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Development of discurcive power strategies in political space of Dnipro

Nadiya Mikhno, Oles Honchar Dnipro National University

The article deals with defining the characteristics of the authority discourse development in modern society.
The localization of the urban area has been chosen as the field of the authority discursive power strategies
development. The author's scheme of authority discourse analysis in the urban area has been suggested basing
on the methodological principles of a discourse-analytical strategy and involving the heuristic potential of
a socio-cultural and semiotic analysis, as a result of the specific empirical study. The analysis of theoretical
frames for the study of the concepts of «discourse» and «authority» has made it possible to determine a variety
of communicative actions, which subject can only be the authority — an institutional discourse, namely, a
political perspective.

It is proposed to define a political discourse as a set of all speech acts in the appropriate institutional
atmosphere, which is implemented in both oral and written forms within this study. The consideration of
the background, expectations of the author and the audience, hidden motives, plot schemes etc. are provided
in this article. It has been noted that it is appropriate to use the categorization approach to the «soft power»
concept, which proposes to consider the power as the one which is implemented in the form of a certain
communicative action. The behavior dictated by the authorities is perceived by a recipient as a voluntary
choice during its relization. Such categories of the investigation as cultural mechanisms of nomination,
classification, legitimation and naturalization are stressed analysing a political discourse in an urban area.
The author's matrix of the analysis of the authority discourse in the urban area which includes its strategies,
grammatology, idioms and the nature of their projection in discursive strategies of main subjects of discourse
development has been described.

Keywords: city, urban area, authority discursive strategies, institutional discourse, political discourse, discourse
of power, power of discourse

Bypo6bHULTBO ONCKYPCUBHMX CTPATETIN Bfiaam B NOAITUYHOMY NPOCTOPI M. [JHINpO
Hagis MixHo, [HirpoBceKuii HalioHabHWi yHiBepcuteT imeHi Onecsi 'oH4Yapa

OcHOBHa yBara B JaHii CTaTTi 30Cepel’keHa Ha BU3HAYCHHI XapakTepy BUPOOHHIITBA JUCKYpCY
MOJITUYHOI BJaJy B yMOBAaxX PO3BUTKY CYyUYacHOTO CyCIUJIbCTBA. B SIKOCTI MmoJsi po3ropTaHHs AUCKYPCUB-
HUX cTpaTeriil Binaau Oyno oOpaHO JIOKai3alilo MiChbKOro mpoctopy. Cnuparoyuch Ha METOJOJOTiYHI
MPUHLIUIN AUCKYPC-aHATITUYHOI cTparTerii Ta 3a1y4arouyy eBpUCTUYHHUI MOTeHI1a)l COLIOKYIbTYPHOTO Ta
CEeMIOTHYHOTO aHalli3y, y pe3yJbTaTi KOHKPETHOTO eMIIPUYHOIr0 AOCIIKEHHS OYyJI0 3alpONOHOBAHO aB-
TOPCHKY CXeMy aHali3y AUCKYPCY BIIaJM B MiCbKOMY MPOCTOPi. 3AiliCHEHHI aHaNi3 TeOpeTUYHUX Ppei-
MiB BHUBYEHHS KOHLEMNTIB «JIHUCKYypC» Ta «Bllala» I03BOJIMB BU3HAYUTH PI3HOBHJ KOMYHIKaTMBHUX Jii,
cy0'€KTOM SIKOTO MOXKe OyTH NuIlIe Biaja, — IHCTUTYUIHHUN AUCKYpC, 30Kpema, MOJITHYHUHN pakypc. 3a-
MPOMOHOBAHO B MEKaX JaHOTO JOCHI/KEHHs CIPUUMATH MOJITUYHUM AUCKYPC SIK CYKYTIHICTh yCiX MOB-
JICHHEBUX aKTiB Yy BIIMOBIAHIM IHCTUTYIHHIN aTMOcdepi, 10 peanizyeTbcs B yCHIH Ta mucemMHiil popmax,
nependavyae BpaxyBaHHsS (OHY, OUIKYBaHb aBTOpa Ta ayAUTOpPii, IPUXOBAaHUX MOTHUBIB, CIOKETHUX CXEM
Toulo. Big3HaueHo, 10 JOUINbHO BUKOPUCTOBYBATH MiAXiA 0 aHaNi3y BIaAW B KaTeropisX KOHUEMIii
«M’SIKO1 BJIain», 10 IPOTIOHYE PO3TIISAAATH BIaly K peaji3oBaHy B popMi NeBHOI KOMYHIKaTUBHOI 1ii, y
npoueci aKoi MoBeaiHKa, M0 AUKTYETHCS BIIaJI0I0, CIIPUNMAETHC PELUIIIEHTOM K 10OPOBUIbHUN BUOIP.
Oxpema yBara B X071 aHalli3y MOJITHYHOTO IUCKYPCY B MICBKOMY IPOCTOPi NPHUAiJIeHA TAKUM KaTeropisim
aHali3y, K KyJbTypHI MeXaHi3MH HoMiHauii, knacudikaiii, reriTumanii Ta HaTypasizamii. 3anponoHo-
BaHO aBTOPCHKY MaTPHUILIIO aHalli3y BIaJHOTO JUCKYPCY B MICBKOMY IPOCTOPi, 110 nependayae 3BepHEHHS
yBaru Ha CTparerii BIaJHOr0 JUCKYpCY, FPAMaToJIOrio BIaJHOrO JUCKYPCY, iIHTEH1OHAIbHICTh BIaJHOTO
JIIUCKYPCY, 111I0MU BIAJHOTO JUCKYpPCY Ta XapakTep iX Mpoekiii B AUCKYPCHUBHUX CTpaTErisiX OCHOBHUX
cy0’€KTiB BUPOOHHITBA AUCKYPCY BIaIld B MiCbKOMY IMPOCTODI.

Knrwouoei cnoea: micmo, micokuii npocmip, OUCKYPCUHi cmpamezii' 61a0u, iIHCmumyyitinutl OUCKypc, ROTMUYHULL
OUCKYpC, OUCKYPC 611a0U, 871A0d OUCKYPCY
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Mpon3BOACTBO  AUCKYPCUBHBIX CTpaTerui
npocTpaHcTee r. dHenp

BJ1aCtTmh B NMOJIMTUHECKOM

Hagexpaa MuxHo, [JHernpoBCKui HaumoHasbHbI yHuBepcuteT nmeHn Onecs [oHYapa

OcHOBHOE BHUMAaHHUE B JAHHOM CTaTbe COCPEIOTOUEHO Ha ONPEEIEHUN XapakTepa MPOU3BOACTBA IUCKypca I10-
JIUTHYIECKON BIIACTH B YCIIOBUSX Pa3BUTHUsI COBPEMEHHOTO OOIIECTBA. B KauecTBe 1moist pa3BepThIBAHUS JUCKYPCHB-
HBIX CTPaTeruid BIACTH OBLIO M30paHO JIOKAIU3AIHIO TOPOICKOTO MPOoCcTpancTBa. Omupasch Ha METOIOIOTHICCKIE
MIPUHLIMIIBI TUCKYPC-aHAIUTUYECKONW CTpaTeryy U NPHUBJIEKasi 3BPUCTUUECKUN MOTEHIMAIl COLMOKY/IBTYPHOIO U Ce-
MHOTHYECKOTO aHAJIM3a, B PE3YJIbTaTe KOHKPETHOTO AMITMPUYECCKOTO HUCCIICOBAHUS OBLIO TIPEIIOKEHO aBTOPCKYIO
CXeMy aHaJn3a MCKypca BIACTH B TOPOJICKOM IpocTpaHcTBe. OCYIECTBICHHBIN aHAIN3 TEOPETUUCCKUX (PpeliMOB
H3Y4YeHHs KOHLIENITOB «HCKYPC» U «BIIACTbY» MO3BOJIMI ONPEEIUTh Pa3HOBUAHOCTh KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX AEHCTBHIA,
CyOBEKTOM KOTOPOIO MOXKET OBITh JIMIIb BIIACTh, — MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIBHBIA AUCKYPC, B YACTHOCTH, MOJIUTUYECKUH pa-
kypc. IlpennoxxeHo B paMKax JaHHOTO MCCIIENOBAaHMS BOCIPUHUMATH IOJUTUYECKUH ITUCKYpPC KaK COBOKYIHOCTh
BCEX PEUEBBIX aKTOB B COOTBETCTBYIOIICH MHCTUTYIIMOHATIBHOM arMocdepe, YTo pean3yeTcs B yCTHON U MACHMEH-
HOH (hopMmax, mpennonaraetT yuer (poHa, OKUIAHUHA aBTOpa U ayIUTOPUH, CKPHITHIX MOTHBOB, CIOJKETHBIX CXEM U
TOoMy 1of00HOe. OTMEYEHO, YTO 11e1eC000pa3HO UCIOb30BATh MOIXO/ K aHAJIM3Y BIACTH B KATETOPUsIX KOHLETILIMU
«MSITKOH BJIACTH», UTO MpEIUIaracT pacCMaTpHBaTh BIACTh KaK PEANT30BAHHYIO B ()OpME OTPEICICHHOTO KOMMYHH-
KaTUBHOIO BO3JEHUCTBUS, B IIPOLIECCE KOTOPOTO MOBEJICHUE AUKTYETCS BIACTbIO, BOCIIPUHUMAETCS PELIUITMEHTOM KaK
J0OpOBONBHEIN BEIOOP. OTHETPHOE BHIMAHHE B XO/IE aHAIN3a ITOUTHYECKOTO AUCKYPCa B TOPOACKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE
YIENCHO TAKAM KaTEeropvsiM aHAIN3a, KaK KyJIETYPHBIC MEXaHH3Mbl HOMHHALIUH, KIIACCH(HKAIINAH, JIETUTHMALIA U
Harypanu3auuu. [IpeioxkeHo aBTopcKyIo MaTpully aHajli3a BJIACTHOTO JMCKypca B TOPOICKOM MPOCTPAHCTBE, YTO
TperonaraeT OopaIieHne BHUMaHHs Ha CTPATEr Uy BIIACTHOTO TUCKYPCa, TPaAMMATOJIOTHIO BIACTHOTO AUCKYpCa, WH-
TEHLHMOHAIBHOCTD BJIACTHOTO JIMUCKYpCa, UIMOMBI BIACTHOIO AUCKypca M XapaKTep UX MPOEKLUHH B JTUCKYPCUBHBIX

CTpAaTerusx OCHOBHBIX CY6T>CKTOB MIPpOM3BOACTBA JUCKYPCA BJIIACTU B TOPOACKOM ITPOCTPAHCTBE.

Knrouegwie cnosa: 2opoo, copoockoe npocmpancmso, OUCKYPCUBHbIE CIMPAMeUld GlIACmu, UHCIUMYYUOHATbHbLU
OUCKYPC, NOTUMUYECKUL OUCKYPC, OUCKYPC BIACMU, 81ACHTb OUCKYPCA

n the conditions of existence and

development of modern society, with

authority institutions’ constant increase
of influence on the processes of daily life on the
agenda of the scientific community, the problem
of researching the organization character of power
agents’ discursive strategies development field is
increasingly emerging. An important issue, which
is the researchers’ interest in the authority relation
discursive field of power relations, appears only
at that moment when the main conditions for
exercising power through discourse is the control
of the discourse itself and the control of its
development.

Power groups and their representatives control
or have access to a wide range of discursive roles,
genres and styles. Thus, media corporations, and
often their executives, control both the financial
and technological conditions of discourse, such as
the press, television, the publishing business, the
telecommunications and computer industries. The
way in which articulation is produced is controlled
by groups that refer to the term «symbolic elites»
in the information age. Journalists, writers,
artists, scholars, who exercise power on the basis
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of «symbolic capital» refer to «symbolic elitesy.
However, they have comparative freedom in
choosing discourse genres and style of discourse
presentation because most elite groups are
governed by the state or private corporations.
Therefore, their articulation freedom 1is also
limited [6].

Authority discourse unfolds at different
levels of social life — from the macro level of the
country to the local level of urban communities.
In this article, we propose to consider the exact
way of discursive power strategies development
(namely political one) which occurs at the level
of the urban area. The most important thesis of
our study is the fixation of the fact that the subject
of the study is the semiotics of the urban area in
the structuralist and post-structuralist paradigm,
which are basic for the analysis of discourse — the
«text of the city».

Thus, the city as a text exists in two forms.
Firstly, the integral image of the city, expressed by
its cultural and historical features, is historically
formed. As for A. Lefebvre [1], this image can be
called «iconicy», while it is necessary to emphasize
that the concept of «iconic» image should be
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considered widely. An example of an iconic image
of a city is its official image. Secondly, the city
as a text exists in a form of many socio-semantic
situations which are variants of interpretation by
the subjects of perception of the urban area as a
whole and as its individual fragments. They are
texts of urban communities that arise in the course
of everyday practices of living and experiencing
the urban area and the consumption of authority
discourse subjects’ discoursive strategies.

Representatives of different scientific fields
such as linguistic, political, sociological ones
etc., were engaged in the study of authority
discourse development peculiarities. In particular,
such recognized theorists as T. Adorno, R. Bart,
J. Baudrillard, R. Vodak, T. van Dijk, N. Luman,
G. Marcuse, P. Ricker, M. Foucault and others
who offered basic methodological orientations for
the study of the authority nature and the nature
of its discourse development of (re)presentation
focused their attention on the authority discourse.

The purpose of this article is to define the
theoretical frame for authority discourse analysis
and their explication in a practical case of studying
discourse strategies in the urban area (the city of
Dnipro as an example).

D.  Shapochkin, agreeing  with V.
Chernyavskaya [2], noted very clearly in his
publications that the meaningful definition of
the «authority discourse» concept: the discourse
of power is a systematic and orderly use of
language, which traces a particular ideological
and socially determined mentality specifically
purposeful ways such as a way of thinking and
a way of communicative-linguistic practices that
are connected with the exercise of social power.
Discourse is an expression of power, and power
is expressed in discourse through the system of
interrelated linguistic / textual means, forms and
methods of action [3].

We suppose that heuristically interesting
ideas have been proposed by the sociolinguist V.
Karasik [4]. He distinguishes between personal
(individual-oriented) and institutional (status-
oriented) discourse. The first one means that the
subject of discourse acts as a personality with its
rich inner world while the second one identifies
the subject of discourse acts as a representative of
a particular social group.

Personal discourse has two types: domestic
and life communication. Communication occurs
within certain limits of status-role relations in the
institutional discourse and it is distinguished on
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the basis of two characteristics: the purpose and
participants of communication. Such discourses
as: political, diplomatic, administrative, legal,
military, pedagogical, religious, mystical,
medical, business, advertising, sports, scientific,
stage and mass information are distinguished
in the structure of institutional discourse,
respectively. These types of institutional discourse
are characterized by the use of communicative
strategies of influence and provide an analysis of
the authorities’ relations in these discourses [5].

These preliminary observations have led us to
the need (current relevance) to cover the frames of
authority discourse analysis more clearly within
our study. This way we completely agree with
the opinion of V. Sogomonyan [7] who follows
the view point of the French School of Discourse
Analysis  representatives and denotes the
perspective for discourse analysis identification
of the discourse subject in order to be able to
ascertain the institutional indispensability of
this subject for this type of discourse (discursive
formation). In other words, it is important to
register that type of communicative actions which
subject is authority. In this case, V. Sogomonyan
[7] notes that the foreshortened perspective
should be political, as certain characteristics of
the power institute indicate such a characteristic,
which implies the mandatory implementation of a
number of communicative acts by the authorities
provided that these communicative acts can be
performed only by authority (or its authorized
representatives).

As aresult, it should be noted that in the future,
a specific case study will focus on the analysis
of political discourse as a form of authority
discourse.

Since discourse is a type of communication
oriented to discussion, justification, agreement
of its participants’ views, when communication
paricipants become authority representatives or
claim to do it, the discourse becomes political.
The most significant tasks to be resolved during
the political discourse are: the implementation
of a free, voluntary expert examination of the
current political course and emerging public
problems; designing alternative projects for future
development, ways and means of progressive
democratic development of society. The initiators
of political discourse are the ruling elite of the
national, regional, local level, as well as existing
and emerging structures of civil society.

Thus, political discourse is understood as
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speech formations (a coherent (oral or written)
text) concerning the policy scope, implemented
verbally and non-verbally, actualized in a
specific situational context, intended to serve a
political communication sphere. The systematic
characteristics of political discourse include mass
character, the dominance of emotionality, the
use of manipulation, the mediation of political
communication by the factor of media (publicity
of politics), theatricality, the dynamics of political
language, which is determined by the relevance
of the reflected events and political situation
changeability.

The allocation of political discourse as a
separate concept follows from the understanding
of politics as a particular sphere of social life,
connected with the phenomenon of power,
which permeates all spheres and levels of social
interaction [8]. Therefore, political discourse
can be defined as a set of all speech acts in the
appropriate institutional atmosphere [9], which
is implemented in both oral and written forms,
assuming the background, the author’s and
audience’s expectations, hidden motives, plot
schemes and so on [10].

In today's scientific sphere, the concept of
«political discourse» is viewed from different
angles. Firstly, political discourse is understood to
mean texts that reflect the political and ideological
practices of a particular country, party, political
trend in a particular era, and social consciousness.
The basis of political discourse is the nomination
of facts and the following comments. It reflects
the political situation, sets possible forms of
political practice. Secondly, political discourse is
the result and the effectiveness of communication.
The purpose of political discourse is not to
describe but to convince the recipients’ intention,
to encourage «politically correcty actions
or assessments. This is «a kind of theatrical
aggression». Moreover, political discourse is seen
as a manifestation of personal authorial meanings
in certain circumstances [10].

The postmodern interpretation of political
power focuses on today's world use of «soft
power» as the most effective one. Unlike «hard
power», soft power is not perceived as a force
that acts from the outside. «Soft power» is a
power which is realized in the form of a certain
communicative action, in the course of which the
behavior dictated by the authorities is perceived
by the recipient as a voluntary choice. Discursive
management of the symbolic space of politics is

www.grani.org.ua

the primary purpose of «soft power» policy and
practice. Such discourse allows to influence the
mental structures of the mass consciousness such
as public perceptions, dreams, ideals, hobbies,
etc without using pressure and compulsion [6].
As for this context, the theory of «language
games» is represented as a tool for analyzing
political discourse. A specific concept of political
linguistic games emerges basing on the general
concept of language game in political linguistics
and discourse analysis. It should be understood
as a link between the political text and its context
where a political subject, carrying a specific
message to addressee, adheres to a specific verbal
behavior.

It should be noted separately that political
discourse can be presented either orally or in a
written form. The oral form is implemented by
such forms as public speaking by high-ranking
politicians, their interviews, radio and television
appearances, press conferences, parliamentary
debates, political news in television and radio
broadcasts. The oral form of political discourse is
personal because it is followed by individuality.
The argumentation in this case is accepted in the
unity of verbal, non-verbal and extralinguistic. In
turn, the written form covers not only extensive
documentation (treaties, agreements, protocols),
but also the press (sections reserved for political
facts) and political advertising (mainly posters)
[11].

In particular, the analysis of political discourse
in urban space provides appeal to such categories
of analysis as cultural mechanisms of nomination,
classification, legitimation and naturalization.
According to P. Bourdieu [12], nomination and
classification are functions and attributes of
legitimate authority. Nomination is the naming
or definition of any social objects, phenomena,
groups, and individuals; classification is their
reference to certain types, classes. Nomination
and classification are realized by any social agent
and are recognized within its influence. Another
cultural mechanism of power is legitimation,
which can be viewed through the leading role of
rituals. According to P. Berger and T. Lukman
[13], legitimation is the second-order semantic
objectification, in other words, the creation of
values that must explain and justify the content
and form of the institutional system.

Another cultural mechanism of power is
naturalization. Yu. Soroka [14] notes in the study
of culture and power connection that naturalization
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as a cultural mechanism can be analyzed with the
help of R. Barthes’ semiotic perspective on the
study of the myth: myth is a semiological system
consisting of a signified (concept), a signifier
(acoustic image) and a sign (associations of the
two previous ones), such as language. Although,
myth is a secondary semiological system, its
signifier is formed of language signs. Myth is a
meta-language, secondary language spoken of
first. The material carriers of myth (or a mythical
message) are not only the language itself, but also
photography, painting, advertising, objects or
actions of people (including rituals). This happens
when the objects listed become signs. They
are perceived as a part of a particular message,
not according to their own place and function.
Social naturalization practices are represented
in the ways of cultural traditional creation and
reproduction through the support of appropriate
symbols, rituals and myths.

Following a number of researchers in the
specifics of political discourse, it should be
noted that political text in institutional political
discourse is an instrument of power that
can transform language and communication
mechanisms into a source of power. Moreover,
G. Girnth imposes an idea of the primary (about
the object) and secondary text (meta-text) in the
political sphere. The original text may be the
party's conclusion, resolution, order, law, that is,
such text that informs of a significant decision.
It becomes the object of a meta-text, i.e. news,
analytics, comments on this decision. In this
context, S. Kryvenko [15] notes that R. Bart states
that meta-language is provided with such features
that make it mythological. Conditional sentences,
imperative mood and even expressiveness can be
the ground for various manipulations by means
of political texts. According to the importance
of meta-language texts for political discourse, it
can be distinguished such types of a meta-text:
discursive-transcendental (which can be attributed
to more than one discourse): in particular,
political pre-election discourse should be
considered as a combination sphere of agitation,
information, historical, journalistic, ritual and
other texts; discursive-immanent (belonging to
only one discourse); discursive-peripheral (more
important and less significant texts); discursive-
dominant; meta-discursive (texts giving topicality
of discourse and its functioning).

We also propose to pay attention to a causal-
genetic approach to the study of the content of
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texts in the course of their functioning in the real
social environment in the context of the study
of the political practices of articulation. This
approach allows projecting text into a discursive
sphere, which makes it possible to identify all sorts
of contexts «entered» in the text and to reconstruct
them from a single, multilayered, multidimensional
textual content. J. Chalaby [16] notes that as N.
Phillips and S. Hardy point out, discourses are
realized through different texts, although they exist
outside the specific texts that form them. Thus,
texts can be regarded as a discourse «unity» and
material embodiments of discourse.

And as we noted earlier, texts can take many
forms, including written texts, oral words, images,
symbols, artifacts, etc. The body of texts produced
by the subjects of urban political discourse,
represented by three main groups: public speeches
(appeals) of officials of local self-government,
public speeches of representatives of opposition
groups, the rhetoric of the expert community
(political experts, community activists, etc.), has
been chosen as the object of analysis.

It should be noted separately that the discourse
is objectively characterized by such system-
forming features as the status qualification of its
participants; localized chronotope; conventionally
defined in the framework of this social institute
goal; ritually fixed values; intentionally defined
strategies (sequence of speech actions in typical
situations), etc. [17].

We haverelied on certain provisions
of E. Laclau and Ch. Mouffe, Y. Lotman's
poststructuralist theory of discourse regarding the
processes of social-communicative function of
the text and we have taken into account T. van
Dijk's position of extralinguistic factors of text
formation in the course of the author's research.

During the author's study, we relied on the
theory of discourse by E. Laclau and Ch. Mouffe.
We are interested in author’s original theses on
the interpretation of discourse and the proposed
methods of its analysis. Within their theory,
discourses are seen as ways of communicating
and understanding the social world, competing
with one another to give the social world certain
meanings. Discoursesare constantlyinvolvedinthe
struggle for domination. The purpose of discourse
analysis, according to Laclau and Mouffe, is to
outline the processes of structuring social reality,
during which the attachment of certain signs to
certain values, establish, reproduce and change
the relationship of identity. These processes are
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called Laclau and Mouffe term «articulationy.
Discourse is understood as an unfinished, open
to change structure, as a multivariate range of
articulations, as a conglomerate, in which, in
addition to the fixed value, there are always other
potential variants of values that can transform the
structure of discourse. Discourse structure changes
by analyzing articulations that constantly conduct,
challenge, and redefine the structural components
of discourse. An important point is that Laclau and
Mouffe are prepared to include all social practices
in the field of discursive analysis, since they do not
distinguish any non-discursive social practices.

An important point to our analysis is that
Laclau and Mouffe’s [18] discourse theory places
great emphasis on policy analysis. In fact, they
interweave politics with discursive practices
because it is a way of constructing, reproducing and
transforming the social world. Actually, all politics
is seen as a sphere of struggle between certain
discourses. Political articulation defines how we
act and think, representing a way of ruling and
distributing power. The authorities can mobilize
people for active action by creating values.

We are interested in three levels of research
concerning the potential of linguistic-semiotic
analysis. These levels are the signs themselves and
the sign structures; codes and systems that organize
sign communications; the cultural context for their
interaction. Semiotics integrates with the conceptual
arsenal of structuralism, studying information and
communication processes as linguistic structures
and systems of the linguocultural continuum. Thus,
we perceive political texts as holistic semiotic
forms of linguistic psychosocial activity of a
speaker, conceptually and structurally integrated,
serving as a pragmatic mediator of communication
and dialogically embedded in the semiotic universe
of culture.

Continuing the logic and problematics we
have laid out above, we propose to pay attention
to the body of political texts of the subjects of
power discourse in the city (the city of Dnipro
as an example) to analyze the peculiarities of the
discourse strategies of the authorities. A discourse
analysis of some texts of authority political
discourse has been chosen as a priority method of
analysis for the purpose of revealing the structural
components of the power discourse in the city
through fixation of the substantive features of the
city discursive formations in the political practices
of articulation. The following documents have
been selected for analysis: official addresses
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of the mayor (on the occasion of celebrations,
problematic situations, public reports, etc.); texts
of press releases of local government officials
in the city of Dnipro, opposition leaders, active
subjects of the political field of the city, published
on the official website of the city council and
online platforms of local media; posts of key
local government officials and opposition leaders
(representatives of different political parties) on
personal Facebook pages.

The period of the study is from May to October
2019 (time period for the publication of documents
for analysis). Total Units of Analysis is 84. One
of the groups of documents for the analysis has
been selected by the social networking materials of
Facebook and understanding the high dynamics of
network discourse (constantly changing content),
the number of documents that has got into the focus
of analysis was deliberately limited (restriction
criteria: personalization of post (on behalf of
the owner of the page); exclusion of reposts of
news resources; election as subjects of discourse
that have been analyzed by 1 representative
from various political forces represented in
local authorities of the city self-government).
A structural analysis of each of the documents
(type description of the text, main topics, headings,
symbolism, concise content) has been carried out
in the course of the investigation. The documents
have been compared with each other, the social
context has been analysed, the typical fragments of
discourse have been described and explained.

As a result of the conducted discourse
analysis, we propose the following analysis
matrix of power discourse in the urban area (see
Table 1), which provides attention to the strategies
of authority discourse, the grammatology of
authority discourse, the intentionality of authority
discourse, idioms of authority discourse and the
nature of their discourse strategies of the main
subjects of authority discourse development in
the urban area. The substantive features of the
discursive formations of the city in the political
practices of articulation in accordance with
the above mentioned structural components of
authority discourse represent the convergence
and diversity increase of positions, the divergence
and difference of thoughts, the presence of iconic
and ideographic signs, the subject intention
of communicants in the middle of discourse,
modification and retransmission. It also provides
a description of specific discursive acts that are
presented in the focus of the analysis.
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Table 1.

Matrix analysis of power discourse in urban area

Structural
components of
power discourse in
(relative to) city (s)

The substantive features of the
discursive formations of the city in
the political practices of articulation

Characteristic features of
discursive acts

authority discourse signs

Strategies of authority | Convergence and increasing diversity of | duplication of dominant

discourse positions nomination and
classification of objects,
phenomena, processes of
urban area by legitimate and
«loyal» subjects of
discursive strategies
development

Divergence and difference of thoughts | antithesis of nomination and

classification of objects,
phenomena, processes of
urban space by subjects
developing discursive
strategies of «oppositiony
status

Gramatology of | The presence of iconic and ideographic | semantic-syntagmatic

naturalization of  urban

discursive strategies

The intentionality of
authority discourse

Subject intension of communicators in
the middle of discourse

modes of (de) legitimation
(outside) of institutional
discursive  strategies by
subjects of urban text
development

Idioms of authority
discourse

Modification and retransmission

fractality and discretion of
dominant idioms by internal
and external actors in the
development of discursive
strategies for the city

Our scheme of analysis of the discursive
strategies of the political field subjects gives us the
opportunity to fix (and at the same time confirms the
existence) of the «floating signifiers» described in
Laclau and Mouffe theory of discourse. A floating
signifiers means elements of discourse open to
different meanings and significations. Thus, in the
denoted matrix of analysis, among the meaningful
features of the discursive formations of the city
in the political practices of articulation, there is
a divergence and difference of thoughts, which is
characterized by the antithetical nomination and
classification of objects, phenomena, processes of
the urban area by the subjects of development of
discursive strategies of «oppositional» status. It is
precisely matrix that presents us the presence of
«floating signifiersy.
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For example, in political discourse, the
terms  «peace», «development», «positive
change», «wary», «victory», «democracy» can be
considered as floating signifiers, since different
subjects fill it with different content. The floating
signifiers, taken in the context of discourse order,
indicates that one discourse has succeeded more
than others in fixing a particular meaning of these
concepts and that other discourses struggle to win
or change this fixation. As a specific case, we will
note that, for example, among the subjects of urban
political discourse representing political parties
«European Solidarity», the «Ukrop» faction in
the Dnipro City Council, and in particular in the
texts of the mayor (B. Filatov) in the discursive
strategy, the nomination of the term «peace» in
lexical categories — «victory over enemiesy,
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«liberation of occupied territories», «Russian
aggression», «warrior heroes» and others can
be found. At a time when among the discursive
strategies of representatives of political parties
«Opposition Platform — for Life», «Opposition
Blocy, the nomination of the term «peace» is made
through lexemes — «negotiationsy», «compromise»,
«end of the wary, «life preservation», «dialogue»
and others. Representatives of the political party
«Batkivshchyna» are characterized by more
neutral definitions, which in a meaningful sense
include both noted options.

Considering the grammatology of authority
discourse, we fix the presence of iconic and
ideographic signs that present such a characteristic
of discursive acts as the semantic-syntagmatic
naturalization of wurban discursive strategies
in the political practices of articulation. These
peculiarities of discursive acts are predominantly
fixed in the discursive strategies of representatives
of official authorities in the city (public and private
texts of city mayor and official information of
city council). It manifests itself in the presence
of such lexical constructions as «outpost city»,
«this building [Parus Hotel] is a symbol of the
city», «the main artery of the city», «space of
freedom», «our flag [the highest flagpole in the
city] is a symbol independence», «city-defendery,
«outpost of Ukrainians in the east», «cultural
capitaly, «sports capitaly, «we always remember
our heroes [anti-terrorist operation museum],
our city has a memory». That is, the subjects of
political discourse actively use the mechanism
of ideological, symbolic nomination of specific
objects of the architectural landscape of the city
or the city as a whole in order to legitimize their
own political position, or justify the «correctness»
of the strategy of political decision-making.

Thus, as a result of our work, we can state
that the modern urban area is a specific way of
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