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JvnHamuka koHuentyanusanuu Poccun
B MMaPJIAMEHTCKOM JIUCKYpPCE COBPEMEHHOM EBpombI

[lapnamenTckas AucCKypcuBHasi ¢opMailus paccMaTpuBaeTcs B CTaThe Kak
JUHAMUYECKass CHUCTEMa, OCHOBaHHAs Ha B3aWMOJCHCTBUU HECKOJIBKUX YPOBHEH:
O00BEKTHOTO,  MOJAIbHO-apTyMEHTATUBHOTO,  MOHATHMMHOTO U  MaHUITYJISITUBHOTO
(crparermueckoro). I[lpomo3uiuu, oOTpakarolMe CErOAHSIIHIO KOHIIETTYyalu3alluio
Poccun kak 0ObeKTa €BpPOMENCKOro MapiIaMEHTCKOTO TUCKypca, OOYCIOBIEHBI, MPEXKIE
BCEr0, TOJUTUYECKUMU HMHTEpECaMH JIHUCKYPCHUBHBIX CYOBEKTOB, MEXKNapTUHHON
napJaMEHTCKOM aroHaiabHOCThI0. OHAKO MMEHHO B HUX (POpMHpYyETCs KOHLENTYaJbHOE
nojie O0BEKTa MaAPIAMEHTCKON IUCKYPCHUBHOM (opMalu, KOTOPOE PeayLHUpyeTcs [0
KOHIIENTYalbHO eMKOro noHsATHs («Poccus»), npuoOpeTaromero cTaryc apryMeHTaTUBHOU
[PECYIIO3UIIMOHATIBHOCTH, BBIPAXKEHHOM B OOBIJIGHHOM CO3HAaHUM KOHKJIIO3UBHOTO
anpecata — u3obupatens. CTepeoTull, CO3AaHHbII Ha KOHIENTYaJlbHOM YpOBHE, IIO3BOJISET
NO3UIMOHUPOBATh KOHUENTYalbHbIH OOBEKT KaK aKCHOJOIMYECKH MapKHPOBAHHOE
NOHATHE, WCIOJb3YEMOE B KayeCTBE MPECYNIO3ULHUA B MOJUTUYECKUX MOJAIBHO-
apryMEHTaTUBHBIX JUCKYPCUBHBIX CTPATETHSIX.
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The dynamics of Russia’s conceptualization
in the parliamentary discourse in contemporary Europe

The parliamentary discursive formation is considered in the article as a dynamic
system based on the interaction of several levels: the object, modal-argumentative,
conceptual and manipulative (strategic) ones. The propositions that reflect the current
conceptualization of Russia as an object of the European parliamentary discourse are
conditioned, first of all, by the political interests of discursive subjects, cross-party
parliamentary agonality. However, it is these interests that form the conceptual field of the
object of the parliamentary discursive formation, which is reduced to the conceptually
capacious notion («Russia»), acquiring the status of argumentative presuppositionality
expressed in the ordinary consciousness of the voter as the conclusive addressee. The
stereotype created at the conceptual level allows the authors to position the conceptual
object as an axiologically marked notion used as a presupposition for the political modal-
argumentative discursive strategies.
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