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3amura quccepTanuu
KaK OOBEKT JIMHIBUCTUYECKOTO aHaN3a

Yajgosa O.H.
Yupearcoenue obpazosanus «l omenvcexutl 20Cy0apcmeeHtblil YHUGEPCUMEm
umenu . Cxopunwly, I omens

B cratee  paccmMaTpuBalOTCA ~ BONPOCHl  JIMHTBOIPAarMaTHMYeCKOW  OpraHu3aldd  TakKoro
KOMMYHHKAaTUBHOTO COOBITHS M KaHPOOOPA3YIOIIEl CUCTEMBI, KaK 3alliTa AUCCEPTALIUH.

Ilenp paboTBl — XapakTEpPUCTHKA OCHOBHBIX JXKaHPOB, COCTABJLIIOIIMX 3allUTy IUCCEPTALMH,
YCTAaHOBJIEHHE CXOJCTB M Pa3IMyUil MEXAy 3allUTOW AMCCEPTAllUHd M CMEXHBIMH Pa3HOBHJIHOCTAMU
Hay4HOU peuu.

Matepuan u meroabl. MaTepuan HCCIEAOBaHUS — CTEHOTPaMMBI 3acelaHUi OEIOpPYCCKUX U
POCCHIMCKHX AHMCCEPTAllMOHHBIX COBETOB IO MNPHCYKICHUIO YYEHBIX CTENEHeW KaHIuAaTa HayK II0
Ppa3In4HbIM CICHUAJIBHOCTAM, METOA — KOMMYHI/IKaTI/IBHO-HpaFMaTI/I‘{CCKI/Iﬁ aHaJIn3.

PesynabTarel M ux obcyxnenne. OCHOBHBIE JKaHPbI, COCTaBIAIOLINE I0JIE KOMMYHHUKAaTHBHOTO
COOBITHSl «3alluTa AWUCCepTalMm» (OOKIAaX COMCKaTels, HaydHas IUCKYCCHf, OT3bIB HAY4YHOTO
PYKOBOJMTEINS, OT3BIB OINIOHEHTA, BHICTYILICHHE CIeHUaNUCTa Mo aBTopedepary u Ap.), IpeACTaBISIOT
co0oil caMOOBITHBIE peueBble 00pa3oBaHMs, KOTOpPBIE OTIMYAIOTCS OT CXOJHBIX HAYYHBIX >KaHPOB
(moxnana Ha Hay4YHOU KOH(EPEHLNH, HAYYHOIH TUCKYCCHH HAa HAYYHOM CEMHMHAape, HAy4YHOH peLeH3UH Ha
MOHOrpaguI0 M Mpod.) MO PALY NapamMeTpoB: KOMIIO3UIHOHHOMY, COOCTBEHHO SI3bIKOBOMY,
pPEUCaKTOBOMY U T.JI. B COBOKYITHOCTH 3TH pa3inius COCTABIISIOT JIUHTBOIPArMaTHIECKYIO CIIEUPHUKY U
YHHUKaJbHOCTD 3aILUThl AUCCEPTALUH KaK XKaHPOOOPA3yOLIeH CHCTEMBbI, BBIICIAIOT €€ U3 psila APYTHX
peUeBBIX COOBITUH U IEJIAIOT €€ BECbMa MPHUBJICKATEIbHBIM 00BEKTOM JIMHIBUCTUYECKOTO aHAJIH3a.

3akioyenue. B OTHOIIEHWM 3alMTBI JAWCCEPTAllMM KaK OOBEKTa JUHTBUCTUYECKOTO aHaIHM3a
HaKOIMUWJICA psaa CIIOPHBIX MOMEHTOB U HEPCIICHHBLIX BOIPOCOB, KaCarOUIUXCA, HAIIPUMEP, COOTHOIICHUS
TaKMX XAHPOB, KaK 3allluTa M Mpea3alliuTa AUCCEPTALUM, a TAaKKE ONpelesieHHS KOMMYHHKaTHBHOIO
craryCa OTACIBbHBLIX JIMN3040B 3alllMTbl JUCCEPTAlIUU (OT3I)IBa OIMIIOHCHTOB, OT3bIBA HAYYHOI'O
PYKOBOJMTEINS, BBICTYIUICHHSI SKCIIEPTOB 0 aBTopedepaTy u T.1.). B monckax oTBETOB Ha 3TH BOIPOCHI U
BUJSATCS MEPCIIEKTUBBI JANbHEHIIEr0 NCCIeI0BaHMS 3alUThl JUCCEPTALMN KaK PEYEBOr0 COOBITHSL.

KiroueBble cjl0Ba: JTUHTBOIIPArMaTHKa, 3alllMTa TUCCEPTALlMM, HAYy4YHBIN XaHp, KOMMYHHUKaTHBHOE
CO6BITI/Ie, JOKJIaJl COMCKATelId, HaydyHasA JUCKYCCHs, OT3bIB OIMMIOHCHTA, OT3bIB HAYYHOI'0O PYKOBOIAUTECIIA,
BBICTYIUIEHHE JKCIEpTa Mo aBTopedepary.
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The article considers the problem of pragmalinguistic organization of thesis defense as a
communicative event and genre-forming system.

The work aims at characterizing the main genres which make up the field of thesis defense, finding
similarities and differences between thesis defense and related kinds of scientific speech.

Material and methods. The research is carried out on the basis of transcripts of sessions of
Belarusian and Russian dissertation defense boards awarding degrees in different fields. The
pragmalinguistic approach has been chosen as a method of interpretation of the discourse under study.

Findings and their discussion. The chief genres making up the sphere of thesis defense as a
communicative event (the doctoral candidate’s speech presentation, scientific discussion, the scientific
advisor’s review, the opponent’s review, the speech of other specialists, etc.) are unique speech
formations that are different from similar scientific genres (conference report, scientific discussion during
a scientific workshop, monograph review, etc.) in many ways: compositional, linguistic, speech-act
parameters and others. Collectively, these differences predetermine the pragmalinguistic specificity and
unique character of thesis defense as a genre-forming system, make it special in comparison with other
speech events and give to its attractiveness as an object of linguistic analysis.



Conclusion. In linguistics, there are a lot of controversial moments and unsolved problems concerning
thesis defense as a speech event, for example those about correlations between such genres as thesis
defense and dissertation proposal defense as well as about establishing the communicative status of single
episodes of thesis defense (the scientific advisor’s review, the opponent’s review, the speech of other
specialists, etc.). One can see the prospects of further pragmalinguistic research  of thesis defense in
finding answers to these questions.
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