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Abstract. The functional-semantic field of incentive is one of the most important functional-semantic language fields. It is referred to as a
collection of multitiered means that express the will of the subject. The basic feature of this field is the commonality of incentive as a
semantic function that characterizes different language means at different levels. The agitation and political discourse is characterized by
the use of means that express incentive interacting at the functional-semantic level. Those are the means that constitute the functional-
semantic field of incentive. In our sample of incentive statements, the nucleus is expressed by the imperative verbs in the second person
of plural and the second person in the singular. The closest periphery of the incentive field in agitation-political texts is represented by
infinitive constructions, future perfect tense forms in the singular and plural, words of the category of state that have modal sense from
pragmatic point of view, as well as analytical forms of the imperative mood, atypical compounds of future tense verbs with «let me»
(maBait), «let us» (nasaiite). Abstract lexems with positive or negative semantics, various political metaphors, idiomatic phrases, spoken
and stylistically reduced vocabulary have a significant incentive potential. Syntactic means are the peripheral tiers represented by condi-
tional, incomplete, interrogative, verbal and nominative simple sentences.
Keywords: functional-semantic field of incentive, nucleus, periphery, agitation-political discourse, means used to express incentive.

Introduction. Any text of political discourse must be rele-
vant and actual. These are the criteria that must be taken
into account by politicians when stating their position.

However, it is necessary to bear in mind that political
discourse is unlikely to be ever neutral and impartial. Apart
from factual information about phenomena and processes,
political texts can always convey subjective evaluation,
expressed both explicitly and implicitly by various means.

The political discourse is characterized by the use of var-
ious means applied to express incentive. Linguists have
differing views on the means used to express incentive in
language. We take a broad approach, considering that in-
centive can be expressed by a complex system of linguistic
means at different levels: grammatical, lexical, syntactic, as
well as intonational. The choice of specific means to ex-
press incentive depends on the language structure and
discourse specifics that mark incentive in the agitation-
political discourse.

Incentive modality is expressed by different multitiered
linguistic means: verb forms in the Active Voice, modal
verbs, verbal phrases, modal words, phrases, sentences, and
intonation. These intentional meanings are formally ex-
pressed by different groups of predicative vocabulary.

The choice of certain means to convey personal attitude
to the content depends on the addresser’s communicative
intention. It can also be the transmission of another per-
son’s opinion, or personal partial approval. The speaker
chooses from among the available set of linguistic means
those that are considered the most appropriate for a certain
situation. Consequently, there are no strict rules imposed to
follow when choosing a means to express incentive. To
express different senses of incentive, different language
means are used, namely: lexical, grammatical and syntactic.

The problem of multitiered ways used to represent the
modal meaning has been reflected in the works of both
domestic and foreign linguists. However, the lack of a
unified approach to tackle the semantic nature and semantic
volume of modality and its constituents, as well as differ-
ences in the interpretation of the status of grammatical
forms used to express modality, and the incompleteness of
some descriptions used to illustrate the means to express
modality are becoming especially apparent when investi-
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gating this linguistic phenomenon.

The literature review. In linguistics, there are many
views on the means used to express incentive modality.
The first scholars who paid attention to the incentive as a
«letting»  function of speech are O.O. Potebnia,
O. O. Shakhmatov, L. A. Bulakhovsky, V. V. Vynogradov.
Over recent decades, many detailed analyses on this issue
have appeared in the publications of Ukrainian scholars,
including, I. R. Vykhovenets, K. G. Gorodenska,
A. P. Gryshchenko,  A.P.Zagnitko, M. U. Karanska,
M. F. Kobylianska, M. Ya. Pliushch, V. M. Rusanivsky,
I. 1. Slynko, O. S. Shevchuk, etc. In their works differential
features of the main types of incentive are defined, the
communicative situations where they are used (order, pro-
posal, advice, prohibition) are characterized. Various ways
of expressing different types of incentive are explored.

However, many issues related to the category of the
stimulus and the linguistic means of expression have not
yet been fully investigated. In the modern Ukrainian lan-
guage, some important issues are insufficiently covered, for
example, there is no consensus on the notion of central
(nuclear) and peripheral means of expressing semantics of
incentive, regarding the specifics of the formation and
functioning of the incentive constructs in the agitation and
political discourse.

Political activity depends on how professionally politi-
cians use the language, because language is also a means of
exercising power, its tool. Politicians must know what
words and expressions to choose in order to convey their
thoughts and imply political position to voters.
0. J. Sheygal points out that language of politics could be
called «the professional sublanguage, a variant of the na-
tional language» [11, p. 189].

The agitation-political discourse is characterized by the
use of various means used to express incentive, interacting
on a functionally-semantic level. Those are the means that
constitute the functional-semantic field of incentive.

Incentive modality is an important structural and seman-
tic component of the functional-semantic category of mo-
dality, which establishes a living relation between the
statement and extra-linguistic reality, addressing the prag-
matic aspect of a sentence. It is directly involved in shaping
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its communicative perspective.

O.V. Bondarko defines the notion of functional-
semantic categories: «Functional-semantic categories are
referred to as categories where the content forms concepts
similar to the concepts expressed by the grammatical cate-
gories and the expression is represented by linguistic means
belonging to different linguistic levels...» [2, p. 143]. For
the category to become functional-semantic, it is necessary
that the means share a general meaning. According to the
above mentioned definition, the functional-semantic cate-
gory of incentive could be interpreted as a system of multi-
tiered means that share common semantic feature of incen-
tive to perform an action.

Functional-semantic category of incentive has a com-
plex, multitiered structure; encompasses means of expres-
sion that belong to different levels of the language system
including lexical, morphological and syntactic. The hetero-
geneity of the linguistic means that express incentive is
related to the specifics of the sense of letting.

The choice of the means to convey the content of the ut-
terance depends on a speaker’s communicative intent.
From among the available set of linguistic means the ad-
dressers chooses those they consider most appropriate for
the situation. Therefore, there are no strict rules of thumb
for choosing a means of expression.

It is accepted that the main components that constitute
the structure of any functional-semantic field are the nucle-
us and its periphery. Outlining the functional-semantic field
of incentive modality in the texts, O. S. Shatilova, distin-
guishes and describes some kinds of constructions includ-
ing nuclear constructions where predicate is expressed by
the verb in the imperative mood, semi-peripheral construc-
tions where predicate is represented by analytic morpholog-
ical forms, and peripheral constructions where predicate is
represented by nonspecific morphological forms [10,
p. 254].

The purpose of the article. The main purpose of the ar-
ticle is to analyze the nuclear and peripheral means used to
express incentive in the agitation and political discourse at
different levels of the language system including lexical,
morphological and syntactic. Sampling of the agitation-
political discourse was used to investigate the issue.

Results and Discussion. The article continues a series
of publications where the author covers the issue of means
used to express incentive in agitation and political dis-
course. Previous studies explored nuclear and peripheral
means of incentive in agitation and political discourse at the
grammatical level. It is concluded that the verbs in the
imperative mood in the second person of singular and plu-
ral forms are stated as nuclear. Other linguistic means could
be referred to as peripheral where the most commonly used
constructions include infinitives, the singular and plural
forms of the perfect verbs, the words of the category of
state, and the analytical forms of the imperative mood,
represented by the combination of a verb in the 3rd person
of singular or plural, present or future tense with particles
«xait», «uexai» (have). There are atypical compounds of
the future verbs with incentive particles «maBaii»,
«masaiite (let). [12, p. 429].

We are going to consider means used to express incen-
tive at other language levels including lexical and syntactic.

Lexical means used to express incentive. Lexical
means are considered to be the most common and produc-
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tive means used to express incentive. They can include
verbs «HakazyBatw», (command) «mpocutn» (ask),
«mporionyBati»  (offer), «pamutn» (advise), «xoTiTH»
(want), «momutny» (beg), «Bumarati» (demand) and others
in different communicative situations. For instance: IIpouty
eac He nidoasamucv Ha H#COOHI niobyprosarhs... Ilpouty
8ac, WAHOGHT YKpAiHyi, SKI NPOJICUBAIOMb HA MUMYACOBO
OKVNOBAHUX MepUMopisx, Ympumamucs 6i0 OmpUMaHHs
pociticorux nacnopmis (1. Smeshko’s post on the Facebook
social networking site); J xouy, wobu rxooicna Oumuna
Mana  HeoOXiOHI  YyMO8U ONsl  8CEOIMHO20  PO3BUMKY
(G. V. Starostenko, district 213); A 3axnuxaro scio Ypai-
Hy Monumucs, wob ye 3gepHenns Oyno 3adoeonero (by
Yulia Tymoshenko on bestowal of the ecclesiastical status
of autocephaly to the Orthodox church in Ukraine).

The political metaphor is another important lexical
means used to convey the sense of agitation. It allows to
draw an addressee’s attention to the message, to make the
presentation more appealing. It also reveals certain social
and political processes and helps to unveil some hidden
ideas, emotions and goals of politicians. A. P. Chudinov
notes that «metaphorical argumentation is constantly used
in politicians’ speech as a way of manipulating voters and
changing their political preferences» [9, p. 128]. For in-
stance, 100i 6oce Ykpaini 6ymu Oonopom cupogunu,
mananmie ma pooouux pyK Onsa po3euHymiuiux Kpain!
(from the election program of O. V. Liashko); 3namamu
xpevem xopynuii! (from V.M. Dukhno’s leaflet); Jpysi,
Xiba mu He docA2nU HElLMOBIPHO20 NPOMSALOM N SImu None-
DEOHIX POKI8, KO MU 3 6AMU PAMYSANU KPATHY 6i0 po3u-
JIeHY8AHHA, eKOHOMIKY 6i0 Konancy, mooi, KoJu 30a6aio-
o, wo 6in  Hegiogopomuuti, 60 eiunu?  (from
P. Poroshenko’s speech at the «From Kruty to Brussels»
forum); Hawa kpaina xeopa. Cumnmomie oOazamo —
Kopynuin, Opexus, nonynizm, Heeiznacmeo (from the
election program of O. V. Bogomolets); IHouunarouu saii-
MAmuch 2poMadCLKo0, a 32000M NOJIMUYHOIO OILILHICIIO
y Yepkacax, s 3po3ymie, w0 KOpynuia — uye 2iopa, uo
cuoums He auute na eynuyi bauxosil, a y én1aonux xadbine-
Max KodcHo20 cena, Mikpopaitony, micma i oonacmi (from
D. V. Kukhkarchuk’s newsletter).

In agitation-political discourse, the metaphor manipula-
tively influences the recipient. This is confirmed by most
scholars. A. M. Baranov and O. G. Kazakevych point out
that the metaphor can «prompt, influence, suggest a certain
decision and model of behavior» [1, p. 17]. Researchers
note that the presence of metaphors in agitation and politi-
cal texts appeal to the imagery of the addressees, affect
their emotions and force people to respond actively to such
constructions because of their originality and uniqueness.
For instance, I]e npami kpoku 0o momanvhoi Kaninynayii
nepeo 80po2oM, SIKY HAM HAMA2ArOMbCs ROOAMU nid coy-
com npumupennsn! (Radicalna Partia Olega Liashka news-
letter, June, 2019). Illynanvus ropynuiiinozo cnpyma
mazuymoca 3 Llenmpy — ye axcioma (from V. Duchno’s
leaflet). bacamo xmo e 6ipus, wo mu Kouce 3ickouumo 3
pociticvkoi 2azoeoi zonxu (from P. Poroshenko’s speech at
the «From Kruty to Brussels» forum.

Since the language in agitation and political texts has
some limitations, the addresser needs to make up for these
limitations by using vivid images that add expressiveness.
Therefore, idioms are of great importance in shaping agita-
tion and political discourse. Politicians use vivid and ex-
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pressive idioms to become closer to people and gain loyal-
ty, for example: Jocumov Ykpaini nacmu 3aonix. Hawa
mema — Hacmynumu Ha n’amu nidepav €gponu! (from
A. S. Gritsenko’s election program); /epoicasa mae oono-
mozmu moosim necmu ceiti xpecm (from O. V. Liashko’s
newsletter); 4 nasiwo, enacne, Yrpaini €epocoros? Adce
WIAX 00 6CMYNY 8 Hb020 He MAKUU yiice Ui ieeKull, nompe-
5y€ BE/IUKUX 3YCUJIb. Toorc uu eapma WKypKa 6UHUHKU, YU
mpeba Ham axc MaKk HAnpyscysamucs, wod cmamu 8
nepcnexmusi unenom €C? (from the newsletter of the
European Solidarity political party). The use of such idio-
matic constructions may be related to the common national
cultural forms of etiquette.

However, there are cases when idioms are translated
word-by-word from Russian into Ukrainian, although there
is a Ukrainian equivalent, for example: Mu moanu 6 200y-
6amu 8ecb C8im, a cami X00UMO 3 HPOCMAZHYHIOI0 PYKOIO
3a kpeoumamu (from O. V. Liashko’s election program). In
the Ukrainian language, this idiom sounds like «to walk
with a long hand, to begy.

Stylistically reduced vocabulary offered for an average
addressee is a productive means of incentive. Under the
influence of various factors, stylistically reduced vocabu-
lary penetrated into all spheres of communication, includ-
ing political discourse. Stylistically reduced vocabulary
performs several functions that allow first to save linguistic
effort by using shorter and more meaningful lexical units,
for example: Hixmo ne 6yoe «xomwmapumuy 6isuec (O. V.
Liashko’s newsletter). Secondly, stylistically reduced vo-
cabulary makes the language more emotional and expres-
sive, for example: Ilpezudenm mae 6ymu sicopcmxum, ane
cnpaee()fmsww, a AKWO «3axCpemuvca) — Hapod NOBUHEH
mamu  mexaumizmu  ycymenus tioco 3 nocaou (from
0. V. Liashko’s newsletter). Thirdly, it establishes contacts
with a diverse audience, for instance: Cunosi cmpyxmypu
bitbute He 6YOymb «KpUMWysamuy peioepcmeo, nooopu,
KOHmMpabanoy ma miHvboei 000pyoku, 60 6y0yms nocmas-
neni Hosoro Konemumyyicio nio peanvuuti imnepamuehu
KOHmMponb  gpomaodsancekozo  cyeninbemea  (from  Yulia
Tymoshenko’s action plan). Fourthly, it manipulates the
audience, their thoughts and choices, for instance, Mu
npomu depubany zemni (from Y. B. Derevianko’s election
program).

The use of colloquial, reduced vocabulary that violates
the formality of the statement helps the politician to con-
vince voters that the politician is available and their politi-
cal party is made up of common people, that a politician is
ready to advocate people’s rights.

Vocabulary includes abstract words, used without spe-
cific explanation and can have different meanings. They
could be emotionally positive or emotionally negative and
appeal to human values. Such vocabulary is perceived by
addressees differently; it does not have a clear meaning,
and therefore indicates the meaning that the addressee
needs in this manipulative text. For instance, Ceodooa.
Jwoouna. Hpaya. Taxumu 6ydyme 2on06Hi yinnocmi Benu-
koi Vkpainu! (from R.Bezsmertny’s election program);
Bubopu oatoms nam wanc — nogepuymu y 61aoy npoge-
ciitnicms, uecnicmo i cogicmes. I1Jo6 moduna, poouna i
Hawa Kpaina ocunu 2iono — 6 Mupi, 000pooymi i
oesneyi!(from A.S. Grytsenko’s election program); Mu
cmeopunu ceoro Jleparcagy. Mu siocmosiu ceoi Ilpasa. Mu
saxucmunu nawly Hesanexcnicmo. Hacmag uac 3pobumu
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max, wob na Hawit 3emni 0isne 3aKon — 00un Ol 6CIX.
Hacmas uac eapanmysamu Be3nexy ma gionoeumu Cnpa-
eeonueicms (from V. Nalyvaichenko’s election program);
A, Cepeini Tapyma, six cgioomutl epomadsiHun Yxpainu, sk
JIOOUHA CNpaeu, YNpaeiineyv I K MAuOYMHIU OYLIbHUK
Oeparcasu, eapanmyro: mup — ecitl Ykpaini, 006podym —
KOXCHILl YKPAIHCBKIL POOUHI, NOBA2Y — KOMHCHOMY 2pOMAOSI-
nuny Yrpainu (from S. Taruta’s election program); boe,
c60600a, cim’a i YKpaina € nausuwumu OyXO8HUMU YiH-
Hocmamu Yxpaincekoeo Hapooy. Kynemypa, nayka, 3emns
ma enachicms 008iuHO 200ysamumyms Yxpainy. Bu-
Oopuicmb, couianbha cnpaseonueicmov, 3AKOHHICHb I
apmia  3a64c0U  3aXuWaAMUMyms npaeda YKpainyie Ha
scumms, 60600y I wacma ma OGOPOHUMUMYMb CO-
oopnicme i nezanexcnicms /lepacasu. (by the «Power and
Honor» political party).

The abstract negative lexemes are also quite often found
in agitation-political texts. They usually perform an identi-
fication function, that is, help voters to decide their political
preferences. For instance, ITodamxkosuit pexem nompiono
nikgioyeamu. «Camonomiuy Ne 9 y 6wremeni (by the
«Samopomichy» political party). Hanesno, bazamo xmo 3
Hac exce 3po3ymie, wjo 6ilHa ide He auwie Ha Jlonoaci.
Bitina ioe i mym, y muny, i HaueonoHiwuii 8opoe y yii
6ilini — 0iOHicmy. bionicmos, po36umi dopocu i emuparoua
ingpacmpykmypa, oOe3npumynvni Oimu i 207100y104i
00U noxuno2o 6iky 6 cenax. Jhooei mym 6dousaromo He
Kyl [ CHapsou, a yugpu. ye 3axmapHi yinu i scebpaybra
sapnaama, ye MizepHi neucii i cmuneuoii, He NIOUOMHI
mapugu i eapmicme npodyxmis (from V. M. Sautionkov,
«Oppozytsiina platforma za zhyttia); Hauw remae na kozo
cnepmucs 8 yiil cumyayii — okpim camux cebe. Jluwe npo-
mucmasuswiy IMImayii — cnpasoicHicmy, AMOPaAIbLHOCHIE —
yinHoCcmi ma ioei, OpexHi — npasoy, Mu 3MOHCeMO nepesa-
cuysamu  Oeporcagy 6  inmepecax Jhoounu.  (from
R. Bezsmertnyi’s election program).

Thus, the lexical inventory of agitation and political dis-
course is quite diverse. Powerful incentive is realized by
abstract positive or negative lexemes, various metaphors,
idioms, spoken and stylistically reduced vocabulary.

Syntactic means of expression. Being on the periphery,
syntax-level means are more distant from the nucleus,
compared with the morphological means. They have their
own specific lexical and grammatical structure.

One of the most common means of expressing incentive
in our sampling is the way to construct a phrase as a condi-
tional sentence. These statements help the addresser to
inform the listener that a positive result to be achieved a
specific task must be performed. The addresser expects the
result to be important to the listener. That is why the listen-
er will fulfill the declared conditions in order to achieve this
result. The desired result is contained in the main part, and
the necessary action for its implementation can be found in
a subordinate clause of condition, for example: Axuo 6u 3a
besneune 006kins, conocyume 3a Ne 13 y eubopuomy oOro-
nemeni (from «Sotsialna Spravedlyvist»); Koowcna yxpain-
CbKA POOUHA 3HOBY 3MOHCE HCUMU 3AMOICHO, AKULO HOBULL
ypa0 nicas eubopie ouonums FOnis Tumowenxo. (from
«Vechirni Novyny», special Project # 7, July, 2019); Ta
AKwo 6u niompumacme moro Ilpoepamy i dogipume meni
sucoxuti nocm Ilpesudenma Yxpainu, «enimay 6yoe cuio-
Ho sacmyuena (from A. Kornatsky’s election program). In
these examples, the addresser expresses the view that pro-
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gress will be made when voters ensure that the necessary
conditions are met: they will be favorable to the candidate
and ensure that enough votes are received.

Incentive in conditional sentences may not be obvious,
but the general message of such sentences are enough to
qualify them as incentive sentences from the pragmatic
point. Conditional clauses convey a speaker’s intention to
inform the listener of the specific condition that must be
fulfilled in order to achieve or avoid the result, thereby
forcing the listener to execute it. At a formal-syntactic
level, such statements may be referred to as subordinate
clauses of purpose. For instance: Bam, warnosni eubopyi,
SAIUMUTIOCA uuile npocojiocysamu 3a Yro nOJZimul{Hy cumuy,
wo6 IOnis Tumowenxko me nmpocmo mnpoivwna y napia-
MeHm, a cmeopuaa OLIbUICHb, 3M02TA 00 '€OHamMu HABKOIO
cebe nampiomie 3a015 NPOYGIMAHHS HAUIOL OepICaAsU.
(from the special issue of the «Cherkashchyna pro golov-
ne» newspaper in Cherkasy Region, July 2019 (# 2).

The verb in the conditional mood adds polite quality to
the statement, thus hiding the urge. It should be noted that
the verbs in the conditional mood softens categorical mes-
sage even when used to express advice, request, and order.
Such sentences can be syntactically represented by elucida-
tive subordinate clauses. However, the power of performa-
tiveness in utterances such as 4 6 xomina, w06 mu 3 éamu
npocmo nozosopunu (Yulia Tymoshenko) is so great that in
this case the conditional form does not transform the utter-
ance into an irrational modality; it illustrates subjective
modality, an addresser’s attitude to the addressee, the de-
gree of politeness. It accentuates the desirability of action
while the modal meaning of the urge remains. Particle 6
(6u) expresses a non-categorical incentive in the declarative
or interrogative sentences.

Incentive may also be expressed by incomplete sen-
tences that illustrate the law of lease effort in language in
action. It excludes elements that do not affect the semantics
of expression, since they are already available in the speak-
ers' memory. In this case, only new information is empha-
sized. The campaign leaflets contain numerous incomplete
sentences where predicate components rendering incentive
are lacking. For instance: Vkpainysim — pobomy, 3apniamy
i cione ocumms! (from O. Liashko’s election program);
Hazpabosane enadoro — napooy! (by 1. Kyva); 3emns —
yKpainyam. 2. QPepmepu — 6 npiopumemi. 3. Aepomonono-
aiam — Hi. Pegepenoym! (from the leaflet of «Bat-
kivshchynay).

One part verbal sentences as specialized syntactic forms
can also express incentive. Verbs in such sentences act as
independent forms. A common feature of these sentences is
that they are impersonal (lacking subject). The relationship
between the subject and the trait is not given, and the action
indicated in the main part of the sentences is independent.

In one part verbal sentences, information about the sub-
ject can be obtained from the grammatical meaning of the
predicate and the communicative situation in which the will
is expressed. For instance, Bipro y sauy niompumxy! (by
B. Kozyr, 127th District); Bimaro 3 Pizosom Xpucmogum
ma Hosum poxom! Bipio ¢ Yrpainy! Bipio ¢ yxpainyis! (by
Yulia Tymoshenko). The presence of a semantic subject,
expressed by a personal pronoun, logically expresses the
contact between the speaker and the listener, enhances or
weakens the incentive in the utterance, for instance: Sergiy
Taruta: Cepeiti Tapyma: zapanmyto nosazy! ; A ne dyoy
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cmoamu ocmoponw. A oyoy oismu. A ady ¢ [Ipezudenmu
Vxpainu (from O. Soloviyov’s election program).

Nominative sentences as a type of one-part sentences are
another important syntactic means to render agitation func-
tion in the agitation and political discourse. The principal
part in these sentences is usually expressed by a noun or its
syntactic equivalent in the nominative case: Apmis! Mosa!
Bipa! (from P. Poroshenko’s leaflets); €ounuit 6ubip yxpa-
inyie! Pycran Kowymuncexuti («Svoboday); Hacmyn (by
A. Sadovyi); Mup ma possumox (by «Oppozytsiiny Bloc»
political party).

There are different views on nominative incentive sen-
tences. According to O. I. Smyrnytsky, being one-part is
the norm for these sentences, since the lack of the verb does
not indicate its omission; it makes a sentences of command
[8]. For instance, JIuuxo — napoonuii Ilpesudenm! (from
O. Liashko’s election program); Enepeemuuna nezanedic-
Hicmo Yxpainu (by «Narodny Front» party).

In his work V. V. Buzarov notes that from the stand-
point of the logic and grammatical theory, such incentive
constructions are two-part constructions, where the subject-
predicate relationship is specifically expressed through the
main part of the sentence. Although such sentences are one-
part sentences, their internal structure is two-part, since
they convey the idea about the subject and the predicate
through one main part that expresses incentive [3]. For
instance, Budantsev Roman Petrovych. Bionosioanwnicme,
nopsionicmo, pesynomamusticms (from the «Sluga naroduy
political party newspaper).

Incentive can also be expressed by interrogative sen-
tences. «By its semantic nature, the question inherently
contains the motive seme» [7, p.29], since the speaker
urges the interlocutor to produce some appropriate com-
municative response. In agitation and political discourse,
the interrogative sentences are used mostly as rhetorical
questions that do not need to be answered. Otherwise, a
politician may answer the question immediately, hinting at
the similarity of opinions with the addressee. For instance,
A wo mu samuuumo oimam? (0. Liashko); Xmo nocaoums
mon-kopynyionepie? («Rukh novykh syl Mikheila Saa-
kashvili»).

Let us consider another example: Xoueme noxapamu
mux, xmo eac obkpaoas? Xoueme 3mycumu ix nosepHymu
skpaodene eam i Oepxcasi? Cnpasednusozo cyoy ons llo-
pouierka, 11020 6andu ma ecix inwux? («Rukh novykh syl
Mikheila Saakashvili»). In the example, the question can be
qualified as rhetorical since the addresser expresses dissat-
isfaction with the work of the political apparatus. There-
fore, the question of whether voters want to punish, force
them (political opponents) to return the looted, does not
appear in its direct function. By asking a question the ad-
dresser tries to consolidate and encourage voters to change
the situation together. In this case, it is quite possible to
transform the interrogative sentence into a sentence with
incentive semantics: «/lokapativo mux, xmo ac obkpa-
oas! 3mycemo ix nosepnymu ékpadene y 6ac i oepicasu!
Bumaeaiimo cnpasednueoco cydy ons Ilopowenka, tioco
b6anou ma ecix inwiux!»

I. A. Demydova characterizes question-and-incentive
constructions as «a two-sided initiative language act: it
marks the beginning of linguistic interaction in a dialogic
unity, which requires an appropriate reaction from the
addressee, that is, the addressee has to perform a certain
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action or facilitate its execution to become successful» [4,
p. 71]. In addition, the question, expressed in a non-
categorical form, does not cause a negative reaction in the
addressee, which is especially important for improving the
effectiveness of agitation and political discourse.

Conclusions. The functional-semantic field of the cate-
gory of incentive encompasses various semantic shades,
which in turn are represented by various means of expres-
sion. Mastering these means is the most important factor
for a successful communication.

Using the means of expressing incentive, the addresser
wants to influence the way how the addressee forms a
certain model of the world, which may be different from
the real world picture. Morphological, lexical and syntactic
means are used not only to inform or regulates, but also to
manage the process of interaction and its final result, form-
ing the required perception of the political information by
the recipients.

The means of expressing incentive belong to different
language levels that interacting form a functional-semantic

field. The dominant aspect of the incentive field is the
morphological means that is the verb in the imperative
mood. The closest periphery of the incentive field in agita-
tion-political texts is represented by infinitive constructions,
verbs in the future perfect forms in the singular and plural
form, words of the category of state that have modal evalu-
ation when it is needed, anormative compounds of the
verbs in the future tense with the letting particles oaeail,
dasaiime.

A lot of incentive is realized by abstract lexemes of posi-
tive or negative semantics, various metaphors, idioms,
spoken and stylistically reduced vocabulary. At the syntac-
tic level, the most common means of expressing incentive
is constructing a conditional sentence. The interrogative
form used to express incentive is considered the most po-
lite, since the question formally gives the addressee the
right to refuse to perform the action. Incentive sentences
lacking verbs are widely used in agitation and political texts
and are characterized by conciseness, brightness and emo-
tionality.
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