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CHANGE IN NATIONAL SECURITY MARKERS IN
OFFICIAL POLITICAL DISCOURSE: UKRAINIAN
CONTEXT

Discourse analysis allows us to identify markers of change in values, which is a sign
of democratic development. However, this does not mean a radical change in values, but
rather their correlation with the economic, social, cultural dimensions of society. When it
comes to national security as the value of the country, then here we can see the dichotomy
of the collective «wey» with the individualistic «I». In democratic societies, the priority of
national security is higher than the values of self-expression, while the authorities guarantee
human rights and freedoms.

The study provides a theoretical analysis of the nature of official political discourse.
The influence of discourse on the political system through the category of «securityy is
considered. At the first stage, the theoretical and methodological analysis is conducted in
terms of social practice of G. Deleuze and M. Foucault. At the second stage, a comparative
analysis of the concept of national security of Ukraine was conducted. At the third stage,
markers of the value components of Ukraine s national security were identified, which both
presidents have used. This allowed us to understand the discourse practice of official
political discourse as a strategy to influence the political system.

Keywords: security, V. Zelenskyy, P. Poroshenko, discourse, protection, state.

Problem setting. Official political discourse represents itself through sign-
symbolic interactions, thanks to which interpretations (as discourse strategies of
the power) are carried out. If discourse (as detailed communication) allows the
contractual relationship in society, than its symbolic interactions establish social
connections through symbols. As discourse researcher G. Seidel writes, discourse
is «a dynamically linguistic, and above all, semantic space in which social meanings
are produced or challenged» [1, p. 44].

Analysis of recent research and publications. Many discourse research concepts
exist related to critical discourse analysis (CDA) and discourse strategies.
L. J. Phillips and M. W. Jorgensen have attempted to systematize theoretically the
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models of discourse. In their work «Discourse analysis as theory and method»,
researchers consider three approaches among scientists: the theory of discourse by
E. Laclau and C. Moulffe (the world is formed by values); critical discourse analysis
(N. Fairclough, TeunA. Van Dijk — discourse as a social practice of text exchange);
and discourse psychology (J. Potter, M. Wethereil, S. Widdicomb, R. Wooffitt as
language strategies of influence) [2]. Analyzing the postmodernist concept of
discourse analysis, we can identify a number of important scientific approaches
that consider discourse as linguistic communication [3; 4] or as a social practice of
the subject [1; 5; 6]. Philosophers-analysts, who relied on linguistic analysis,
focused on the language, which helps to project the universe. L. Wittgenstein [7]
introduced the concept of «language game», and his follower John Austin [§]
identified three levels of language: locutionary, illocutionary and perlocutionary
ones. This allows us to distinguish the official political discourse formed by the
government, among other types of discourses. It is the locutionary level, where the
subject of the linguistic act (in the form of the political elite) is in its center, which
establishes a certain grammar of expression for the sake of control over power. And
the illocutionary level, which has not the subject, but the object in its center, which
the linguistic act is directed to, and it becomes a strategy of oppositional or counter-
discourse. The perlocutionary level enhances the effect of communication in these
two lines of discourse. John Searle [9], who developed a study of locutionary acts
by D. Austin, emphasizes that the speech act requires participation of the addressee
and the consignor, who have language competence and knowledge of the world, in
the communication.

The purpose of the article. Interactions of official political discourse have stable
expressions, which allows identifying the main strategies for promoting meanings,
producers of interpretations, internal and external reasons for transporting frames
through narratives of political processes to influence the political system.

In this study, we want to focus on the nature of official political discourse and
consider its impact on the political system through the category of «security». At
the first stage, a theoretical and methodological analysis of the official political
discourse and political system will be carried out. Here we will rely on the
methodology of G. Deleuze and M. Foucault, where we understand the discourse
as a social practice of political actors. In the second stage, we will make a comparative
analysis of the concept of national security of Ukraine. It is reflected in the Decrees
of the two Presidents of Ukraine — P. Poroshenko (2014-2019) and V. Zelenskyy
(from 2019 to today). In the third stage, we will highlight the markers of the value
components of Ukraine’s national security used by both presidents. This will allow
us to clarify the discourse practice of the official political discourse as a strategy to
influence the political system.
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Paper main body.

1. Official political discourse and political system

In order to investigate the relationship between the official political discourse
and the political system, it is necessary to dwell on the characteristics of the study
of the political system itself, to understand the logic of its development. Therefore,
the phenomenology of Jacques Derrida — his destructive approach — helps to
«decomposey, or, let us say, to «dissect» the political system into separate parts and
find common ground between them. The concept of «deconstruction» came as
a result of a combination of German philosophy by M. Heidegger and French
philosophy by G. Deleuze. Gilles Deleuze pointed to the state of the universe, when
many millennia ago all the sizes of objects amounted to zero. That is, the time when
both emotions and things were in the same atom. He calls this state «singularity».
However, discourse, in his view, is not a formless instance, but a «discourse of the
purely informal» [10, p. 146]. The main thesis of the researcher who studied the
logic of meaning, is that difference always precedes identity. While most scientists
have focused on the identity, which the difference emerged from, the singularity is
the only birthplace of the universe. It creates the equal conditions, and because of
that the differences appear, and then they unite. The unification of differences into
coherent whole, according to G. Deleuze, is a fact of dictation opposed to the very
differences that give rise to freedom. Therefore, the logic of meaning of Gilles
Deleuze, as Michel Foucault later wrote, is built on the physical and metaphysical,
and it forces to understand and accept the super-being. «Physics: discourse dealing
with the ideal structure of bodies, mixtures, reactions, internal and external
mechanisms; metaphysics: discourse dealing with the materiality of incorporeal
things — phantasms, idols, and simulacrax» [11, p. 298]. In the study, it is an official
political discourse. Its pragmatics, on the one hand, structures the political system,
and on the other hand, the phenomenon of its symbolic structures is a metaphysical
phenomenon.

The concept of «discourse», as socially constructed knowledge according to
M. Foucault, is a way of social practices that reproduce meanings. In this logic, the
phenomenological and poststructuralist directions of research indicate a symbolic
level of influence on the political system. In other words, returning to G. Deleuze,
it is the metaphysical influence on the physical. Different semiotic models are
recognized through political events in which the discourse strategy of the symbolic
is embedded. Political discourse, as a mechanism for the functioning of
interpretations, consists not only of signs and of symbols, but also has an impact
on political behavior through the symbolic exchange due to the political
communication. Therefore, the studying of political discourse at the level of
symbolizing the political process, allows not only revealing ways to influence the
audience through symbols, but also finding a direct link between political institutions
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and symbolic interactions and their impact on the political system. They establish
a correspondence between political ideas and their practical implementation. To
analyze political discourse, it is necessary to explore discourse practice and its key
aspects: the political process; the time space it takes place in; formal and informal
actors in the development of political discourse; the territory of distribution and
influence of interpretations; and government resources. Therefore, the main search
method as a «deconstruction» of the political system will help to explore the various
structural elements of discourse as the context of the political text.

The subject becomes the subject of politics through official political discourse,
by reflecting on political events as narratives around which political discourse has
been built. From here one can see the levels of formation of official political
discourse, which influence the construction of political reality:

1) political reality receives connotations through sign-symbolic interactions that
simplify the meaning of political processes for the establishment of a social contract
through collective thinking in order to influence collective behavior;

2) sign-symbolic interactions create frames and are transmitted by political
actors through narratives (retelling of political events), determining the markers of
authenticity as a value of society;

3) the official political discourse as a stable set of statements about the meanings
of political processes, transforms the values of society into collective norms through
the interpretation of the political elite for the sake of establishing a social contract.
This affects the loyalty of the majority of society to political power. Acceptance or
non-acceptance of the terms of the social contract proposed by the authorities has
its consequences in collective behavior. Which, in turn, affects the change of reality.

In this sequence, official political discourse contradicts unofficial one, which is
less stable in its own statements, has fewer resources to influence the collective
perception of meanings. Nevertheless, unofficial discourse forces the government’s
discourse to respond to information flows through vertical, horizontal, and
proportional communication. The main purpose of official political discourse is to
influence the collective perception of the proposed values and meanings in order
to establish a coherent political text.

Therefore, the official political discourse maintains the stability of the political
system, the change of which affects the loss of the political elite. Hence, it uses
discourse practices related to the technology of promoting meaning for the stability
of the political system.

From the point of view of J. Habermas, there are three norms of existence of
social systems:

1) when the discourse of statements aspires to legitimacy (for example, official
statements of the country’s leaders);

2) when regulatory parameters change depending on productive forces;

119



3) when the level of development of society is measured by the ability to learn
[4, p.19-20].

If the perception of discourse happens (even at the level of critical understanding),
then other two norms will also be under the vector of control of power. Both
productive forces and the ability to learn will be formed according to the same given
scenario. Than, the political regime as a form of political process will initiate the
level and quality of change. Understanding legalizes linguistic acts, interprets them
in a given direction and the very actions of individuals become a conscious norm
for themselves. Therefore, the functions of the official political discourse are not
only in the development of normative and educational processes, but in the formation
of value components of society.

2. National security of the country: comparative analysis

Due to the symbolic structures of the discourse, values are formed around which
apolitical text is built. R. Inglehart in his work «Modernization and Postmodernization:
cultural, economic, and political change in 43 societies» [12] points to mass
participation, interpersonal trust, tolerance of minorities, and freedom of speech,
as the main conditions for the stability of democracy. However, researching values
from 2010 to 2014 together with Christian Welzel, he showed that in a democracy,
values tend to change, which is a consequence of changing economic, social,
cultural dimensions of society. Scholars point to existential security as the main
value of modern society, which is a consequence of the transition from traditional
values to secular-rational ones. If the traditional values relate to religion, the
relationship between parents and children, respect for authority, then secular-rational
values pay less attention to religion, traditional family values and authority. More
attention is paid to economic and physical security.

Based on the cultural map of Inglehart-Welzel, who have pointed out that the
socioeconomic development is linked with a broad syndrome of distinctive value
orientations, asserts that there are two major dimensions of cross cultural variation
in the world:

1) Traditional values versus Secular-rational values and;

2) Survival values versus Self-expression values.

In our study, the second parameter of values is of interest, where the value of
survival contrasts the values of self-expression. According to researchers, «survival
values place emphasis on economic and physical security. It is linked with
a relatively ethnocentric outlook and low levels of trust and tolerance» [13].

The national security of the country one can understand as the value of survival.
So, we propose to carry an analysis of the Decrees of the Presidents of
Ukraine P. Poroshenko and V. Zelenskyy «On the decision of national security and
defense of Ukraine» [14; 15]. The aim of the practical analysis of these two
documents was to identify the vectors of change in values in the context of the
official political discourse of Ukraine’s national security.
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It is known that the discourse of national security of the country should be
connected, first of all, with national interests of the country [16, p. 186]. For
Ukraine, the concept of «national security» is connected with geopolitical challenges,
as the country depends on international politics both geographically and economically
[17, p. 489-490]. Hence, we expect for guarantees of internal security in law
enforcement agencies, such as special services, the military, and the diplomatic
corps. However, the citizens’ own responsibility, their critical attitude to the
consumption of information, has become relevant in recent years. The activities of
public organizations, as well as the involvement of opinion leaders in the
development of media literacy culture, influenced the initiative of the President of
Ukraine V. Zelenskyy to update the education system in the country. «Media literacy
lessons should appear in our school curriculum. And those who have graduated
from school long time ago (these are our parents, our grandparents), we must teach
them what is information hygiene, what are fakes, what is propaganda, how in a few
sentences or even with words, someone can control their minds, control their
hearts», the president said during his speech at the All-Ukrainian Forum «Ukraine
30. Culture. Media. Tourism» [18].To establish the vector directions of changing
the value of security in the official political discourse of Ukraine, we have identified
three components:

Level 1: who «we» are. In the decrees of both presidents, one can find signs of
Ukrainian markers, which are used in documents as «Ukrainian. ..» in the context of
security. It is interesting that in P. Poroshenko’s document «Ukrainian...» is reflected
9 times, while in V. Zelenskyy’s document — only 4 times. If the first president
emphasizes more on the «Ukrainian state» and «Ukrainian people», than the second
president uses the adverb «Ukrainian» more in the cultural sense (7able ).

Table 1
Categories of understanding the country in the context of «Ukrainian...»

«We» P. Poroshenko V. Zelenskyy

people 2 -

state

economics

language

history

society

informational space -

culture - 1

nation - 1

art - 1
Source: Made by the Author

— | | == N
1
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Level 2: protection issues. We tried to find out the categories of subjects of
protection. Here we distinguish two groups:

Group 1 — subjects of the national security of Ukraine. The documents list both
political institutions and other institutional categories of the country, as well as
citizens and public associations. In Poroshenko’s Decree, the search word
«protection» is used 28 times. The document clearly states that «protection will be
provided by the effective Armed Forces of Ukraine, other military formations
formed in accordance with the laws of Ukraine, intelligence, counterintelligence
and law enforcement agencies of the state, the dynamic development of Ukraine’s
economy». In V. Zelenskyy’s Decree, the word «protectiony» is used 20 times and
it is no longer about the subjects who should be responsible for the defense of the
country, but about the tools to ensure protection. Such tools include the following:

— modernization;

— ensuring recovery;

— building an effective system;

— increase efficiency;

— improvement.

Both presidents use their own categories of protection: social, civil, systemic,
physical, legal ones. It is interesting that the global pandemic COVID-19 introduced
its own category of protection in the Decree of V. Zelenskyy. It is the category
«biological», which is used in the document as a synonym for «biosafety».

Group 2 — objects of protection in the context of national security of Ukraine.
We found out that Poroshenko’s security worldview is based on the defense of the
country, while V. Zelenskyy appeals more to individualistic dimensions of security.
Therefore, V. Zelenskyy uses more such features of objects of protection as «person»,
«individualy, «citizens» (Table 2).

Table 2
Objects of protection in the concept of national security
What should be protected? P. Poroshenko V. Zelenskyy
Rights, freedoms and legal interests of citizens 1 3
Property rights 2
National interests 1
Protection of state border 2

Protection of territorial integrity

Protection of Armed Forces

Protection of state secrets

Protection of national market of labor sources
Environmentalprotection

Protection of economic concurrence

— | = | == N DN DN
1
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Protection of critical infrastructure
Protection of property interests
Protection of national values
Protection of information

Source: Made by the Author

W[ = (DN
1

Level 3: who «they» are. We defined the marker «they» through the search word
«threaty». In the context of both documents, the concept of «threat» occurs through
opposition either to other countries or to other phenomena. The «friend-enemy»
vectors are set equally in the documents of both presidents (European Union/
European countries v. Russia/Russian Federation/militarization of the temporarily
occupied Crimea). However, there is a difference in the phenomena. V. Zelenskyy
considers the following external and internal factors as the main threats to national
security and national interests of Ukraine (7able 3).

Table 3
External and internal factors of threats to national security of Ukraine. V. Zelenskyy

External

Internal

— cyber threat;

— artificial intelligence technologies;

— international terrorism;

— drug trafficking;

— human trafficking;

— religious and ideological
fundamentalism;

— infectious diseases;

— military invasion;

— coronavirus;

— intensification of the «competition
between the United States of America
and the People’s Republic of China for
world leadershipy;

— energy and information «weaponsy» of
the Russian Federation;

— reconnaissance and sabotage activities
(of the Russian Federation);

— destructive propaganda.

weak rates of rearmament of the Armed
Forces of Ukraine;

insufficient efficiency of state bodies,
which complicates the development and
implementation of effective policies;
low level of well-being;

crime;

inconsistency and incompleteness of
reforms;

corruption;

insufficient protection of property rights,
slow development of market relations;
insufficient level of competition;
domination of monopolies;

lack of investment;

irrational use of natural resources;
threatening demographic situation;
increase in the number of violations of
migration legislation;

strengthening the emigration of the
people of Ukraine.

Source: Made by the Author
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For P. Poroshenko, most of the external factors hindering the development of
the country, are related to Russia’s aggression on the territory of Ukraine, while for
V. Zelenskyy, global problems become a problem for Ukraine (7able 4).

Table 4
External and internal factors of threats to national security of Ukraine.
P. Poroshenko
External Internal
— aggressive actions of Russia; — unformed security and defense sector;
— military aggression, participation of — institutional weakness;
regular troops, advisers, instructors and |— insufficient resource provision and
mercenaries in hostilities on the territory | inefficient use of resources in the
of Ukraine; security and defense sector;
— reconnaissance and sabotage activities; |— activities of illegal armed groups,
— temporary occupation of the territory increase in crime, illegal use of
of the Autonomous Republic of Crimea firearms;
and the city of Sevastopol; — corruption and inefficient public
— building up military groups near the administration system:
borders of Ukraine; — outdated model of public institutions;
— blocking Ukraine’s efforts to counter — lowering of living standards:
the monopolization of strategic sectors |— monopoly-oligarchic model;
of the national economy by Russian — lack of clearly defined strategic
capital; priorities;
— trade and economic war; — criminalization of the national economy;
— information and psychological war; — excessive dependence of the national
— lack of effective external security economy on foreign markets;
guarantees for Ukraine; — inefficient public debt management;
— information war against Ukraine. — intensification of migration processes as

a result of hostilities;

— ineffective energy efficiency and energy
supply policy;

— lack of a holistic communication policy
of the state;

— insufficient level of media culture of the
society;

— physical and moral obsolescence of the
system of protection of state secrets and
other information with limited access;

— negative environmental consequences of
the Chornoby]l catastrophe, etc.

Source: Made by the Author
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After comparing these two tables, we can conclude that the security discourse
in the official political discourse put the Russian Federation on the first place as
a country that poses an external threat to Ukraine after the occupation of Crimea
and the unfolding of military events in Donetsk and Luhansk oblasts. Under
President V. Zelenskyy, the security value has shifted to the level of global problems,
where the Russian Federation poses a threat to the country at the level of global
problems. The extent to which the change in such a vector has become politically
conscious, and whether the change in the guidelines of external threats to Ukraine
affects its foreign policy, is the subject of research for further investigation.
Nevertheless, there is a specific connection.

Both presidents understand the concept of «state border of Ukraine» as an
internationally recognized statement, which has the highest priority for the state
and is a guarantee of peaceful democratic development of Ukraine. However, in
the Decree of President P. Poroshenko, the concept of state «border» is used in the
context of «protection», «defense». And in the Decree of V. Zelenskyy it is used
only with «protection...», which may indicate the activities of certain structures
operating in other countries, protecting the borders of the country.

V. Zelenskyy uses the concept of «sovereignty» as «restoration», «defense»,
and «provision». It is close to such values as «peace» and «territorial integrity».
P. Poroshenko understands «sovereignty» with the categories of «protection» and
«guaranteey. It is a fundamental value of the country and it is used with other values,
such as independence, territorial integrity, dignity, democracy, man, his rights and
freedoms, rule of law, welfare , peace and security (Decree of the President of
Ukraine Petro Poroshenko) (7able 5).

Table 5

Category of «country» in the context of security
P. Poroshenko V. Zelenskyy
Territorial integrity 2 8
Border 6 11
Sovereignty 7 8
State (noun) 7 19
state (adj.)

Source: Made by the Author

Conclusions
Understanding discourse as expanded communication, the model of the British
sociologist and Marxist supporter Stuart Hall most accurately shows the meaning
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of the symbolic in the transmission of interpretations in the political field. According
to the scientist, there are three levels of participants in communication:

» At the first level, the political elite provides certain interpretations of events
that are packed into symbols. The elite controls them.

* On the second level the elites connect, which L. Althusser calls «the
ideological State apparatuses»: religious, ethical, legal, political, aesthetic, etc.
institutions that ensure the control of ideology [19, p. 92].

At the third level, recipients of information become active transmitters of
information. The role of the recipient of information at this level enhances the
communication further.

Therefore, difficulties may arise in finding the main values for the Ukrainian
nation, which fill the structure of the political text through the sign-symbolic
interactions of the discourse. Who owns the retransmission of meaning through the
symbol, who controls it and who is responsible for the formation of everyday
practices? Is the problem of national security and authenticity, as the main values
of the Ukrainian nation today, in need of tough sanctions, or is it a litmus test for
those who are in power? The search for answers to these questions determines the
horizon of scientific research in the analysis of political processes through markers
of security discourse.

The construction of political reality as a factor in the activity of official political
discourse and political discourse in general, has its threats and challenges with the
help of symbolic structures:

1) symbols, as the capital of a social group, can fall into disrepair along with
the group that relies on them. Therefore, every economic, social, political and
cultural change becomes a challenge to change the symbolic;

2) political communication forces political institutions to be active participants
in communication. They produce certain symbolic structures of discourses to
stabilize the political system. Understanding discourse as a process of connotation
of reality through interpretations, a certain behavioral collective model is constructed;

3) the symbol has its own codes and decodings, which activate the second group
of communication participants — recipients of information. The further fate of the
political system is possible from the contractual and opposition levels;

4) at the heart of political decision-making today there is the main value —
national security. When political institutions develop a political discourse around
this value, it is possible to justify harsh methods and even elements of violence
(which can be a sign of authoritarian democracy). Hence, it is customary to divide
the symbols into normative and cognitive, where some establish rules at the level
of political institutions, while others form ideas and collective expectations.
Moreover, normative symbols can be so strong during the crisis that they overlap
personal ideas to get out of the collective state of crisis;
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5) civil society, as a carrier of political discourse, takes an active part in political
communication and discourse practices. It is through symbols that social activity
is produced in society. Between political institutions and public institutions, the
winner is the one who has a minimal difference between symbols and real actions.
Otherwise, imitation leads to inflation, both political and social. Therefore, the rules
and mechanisms of functioning of political and public institutions unite society
under the terms of a social contract, which is established by the conventionality of
signs through sign-symbolic interaction. It does not matter on what dimension it
happens: vertically, horizontally or proportionally within the discourse. The main
thing is that symbols and institutions function at the level of rule-making practices
and do not blur the boundaries of responsibility. There are norms that must be
obeyed and there are symbols that declare these norms through discourse. And this
is the effect of snapping.

The crisis occurs when symbols are under question. Hence is the growing
distrust towards the institutions that produce them. The opposite reaction occurs:
distrust towards institutions breeds distrust towards symbols, and hence political
discourse will produce the emptiness of a political text. The values declared through
interpretations do not establish meaning, but produce voids in the center of the
political text. Policymakers suggest other symbols that are represented as an
example of the order in which the text is established. Therefore, the symbolization
of the political system becomes a means of struggle. Because of informal discourse
practices, formal institutions are forced to be either liquidated or rebooted through
sign-symbolic interaction. If the ruling elite manages to maintain a dialogue with
the counter-elite, there is a snapping effect; if not, it loses its symbolic resource and
ability to control the political system. Therefore, the further development of the
political system depends on the strategies of political institutions and the level of
expanded political communication within the discourse, where the totalitarian
discourse of symbols covers all spheres of life in order to preserve political stability.
The media, as one of the main channels and participants in such communication,
form their media discourse as part of political discourse. The media discourse shows,
in what form unpopular political reforms are proposed, how evidence is retransmitted
and facts and symbols are used, for what purpose a certain public opinion is
established, which encourages the projected joint action. All this becomes a sign
of an open, closed or transitional political system.
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Mayuwuna Ipuna Bimaniiena, TOKTOpKa MOMITUYHUX HAYK, JOLEHTKA,
npodecopka kadenpu MoMiToNOorii Ta AepKaBHOTO ypaBiIiHHs, [JoHebKHii
HallloHaJIbHUH yHiBepcuTeT iMeHi Bacuns Cryca, M. Binnung, Ykpaina

3MIHA MAPKEPIB HAIIIOHAJIbHOI BE3IIEKHA B O®INIMHOMY
MNOJITHYHOMY JUCKYPCI: YKPAIHCBKUHU KOHTEKCT

Jluckypc-ananiz 00360515€ BUAGUMU MAPKEPU 3MIHU YIHHOCMET, WO € 03HAKOW 0eMO-
Kpamuunoeo pozeumxky. OOHAK ye He 03HAYAE PAOUKATbHOT 3MIHU YinHOCmel, a paduie ix
CNIiBGIOHOUIEHHS 3 EKOHOMIYHUM, COYIANbHUM, KVIbIMYPHUM suMIpamu cycnitbemed. Koau
tl0embCsi PO HAYIOHANLHY Oe3NeKy AK YIHHICMb KPAiHU, MO Mym MOXICHA nodauumu ou-
XOMOMIIO KONEKMUBHO2O «MU» 3 iHOUGIOyanicmuunum «Ay». ¥ oemoxpamuunux cycninb-
cmeax npiopumem HAYiOHANbHOL ODe3neKu € BUUUM 30 YIHHOCTIE CAMOBUPAIICEHHS, 4 61A0A
eapanmye npasa ma ceo600u 1o0uHU. Y 00cnioxnceHHi 30illCHEHO MeopemudHUll AHAL3
npupoou oQiyitiHo2o noasimuyHo2o Ouckypcy. Poseisanymo enius ouckypcy Ha nonimudry
cucmemy uyepesz Kkamezopiro «besneka». Ha nepuiomy emani npogooumscs meopemuro-
MemoOon02TuHUL AHANI3 3 MOYKU 30pY coyianvhoi npakmuxu JK. [envoza ma M. @yko. Ha
opyeomy emani 610 npogederHo NOPISHANIbHUN AHANI3 KOHYEeNYii HayioHAlIbHOI be3nexu
Yrpainu. Ha mpemvomy emani 6usnaueno mapkepu yiHHiCHUX CKIAOHUKI@ HAYIOHANbHOT
besnexu Yxpainu, akumu kKopucmyromscsa oouosa npesudenmu. L{e 003801u10 3po3ymimu
OQUCKYPCUBHY NPAKMUKY OPIYIlIHO20 NOTTMUYHO20 OUCKYPCY AK CIMpame2iio 61au8y Ha no-
JAIMUYHY CUCTHEM).

Knrwwuosi cnosa: besnexa, B. 3enencokui, I1. Ilopowenxo, ouckypce, 3axucm, oepoicasa.

Mayuwuna Hpuna Bumanvesna, OKTOp MOJTUTAYECKUX HAYK, JOLICHT,
npodeccop kadeapbl NOTUTOIOTUU U TOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO YIIpaBieHus, JJoHerkuit
HallMOHAIBHBIN yHUBEpcUTET MMeHH Bacuius Cryca, . Bunauna, Ykpanna

U3MEHEHHUE MAPKEPOB HAIITMOHAJIbLHON BE3OIMACHOCTH
B O®PUIIUAJIIBHOM NOJITUTHUYECKOM JUCKYPCE:
YKPAMHCKHUM KOHTEKCT

ﬂuCKypc—aHanw no3zeoJjisiem 6oblA6UMb MApPKepbl USMEHEHUA ueHHocmed, umo sAejisiem-
Cs NPU3HAKOM ()BMOKpamuUECKOZO paseumus. Oonaxo smo He o3navaem pa()uKaﬂbHoe
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U3MeHeHUe YeHHOCMell, d CKOpee UX COOMHOUWEHUE C IKOHOMUUECKUM, COYUATbHBIM, K)lb-
mypHoiM usmepenuem obujecmesa. Kozoa peuv uoem o HAYUOHAIbHOU OE30NACHOCIU KAK
YEHHOCTU CINPAHBL, 30€Ch MOJCHO YBUOEMb OUXOTMOMUTO KOLLEKIMUBHO20 «Mbl» C UHOUGU-
dyanucmuueckum «A». B demokpamuueckux obuecmeax npuopumem HAYUOHATbHOU
bezonacHocmu 8blule YeHHOCMell CAMOBbIPANCEHUS, A 61ACMb 2APAHMUPYEm NPasa U ce0-
600vl wenogexa. B ucciedosanuu npogeden meopemuieckull aHaius npupoovl OOuyuaib-
HO20 NoAUmMuU4ecko2o ouckypcea. Paccmompeno enusnue ouckypca na nonumudeckyio cu-
cmemy uepes kamez2opuio «bezonacnocmuvy. Ha nepsom smane nposooumcs meopemuxo-
MEMOO0N0SUYeCKULl AHAU3 ¢ TMOYKU 3peHus coyuanvhol npaxkmuku JK. /lenesa u @yxo.
Ha esmopom smane npoeeden cpagnumenbHblil ananus KOHYenyuy HayuoHaIbHoU bezonac-
Hocmu Yxpaunvl. Ha mpemvem smane onpeoenenvl MapKepbl YeHHOCHHbIX COCMABTIAIOUUX
HAYUOHAILHOU Oe30nachocmu Yxpaunvl, KOmopbimMu ROIb3VIOMCs 00a npesudenma. Imo
NO360MUNO NOHANMb OUCKYPCUBHYIO NPAKMUKY ODUYUATLHO20 NOTUMUYECKO20 OUCKYPCA
KaK cmpameuio GIUSAHUSL HA NOAUTUYECKYIO CUCTHEMY.

Knrwueswie cnosa: bezonacnocme, B. 3enenckuil, I1. Illopowenxo, ouckypce, 3awuma,
2ocyoapcmeo.
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