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AHHOTANUA

B crathe pekoHCTpyupyeTcss UCTOPHS pPa3BUTHs KOHIEMIUU (pelMHHra Kak 4acTH TEOpUHU
menuarpdexron. Teopus meanadPpheKTOB HECKONIBKO ACCATUIICTHI UTpaja BEAyIIyIO pOjib B
MOJIUTUYECKOW KOMMYHUKATUBUCTUKE cTpaH EBporbl u ATinantuku. OIHAKO B MOCIEIHHUE TOIBI
BO3HUKJIA BOJIHA KPUTHKHU KaK Bcell Teopuu Mennarh(eKkToB, Tak U OTJEIbHBIX €€ HallPaBICHUN.
MBbI peKOHCTPYHUPYEM ISl POCCHIICKOTO YUTATENS 3TAIbl H3yUEHUS OJJTHOTO U3 CAMBIX U3BECTHBIX
menuarpdexroB — Ppetimuara (framing) — ot 3apoknaenuss uipen B 1980-e roael a0
COBPEMEHHOT0 MOHUMaHMs. MBI OMHCHIBAEM B3IJISIABI B paMKax KOTHUTHUBHOTO, COILIMAJIbHO-
KOHCTPYKTHBHUCTCKOTO W TICUXOJIOTHYECKOTO MOJXO0JIOB K MOHUMaHHIO (hpeiiMa — KOTHUTHBHOU
paMK{ BOCIHPHSATHS JEHCTBUTENBFHOCTH, HAMPABICHHOW Ha CENEKIHMI0 W HMHTEPHPETAIUIo
DIIEMEHTOB pealbHOCTH. MBI TIOKa3bIBaeM, 4TO CO3JaHHE (PEHMOB BBICTYIAET €CTECTBEHHBIM
9JIEMEHTOM TMPH CO3JaHUHM MEAMATEeKCTa, HO OCMBICIUBACTCS KPUTUYECKH B MOIUTHYECKOU
KOMMYHHKATHBUCTHKE. «B3pocieHue» KOHIEMIUU MPUBOIUT K €€ CBSA3H C JAPYTMMHU 30HAMU
UCCJIEIOBaHMs TEKCTa, HO TaK)Ke K KPUTHUKE KOHIEHIMH — 4YacTH OoJjee IIMPOKON KapTHUHBI
KPUTHKHU TCOPUH MeTuadP(HEKTOB B IEIIOM.

KiloueBble cj0Ba: TMONMTHYECKass KOMMYHUKanus, Teopus wmeauadhdexToB, ¢peiim,
(bpeiiMuHT, moMTHYECKUi Qpeitm, Meanadpeiim.

Abstract

The paper reconstructs the history of framing research as a part of media effects studies. The
media effects theory has been playing a leading role in political communication research in both
Europe and Atlantics. But, recently, we have been witnessing the growth of academic criticism
towards media effects on the whole just as towards individual lines of thought within it. We
recreate for the Russian reader the stages of development of one of the most researched-upon
media effect — framing — starting from the birth of the idea in the 1970s to its today’s
conceptualizations. We describe the cognitive, social constructivist, and psychological
approaches to framing, the frame being the cognitive boundary for perception of reality aimed at
selective and recombinant representation of reality. We show that framing is considered an
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inevitable structural bias of media content production but is criticized in political communication
research as having a potential of misleading and fragmenting audiences. In the recent years, the
concept has matured within several comprehensive concepts of framing, but has also been
criticized. This criticism has taken its place within the larger debate on efficiency of the media
effects studies.

Keywords: political communication, media effects theory, framing, frame, political frame,
media frame.

BBenenue

Nzyyenne mennardHekToB HECKOIBKO AECATUIICTHI CTOSIIO B IIEHTPE MEAMANUCCIICIOBAaHUHN U
OKa3aJio OOJIBIIIOE BIMSHHUE HA MOJUTHYECKYI0 KOMMYHUKAaTUBUCTHKY [3; 15; 16; 19; 39; 46; 58;
70]. Tlox Teopueit Memuad(pdekToB 4acTO MOAPA3yMEBAIOT IIMPOKYIO 30HY, OXBATHIBAIOIIYIO
oTnenbHble KoHuenuuu BiausHua CMUW Ha penMnueHTOB HAa WHIWBUIYATBHOM, TPYMIIOBOM,
conueTtanbHoM ypoBHe [17]. B mociaennue 50 et B aHIIO-aMEpPUKAHCKOM, HEMELKOS3bIYHOM,
¢pankopoHHOW MenMaHAyKe pa3BUBAIOTCS CaMble pa3HbIE IOAXOAbl K  HW3yYEHUIO
meanadp@exToB;, B yHHBEpCUTETaX CYIIECTBYIOT Kadenpsl wmeanadpdextoB. He Oyner
IIPEyBEINUYEHUEM CKa3aTh, YTO B 3aMaJHBIX CTPAHAaX caMa MeJHMaHayKa BO MHOTOM CO37aBajlach
KaKk Hayka 00 MHOUBUAYaJbHBIX U COLMAIbHO-TONUTHYECKHX Menuasdpdekrax. U mpu stom
Oonee 50 JieT HE YTHXAIOT CHOPBI O TOM, JAIOT JIM MOJO00HBIEC UCCIICIOBAHMS TIOHUMAHUE TOTO,
kak CMU MeHsIOT 00111eCTBO U OTAETIHLHOTO YEJIOBEKA.

OnHUM M3 CaMbIX YacTO M3YyYaeMbIX SBIICHUH B oOnactu MeaunadpQexToB cran GpelMUHT —
KOHIIEMIIHs, YTBEpXKAAollas HaTu4he B MeIUaTeKcTe(-aX) 3JIEMEHTOB, OOpasyIoUIuX paMKy
BocipusiTusi U uHTeprnperanuu [1]. Takas pamka orpaHMYMBaET BOCHPHUSATHE W HAIMPABIACT
MOHMMaHHE TMpoOJIeMaTHKU MyOJIMKanuil mo ompeaeneHHoOMYy pyciay. HecMoTps Ha TO, 4TO
(GbpeiiMbl  BBISIBIIAIOTCS. METOJaMU Ha CTBIKE TICHXOJIOTHH, KOTHUTUBUCTUKU W JIMHTBUCTHKH,
Hanuuue (QpeliMOB UM MPOU3BOJUMBIE WMHU ToOBelAeHUYeckhe 3((eKTsl CHOCOOHBI OKa3bIBATh
HnoJUTHYEeCcKoe BIUsiHUE. PpeMHUHTY MOTYT OBbITh MOABEP)KEHBI HE TOJIBKO MyOnukanun B CMU
[0 HACYIIHBIM BOIPOCAM TOBECTKH THS, HO M BJEKTOPAIbHBINA NUCKYypC, MyOJIMYHBIE peyH,
MOJINTUYECKUE MPOrPaMMBbl, TOJIUCHUHT.

HecmoTpss Ha KoJIOCCaNbHYIO TMOMYJISIPHOCTh (PpediMHHTa B 3aMaJHON IMOJUTHYCCKOMN
KOMMYHHKATHUBUCTHKE, B Poccun oyt HeT paboT, KOTOpPhIE MCIIOJIB30BAI OBl Tpe/iaracMbie
MeTOJIbl (ppeiiM-aHaNM3a WIH pa3BUBAIM COOCTBEHHBIE, a caMa KOHIIEMIMS MCUEPNbIBAIOIIE HE
onucana. Kopmyc pyccKosI3bIYHBIX paboOT 1Mo (GpedMHUHTY BKJIIOYaeT 0030pHBIE pabOTHI, HE JI0
KOHIIa OTpaxarolue CTPYKTypy Od3ToW HayyHou 3o0Hbl [1; 5; 9; 10; 2]; pabotrel mo
KOHILICTITYaJIbHOMY pPa3rpaHW4eHuIo0 (pediMuHTra U HMHBIX Menua’pdextoB [8; 4]; HECKOIBKO
pabot, B ToM uuciae o Meradopudeckod mnpupone ¢peiimo [12; 13]; equHUYHBIE CTaThH,
BBIABIISIIONIME (peliMbl — B pernoHanbHOW moBecTke (enepansupix CMUM Poccum [11], B
Ka3aXCTaHCKOM MEIUaKOHTEeHTE [6], B TeeHoBOCTIX Poccuun u Ykpaunsl [S1] — 1 cBsA3bIBaroIIMe
bpeiiMbl ¢ KapTUHOW MHUpa PEIMIUEHTOB HOBocTel [7]. Ho moka Ha pycckoM s3bIKEe HE
PEKOHCTPYHPOBAaHBI OCHOBHBIC HAIlpaBJICHUS W BeXW pa3BuTusa framing studies. JlaHHas cTaThs,
TaKK€ HE MPETEHAYsS Ha IMOJHOTY, SBISIETCS MOMBITKOW MPOCIHEAUTh I PYCCKOSI3BIYHOTO
YUTaTeNsl MCTOPUIO PA3BUTUS HJeW (PpelMUHra B KOMMYHHUKATHBHBIX HCCIIEIOBaHUSIX OT
3apOKICHUS JO KPUTUUECKOTO repeocMbiciieHns B X XI B.

Kax mokassiBaeT Hail aHaaus, 3a 00Jiee 4eM COpOK JIET UCCIIeIOBAaHUM KOHIIETITUs (hpeiMUHTa
pa3BHUIIACK J0 TOTMBITOK CO3/1aTh «BCEOXBaTHBIE» (comprehensive) moaenu hperMuHT-3QHEKTOB.
Ho B TO e BpemMsi B HEKOTOPBIX 3amagHBIX paboTax OUIYLIAETCS HCUYEPHAaHHOCTh TEOPUU
MeanadhPexToB U pazoyapoBaHUE B HEW M3-3a €€ HU3KOW MpelCcKa3aTelIbHON CHiIbl. MBI Takxke
paccMaTpuBaeM STH pabOTHI, YTOOBI OIICHHTHh, KAKOE MECTO CETOAHS (PEHMHUHT 3aHHUMAET B
M3YUYEHUU MOJIUTUYECKOW KOMMYHHKAIUU.
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1. Teopus ¢ppeiimunra B XX B.: KOHIENTYAJIU3aUA
U OLeHKA 3P (PeKTUBHOCTH (PpeiiMoB

1.1. IlepBblii 3Tan Teopnu MeauadpeiiMuHra:
OT CyOBEKTHBHOI'0 ONIBITA K OLICHKE HOBOCTEH

OpHoil u3 nepBbIX 0OJBIINX PAOOT, MOCBSMIEHHBIX GPEUMUHTY U TEXHUKAM €rO BbISBIICHUS,
crana kaura D. ['opdmana «Anammu3 ¢pelimoB: 3cce 00 opranmzanuu ombitay (1974). B stoi
KHUTe Teopusl (peiiMMHra emie He Npuiaraercs K MeauaTekcTaM. B Hell moka3aHo, Kak
UHTENpPETaTUBHBIE CXEMbl — (peliMbl — pabOTalOT B ONHUCAHUU CUTYAllUH JIMYHOTO OIBITA;
Ba)XXHO, YTO (hpeiiMbl BBHICTPAUBAIOT AJbTEPHATHBHBIE KOHLENTyalU3alMy CUTYalUi, momoras
peAyLUpOBaTh CJIOKHOCTh BOCIPUHMMAEMOIO0 MHpPa 4Yepe3 BO3MOXKHOCTb «OOHAPYXHUTb,
BOCTIPUHSATH, HACHTU(UIIMPOBATH U MPUIATH SIPIBIK» 00beKTam [41].

Wnes ampTepHAaTHBHOM KOHIENITYalIH3aluy 4yepe3 QpeiMbl ObICTPO MPOHUKIA B PabOTHI 1O
TEOpUHU palMOHANBHOTO BbIOOpa [48; 76], obperna cBsa3p ¢ Quiuocodpckumu paboTamu
nocTMoziepHa [22], oOHapykuiaa CBSI3b C Teopued moJmMTHdIeckoro yoOexmeHus (political
persuasion) W MOJIUTHYECKON MaHuMynsuuud [32] u gaxe ¢ caMblMd DPAaHHUMHU OJTaraMu
KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX HcciieqoBaHuil [64]. 3yuenune ¢peiiMuHra BO MHOTOM OCTAaeTCs MPUKIATHON
00J1aCThI0 COLMATBHBIX HAayK; OHO IOJIE3HO, B TOM YHUCIE JUIsI U3yYeHHs MOTPEOHTEIHCKOIO
BbIOOpA [58] 1 OlleHKHN MojieTiel CBA3El C O0IECTBEHHOCTRIO [44].

Hackonbko MOXHO  CynuTh, aHanu3 ¢GpedMOB B  MeAMAaTeKCTaxX IOSBWICA B
KOMMYHHMKATUBUCTHKE yke B KoHLe 1970-x romoB. Tak, B onHoil u3 pabor I'aii Tymman
U3yyaeT, Kak HOBOCTHbIE MeAMa «3aJal0T paMKy, BHYTPU KOTOpPOHM TIpaxjaHe OOCYyXAaroT
oOmiecTBeHHbIE COOBITUS» [75]. HekoTopele ydeHbIe CKIOHHBI, OAHAKO, cuuTath [19], uTO
aHanmu3 (peliMoB (HA3bIBAEMBIX «TE€MaMK») MOSBWICSA YK€ B paboTax camMoro IepBOro srarma
JOKA3aTeIbHBIX ~KOMMYHUKATUBHBIX HWCClenoBaHMM — B KHHrax «The Analysis of
Communication Content» [14] u «A Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign»
[54].

CounanbHO-KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKAM TMOJIXOJ K ONUCHIBAEMONM B HOBOCTSIX PEATbHOCTH
pa3BuBaics B pabotax I'mtiunHa [40] 1 I'amcona, 1 MoauiibsHI, KOTOPBIE ONPEIETHIN MapKephl
OpUCYTCTBUS (peiMUHTa B MeIUaTeKcTe, TaKhMe Kak MeTaopbl, IPUMEPHI, KIoUeBble (Pppa3sl,
omucaHus U BuU3yanbHbie 00passl [38]. [lo3xke 1o u Ko3uiku mpeBpaTtuian 3TOT psili SJIEMEHTOB
TEKCTa B IATHUYPOBHEBYIO CHCTEMY S3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB (PpeHMHHIa, BBIJACIUB JEKCHUYECKUE
(BBIOOp CJIOB), CHHTAKCHYECKUE, CIIEHApHBIE (SCript), TeMaTHUECKUE M PUTOPHUECKUE CPEICTBA
[67], ucmionb3ysi UAEHW O CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHOW MEHTAJIBLHOM pempe3eHTanuu coObitus [73] u
MakpocuHTtakcuce [77, c. 50]. Ilcuxonornueckuit moaxon, kotopelil I1n u Ko3uuku otaenstor
OT COLMAJIBHO-KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKOTO [67], IpeAnoaraeT Kak pa3 ornopy Ha CXeMbl U CLICHapHH,
IPONHChIBAEMbIE aBTOPOM B TEKCTE. DTOT MOAX0A pa3BuBaiics B paborax Pucke u Teinopa,
Mapkyca u 3aiionna, Pymensxapra, [llanka u A6enbcona [73; 72; 60; 35] u np.

Ve Ha TepBOM OJTane H3y4deHHs QPEeHMHHI CTald acCOLMHUPOBAaTH C PAIOM JPYTHX
Meauadh(PexToB, MpeAnoIararonX, 9YTO0 aBTOp / pelaKius HajaraeT Ha MEIMANpPOAYKT HEKOe
BUneHne, crnocoOHOe HMCKakaTh MOTPEOMTEIbCKYIO OICHKY JeHCTBUTENBHOCTH Cpasy IOCIie
noTpeOaeHuss meaua. OpeMUHT NPUMBIKAeT K YCTaHOBKE MOBeCTKHM AHS (agenda setting),
«mpuBpaTHUUYECTBY» (gatekeeping) u mpaiimMunry (priming) [66]. DddekTsi, mpousBoanMeie
(GpeiiMUHrOM, OTOOPOM IIOBECTKM M MpPaliMUHIOM HOBOCTEH, Ha3Baly ATTUTIOJAWHHBIMU
(attitudinal) [74, c. 11], momyepkuBasi UX JOJITOBPEMEHHBIM XapakTep, XOTS 3TO MHEHHUE
pazgensiercst cerogHs He Bcemu [31]. I'€UTKUNMHT, aJPKEHIA-CETTUHT M MPAWMHUHT MPHUAAIOT
COOBITHSIM OCOOBII Bec: pa3dMBaIOT COOBITHA HAa «CYIIECTBYIOIIME» U «HE CYIIECTBYIOIIUE
(TEeUTKUIIUHT), PAHKUPYIOT «CYIIECTBYIOIIUEY MO BAXKHOCTH B 00IIEH KapTuHE Mupa (apKeHaa-
CEeTTHHI) W B OIEHKE IMOJUTHYECKUX akKTopoB (mpaiiMubr). B omimmume ot addekros
FeUTKUIIMHTA, YCTAHOBKU TOBECTKH JIHS M IpaliMUHIa, OCHOBAaHHBIX Ha HEPABHOM JIOCTYyIE K
¢parmentam  uHpopmanmu, 3¢pGeKT, NpPOU3BOAUMBIA  (peHMHUHIOM, OCHOBaH  Ha
XapaKTepUCTHKAX M crocobax moaayu HOBOCTH. C pa3BUTHEM M3YUCHHMS UMEHHO ATHUX YEThIpeX
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MearnadGPeKToB HAOIIOAATETN CBSI3AIM HOBBIA ITAIl Pa3BUTHUS MEIMAWCCIICIOBAHUN B IIEJIOM,
HacTynuBLui B KoHLe 1980-x — 1990-x rogax [74].

1.2. Onpenenenus ¢peiiMoB U ppeiiMuHra

Kak 370 yacto 6bIBaeT ¢ MeTadOpUIECKUMHU KOHIENIMSIMHU, CITyCTsI I€CATKU JIET 00CYKIACHUS
U «[H]ecMOTpsl Ha MOBCEMECTHOE MPUCYTCTBHE B COLMAJIbHO-TYMAHUTAPHBIX HAayKaX, HUTJE HE
BCcTpevaeTcsi 00o0ienrne Teopun GpeiiMuHra, KOTopas rmokasbiBajga Obl, KaK UMEHHO (PpeiMbl
BCTABJISAIOTCS B TEKCT U CTAHOBSATCA B HEM BUJAMMBI WIN KaK (PEHMHHT BIUSET HA MBIIUICHUE
[32, c. 51]. Dto BhIcKa3piBaHue U3 ctaThM P. DHTMaHa (camMoil LUTHUpyeMOil paboOThl MO
(bpeiiMuHTY 3a BCe BpeMsl) 10 CUX HOp A0 HEKOTOpO#l cremneHu crnpaBeanuBo. Ho, koHe4Ho, B
paborax yueHbix 1980-2000-X romoB ecTh HECKOJIBKO ONpEAENICHUH, KOTOpbIE Yalle APYTuX
UCTIONIB3YIOTCSL B MCCIIEOBAHUAX (pelMHUHra. B Xomy y y4YeHbIX YeThIpe KIIIOUEBBIX TEPMHHA:
«ppeitm» (frame) m OGonee mmpokoe moHATHE «paMKa» (framework), a Taxxke «ppeimMuHT»
(framing) xak mporiecc co3anus U BHeApeHus (ppeitmoB u «aHanuz ¢pperiMoB» (frame analysis /
framing analysis). M1 Oyiem roBopuTh 0 ppeiime u pperiMuHTe.

PanHMe mcuxonoruyeckue M COUUallbHO-KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKHE PaOOThl CO3Jalu JBOSLIMMICS
TEPMUHOJIOTHUECKUI 00MMK (hpeiiMa Kak KOTHUTUBHOW paMKu: Tak, yxe B 1990 r. Kunnep u
Conzepc mnokaszanu, 4To (peiiMbl paccMaTpUBalOTCA OJHOBPEMEHHO KaK «BHYTPEHHHE
CTPYKTYpbI CO3HAHUS» U «CPENCTBA, BCTPOECHHBIE B MOJIUTUYECKUIN JUCKYPC», T.€. B IyOIUYHBIN
teket [50, c. 74]. Ha stom BrnocnenctBuu [Isu u Ko3uiku nmoctpounu cxemy (peiiMuHra u ero
BIMSHUSL Ha TIOJIMCUHT. B cXeme BBICTpOEHA IIETIOYKa CBS3€H MEXTy (PpeiiMOM Kak 4acThio
JUCKYPCUBHOM CEMaHTUKU HOBOCTHOTIO JUCKYpCa, «OOJBIIMMUY JAUCKYPCUBHBIMU CpEICTBAMU
(OT CHHTaKCHUYECKUX JI0 PUTOPUYECKHX) M KOHKPETHBIMH CpeJCTBaMH (ppeiiMHHTa BHYTpU HHX
[67, c. 63].

Ho Takue cinoxHble cXeMbl, KaK MPaBUiO, PEIKO MCHOIb30BAINCH B MPAKTUYECKOM aHAIU3€
¢peiimoB. Bo MHOroMm ydeHble UM MHTYUTHBHBIM IIyTEM B OIpPEICIEHUH TOrO, YTO TaKOe
¢peiim. Tak, angs ['smcoHa ¢peiiM — 3TO «UEHTpanbHas OpraHMU3YIOUIAas HAes WM JIMHUSL
pacckaza, npuparomas [emy]| 3HaueHue» [37, c. 143]. Ilo cinoBam ['smMcoHa u MoawibsHu,
menuappeliM — TIaBHas ~ uAed  «MHTEpIpeTUpylomero  menuamnakera»  (package),
NPUIUCHIBAIOIIETO LIEHTPaIbHOMY BOIIPOCY (TE€ME) MEIUATEeKCTa OCOOble COLMOKYJIbTYpPHBIE
CMBICIIBI; MeauadpeiiM MpennojaraeT «yrnakOBBIBAHHE» COOBITHS B YK€ CYLIECTBYIOIIMN
KOHTEKCT JIJIsl JaJIbHEHIIIel TpaHcsiuu myomnuke [37].

Camolf M3BECTHOW TONBITKOM oOmpenenuTh ¢peiiM u QpedMHUHT, BEpOSTHO, SBISAECTCS
onpenenenue P. DHTMaHa, nenaroiee ynop Ha «omoop u npudarue gvinykiocmuy (selection and
salience; [33, c. 52], kypcuB aBTopa). TouHee, DHTMaH MUILIET O TOM, YTO Takoe (ppeiiMupoBaTh
(to frame): «ombupams Hexomopwvie acnekmvl 60CHPUHUMAEMOU PEAIbHOCMU U 0en1amb Ux Ooiee
BLINYKILIMU 6 KOMMYHUKAMUSHOM MeKCcme — maxkum o6pazom, umodul npoosuzcams (promote)
KOHKpemHoe onpeoenenue npoonembvl, NPUYUHHO-CIeOCMBEHHYIO UHMEPNPEemayuio, MOpalbHyio
OYeHKy u/unu pexomenoayuro Mo obpameHuto ¢ u3bpanapiM oObekToM» ([33, ¢. 52]; KypcuB
aBTOpa). OpelMHUHT TaKXe MpEenojiaraeT yMOJYaHHe 00 OTACIBHBIX CTOPOHAX KaKOTro-THO0
COOBITHS, SIBIICHUS WIM JUYHOCTH. bojee mo3aHee ompejeneHue, AaHHOE CaMUM OHTMaHOM,
ONHUCBHIBAET (PPEHMHMHI KaK «CENEKLIHI0O W TOAYEPKHBAHWE HEKOTOPBIX YEpT COOBITMH WIH
BOIIPOCOB TOBECTKH JIHS, C TEM UYTOOBI MPOJABUIATh ONPEACICHHYI0 MHTEPIIPETAINIO, OICHKY
u/unu pemenue» [34, c. 5].

B y3koM cMmbIcie 1enb ppeiiMoB — THarHOCTUPOBATh U ONPEACTUTh IPOOIeMy U €€ IPUUYHHBI,
BBIHOCUTh MOpaJbHYIO OIICHKY W mpejuarath pemenus [37; 33, c¢. 52]. B OGonee mmpokom
cMBICIE «(pEerMBbI — 3TO OPraHU3YIOIIUE MPUHIIHIIBI, pa3essseMble 00IECTBOM, CTAOMIBHBIE BO
BPEMEHU U pabOTaloIye CUMBOJIIMYECKH, YTOOBI 3HAUUMO CTPYKTYPHPOBATH COLUAIBHBIA MUP)
[71, c. 11]. BopoudemMm, yueHbIe CXOISATCS B TOM, UYTO KyJbTypa SIBISETCS CKIaaoM (peiiMoB B
BUJIC CTaOMJIbHBIX KOHIIENTYaJbHBIX PAMOK, 32 KOTOpbIE HE BBIXOAMT MHTEPIIPETALs] MHOTHX
COOBITHI; 3Ta MO3HULIKS MOBTOPSET UAeto [ 3McoHa 1 MOAMIBSHA O COLMOKYJIBTYPHOM NpUpOe
CMBICJIOB, 3aJI0O)KCHHBIX BO (peiimbl. [Ipu 3TOM mpexkHHe GpeiMbl CO3Mal0T KOHTEKCT IS
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WHTEPIIPETAlMA HOBBIX CcOOBITHI [45]. Hambornee CIOXHYIO KyJIbTYpP-OPHCHTUPOBAHHYIO
KoHIenuio (peitma mpennoxun BaH ['opn [78], roe paccMaTpuBaeTcsi KOMIUIEKC OTHOIICHUN
MEXIy «CIOHCOpaMH (DpeiiMoB» (MX HUCTOYHHKAMHU M 3aHHTEPCCOBAHHBIMH B HUX aKTOPaMH),
KITFOYEBBIMH COOBITUAMHU, METUAKOHTEHTOM, cxemMaMHu (schemata) u «ckmagom ¢perimoBy (stock
of frames).

1.3. lIpupona ¢peiimunra: Hemz0eKHOEe HCKAKEHUE MJIH TEXHOJIOTUs yoexaeHus?

B Tteuenue Bcell MCTOpHM M3Yy4YeHHs OTHOIIEHHE K MpHUpone (ppeliMuHra ¢ TOUKH 3peHHus
aBTOPCKOM MHTEHLIMU K0J1€0a10Ch MEXy IBYyMs IIOJIOCAMHU.

[TepBblif MOMIOC COCTABIAIOT pPabOThI, KOTOpPBIE OTHOCAT Hajauuue ¢QperMoB K Tak
Ha3bIBAEMBIM CTPYKTYPHBIM HCKaXeHUsM (structural biases) B Tekcrax memma — Tak ke, Kak
IICUXOJIOTH OTHOCAT (hpeliMHpOBaHME K KOTHUTHUBHBIM HCKa)KEHUSIM KOHLENTYyalu3alul MUpPa
(cognitive biases). KoHmenmusi CTpyKTYpHBIX HCKOKEHUH TOJpa3yMeBaeT, YTO MEIUATEKCT
HEM30eXKHO OoOpeTaeT uepThl, CBsSI3aHHbIE C OCOOEHHOCTSMH IIpoLecca MeIUanpOU3BOJICTBA,
JUYHOCTBIO aBTOpa W yCTaHOBKamu penakiuu [63]. Hanuune dpeliMoB B MemuamyOIuKaIusax
SBJISIETCS €CTECTBEHHBIM CIIEJICTBUEM HEOOXOAMMOCTH PENYKIHMH PEalbHOCTU /10 BHYTPEHHE
HETIPOTUBOPEYMBEIX OOBSCHUTEIBHBIX CXeM. lIpu STOM cXeMbl He SIBISIOTCS WICATbHBIMH,
MOCKOJIbKY JIOTMKA MX CO3JIaHUs MOABEPIKEHA BIMSIHUIO JIMUYHBIX B3IJIAI0B JKypHAIUCTA (4acTo —
HE3aMEeTHO JIJISl HEro0) ¥ MOJUTHYECKON MO3UIUH peJakiuu. be3ycaoBHO, HAIUYUE CTPYKTYPHBIX
UCKQ)XEHUI B MEJMAKOHTEHTE JOJDKHO YUYUTBIBATHCS JIEMOKPAaTHUECKOM Teopueil; HO OHHU
CUMTAIOTCS JEMOKPATUYECKU MPUEMIIEMBIMHU, TaK KaK HEN30€KHbl 1 HEMHTEHIIMOHAJIbHBI — B TOM
CMBICJIE, YTO HE UCIIOJB3YIOT TEKCT KaK HHCTPYMEHT CKPBITOI'O IPOJIBUKEHUS UIEH.

Bropoii momoc, oOIHAKO, HampAMYyI paccMaTpuBaeT (PpEeHMHHr KakK TEXHOJIOTHIO
3aKJIaJbIBaHUsI B TEKCT CMBICIIOB, HANpPaBICHHbIX Ha YyOpaBieHHE MoBeaeHuem [57], T.e.
CBSI3bIBacT (hpeMHUHT C KOHIENIMsAMHU yOexnaeHws (persuasion) m MaHumyssimud. C oxHOU
CTOPOHBI, 3Ty MO3UIMIO B €€ MHCTPYMEHTAJIBHOM BHJI€ MOXHO BCTPETHTh B PYKOBOJCTBaX W
UHCTPYKUHUSAX JJIS1 TPO(ECCHOHATIOB B MOJUTHKE U MOJUTUYECKOM Muape (CM., Harpumep, [52]).
C Jnpyroil CTOpPOHBI, KOTHUTHMBHOMY M  COLMAJIbHO-KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKOMY  IOAXOIY
IPOTUBOCTOUT KPUTUYECKHUNA MOAXOJ, KOTOPbIM BUAUT B JIIOOOM (peiime, nake HEHAPOUUTOM,
IPOSIBJIIEHUE BIACTHBIX OTHOLIEHUH. [1OMBITKN cO3AaTh MOAXO0M, OOBEANHSAIOUINI KOTHUTHBHYO
U KPUTHUYECKYIO BETBH HCCIICOBaHMM (peliMuHra, npeanpuHsaTel Puze u ero komieramu (cm.
[71]).

Brnacte ¢peiima nporcTekaeT u3 ero CriocoOOHOCTH HECTH B cebe MPEHMYIIECTBO TIEPBEHCTBA
UHTEPIPETAllMd U BbI3bIBATH B YUTATEJE TAaK HA3bIBAEMOE «IOJATBEPXKAAIOLIEE IOBEACHUE
(affirmative action). Ecin unTepnperanys mupoKo Npu3HaHa, TO UHAsE HHTEPIIPETALUs BBI30BET
y 1EeJeBON ayauTopuu Jub0 HemoBepue, b0 HermoHuMmanue [37]. [lostomy cumia ¢peiima
MOJKET B KaKHE-TO MOMEHTHI OBITh paBHA CHJIE CAMOTO SI3bIKA, MUIIET DHTMaH [32].

1.4. Knaccupuxanum ¢peiiMoB U X 00HApYKeHHE

CnenyeT OTAENBHO OTMETHTb, YTO MHOTHE YYEHbIE, UYBCTBYS pa3MBITOCTh U
MHOTOYHMCIICHHOCTh (OPMYJIHPOBOK (peiMUHTa, a TaKke OOWIHMe CHUTyalud, B KOTOPBIX
bpeitMbl paboTalOT, MBITAIKCH BRICTPOUTh UX Kiaccudukanuu. MHorma takue kiaccudukanuiu
OBIBAIOT HECUCTEMHBIMH, KaK B paHHEW padoTe o cxemax (pedMHHra A nuapa, rae GpperMsl
JeNATCS Ha BaJIeHTHbIE (TMO3UTHBHBIE / HETaTUBHBIEC), CEMAaHTUYECKHWE W HappaTuBHbIE [44, c.
207].

VYyensie pazaensiu GperdMbl Ha AMU30JUYCCKHE U TeMaTHUecKue (padoTarolue BIOJITYIO)
[47], KOHKpeTHO-TIpOOJIEeMHbIE W poaOBbIe [26], 3KkBuUBaNeHTHBIE u AMbatudeckue [30],
[IEHHOCTHBIC, MaTepHUalibHbBIE, TTpoOJIeMHbIe U cTpaTerndeckue [56]. Ho ocHOBHOE pa3zenenue,
NPEeUI0KEHHOE TEOPETUKAMU MEAMaTU3aINH, OblI0 chopMynupoBaHo yxe B XXI B. U cTpouTcs
Ha pa3jMyeHUU COOCTBEHHO MEAMMHBIX M MOJUTHYECKHX (QpeiMoB. DTO TOHKOE paziudue
yKa3blBae€T Ha TO, YTO MEIMAKOHTEHT, KaK CKa3aHO BBIIIE, UMEET CHeuu(UKy MpPOU3BOJCTBA;
CIEeNyIOMMA Iar — YTBEPXKACHHE O TOM, YTO HEKOTOpble (peiiMbl MOPOXKIAIOTCS
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HEOOXOJMMOCTBIO OIpPEAEIEHHBIM 00pa30M ONUCHIBATH U aHAJIU3UPOBATh BOMPOCHI MOBECTKU
nus. Tak, Hanpumep, CMU o He0OXOAMMOCTH MCHONB3YIOT Il OMUCAHUSI COOBITUN (hperMBbI
KOH(JIMKTa CTOPOH, BO3JIOKEHUS OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, MOPAJIbHOCTH, TOTAA TMOJIUTHYECKUE
(dpeliMbl yKOPEHEHBI B MTOJUTHYECKOM IPOIIECCE — COCTA3ATENbHOCTH, UTPEe, CTpaTeruu, nodexe /
nopaxeHud. [Ipumepom paboThl ¢ METUIHHBIMU ()pEHMaMHU SIBIISICTCS UCCIICIOBAHKE ITyOIMKAIIAN
eBponeiickux raser u nporpamm TB o Bctpeue rinaB EC B Amcrepname B 1997 1., rne Obiio
3aKOHOMEPHO OOHapy’>KEHO, YTO pa3JIMYhe B KCIIOJIb30BAaHUH (PEHMOB COOTBETCTBYET HE
KaHally, a (hopMaTy: KaueCTBEHHbIE MeJua HCIOIb30BaIN (peliMbl KOH(PIUKTA U BO3JIOKECHUS
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, TOTJa Kak TabioumHble — (peiim «obmiedenoBeueckoro uHTepecay (human
interest). OcBelIeHuEe K€ NOJIUTUKU KaK CTPATErnu U UTPbl MOKET IPUBOJUTH K POCTY «CHHUPAIN
uuHuzMay [20, c. 238] u camxkars noBepue CMU [46] B cuity TOro, UTO UTpa UHTEPECOB B DIIUTE
ocBellaeTcss noApoOHee, YeM KU3HEHHblE MHTEPEChl ayAUTOPUM U BONPOCHI MOBECTKU MIHS,
CBSI3aHHBIE C HUMHU.

ITpu 3TOM TONBKO KpaiiHe HEeOOIbIIOE KOJINYECTBO padOT AAal0T BHATHBIE pEKOMEHIAINH, KaK
UMEHHO CIIeyeT MCKaTh (peiiMpl B MeamarekcTax. Mpl yrmoMmMsHeM TpH padOThI: KHHTY IO
penakuuent I’ Anmxeno u Kuitnepca [24], rnaBy Xeprora u Makneona [45] u ctateio Prop3ux
[36]. IlepBasi, oqHAKO, JAET CKOpEE MPUMEPHI, YEM MPSMbIE HHCTPYKIMU MO BEJICHUIO aHAJIN3A.
Bropass B paMKax MNONBITKM «MHOTONEPCIEKTUBHOIO» IOAXOJA IPEAJaraeT aHaJIUTHYECKHE
IIard ¥ CMEUIAHHYI0 METOAOJIOTHIO BBISIBICHUS (DPEHMOB; TPEThSI IPUBOIUT OTIBIT TEKCTOBOTO U
JMCKypC-aHalln3a B OOHAPYKEHUU AJIEMEHTOB ITyOJMKALMH, OTBETCTBEHHOM 3a (hpeiMUpOBaHHUE.

1.5. Ouenka 3¢pdextoB ppeiiMuHra

CeromHAIIHSSI KPUTHKA UCCIIEOBaHUN Meanad()(heKTOB CTPOUTCS, B TOM YHUCIIE HA TOM, YTO
KpaifHe CJII0KHO OIEHUTh, KaK UMEHHO (PpelMBbl BIHSIOT HAa BOCIPUITHE TEKCTA (MEPUEHTHBHBIN
aCTeKT), TMOHMMAaHUE TPOOIEMbl (KOTHUTHUBHBIA AaCTEKT) W TIOBEACHUE IIOCIE TPOUYTCHUS
(moBeneHueckuii acnekt). COCTOATENbHBIX TOMBITOK JI0KA3aTh HAJHM4YWe W U3MEPUTh CHITY
addekra ppeiimuHra OBLIIO HE TAK MHOTO.

OpHa TUHUS KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX HMCCeoBaHU OepeT Havyaio B pabotax Kanemana n TBepcku
[76] o Tak Ha3pIBaeMOil «a3uaTcKoi Oosie3HN». JIByM IpyInaM pecrioHIeHTOB ObLIa IpeiosKeHa
3a/ladya 0 TOM, Kakoe perieHue BrIOpaTh B ciydae snuaeMund B CIIA Hekol HEM3BECTHOW, HO
CMepTeNbHONW a3uaTckod Oone3Hu, Tpossimeil rudensto 600 mnammentam. IlepBas rpymma
nosryuymina onucanue Buaa: «llo mporpamme A 200 xu3Hei OyayT claceHbl, Mo mporpamme b
€CTh BEpOSTHOCTH B 1/3, WTO cmaceHsl OyIyT Bce, U BEpOSTHOCTH B 2/3, uto ympyT Bce 600
yenoBek». Bropas rpynmna nonyuuna onucanue Buaa: «Ilo mporpamme A 400 denoBek ympyT,
no nporpamme b ectb BeposTtHocTh B 1/3, 4TO cnaceHsl OyIyT Bce, U BEPOSTHOCTH B 2/3, UTO
ympyT Bce 600 yenoBek». B mepBoii rpynmne mporpammy A BbiOpanu 72% pecrnoHAEHTOB, BO
BTOpPOH — TOJNBKO 22%, YTO, Ha B3IJISAJ aBTOPOB, MOATBEPAMIIO POib (hpeiiMa BBDKHMBAEMOCTU
(mpotuB (peliMa CMEPTHOCTH) B MPHUHATHUU DPEIICHHH 00 W30eraHuu PHUCKOB. DKCIEPUMEHT
YCTaHOBMJI HAJIMYME HEMOCPEICTBEHHOIO TIOBEACHYECKOrOo d(¢eKkTta B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
MoJIydeHHOTO (peiiMa; OH HEOJHOKPATHO MOBTOPSIICS U Moaudummponaics (cm. o63op [28]), HO
B HEM HE U3YYaAJIUCh PEAJIbHBIE MEUATEKCTHI.

Eme onna BajkHas JMHUA OLIEHHMBAET BIMSHHE (PEHMOB Ha 3JIEKTOPAIbHBIN BBHIOOP, U OHA
NPaKTUYECKH BCET/Ia CTPOUTCS HA OMHAPHOM ONMIO3MIINY PAaBOH U JIEBOW YacTH MOJUTHYECKOTO
crnekTpa (BO MHOIOM TIOTOMY, YTO OCHOBHBIE KCCIEIOBAaHUSA BEJIUCh B MaKOPUTAPHBIX
nemokparusix, u Oompme Bcero B CIHA). B stux paborax, HauMHas CO 3HAMEHHMTOTO
skcniepumenTa II. Menrapa [47] o BO37I0OKEHUH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH Ha MOJMUTUYECKHX aKTOPOB B
3aBHUCUMOCTH OT MEIUHHOTO (peiMUHTa, UCCIEAYIOTCS MMEHHO MEAMaTeKCThl. Takke ObuIH
paccMOTpeHbI BIUsiHUE (PEHMOB TPaXKTAaHCKUX CBOOOJ] HA OTHOIIIEHHUE K TOJIEPAHTHOCTH [66] 1
poib (peiiMOB B MHTEpHpPETAlIMA MHOTHX HOJMTUYECKHX BOIPOCOB noBecTku IHs. [lo3anee,
yxe B XXI B., ObUIO TOKa3aHO, YTO CTENEHb BIMSIHHUS (PEHMOB 3aBHCUT HE TOJBKO OT
TEKCTOBBIX (DAaKTOPOB M JOBEpUS MCTOUYHUKY HMHPOpmauuu [29], HO U OT ayAUTOPHH, B TOM
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YHUCJIe OT IEHHOCTHOW MamuTphl U (oHOBOTO 3HaHUS [15; 16], a cuima akTopoB, ISl KOTOPBIX
nocTyneH (ppeiMuHT B Meua, HeoAuHaKkoBa [29].

2. Teopus ¢peiimunra B XXI B.: pa3BHJIKH U KPUTHKA

2.1. Pa3BuTHE TEOPHH: «BCEOXBATHbIE» KOHLENIUH (peiiMuHra?

XXI B. cTaJl BpEMEHEM MOIBITOK IPUBEACHUS Pa3pO3HEHHBIX HMCCIECIOBAHUM K E€IUHOMY
3HAMEHATENI0, T.€. CO3JAaHMA — WIM OTKa3a OT — €AMHOIO MapaJurMaTU4eCKOro MOHHMaHUs
¢peiimunara. Ha npussiB OntmMana B 1993 1. paccmarpuBaTh (PpeMUHI Kak LEJIbHYIO
UCCJIEIOBATENbCKYI0 MapaJiuirMy HECKOJIBKO YYEHBIX OTKIMKHYJIHCh IO-pa3HoOMYy. bblio
MPEIOKEHO HECKOJBbKO «HUHTETPaJbHBIX» METONUK moucka ¢peitmoB [45; 61], Brimouas
CpPaBHHUTENbHYIO [27], U HOBBIX MOAXOJOB K (peiim-ananuzy [79], B TOM 4ucie C y4yeToM
BU3YaJIbHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB TekcTa [69]. Heckonbko pa3 ObuT mMpoBeneH MeTa-aHAIU3 paboT B
oOnactu aHanu3a (hpeiiMoB; ObUTM BBISBICHBI OCHOBHBIE MPOOJIEMbI 3TOW HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKON
30Hbl, @ HMMEHHO — HEIOCTAaTOYHas TOYHOCTh ONEpalMOHAIU3ALUN, OMNHCATEIbHOCTh
OOJNBIIMHCTBA MCCIEIOBAaHUN, HENPHUHATHE B pacueT BHM3YaJbHOTO MaTepuana U OTCYTCTBHE
paboTer ¢ MeTpukamu noctoBepHocTH (reliability) [74; 62]. I’ AHIKEIIO TPEITIOKUIT BUICTH
framing studies He Kak MapaJurMaTHUECKu €IMHYI0 00JIacTh, a KaK MPOrpaMMy HCCII€AOBaHHM,
OOBEAMHSIOMIYI0O TPU KOHUENTYalbHBIX I10AXO0/A: KOTHUTHUBHBIN, KOHCTPYKTHBHCTCKHM U
KPUTHYECKHI — M HE TBITaThCsl YHU(pHUIIMPOBATh Ux [23].

2.2. CBa3b KOHUENIUH (PpeiiMUHIa C APYTUMH 00J1aCTIMU HAYKHU

B HOBOM Beke aHanm3 (ppeiiMOB pa3BHUBAJICS HE TOJBKO B CTOPOHY IOMCKa OOLIMX MOJEINeH,
HO M B CTOPOHY yTOYHEHHUs d(PQeKTa U moucka ero rpanuil. Tak, ObUTH MOJHATHI BOIIPOCH CBSI3U
¢pelimuara u aenudepanyy, MEIUAaTU3AUK MTOJUTHKH, MO 1 apdexta u ap. OpeidMuHT
ObLT HAKOHEI] Ha3BaH OJHHMM M3 BaXKHEHIIHMX MapamMeTpoB MeauaTtuzaiuu noauTuku [25]. lpu
3TOM, M3y4Yas B3aMMOJEHCTBHE (PpeiiMOB, MIyIIUX Yepe3 Meaua OT AIIUT, U MEKIMYHOCTHOU
MOBCEIHEBHOM Jenulepanny, y4eHble MOKa3alld, YTO €CJIM Pa3roBOpP MEXIY JTIOAbMH BKIIOUAET
00CY’>/IeHuEe TPOTHUBOMOJIOKHBIX HACOJIOTHYECKUX TO3UIHUH, TO 3JUTapHOE (pedMUpOBaHHE
nepecTaeT AeicTBOBaTh [31] — T.e. JIOAM MOTYT CaMOCTOSITEILHO M30aBUTHCS OT BO3JACHCTBUS
(bpeiiMOoB IyTeM BAYMUYHBOTO 00CYKICHUS PA3HBIX O3ULUHI 110 TOMY WJIM HHOMY BOIIPOCY.

Eme B XX B. mosiBUIMCH pabOTHI B paMKaX MEIUANICUXOJIOTHUECKOM ITKOJIbI, YKa3bIBAIOIINE
Ha CBs3b PperiMunra ¢ ahdextom u smorusamMu meauanorpedurens [65]. B 2000-e roab! yueHbie
MNOJATBEPAUIN, 4YTO (peliMupoBaHHE KOHTEHTAa BIHUSET Ha HMOLMOHAJIBHYIO CTOPOHY €ro
BOCTIPHSITUSL ayAMTOpPHUEH, a TakXke TO, YTO SMOLMOHAJbHAS peakuus Ha (QpeiiM 3aBUCUT OT
WHIUBUIyaTbHOU TpenpacmonoxeHHocT [43]. Taxke OBUIO TPOBEPEHO TNPEITIOKEHHOE
Henrapom pasznuuue MEXIy SHU30JUYECKUMH M TEMaTHYEeCKUMHU ¢peliMamMH, U TepBbIe
3aKOHOMEPHO OKa3aJIUCh 00Jiee SIMOIMOHATLHO BOBICKatomuMHu [42]. Teopust n30eraHusi puckoB
(gain-loss theory), 3amokeHHass SKCIIEPUMEHTOM C «a3MaTCKOil 00JIe3HBIO», OblIa JAOMOJHEHA
MOHMMaHHUEM TOT0, YTO JIIOJel B H3HAYAJIbHO XOPOLIEM HACTPOCHUU CHIIbHEE YOeKIaloT
HeraTHBHbIE (PpEeHMBbI TOTEPH, a JIFOJCH B MJIOXOM HACTPOECHUH — (periMbl nprodpeTenus [49]. B
2012 r. aBcTpuiCKHE y4YEHBIC MPEIJIOKUIN B IIEJIOM pa3aeisath (peiimbl Ha adPeKTUBHBIC U
KOTHUTHBHBIE [55].

2.3. 3akar 3noxu? Kpurnka teopuu meauadppekToB 1 KOHUeNnuni GppeiiMuHra

Kazaoce Obl, HHYTO HE MOXET TMOKoJe0aTh YCTOHYMBOIO TIOJIOKEHUS TEOPUU
Menna’dpQeKToB B LEIOM U KoHUenuuu 3¢dexroB (peiiMunra, B 4aCTHOCTH, B COBPEMEHHOU
samagHon wmeauateopun. Ho B 2010-e rompr mpotuB Teopun Meauadh(PexToB Havaics
HACTOSIIMI OyHT, MaJl0 3aMEUYEHHBIH POCCUIICKONH KOMMYHHKaTHBHCTHKOW. Kak yke ckazaHO
BhImie, kK 2010-M rogaM ObUTO MOKAa3aHO, YTO M3y4YeHHE (PpEUMHUHTA IPEIIUT CyObEKTUBHOCTHIO,
npeHeOperaeT BaIMIHOCTHIO, JOCTOBEPHOCTHIO M TOYHOW omepanuoHanmu3anueid. Takxke
ucciaeaoBarenu GperMMoB 4acTo HE MOTYT OTJIMUUTH 3P dekTsl PpeiiMuHra oT Oosee MHUPOKOH
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KapTUHBI 2P PEeKTOB yOSIKACHNUS, a aKaleMIUUecKrue paboThl YacTO UMEIOT HESICHYIO JIOTHKY, YTO
3aTpyJHSAET TeHEePaIU3alMIo U JAJIbHEUIYI0 TeopeTuzanuto [21].

Ho nanbonpiieit mpeTeH3uen cTano OTCYTCTBUE Mpencka3zarenbHoi cuibl. B 2013 1. DHHEM
JIaur omy6nukoBana B xkypHane «Communication Theory» craTbio, B KOTOpOil rpomuiia BCO
MHOTOJIETHIOIO UCTOPHIO N3y4eHUst Meaua’d(h(eKkToB 3a HEBO3ZMOKHOCTh TpeaAcKa3aTh 3P(PEKTH B
u3MeHsmuxcs ycnoBusix [53]. Hecmotps Ha otBetsl Puuapna Ilepnodda [68] u apyrux
BEAYIINX YUYEHBIX B CIEAYIONIMX HOMEpax >KypHalsla, MOKa3bIBAIOUINX, KAK MHOTOTO J0OMIach
Teopust Meauad((HEeKToB 3a 3TO BpeMsi, B TOM YHUCIE C TOUKU 3pEHMs MPeJICKA3aTeIbHOW CHUIIbI,
0CaJIOK OT cTaThk JIPHT coxpaHsieTcs 10 CUX IMop.

B 2015-2019 rr. mosBUIOCH HECKOJBKO pabOT, MPHU3BIBAIOIIMX YUYEHBIX OTKa3aThCs OT
TePMHUHA «(PPEUMHUHT» B TOJIB3Yy pasfesieHus moiis framing studies Ha HECKOJIBKO HOBBIX HIIU
HpEeanovYecTs Ipyrue MOACIH Ul aHaiau3a. Tak, KIo4YeBble yueHble B 00JacTu Gpeiim-aHanusa
NPU3BAIH K MIEPECMOTPY KOHIICTILIUH B JIOXY «IX0-KaMep» W TEXHOJIOTHUECKOH TpaHC(hOopMaIiu
MEINacUCTEM, TIOCKOJIbKY IIPOTUBOPEYHs B TOM, KaK Mbl KOHLENTYaJIU3UPYEM U, BCIEICTBHE
3TOTO, OTEpAMOHATN3UpYyeM (PpPEHMUHT, HadaIn TePEKPHIBATHCS C IPYTHMH Meanadpdexramu
70 cTeneHu aucpyHKuuoHanbHOCTH» [18]. Iloaurosnorn mpusBaiu MOJIb30BATHCS KOHIENTOM
CTPaTEerMueckoro HappaTuBa, I[IOCKOJIbKY, [0 WX MHEHHMIO, OH JIy4dllle OIMCHIBAET
MeEXIyHApOAHBIN KOH(PIUKTHBIN nuckypc [59].

3aki0ueHue

N3ydenue (peiiMUHTa KaK MPAKTUKHA KOHCTPYHPOBAHUS aJbTEPHATUBHBIX WHTEPIPETAIHA, a
Takxke 3(pQeKkToB (ppeiiMuHra BaKHO AJIS BBIABIECHUS JUHAMUKUA U TOJIIPHOCTH ITyOJIMYHOTO
nuckypca. Ho cerogHss y4eHBIM CTOMT cOYeTaTh KadeCTBEHHBIE METOIMKHU «BBIYMTHIBAHHS
¢GpeiiMOB C KOJMYECTBEHHBIM aHAIU30M M paboTaTh HaJ MpeACcKa3aTeNbHbIMU MOJEISIMU
¢peiimunra. [loka koHuenus QpelMuHra MoBTOPSAET MyTh MHOTUX IPYIMX KOHLENIHWH — OT
pacuBeTa K pacchbllaHui0. BO3MOXHO, MyTh K €€ OOHOBJICHMIO JIEKUT B COCIUHEHHUU (penm-
aHamu3a ¢ Meromamu Big Data, uyTo CHHU3UT CyOBEKTHBHOCTH M TMOBBICUT TOYHOCTB
HUCCJIEIOBAHUH.
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