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Abstract. Various approaches of several linguists related to political discourse are discussed
in the report. It is noted that in political discourse, which directly influences the establishment of
social relations, the adoption of political decisions, and their implementation, linguistic means
constituting the discourse play a key role. Among these means, phraseological units hold significant
importance due to their imagery, expressiveness, effectiveness, and conciseness. The choice of
phraseological units is also determined by pragmatic goals.

Key words: political discourse, policy, discourse, political speeches, phraseological units.

Political discourse is an institutional phenomenon of special social importance
in the life of society. The complexity of the study of political discourse is due to the
fact that this phenomenon s at the intersection of various sciences — political science,
social psychology, linguistics. In linguistics, political discourse is given the status ofa
complex and multifaceted phenomenon. In connection with this phenomenon, two
important approaches to its contenthave emerged.

Accordingto the Dutch linguist and representative of critical discourse analysis,
political discourse is the discourse of politicians, realized in the form of government
documents, parliamentary debates, party programs and speeches of politicians. By
limiting political discourse to the activities of politicians, the scholar emphasizes its
mstitutional character [Dejk, 1989, p. 26; Dejk, 2013].

In his research, E.I. Sheygal proposes a field approach to analyzing the structure
of political discourse and considers this discourse political if at least one of the three
components belongs to the sphere of politics: the subject, addressee, or content of the
speech work. At the center of the field approach are primary genres (political
documents, statements, speeches, debates, etc.), while secondary or marginal genres,
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which combine elements of political and other types of discourse (such as analytical
articles, diaries) are located on the periphery. These include conversations, letters to
the editor, cartoons, parodies, and so on. Thus, according to the author, the field
approachallows us to identify the areas of connection between political discourse and
other types of institutional discourse (scientific, pedagogical, legal, religious, etc.), as
well as non-institutional forms of communication (artistic and everyday
conversations). In fact, this is a substantive thematic principle based on the referential
nature of the text [SHejgal, 2004, c. 244-245].

Researchers, emphasizing the special role ofthe media in the implementation of
political discourse, note that, thanks to the media, political discourse becomes public
and addresses a wide audience. They discuss the tendency of political discourse to
merge with the discourse of mass media [Rovinskaya, 2002,p. 85].

The institutional parameters of political discourse are defined by its functions.
Austrian linguist and professor in the field of discourse, Ruth Wodak, lists the most
imp ortant functions of political discourse in her work «Language. Discourse. Politics »:

1. Persuasive function — This function is related to the politician's desire to
convince the audience of their point of view. In discussions about the future development
of the state, politicians primarily focus the voters' attention on the consequences of
decisions and actions for future generations. Thus, by directly imposing their point of
view, they encourage voters to participate in the public life of their state.

2. Informative function — This function concerns providing the voter with
information about the speaker's political intentions. A candidate directs the voters'
attentionto the clear ideological views they hold in their election campaign.

3. Argumentative function — Every statement made by the politician must be
clearly substantiated and linked to the values, customs, traditions, and ideology of the
people. The politicianrefers to statistical data to enhance the expressiveness oftheir speech,
thereby drawing the voters' attention to how much additional work needsto be done.

4. Delimitation related to the differentiation of political subjects — The
metaphors of "the kingdom of lies" and "the realm of justice" are examples of the
typical "us vs. them" opposition that characterizes political discourse.

5. Group identification, which involves ensuring content and a unified
language for the personality — In their speech, the politicians, by referring to a known
stereotype, appeal to the listeners' patriotic feelings and emp hasizes their unity with the
voters [Vodak, 1997].

According to the concept developed by A.N. Baranov and E.Q. Kazakevich,
political discourse is a collection of various speech acts used in political debates and
discussions. Political discourse also includes a system of rules for conducting state
policy, which 1s subject to traditions and has been tested by the experience of
generations. They argue thatin political discourse, interaction occurs between various
social institutions [Baranov, 1991].

A politician's speech (with some exceptions) works with symbols, and its
success 1s determined by how well these symbols align with the collective
consciousness: the politician must be able to strike the right chord within this
consciousness. The politician's statements should match the thoughts and evaluations
of the «consumers» ofpolitical discourse, the recipients.
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Therefore, when interpreting political discourse as a whole, one cannot limit it
to purely linguistic aspects; otherwise, the essence and purpose of political discourse
will be overlooked. Understanding political discourse requires knowledge of the
context existing at a particular time, the expectations of the author and the audience,
hidden motives, plot patterns, and favored logical transitions.

The national leader Heydar Aliyev, with his foresight and wisdom, created a
solid foundation for the comprehensive development of Azerbaijan. We can note that
Heydar Aliyev's speech has always been very rich in phraseological units. The
phraseological combination «miizakirs agmag» (to open a discussion)is used on issues
of state importance: /Moan artiq siza izah etdim hansi sabablora gors biz indiya qador
bumasala barada heg bir yerds heg bir miizakira acmanugiq (I have already explained
to you the reasons why we have not discussed this issue anywhere so far)//.

[Siibhasiz son illorda Azarbaycanm ictimai-siyasi hayatinda miiayyan sahvlars yol
verilib. Ogar Azarbaycan xalqi oziinda qiidrat va imkan taparsa, agar Azarbaycan xalqi
bizo imkan verarsa, mon siza, biitiin Azorbaycanlilara soz verirom ki, bu sahvlarin
harmusim aradan qaldiracagiq (Undoubtedly, certain mistakes have been made in the
socio-political life of Azerbaijan in recent years. If the Azerbaijani people find strength
and opportunity, if the Azerbaijani people allow us, I promise you, all Azerbaijanis, that
we will eliminate all these mistakes)// [Zamanov, 2014]. The phraseological expression
«s6z vermok» mentioned in this speech sounded like an oath at prestigious meetings.

One of the phraseological units frequently used in the speeches of our great leader
Heydar Aliyev is «yol vermamoak». [Ayri-ayrt adamlarin bu proseslords oz soxsi
monafelorini giidmasi biitiin Azarbaycan doviatinin ham iqtisadiyyatina, hom milli
qiidratina, ham do dovlatciliyine boyiik zorbadir. Bunayol vermak olmaz vo man sizi omin
ediram ki, bu vazifoni tutdugum dovrdan bela bir movgedayam va buna yol vermayacayom
(The pursuit of one's own interests in these processes is a great blow to the economy,
national power and statehood of the entire Azerbaijani state. This cannot be allowed, and
[ assureyou that I have been in such a position since [ took office and I will not allow it)//.

There are phraseological units that the national leader frequently refers to regarding
the formation ofthe nation, which resonated with particular intensity among refugee and
displaced audiences: «Xalqimiz asrlor boyu béyiik sinaglardan ¢ixib vo oz torpagmi, oz
moanliyini indiya qadar qoruyub saxlaya bilmisdiry. Our people have overvome great
trials for centuries and have been able to preserve their land and their identity. Burada
isladilon kimi frazeoloji birlogmalar ilk ndvbads milli manlik stiurunu formalasdirir. Els
bu fikirlorin ardinca «milli manliyini sindirmagy frazeoloji birlagmasi ifads edilmisdir:
Phraseological combinations such as «boyiik sinaqlardan ¢ixmaq », « manliyini qorumaq »,
«moanliyini saxlamag» (to overcome great trials, preserve one's identity) used here
primarily form the consciousness of national identity. Following these ideas, the
phraseological combination " to break one's national identity" is expressed: « /990-c1 ild>
Azarbaycamn bagina boyiik facialor galibdir. Respublikaya boyiik qosun dastalori
yeridilarak Azarbaycanin milli manliyini sindirmaga ¢alistblary . In 1990, great tragedies
befell Azerbaijan. Large troops entered the republic and tried to break the national
identity of Azerbaijan[Zamanov,2014].

One of the phraseological units that Heydar Aliyev frequently used m his
political meetings 1s «biinovrasini goymag» (to lay the foundation). /Qurgizistan va
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Azarbaycan arasinda dostlug vo omakdasliq haqqinda miiqavilonin xiisusi ahamiyyati
var, o, bizim dostlugumuzun, qardashiFimizin, amakdagligimizin miiqavilali-hiiquqi
biindvrasini qoyur (The agreement on friendship and cooperation between Kyrgyzstan
and Azerbaijan is of special importance, it lays legal basis for our friendship,
brotherhood and cooperation)//. |Qwrgiz va azarbaycan xalqlari arasimda dostlugun
koklariasrlorin doarinliklorina gedib ¢ixir (Theroots of friendship between the Kyrgyz
and Azerbaijani peoples go back centuries)// [Zamanov,2014].

Realization of the communication process is almost impossible without the
usage of phraseological units. Phraseological units used in the right position help
politicians to gain public support, which leads to the approval and legitimization of
their policies. Political discourse beinga system of communication processes combines
various linguistic and pragmatic factors [CHinenova, 1983].

In our opinion, political discourse has significant pragmatic potential, designed
to influence the audience and manipulate their consciousness by conveying both the
explicit and implicit intentions of the politician.
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POJIb ®PASEOJIOI'NYECKHUX E/IMHUIL
B MOJIMTUYECKOM JUCKYPCE

Xannapoea Aunypa llloxpam,

OOKmMOpPAaHmM, NPenooaAsamenb Kageopsl UHOCMPAHHBIX SI36IKO8
Cymeaumckoeo 2ocyoapcmeenno2o ynueepcumema, Cymeaum, Azepoaiiodcan

AHHOmCllﬂlﬂ. B cratee pacCMaTpUBAOTCA PA3JIUIHBIC ITOAXOABI pAdd JUHTBUCTOB, CBA3aHHBIC
C TOJIUTUYCCKUM OUCKYPCOM. OTMe"IaeTCﬂj YTO B MNOJUTHYECKOM OHUCKYPCEC, HEIIOCPEACTBECHHO

92



BJIMAOLIEM Ha YCTAHOBJICHUEC O6H.I€CTB€HHBIX OTHOLHGHPIP'I, MNPUHATUEC TOJIUTUYICCKHUX peLHeHI/Iﬁ 1 ux
peau3alnio, KII0UeBasi pPOjb OTBOJUTCS JIMHT'BUCTUYECKUM CPENICTBAM, COCTABJISIFOIIUM JTUCKYPC.
Cpenu TakuxX CpEICTB TOCTATOYHO BEIUKA POJIb (hPa3eoIOrH4eCKuX eUHULL, XapaKTePU3yOIIIXCs
00pa3HOCTBIO, BHIPA3UTENBHOCTHIO, 3((DEKTHOCTHIO U JIAKOHUYHOCTHIO. BBIOOp (hpaseonmoruueckux
CAUHUL TAKXKE ONPEACIIACTCA IparMaTU4CCKUMHU LETIAMU.

Knroueevie cnosa: TONUTHUECKUNH AMCKYPC, TOJHTHKA, AUCKYPC, TOJUTHYECKHE PEyH,
(bpazeooru3mMsl.
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Asour globe continues to expand its boundaries, inclusion acts as the membranes
of the body that hold the strength, health and wealth of a thriving global society and
culture. Inclusion gives dignity to all people no matter their psychological, mental, or
physical needs. In his essay, researcher Robo recognized that in an inclusive society
people feel respected, valued, and have a sense of belonging (2020). The practice of
exclusion and the devaluing of others keeps society dis-eased and weak. Together we
are better, and our differences are the most important renewable resource [Robo, 2020].

International organizations such as UNESCO, UNICEF, USAID, and the United
Nations have advocated for inclusive education worldwide. In 1994, the Salamanca
Declaration (UNESCO)recognized the need to «restructure educational environments
to foster a sense of belonging in all children. In 2007 The Law of Education stated that»
inclusive education is defined as a process that provides equal access to education for
all students considering their abilities and special educational needs. Eurasia has put
into place policies to promote inclusion in their school system. In 2008, the president
of Kazakhstan ratified the International Convention for the Protection of Persons with
Disabilities. The president’s objective 1s for a new Kazakhstan that 1s ready to engage
the global economy as well as society. To date only 27% of children with disabilities
study in mainstream schools and only 1% in higher education [MOES & National
Academy for Education, 2015]. There 1s still work to be done.

Our global community is made up of individuals of all cultures and races who
have unique characteristics such as diverse languages, socioeconomic levels and
learning styles [Fiore, 1994]. The international organizations known for spearheading
human rights, have been calling on education institutions to implement inclusive
education for students with special needs since the 1980°s [Walton, 2016]. Inclusive
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