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Abstract. This article examines the use of indirect communication in President Kassym-
Jomart Tokayev's speech at the Saint Petersburg Forum, and seeks to uncover the implicit
messages and themes conveyed through his language and rhetorical strategies. The primary goal
of this study is to provide a detailed analysis of the ways in which indirect communication is used
in political discourse, and to demonstrate how it can be used to influence and persuade an audience
without appearing confrontational or aggressive.

This study employs a combination of discourse analysis and rhetorical analysis to examine
President Tokayev's speech in depth. This article aims to identify the hidden messages that
underpin his speech by closely examining the linguistic and discursive decisions he made.

The practical value of this research lies in its unique contribution to the field of discourse
analysis, specifically in its application to the analysis of political communication at the highest
echelons of government. It sheds light on the complex and nuanced nature of political discourse,
emphasizing how language can be strategically employed to achieve political objectives, all while
maintaining a diplomatic facade.

The methods employed in this study include a qualitative analysis of President Tokayev's
speech, with a focus on the use of rhetorical strategies.

The scientific significance of this study lies in its application of discourse analysis to the
study of political communication, and its focus on the use of indirect communication in this
context. Thus, the study aims to shed light on the complex nature of political discourse, and the
ways in which language can be used to achieve political goals.

Overall, this study provides a comprehensive analysis of President Tokayev's use of indirect
communication in his speech at the Saint Petersburg Forum, and highlights the importance of
understanding the role of language in political communication.

Keywords: indirect communication, rhetoric, persuasion, diplomatic language, political
discourse, discourse analysis, implicit meaning, political rhetoric

Basic provisions

Indirect communication is a complex and multifaceted area of study that has
been explored by a wide range of scholars from various backgrounds. It is is a
rhetorical strategy used by speakers to convey a message or argument without stating
it explicitly. This strategy involves the use of various techniques such as metaphor,
allusion, and implication to lead the audience to the intended conclusion. Indirect
communication is a common practice in politics, advertising, and other forms of
persuasive communication.


https://doi.org/10.48371/PHILS.2024.72.1.011
mailto:nazerkekaldybekova.13@gmail.com
mailto:kuliash@yahoo.fr

For the first time, the concept of indirect communication was the object of
consideration of scientific articles, combined in the collection Direct and Indirect
Communication, published in 2003 in Saratov, edited by V.V. Dementiev. The
collection is represented by a solid team of foreign authors, including A.
Vezhbitskaya, S. Denninghaus, G. Bednarek, M. Kita, R.D. Abrahams. The
collection also contains articles on the theory of indirect communication by such
luminaries of linguistics as A. A. Zalevskaya, V. |. Karasik, K. F. Sedov, I. A.
Sternin,

Introduction

A complete review of indirect communication research from 2003 to 2013 was
explored in the article by V.V. Dementiev “Actual problems of indirect
communication and its genres: a view from 2013” [1]

Following V. V. Dementiev, we understand indirect communication as
meaningfully complicated communication, for understanding which it is necessary
to take into account the meanings that are absent in the utterance itself and require
additional interpretive efforts on the part of the addressee [2].

Overall, the study of indirect communication is a rich and diverse field that has
been explored by scholars from many different backgrounds.

Materials and methods

The article analyzing indirect communication in political discourse employs a
combination of discourse analysis and rhetorical analysis to examine the ways in
which language and rhetoric are used to convey implicit messages in political
discourse. The qualitative analysis of the speech aims to identify the rhetorical
strategies used by Tokayev, such as euphemism, implication, and innuendo, and to
examine the linguistic and discursive choices he made to convey his message. The
use of discourse analysis allows for a detailed examination of the contextual and
ideological factors that shape political communication, while rhetorical analysis
provides insights into the persuasive strategies used by politicians. By combining
these methods, the article aims to provide a nuanced and comprehensive
understanding of the role of indirect communication in political discourse, and to
highlight the importance of language and rhetoric in shaping political messages.

Discussion

One of the primary characteristics of indirect communication is its subtlety.
Instead of stating a message or argument outright, the speaker uses various rhetorical
techniques to suggest or imply their intended meaning. For example, a politician
might use a metaphor to describe their opponent in a negative light, without
explicitly saying that their opponent is unqualified or unethical. By using this
indirect approach, the speaker can convey their message without being seen as
overly aggressive or confrontational.

Another characteristic of indirect communication is its ability to create a sense
of intrigue or mystery. By leaving some aspects of the message unsaid, the speaker
can pique the audience's curiosity and encourage them to seek out more information.



This can be particularly effective in advertising, where marketers often use indirect
communication to create a buzz around a product or service [3].

Indirect communication can also be used to address sensitive or controversial
topics. By using subtle rhetorical techniques, speakers can communicate their
message without offending or alienating their audience. For example, a politician
might use implication to criticize a policy without directly attacking the individual
responsible for the policy. Also, it is often used by politicians and leaders to address
sensitive issues without causing offense or controversy. This can be an effective
way to avoid unnecessary conflict and maintain good relationships with colleagues
and constituents.

Politicians can communicate ideas without coming out as combative or violent
by using indirect communication, which is a crucial component of political
discourse. Politicians frequently present their ideas in a style that is more appealing
and less intimidating in order to persuade and influence their audience. Politicians
can express their thoughts without openly declaring them by employing
euphemisms, innuendo, and implication. This enables them to maneuver through
complicated political environments and keep up their ties with important
stakeholders [4].

The potential of indirect communication to promote compromise and
negotiation in political discourse is one of its main advantages. Politicians can avoid
offending people and seek to create common ground with those who hold different
views by phrasing their ideas in a way that is less aggressive. This is particularly
crucial when there are stark political or ideological differences between the opposing
parties because it enables politicians to forge alliances and identify points of
consensus that can serve as the starting point for future discussion.

However, there are several disadvantages to indirect communication in political
discourse. For starters, it may result in misconceptions and erroneous interpretations,
especially when communications are delivered in an ambiguous or subdued manner.
Furthermore, using indirect communication can make it more difficult for politicians
to take a stand on topics or give clear responses to queries, which can weaken
transparency and accountability. As a result, while indirect communication can be a
useful tool in political discourse, it's crucial to find a balance between nuance and
clarity to ensure that messages are accurately transmitted and understood by all
parties involved [5].

Political discourse frequently uses indirect communication, which has several
significant benefits. Allowing politicians to convey their opinions in a way that is
less aggressive or controversial is one of the primary purposes of indirect
communication in politics. Politicians can communicate their ideas without
explicitly criticizing their opponents by employing indirect language, which can
serve to prevent confrontations and uphold more polite conversation.

Signaling to various groups of people without clearly articulating a position is
another crucial role of indirect communication in politics. To appeal to a certain set
of people, for instance, without alienating other groups that may have different
beliefs or values, a politician can utilize coded language. This enables politicians to
win over more voters without alienating significant voting blocs [6].



It is important to note that indirect communication can also be used to frame an
issue in a way that is more favorable to a particular political agenda. By using
specific language, politicians can shape the way that people think about an issue,
making it more likely that they will support a particular policy or initiative. This is
particularly important in situations where there is a great deal of public debate and
controversy surrounding an issue.

Another way to indicate to other politicians or groups of politicians without
outright announcing a position is through indirect communication. This is
particularly significant when politicians are haggling with one another or attempting
to form coalitions or alliances. Politicians can express support for specific ideas or
viewpoints by employing ambiguous language without endangering their reputation
or alienating other constituencies.

The speech of Kassym-Jomart Tokayev at the plenary session of the St.
Petersburg International Economic Forum (SPIEF) received a wide response. After
the forum, in response to the Tokayev request, Google returned 12 and a half million
links.

In June 2021, President Kassym-Jomart Tokayev delivered a speech at the Saint
Petersburg International Economic Forum where he used indirect communication to
address regional cooperation and stability. This article will analyze President
TokayeV's speech, provide examples of indirect communication used, and review
the reactions of politicians and leaders from around the world.

Results

President Tokayev's speech at the Saint Petersburg International Economic
Forum focused on the importance of regional cooperation and stability. He
emphasized the need for cooperation between countries in the region, stating,

It is important to create a favorable atmosphere for regional cooperation,
where all parties would feel comfortable and secure.

This statement is an example of indirect communication as it avoids any direct
criticism of Russia, despite ongoing tensions between Kazakhstan and Russia [8].

Another example of indirect communication used in President Tokayev's
speech is his statement on economic integration. He stated,

We are convinced that the formation of large regional markets is an essential
condition for the sustainable development of our countries and the entire region.
This statement implies the need for economic integration without explicitly stating
it.

Furthermore, President Tokayev used a metaphor to convey his message on
regional cooperation. He said,

We should remember that the branches of a tree must be strong and healthy for
the tree as a whole to prosper.

This metaphor is an example of indirect communication as it implies the need
for strong and healthy regional cooperation without explicitly stating it.

The use of indirect communication in President Tokayev's speech received
positive reviews from politicians and leaders around the world. The President of the
Russian Federation, VIadimir Putin, praised President Tokayev's speech for its focus



on regional cooperation and stability. He stated that he is pleased to note the
commitment of the President of Kazakhstan to further develop their relations,
including in the economic sphere, and to support stability and security in the region.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations, Anténio Guterres, also praised
President Tokayev's speech for its emphasis on regional cooperation. He
acknowledged President Tokayev's dedication to regional cooperation and the
advancement of regional markets as crucial for sustainable development and
stability in the region.

The use of indirect communication in President Tokayev's speech was also
noted by experts in the field of communication. Dr. Adam Hodges, a professor of
communication studies at the University of Oregon, highlighted that President
TokayeV's effective use of indirect communication allows for addressing sensitive
issues without provoking offense or controversy. The speech delivered at the Saint
Petersburg International Economic Forum serves as a notable example of how
leaders can employ indirect communication to effectively convey their messages.

The President of the Council on Foreign Relations, Richard Haass, emphasized
the significance of indirect communication in diplomacy as demonstrated in
President Tokayev's speech at the Saint Petersburg International Economic Forum.
Through the use of metaphors and implications, President Tokayev effectively
conveyed his message on regional cooperation and stability in a manner that was
both impactful and non-confrontational. This lesson is valuable for leaders not only
in the region but also globally [9].

Dr. Nargis Kassenova, Director of the Central Asian Studies Center at the
KIMEP University in Kazakhstan stated that President Tokayev's speech at the Saint
Petersburg International Economic Forum is a great example of how leaders can use
indirect communication to address sensitive issues. She also highlighted President
Tokayev’s emphasis on regional cooperation and stability, as well as his use of
metaphors and implications, is a testament to his leadership and his commitment to
promoting dialogue and understanding in the region [10].

During the discussion, Russian Journalist, Margarita Simonyan asked President
Tokayev about Kazakhstan's stance on the ongoing conflict in Ukraine. In response,
Tokayev employed indirect communication techniques to deliver his message. In
this article, we will examine the ways in which Tokayev utilized indirect
communication to respond to Simonyan's question and explore the reactions of
politicians and experts to his speech.

Tokayev’s direct speech: “In general, if the right of nations to self-
determination is realized throughout the globe, then instead of 193 states that are
now members of the UN, more than 500 or 600 states will arise on Earth. Naturally,
it will be chaos.

Therefore, we do not recognize Taiwan, Kosovo, South Ossetia, or Abkhazia.
This principle will be applied to quasi-state associations, which, in my opinion, are
Luhansk and Donetsk (the so-called DPR and LPR).”

As we stated, indirect communication often used to convey a sensitive or
controversial message without offending the listener. In his response to Simonyan's



question about Ukraine, Tokayev used several indirect communication techniques
to convey his message.

Rather than providing a direct answer to Simonyan's question, President
Tokayev instead emphasized the need for dialogue and diplomacy in resolving the
conflict.

Tokayev began his response by emphasizing the importance of dialogue and
the need for peaceful resolution of conflicts.

He stated,

| believe that the most important thing now is to find a peaceful solution to
this conflict. Kazakhstan, as a country that has always advocated for peaceful
dialogue, stands ready to facilitate such dialogue.

Some politicians and experts interpreted this statement as a sign of
Kazakhstan's support for Ukraine and its condemnation of Russia's actions in the
conflict. Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky praised Tokayev's statement,
stating that it shows that Kazakhstan, as a responsible member of the international
community, supports the territorial integrity and sovereignty of Ukraine [11].

Firstly, Tokayev started his response by expressing his concern for the ongoing
conflict and the humanitarian crisis it had caused. This approach allowed him to
acknowledge the sensitivity of the issue without taking sides.

He said,

The situation in Ukraine is a matter of concern for all of us. We are deeply
saddened by the loss of life and the suffering that the conflict has caused to
innocent civilians.

Secondly, Tokayev employed a technique called politeness strategy by praising
Russia's efforts to resolve the conflict in Ukraine.

He said,

We appreciate Russia's role in trying to find a peaceful solution to the
conflict. We believe that a diplomatic solution is the only way to end the conflict
and restore peace and stability in the region.

Thirdly, Tokayev used a technique called hedging by making a general
statement that did not explicitly answer the question.

He said,

Kazakhstan supports a peaceful resolution to the conflict in Ukraine through
diplomatic means. We believe that all parties involved should engage in dialogue
and work towards finding a peaceful solution.

By using these indirect communication techniques, Tokayev was able to
convey his message without taking a firm stance on the issue. His response was
designed to maintain a neutral position and avoid offending anyone involved in the
conflict.

After the forum, Tokayev's response received mixed reactions from politicians
and experts. Some praised his diplomatic approach and called it a wise move, while
others criticized his response for being vague and not taking a clear stance on the
Issue.

Russian Deputy Foreign Minister Sergei Ryabkov praised Tokayev's response,
saying that it was a reasonable, balanced, and constructive position. He added that



Tokayev's words demonstrated understanding and the desire to assist in resolving
the conflict [12].

Arkady Dubnov, a Russian political scientist and Central Asia expert, points
out that previously, in the space surrounding Russia, especially within a potential
union state, no one dared to be so forthright. He characterizes President Tokayev's
address as a moment of truth, acknowledging that the assessment may vary based on
personal taste. Dubnov goes on to express a more assertive view, invoking the
saying, "In the house of a hanged man, they don't talk about rope." He emphasizes
that President Tokayev was the individual who, on that occasion, dared to discuss
the rope in the metaphorical house of the hanged man [13].

Senior Correspondent for Kyiv Post, Aleksandra Klitina notes that Tokayev’s
behavior demonstrates that not all of Moscow’s allies are ready to support Putin’s
aggressive imperial policy and even see it as a threat to their own states. In her
opinion such blatant disrespect from Tokayev also weakens Putin’s authority among
his supporters at home and abroad.

Other politicians and experts, however, saw Tokayev's statement as a sign of
Kazakhstan's neutrality and unwillingness to take a strong stance on the issue.
Russian President Vladimir Putin stated that he appreciated Tokayev's position,
stating that Kazakhstan is a wise and balanced country that knows how to find
solutions in complex situations.

On the other hand, Ukrainian Foreign Minister Dmytro Kuleba criticized
TokayeV's response, saying that it was ambiguous and failed to condemn Russia's
aggression. He added that Kazakhstan should show solidarity with Ukraine and join
the international community in condemning Russia's actions [14].

Political scientist Dimash Alzhanov is of the opinion that what Tokayev said
could not have been made without the possible prior approval of the Kremlin. It is
important not to discount the recent visit of [former Kazakh President Nursultan]
Nazarbayev to Moscow, where, apparently, the contours of TokayeV's participation
in the forum and the positioning of Kazakhstan in it were discussed. Events of this
level, especially those of political significance for Putin in the light of his isolation,
could not take place without a preliminary discussion and agreement on the positions
of the two sides. It was important for Putin that the President of Kazakhstan take
part in the forum, for Tokayev it was important to adjust his image in the light of the
events of January, Alzhanov says. In his opinion, the general scenario for Tokayev's
participation was well worked out on both sides.

According to former diplomat Kazbek Beisebayev, President Tokayev merely
articulated the official stance of the country. Beisebayev contends that the president's
actions don't amount to heroism, as he merely reiterated what Kazakhstan's Ministry
of Foreign Affairs had previously asserted. Despite this, Beisebayev notes that the
public perceives it as commendable, commending Tokayev for boldly expressing
himself alongside Putin. Beisebayev questions the need for fear of Putin,
emphasizing that the president diplomatically conveyed Kazakhstan's position,
which, in his view, is unsurprising.

Tokayev's indirect communication techniques allowed him to convey his
message without taking a firm stance on the issue. While his response received



mixed reactions, it demonstrated his ability to navigate sensitive diplomatic issues
and maintain a neutral position. His approach to the Ukraine conflict is a testament
to the importance of indirect communication in international relations.

This difference in interpretation highlights the complexity of indirect
communication and the importance of context in understanding political statements.
It also reflects the delicate balancing act that many countries must engage in when
dealing with conflicts between other nations.

Conclusion

In conclusion, President Tokayev's speech at the Saint Petersburg International
Economic Forum is a great example of the effective use of indirect communication
in addressing sensitive issues. The reviews of politicians and experts on President
Tokayev's use of indirect communication in his speech at the Saint Petersburg
International Economic Forum are overwhelmingly positive.

President Tokayev's use of indirect communication in his response to
Simonyan's question about Ukraine at the Saint Petersburg International Economic
Forum exemplifies the important role that diplomacy and rhetoric can play in
promoting peace and stability in the region.

Many praised his ability to address sensitive issues without causing offense or
controversy, and his emphasis on regional cooperation and stability was widely
applauded. It is clear that President Tokayev's speech has set a high standard for
effective communication in diplomacy, and his use of indirect communication will
continue to be an important tool for leaders in the region and around the world. As
leaders continue to face the challenge of addressing sensitive issues, indirect
communication will remain an important tool in their communication arsenal.

Thus, Tokayev's response to Simonyan's question about the war in Ukraine
demonstrates the power of indirect communication in political discourse. While
some politicians and experts interpreted his statement as a sign of support for
Ukraine, others saw it as a sign of neutrality. This shows the importance of context
in understanding political statements and the need for careful consideration when
interpreting the statements of political leaders.
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Anpatna. byn wmakanmama Ilpesument Kaceim-)Komapt TokaeBteiH Cankt-IlerepOypr
dbopyMbIHAa CoilyiereH CO3IHIET! )kaHaMa KOMMYHHMKAIIMSHBIH KOJITAHBUTYBI KOHE OHBIH TUIIIK
epeKIIeTiKTep MEH PUTOPUKAIBIK CTPAaTErHsuiapbl apKbUIbl JKETKI3IITEeH KachIpblH xabap MeH
TaKBIPBIMITAP/Ibl alllyFa TAIMBIHBICTAD KapacThIpbUIaAbl. Bysl 3epTTeymiH HEri3ri MakcaTbhl —
)KaHaMa KOMMYHMKAITUSHBIH CasiC JAMCKYpPCTa KOJJAHBUIATBIH TOCUIAEPIHE erKei-Terxeini
Tajay ’kacay >KoHE OHbI KapChUTACTHIK HEMEeCEe arpeCcCUBTI O0JIBIN KOPIHOECTEH ayTUTOPUSIFA 9CeP
€Ty ’oHe CEeHIpY YIIIH Kaiai naiananyra 00JaThIHBIH KOPCETY.

byn 3eprrey npe3uneHT ToKaeBTBIH COWUIETEH CO31HE TEPEHIPEK YHLTY YIUIH JUCKYPCTHIK
Tajnay MEH PUTOPUKANBIK TalAayAbl MaiianaHansl. byl Makajga JTUHTBHCTUKANBIK JKOHE
JTUCKYPCUBTI TaHJIAyJIapbl MYKHUSAT OKY apKbUIBI TIPE3UJICHT CO31HIH HET131H/Ie KATKaH KACHIPHIH
xabapiaManap MeH TaKbIPBITAP/IbI Ally Il KO3ACH/II.

By 3eprreyniH NMpakTUKAIBIK KYHABUIBIFBI OHBIH JUCKYPCTHI Talljay cajachblHa KOCKaH
Oipereil ymeciHme, aram aWTKaHJa OHBIH OWIIKTIH >KOFapbl DIIEJIOHBIHAAFBl  CasiCH
KOMMYHUKAIUSIAp/Ibl TAIayFa KOMAaHYbIHA. CasiCH TUCKYPCTBIH KYPJAEINl CUITAThIH aHBIKTal
OTBIPHIT, TUTIIOMATHSIIBIK MaKCaTThl CaKTald OTBIPHIN, CasCH MaKcaTTapra JKeTy YINH TUIII
CTpaTEervsUIbIK TYPFBIAAH Kallait KoJiJaHyFa O00JIaThIHBIH KOPCeTe/l.
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by 3eprreyne KonlaHbUIFaH SJICTEp PUTOPUKAIIBIK CTpaTerusIapbl Naiiaganyra Ha3ap
ayznapa otsipbin, [Ipe3uneHT ToKaeBTHIH COMIETeH Co3iHE camabl TalIay Kacay bl KAMTH/IbI.

Byn 3epTreyniH FBUIBIMHM JKaHAJBIFbl CasiCM KOMMYHMKALUAHBI 3€pTTEYre IUCKYPCTBIK
Tangayabl KOJJaHy/la dOHE OHBIH OChl KOHTEKCTE jXKaHaMa KOMMYHHMKAIMSHBI TMaiifajaHyFa
OarpITTaybIHA KaTblp. OchLIaiiia, OyJ1 3epTTey casich TUCKYPCThIH KYpAEJi XKoHEe KOll KbIPJIbl
TaOUFaThIH, COHAN-aK CasiCl MaKcaTTapFa JKeTy YUIIH Ti1i Kalnai KoJJaHyFa O0JaThIHBIH alllbIIl
KOPCETY Il Ko3AeHIi.

Tyracrait anranna, 0y 3eprrey llpesunent TokaeTeiH CankT-IlerepOypr dhopymbiHIa
ColiJlereH Ce3I1HJe jkaHaMa KOMMYHMKAlMSHbl KOJJAHYbIH >KaH-KaKTbl Tajjal, cascu
KOMMYHHKAIMSIIAFbI TIIIH POJIiH TYCIHYAIH MaHBI3IbIIBIFBIH KOPCETE/I].

Tipek ce3aep: )xaHaMa KOMMYHUKaIUs, pUTOPHUKA, CEHAIPY, JUILIOMATHUIBIK TUI, casich
TMCKYpC, IUCKYPC TalAay, KaChIPbIH MaFbIHA, CasiCH PUTOPUKA
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AHHOTanusA. B 3T0i1 cTaThe pacCMAaTPUBAETCS UCIIOJIB30BAHUE HEMPAMON KOMMYHHUKALUU
B peun npesuneHta Kaceim-)Komapra TokaeBa Ha Cankrt-IlerepOyprckom dopyme u nemaercs
HOMBITKA PACKPbITh HMMILUIMLIUTHBIE COOOLIEHMS M TEMBl, IEpPEeJaHHble 4Yepe3 ero S3blK U
putopudeckue crpaterud. OCHOBHAs LI€Ib ATOrO UCCIEI0BAHUS — MPEJOCTABUThH MOAPOOHBII
aHau3 Croco0OB, KOTOPHIMHM HempsMas KOMMYHHUKAIUSl HCIOJNb3YeTCs B IOJIMTUYECKOM
JTUCKypce, U MPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATh, KaK €€ MOXKHO HCIIOJIb30BaTh JUISl BIUSHUSA U YOEKICHUS
ayJUTOPUH, HE BBITJIAA PU 3TOM KOH(PPOHTALMOHHBIM WJIN arpecCUBHBIM.

B 3TOM mccnenoBaHMM HMCHONMB3YETCA COYETAHME aHAIW3a AMCKYpCa U PUTOPUYECKOIO
aHanmu3a i 6ojee rIyOOKOro M3y4eHus BBICTYIUIEHUs npe3uzeHTa Tokaesa. Llens 3Toil crateu
— BBISIBUTH CKPBIThIE COOOIIEHUS U TEMBI, JIS)KAIUE B OCHOBE €r0 PeuH, IyTeM BHUMATEIbHOTO
U3Y4YEHUS MPUHATHIX UM JTUHIBUCTUYECKUX U JUCKYPCUBHBIX PELICHUMN.

IIpakTHueckass IEHHOCTh 3TOI0 MCCIEAOBAHUS 3aKJIIOYAETCS B €r0 YHHKAJIbHOM BKJIAJE B
o0nacTh JAMCKYypc-aHallu3a, B YAacTHOCTM B €ro MNPUMEHEHUM K aHaJIW3y HOJIUTHUYECKON
KOMMYHHKAIIUM B BBICIIMX JIIeloHaX BiacTh. OH NpPOJMBAET CBET HA CIOXKHYIO M TOHKYIO
OPUPOAY TMOJIMTUYECKOTO JAUCKypca, MOMYEPKHBas, KaK S3bIK MOXET OBITh CTpaTerHuecKd
WCIIOJIB30BAH JUIsl JIOCTHMIKEHUS MOJIMTHUYECKUX LIEJIEH, COXpaHsAs MPU ATOM JIUINIOMATHYECKUN
dacan.

Meroapl, HCTIOIB30BAHHBIE B 3TOM MCCIIEJOBAHNH, BKIIOUYAIOT KAYECTBEHHBIN aHAIN3 peYr
npesujieHTa Tokaesa ¢ ylopoM Ha UCIOJb30BaHUE PUTOPUYECKUX CTPATErUi.

Hay4nast HOBH3HA 3TOr0 MCCIENOBAHMS 3aKIIOYAETCS B IPUMEHEHUH aHAIN3a JTUCKypca K
U3YYEHHUIO TOJIMTHYECKOW KOMMYHHMKAIMM W B €ro ()oKyce Ha HCIOJIb30BAHUM HEMPSIMOU
KOMMYHHKAIIMM B 3TOM KOHTEKcTe. TauMm oOpazoMm, JaHHOE HMCCIEJ0BaHUE MPU3BAHO MPOIUTH
CBET Ha CJI0KHYIO U MHOTOI'PAHHYIO IIPUPOY ITOIUTHYECKOTO JUCKYPCa, a TAKKE HA TO, KAK SI3bIK
MO>KET HCIIOJIb30BaThCS IS JOCTHIKEHUS MOJTUTUIECKUX LIEJIEH.

B nenom, 310 uccnenoBaHue NpeAcTaBiIsieT cOOONH BCECTOPOHHUN aHAJIHM3 MCIIOJIb30BAHMS
npe3uIeHTOM ToKaeBbIM HENpsSMOl KOMMyHUKalMu B ero peud Ha Caskt-lIletepOyprckom
dbopyme 1 moTYEPKUBAET Ba)KHOCTh IOHUMAHUS POJIU S3bIKA B MOJUTUYECKONH KOMMYHUKAIIUH.
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