text [3].

It should also be noted that the language of modern politicians is
manipulative. M. llchenko claims that the manipulative nature of the speech
activity of modern political figures is due to the tendency to covert influence,
which suppresses the rational and critical perception of information and imposes
on the addressee the meanings of the message given by the addressee [5].
M. Dorofeeva's research [4] is devoted to categories of subject in political speech.

According to S. Soldatova, a speech is a general speech on a political
topic that is relevant for society or some part of citizens, performed in a language
that is easy to understand and for us, with certain emotional and expressive
assessments. As for political speeches, they are almost always acute journalistic,
as they contain propaganda and affirmation of certain ideas, ideological attitudes
and views. In view of this, the researcher claims that a political speech also needs
a certain organization, which is expressed in different ways: evaluative epithets,
figurative means, paraphrases, antitheses, affirmative objections, repetitions at the
level of slogans, hyperboles, the use of various occasionalisms, stylistic and
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expressive intonations constructions It is important to emphasize that the subject
of a political speech represents a rather complex and multifaceted object of
attention. The topic is always specific, mostly it is related to one important issue.
However, within one topic, certain subtopics can also be identified, on which the
speaker focuses the addressee's attention [6].

Thus, political speech as a special type of text and a constituent of
political discourse remains relevant in modern linguistics and requires further
study.
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POJIb HEOJIOT'T3MIB Y TBOPEHHI MEJIMYHUX TEPMIHIB

Hamania buak
KaHouoamka Qinono2ivHux Hayk,

Odoyenmka Kagheopu nHimeyvkoi ¢hinonoeii ma
MemoOuKU HaB84aHHs HIMEYbKOI MOBU
TepHoninbcbKull HAYIOHATLHUL Ne0A202IYHULL YHIBEpCUmem
imeni Bonooumupa I'namioxa
M. Tepuoninw, Ykpaina

MoBa MeniiHUX TEKCTIB Mae crenudiaai 0COOIMBOCTI, K1 BIPI3HSIIOTH i1
BiM 1HmMX CTWiIiB. EmekTpoHHi 3aco0m MacoBoi iH(opwmariii BigirparTh
[IEHTPAJIBHY POJIb Y Cy4aCHOMY CYCHUTBCTBI, X 3aBJIaHHS — HE JIUIIE TOJaHHS
iH(popMarlii, ane ¥ GopMyBaHHS CyCHUIBHOI IYMKH, TOMY I iH(Qopmalliss Mae
Oytu odopMiIeHa TakK, MO0 MPUBAOKUTH, 3aXOIUTH, SKIIO MOTPIOHO, 1 PO3BAKUTH
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