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B craTTi po3risaaeThcs npobiieMa CIiBBITHOMICHHS MiXK I[IIbOBUMH COI[IaJIbLHUMU TPYIIaMu B MeJlia-
auckypel. JlocnmimKyeTbess poib, Ky — MOJAIBHICTh TIpa€ y MparMaTHYHO-(YHKIIOHATHHOMY AacleKTi
JUCKYypC-aHaiizy. BuBYaeThs MOIANBHICTh SK 3aci0 BHpaKCHHS OIIIHHOTO 3Ha4YcHHsS. DyHKI[IOHATbHUN
acIeKT 3 i€l TOYKH 30py BimoOpaxkae MUPOKi i PYHKIIOHAIBHOT JTIHTBICTUKH: 3B’ SI30K MOBHUX CTPYKTYP
3 COlio CTpyKTypamu. [IparmMaTWyHHMi acleKT akKIEHTye yBary Ha TOMY, IO 4YWTad 3aJeXKHUH Bif
BIJITIOBIZTHOrO BUJYy CTOCYHKIB MDK YHTadyeM, aBTOPOM 1 TEKCTOM. JIOCHiIKEHHS Cy4acHHX JIIHTBICTiB
HIMPOKO 3alliKaBJieHi B aHaji3i ieororii B quckypci. B cTarTi cioctepiracthest BIUIMB MOBH Ha JIIOJACH, SIK
4epe3 )KYpHAIICTChKY JIiITEpaTypy, Tak 1 Mpo JiTeparypy, NOJITHKY, HayKy. JIOCHiPKEHHs cTalo CpoOoro
3’ICYBaTH, SIK 1 SIKI acleKTH MOBH BiJIrpaloTh OUIBIIY POJIb Y i€0JOTii, [0 MaHIMyJIo€ ciiyxadyamu /
yuTayaMd. byno BUSIBIIEHO, IO MOZAAJBbHICTH HE TIJIBKM MPHUBEPTAE HEIOCTATHHO yBAarHM Ha MPAKTUIHOMY
piBHI, ame 1 Te, MO Ie sBUIIE OYJNO PO3TISIHYTO B Mpoleci kmacudikamii MOmambHOCTI, TOOTO Ha
TEOPETUYHOMY DiBHI. TEOpPEeTHUHHUII acmeKT cTaTTi OCHOBAaHMK Ha MEPEKOHAHHI, 10 MOBa CIpPSAMOBAaHA Ha
JOCATHEHHSI TIEBHUX I1iiel abo 3aBiaHb. Y CTATTi PO3MIIANIAETHCS MPOOJieMa CITiBBiIHOIIEHHS Ta iHTepaKIii
MK aBTOPOM 1 YMTa4deM; THM, XTO TOBOPHUTH 1 THM, XTO CIyXa€; BUPOOHMKAMU TEKCTy Ta COLiaJbHUMHU
cy0’ekTammu B Tmporeci iHTepmperarii. B cTaTTi MOCHIKYIOTBCS — NUISXW BUPIMIEHHS TpoOiIeMu 3
ypaxyBaHHSIM MOJAJIBHOCTI SIK MapaMeTpa aHallizy IUCKYpCy HAjsl BH3HAYCHHS ILiJIed IUId BiAMOBITHHX
HiThOBHX Tpym. JlOCHiIpKeHHs B CTaTTi HAIEXKUTh A0 ocHOBHHMX (yHKuid mnigxoxy M.A.K. Tammiges:
ippalioHaNbHUNA, MIKOCOOHMCTICHMH Ta TEKCTOBUH. Y craTri  Oyjo BHSBICHO, IIO peaji3oBaHa
MiXKOcOOHCTICHa (QYHKIIIST MOXKe OyTH BUKOpDHCTaHA SIK JIHIBICTUYHUN I1HCTPYMEHT JUIsS YIPAaBIiHHSI Ta
KOHTPOJIIO MOBEJIHKH JTFOJIEH.
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B craTthe paccMaTpuBaeTcst IpoOieMa COOTHOIICHUS MEXIY IEICBBIMH COITMAIBHBIMA TPYIITIaMU B
Meua-auCKypce. I/ICCJ'IG,Z[yeTCH POJib, KOTOPYIO MOJAAJIBHOCTH UI'PACT B HpaFMaTI/I‘-IeCKI/I-(l)yHKLII/IOHaJ'IBHOM
ACIICKTC OHUCKYpC-aHaJIn3a. I/ISY‘IaCTCH MOJAJIBHOCTh KakK croco0 BBIPpAXXCHHA OLCHOYHOI'O 3HAYCHMHA.
qDyHKIlI/IOHaIH)HHﬁ aCIIeKT C PTOM TOYKU 3pCHUA OTPAXKACT HIMPOKHUC LCJIN q)yHKHHOHaHBHOfI JIUHI'BUCTHKU:
CBA3b A3BIKOBLIX CTPYKTYpP € COLIMO CTPYKTYpaMHU. HpaFMaTI/I‘leCKI/Iﬁ ACICKT aKIICHTUPYCT BHUMAHUC Ha TOM,
YTO YUTATC/Ib 3aBUCUT OT COOTBCTCTBYIOILICTO BHUOa OTHOIIICHUM MCXKAY 4YUTaTCIIEM, aBTOPOM H TCKCTOM.
I/ICCHGI{OB&HI/I}I COBPCMCHHBIX JIMHIBUCTOB HIMPOKO 3aMHTCPECOBAHBI B aHAJIU3€ UICOJIOTUU B TUCKYPCE. B
CTaTheC Ha6J‘IIOILaCTC}I BJINAHUEC s3bIKA Ha JIIOILCP'I, KaK 4YC€pe3 XYPHAIUCTCKYIO JIMTCPATypy, TaK U IIPO
JINTCPATypy, HNOJUTUKY, HAYKY. HCCJ‘IGI{OB&HI/IG CTaJI0 ITOMNBITKOM BBIICHUTBH, KaK W KaKHE€ AaCIICKThI s3bIKa
urparoT 60J'IBIJ_IyIO poOJIb B HACOJIOTHH, KOTOpasd MAHUITYJIHUPYET CIyIIaTeIIMU / uwnrarensiMu. bBemo
BBISIBJICHO, YTO MOJAJIBHOCTb HE TOJIBKO IPHUBJICKACT HEAOCTATOYHO BHUMAHHN Ha MMPAKTUYCCKOM YPOBHE, HO
W TO, YTO O3TO SBJCHHE OBLIO PAacCMOTPEHO B MpoIlecce KiIacCHPUKANMH MOIAIBHOCTH, TO €CTh Ha
TEOPETUIECKOM ypOBHE. TeOpeTHUECKUi acIeKT CTaTbd OCHOBaH Ha YOEXKIEHWH, UTO S3bIK HANPaBIeH Ha
JNOCTH)KEHHE KOHKPETHBIX IeJed u 3amad. B crathe paccmaTpuBaeTcsi TpoblieMa COOTHOIICHUS U
HHTEPpAKINKU MEXKITY aBTOPOM W YHUTATCIEM; TOBOPAIIUM H CIYMIATCICM; IPOU3BOAUTEIIAMU TEKCTA U
COLMAIbHAMH CYOBEKTaMH B TIpOIleCCe HWHTEpIpEeTalu. B cTaThe HCCIEMyIOThS CHOCOOBI pemIeHUs
MpoOJIEeMBI C y4YEeTOM MOJANBHOCTH KaK IIapamMeTpa aHaiu3a AWUCKypca I ONpeAeNieHHs [ele s
COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX LEJICBBIX I'PYIIIL. I/ICCHCZ[OBaHI/IC B CTAaTbC OTHOCUTCA K OCHOBHBIM (I)YHKI_II/IHM moaxonaa
M.A.K. Xomnuzaes: vppalyoHaIbHBINA, MEKIMYHOCTHBIA M TEKCTOBBIA. B cTarhe OBUIO BBISBICHO, YTO
pcajin30BaHHad MCKIMYHOCTHAA (I)YHKHI/IH MOXKET 6I)ITI) HUCIOJIL30BaHa KaK JIMHTBUCTUYECKUN HHCTPYMCHT
JUISL yOPaBJIEHUS U KOHTPOJIS TOBEJICHHUS JIFOAEH.

KroueBrle cioBa: Meana-AuCKypcC, MOAAJIbHOCTb, IMParMaTu4€CKOC 3HA4YCHUC, OHCHO‘-IHI)II‘/'I SA3BIK,
JIACKYypC-aHaIu3.

The article deals with the problem of correlation between target socio groups in media discourse. It
investigates the role modality plays as pragmatic-functional aspect of discourse analysis and studies modality
as means of expressing evaluative meaning. The functional aspect of this view reflects the broad objectives
of functional linguistics: i.e. relating linguistic structures to social structures. The pragmatic aspect reflects
an emphasis that the reader is dependent on a corresponding view of the relationship between the reader, the
writer and the text. The studies of modern linguists are broadly concerned with the analysis of ideology in
discourse. The article observes the effects language can have on people, whether through journalistic
writing, advertising literature, politics, science. The study became an attempt to investigate how and which
aspects of language play more significant roles in ideology manipulating hearers / readers. It was seen that
modality has not only received little consideration at the practical level, but that it had also been handled
through the process of modal categorization; i.e. at the theoretical descriptive level. The theoretical aspect of
the article is based on the belief that the speech is aimed at attaining certain goals or targets. The article deals
with a problem of correlation and interaction between writer and reader, speaker and hearer, text producers
and social actors in the process of interpretation. The article investigates the ways the problem can be settled

in view of modality as a parameter of discourse analysis to define goals for the target groups outlined above.



The study in the article refers to Halliday’s overarching functions: ideational, interpersonal and textual. The
article concludes that the realiser of the interpersonal function of language, modality may be used as a
linguistic tool to direct and control the behavior of the people.

Key words: media discourse, modality, pragmatic meaning, evaluative language, discourse analysis.

Discourse is functional and pragmatic. The studies of modern linguists are
broadly concerned with the analysis of ideology in discourse. D. Badran investigated
the role modality plays in reflecting underlying ideologies as well as ideological
inconsistencies in practical analysis of discourse. It was seen that modality has not
only received little consideration at the practical level, but that it had also been
handled rather unsatisfactorily through the process of modal categorization; i.e. at the
theoretical descriptive level [ 1, 1 ]. A. Bonyadi investigated that modality indicates
a speaker’s or writer’s special way of conceptualizing a world view or ideology [2,
3]. V.Hacquard proposes that, usually, only modals relative to speech and attitude
events can combine with an epistemic modal base because only those events have
associated «propositional content (i.e., the propositions that make up attitude, such as
set of beliefs ), which provides an information state required» by an epistemic modal
base [ 3, 35 ]. V. Koller [ 5 ] studied modality as parameter of analysis of likelihood
and desirability helps text producers communicate their beliefs about a group of
social actors and define goals for them. As goals are motivated by values — social
actors striving to attain what they believe good and / or important and hence desirable
— , the analysis of modality is implicitly linked to the norms and values ascertained by
analyzing evaluation [ 5, 19 — 25 ]. Thus, there is a problem of correlation and
interaction between writer and reader, speaker and hearer, text producers and social
actors in the process of interpretation. The problem can be settled in view of modality
as a parameter of discourse analysis to define goals for the target groups outlined
above.

The objective of our investigation is to study pragmatic essence of modality in
media discourse that is connected with the event; analyse a pragmatic-functional
account of modality on the micro-level of the text and macro-level of social context.
The material of the investigation is news reports and editorials of British and
American mass media ( BBC, CNN, The Guardian etc. ).



As the basis of the research into pragmatical meaning of the political media
discourse is taken the theory of O.G.Pocheptsov [ 8, 3 ]. His theory is based on the
belief that every action is linked to some purpose and vice versa, and the speech is
not an exeption, as certain motives are the foundation of it, and it is aimed at attaining
certain goals or targets. All this starts with the act of communication which implies
the existence of two sides — addresses, and the addresse. In our case we mean a
politician and the public. But a part of it is the act of illocution, in our case we can
refer to it as the act of proof, that is followed by the act of perlocution. The act of
perlocution is intended to reach a certain impact on the target group, so we can refer
to it as the instance of convincing. Badran D. [ 1 ] investigated discourse from a
pragmatic perspective and reached the conclusion that «discourse» is affected by
personal as well as cultural, religious, political, gender-related, etc. modalities [ 1,
39]. The term modality has been originally understood as the truth, value of the
proposition by logicians. In linguistics, modalities are considered as the structures
that in one way or another evaluate the state of affair. Thus as the realiser of the
interpersonal function of language, modality may be used as a linguistic tool to direct
and control the behavior of the people [ 2, 2 ]. E.R. Palmer pointed out that modality
can be classified into two groups: propositional modality and event modality [ 6, 8 —
10 ]. V. Hacquard [ 3, 2 ] defined that modality is a category of meaning used to talk
about possibilities and necessities, essentially, states of affairs beyond the actual. All
of these hypothetical states of affaits may never come to be, yet we are able to talk
about them, by using modal words. Halliday [ 4 ] tackles the notion of modality in the
view of pragmatic-functional account. He describes modality as representing those
choices in language which lie between the two polarities ( «yes» and «no» ), thus
covering all intermediate as well as the «various kinds of interminacy» that fall in
between these two extreme, categorical choices [ 4, 85 — 86 ]. Halliday points out the
three variables which modality is subject to. The first is the already mentioned
distinction between the two different types: modalization and modulation. The second
Is what Halliday refers to as the different orientations in modality. These are four

which could be either subjective-explicit ( I think Mary knows ) or subjective-



implicit ( Mary’ll know ) on the one hand or they could be objective-explicit ( it’s
likely that Mary knows ) or objective-implicit ( Mary probably knows ) on the other.
And finally the third variable is want Halliday refers to as the different values
attributed to modal forms and these can be low, median or high [ 335- 337 ]. These
correspond to low, median, and high values. D. Badran investigated that the essence
of Halliday’s pragmatic functional accout and its usefulness lies in its setting of the
theoretical base from which any practically useful account of modality can depart [1,
132-1351].

According to the above mentioned theoretical base modality in the selected
editorials and news reports of Btitish and American mass media can be devided into
two areas of meaning: propositions and proposals ( Table 1).

Table 1. Areas of meaning in media discourse

% Propositions Proposals

77 % 23%

Selected texts were analysed in view of four orientations in modality:

subjective-explicit,  subjective-implicit,  objective-explicit,  objective-implicit

(Table 2).
Table 2. Orientations in modality in media discourse
Subjective- Subjective- Objective- Obijective-
% explicit implicit explicit implicit
11 % 30 % 13 % 46 %

According to above mentioned results of calculations modality in media

discourse was expressed through using dominant implicit orientations in modality

(subjective-implicit — 30 %, objective-implicit — 46 % ).

Modality in selected texts of media discourse was studied in view of

different values attributed to modal forms ( Table 3)




Table 3. Modality through values in media discourse

Values Propositions Proposals
Low 67 % 33 %

Median 83 % 17 %
High 42 % 58 %

As Table 3 suggests propositions ( modalization ) in the selected editorials and
news reports were expressed through dominant median values ( 83 % ) that means
probability ( prediction ); proposals ( modulation ) were expressed through dominant
high values ( 58 % ) that means necessity ( determination ). Besides, it can be noticed
that percentage of low values in propositions is rather high ( 67% ) and it means
possibility. Percentage of median values in proposals is rather low and it means
desirability. Thus, the ways of modality expression through values in proposals mean
the intention of the speaker / writer. Modality expressed through high values in
proposals (necessity) provides an information state required for certain result and
corresponds the pragmatic function in media discourse.

For instance:

1.There were even suggestions that the thorny issue of debt relief was up for
discussion, even if reaching an agreement would seem rather unlikely. ( The
Guardian, July 11, 2015) [ 9].

Modality in the sentence 1 is expressed through modal auxiliaries of
probability meaning would seem; generic phrase There were even suggestions
and modal word unlikely. Expressiveness of the sentence is realized through
evaluative word thorny. Thus, it can be defined as of median value and classified as
a proposition.

2. Highlighing that angst, New Democracy’s parliamentary spokesman,
Kyriakos Mitsotakis, said this morning it was now urgent that political leaders
coalesce immediately. “The president of the republic ( POR ) must assemble the
council of political leaders now”, he tweeted. “And don’t tell me that he doesn’t

have official authority. He has a moral obligation”. (The Guardian, July 8, 2015) [9].



Modality in the text 2 is expressed through modal verb of necessity meaning
must and imperative mood don’t tell me that ... . Expressiveness is realized
through evaluative word combination Highlighting that angst, evaluative word
urgent and word of modal meaning obligation. Thus, it can be defined as of high
value and classified as a proposal.

The conclusion reached is that above mentioned results of analysis ( Tables 1 —
3 ) represent the choices in language which lie between two polarities «yes» / «no»
on the micro-level of the text and reflects the influence on macro-level of social
context ( for example, Greek crisis referendum 2015 ( «yes» — 39 %, «no» — 61 %) ).
The goal of the selected texts of the media discourse was agreement and it was
reached as Greek banks were set to reopen after a three-week closure. So, the media
discourse is pragmatical, evaluation was expressed through dominant implicit
orientations in modality. Thus, the pragmatic aspect reflects an emphasis on the point
of «grammar of values», as it is necessary to investigate grammatical means of
evaluative meanings [ 7,17 -18 ].

Modality is an important aspect of categorizing evaluative language, as
evaluation can be cross-classified into positive and negative, implicit and explicit
evaluation and includes a pragmatic-functional account. That’s why the further
analysis of modality in media discourse is necessary and adequate in critically

analyzing the ideologies present in political texts.
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