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Purpose. The following work is devoted to problem of the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister, 09.04.19, discourse
pragmatic features.

Methods. The given investigation is fulfilled with the help of several methods: method of simple calculation, discourse
analysis method, method of immediate constituents, pure sampling and comparative method.

Results. The Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse is defined in the given work as a communicative action
in the House of Commons of the UK Parliament, organized in the form of parliamentary debates on Wednesday from
12-12.30 p. m. by putting questions of the MPs to the UK Prime Minister on the urgent home and outside problems for the UK
community and receiving answers for them, as the way to control the activity of the UK Government at home and abroad.
The communicators of the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse are obvious: the UK Prime Minister, MPs
and Speaker. It is pointed out that the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister resembles the fight, the battle, the sport
competition with the Speaker as a referee and with the unequal rules for the UK Prime Minister not to put questions to the MPs.

Conclusions. It is stated that the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse has the features of the political
discourse with the pragmatic purpose to get / retain the power. It is stressed that the given discourse has the features
of the institutional discourse with emphasis on the purpose, on the time and prototypical place of communication, on
its role-statute distribution of the communicators, as well as on the stereotypical way of its organization. It is pointed
out the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse is a subtype of the parliamentary debates discourse with
the communicative purpose to discuss and find solutions for the internal and external problems for the UK population within
the UK Parliament. It is stressed that the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse is an argumentative discourse
with the communicative purpose to convince the interlocutor in the correctness of the addressor view point and actions, to
convince the interlocutor in the necessity to act in the way proposed by the addressor of information. The Question Time
of the UK Prime Minister discourse is defined as a discrediting discourse with the pragmatic purpose to discredit opponents
as the way to get / retain the power in the country.

Key words: argumentative discourse, political discourse, institutional discourse, parliamentary debates discourse,
Question Time of the UK Prime Minister discourse, discrediting discourse.
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Mema. lNodaHa poboma npucesiyeHa po3anady npazsmamuyHux ocobrusocmetl duckypcy eidrnosideli [Mpem’ep-MiHi-
cmpa Criony4eHo2o Koponiecmea Ha 3anumarHs y napnameHmi 6id 04 eepecHs 2019 p.

Memodu. NodaHe 00CidxKeHHsI BUKOHAHO 3 BUKOPUCMAaHHSIM negHUX Memodig: Memody npocmoao ridpaxyHKy 0aHuXx,
mMemo0y OUCKypCHO20 aHarnisy, Memody be3rnocepedHix daHux, Memody CyuinbHOI 8UBIPKU ma MopieHsIbHO20 MeMOOYy.
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Pesynbmamu. Y mexax npogedeHo20 00crioxeHHs duckypc eidnosidel pem’ep-minicmpa Criony4eHoeo Kopo-
Jliecmea Ha 3anumaHHsl y rapraameHmi 8U3Ha4eHO SIK KoMyHikamueHy Oito 8 Nanami epomad, opaaHizosaHy y hopmi
napnameHmcbKux 0ebamis wocepedu 3 12.00-12.30 wnsxom nocmaHosku 3anumaxb 0o [pem’ep-miHicmpa 6id nap-
nameHmapie i3 HazanbHUX 308HIWHIX | 8HympiwHix npobnem 0ns crinbHomu CronyyeHo20 Koponiecmea ma Wiisixom
ompumaHHs 8idnoeideli Ha HUX 5K crocibé koHmposnoeamu disinibHicmb Ypsdy 8 Mexax KpaiHu ma 3a kopdoHoM. KomyHi-
kaHmu Ouckypcy eidnosioel [Mpem’ep-miHicmpa Criony4eHo20 Koponiecmea Ha 3anumaHHs y napnameHmi € 04e8UOHUMU:
lpem’ep-minicmp CrionyyeHo2o Koponigcmea, napnameHmapi ma cnikep. BusHayeHo, wo 6ionoeiob Npem’ep-miHicmpa
CrnionyyeHoeo Koporniecmea Ha 3anumarHs y lNapnameHmi Hazadye 6ili, 6umey, CiopmueHi 3MazaHHs1 3i Criikepom y posi
peghepi ma HepigHuMU Ons [pem’ep-miHicmpa npasunamu He cmasumu 3anumaHHs napaamMmeHmapsm.

BucHoseku. 3asHaqeHo, wo duckypc sidnosideli lNpem’ep-minicmpa Criony4yeHo2o Koponiecmea Ha 3arumaHHs y nap-
nameHmi Mae 03HaKu Moaimu4YHo20 OUCKypCy i3 npaeMamuyHo Memor ompumamu / ympumamu enady. [1iOKkpecneHo,
wo nodaHuli OUCKYPC Mae 03HaKU IHCmUmyuitiHo20 QUCKYpCYy 3 aKUeHmoM Ha Memy, Yac i mpomomurHe micye nepeby-
8aHHs1 KOMYHIKauii, 3 akueHmoM Ha cmamymHO-posIbosuUll po3rodinl KOMyHiKaHmig, Ha cmepeomurHul crocib i opaa-
Hi3auii. BiH € nidmunom AucKypcy napnameHmcbKux 0ebamig i3 KOMyHiKamueHO Memoro 0b2o8oprosamu ma 3Halimu
pilieHHs y napnameHmi Ha 308HiWHI ma eHympiwHi npobnemu 0ns HaceneHHs CronyyeHo20 Koporsiscmea. 3asHayeHo,
wo Auckypc sidnosideli lNpem’ep-miHicmpa Criony4eHo2o Kopornigcmea Ha 3anumaxHs y napraameHmi € ap2yMeHmueHUM
OUCKypCOM i3 KOMYHIKamueHOK Memoro repeKoHamu Crispo3MosHuKa y npasusibHocmi 0ymku ma diti adpecaHma iHgop-
mauji, y HeobxioHocmi dismu y criocib, 3anponoHogaHul adpecaHmom iHgpopmauji. loeo suaHauyeHo siK ducKpedumyr4ul

OucKypc i3 npazmamuyHoOr Memor AucKpedumysamu OroHeHMI8, ik ¢riocib ompumamu / ympumamu enady 8 KpaiHi.
Knrovosi cnoea: apeymeHmusHul QUCKypc, noaimuyHuUl QUCKypc, iHemumyuitHul Ouckypc, OUCKYpC naprameHm-
cbkux 0ebamis, duckypc sidnosidi [pem’ep miicmpa O6’edHaHo20 Koponiecmea Ha 3anumanHs y lNapnameHmi, duckpe-

Oumyroquti Quckypc.

Introduction

Modern life being complicated is character-
ized by the diverse number of social-cultural
spheres of human communication. This number is
constantly rising with the development of human
civilization, with the technological progress
penetrating in all the spheres of human life. As
a result of its rising, scientific interest to the dif-
ferent social-cultural spheres of human commu-
nication rises too. This interest presupposes
scientific investigation of different types of dis-
course, where discourse is determined as an inte-
grative social-cultural phenomenon of language
usage in the form of certain message (or text) in
speech chain for the communicative purpose with
its extralinguistic factors: time and place of its
occurrence, social, cultural, ideological, sexual,
ageal, political, psychological, regional, religious
and other factors of its communicators.

The given article is a further step of the polit-
ical discourse investigations in the form of Par-
liamentary debates (bacroxk, 2019; JIpsiueHko,
Xamin, 2019; 3epuenspka, 3epuenbkuii, 2004;
Kapacuxk, 2000; IT’enyx, 2016, 2017; PyxeH-
nesa, 2004; Paboxons, 2009; Illeiran, 1998;
Code of Conduct, 2015; Coxall, Robins, 1994,
2003; Forman, Baldwin, 1996). Differentiation
of the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
discourse as a sub-type of the Parliamentary
discourse and its pragmatic features investiga-
tion make the given work acute.

1. The Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister as an official process in the UK Par-
liament

The Question Time of the UK Prime Min-
ister (PMQs) is known to be an official pro-

cess of the UK Prime Minister (PM) questions
answering to the MPs (members of UK Parlia-
ment) in the House of Commons of the UK Par-
liament during the period of half of an hour each
Wednesday from 12—-12.30 p. m.

The Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
belongs to the Parliamentary debates, the offi-
cial statute of which presupposes its mass media
broadcasting within the radio, TV, internet, press
sources. As parliamentary debates, the material
of the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
receives its full transcription in the UK Parlia-
ment edition Hansard, which contains all official
reports of the parliamentary debates.

Officially, the UK Prime Minister represents
the highest organ of the executive power in
the UK — the Government, while the MPs in
the House of Commons represent the highest
organ of the legislative power in the country —
the UK Parliament.

It is normal, that representatives of the legis-
lative branch of power are to control the activity
of the executive organs of power in the form
the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister.
But some authors consider that there is no clear
power distribution into the executive and leg-
islative branches of power in the UK (Coexall,
2005: 123; Coexall, 2006: 187; PsboxoHs,
2009: 20).

Moreover, the House of Commons has limited
power, or no power at all, as the House of Lords
is responsible for bills moving and adopting
within the UK Parliament. In this case, the House
of Commons is rather an arena of Parties’ strug-
gling for power in the country (Forman: 209;
Ps6okonb, 2009: 20).
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Traditionally, the power in the UK is dis-
tributed by two main Parties: the Conservative
and Labour Party. Nowadays, the UK Govern-
ment is headed by Boris Johnsons, the representa-
tive of the Conservative Party, while Opposition
is headed by Jeremy Corbyn, the representative
of the Labour Party.

2. The Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister as a certain type of discourse

It is obvious, that the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister as a certain communicative action
within the UK Parliament is considered to be
the political, institutional and parliamentary
debates discourse.

In fact, it has the features of political discourse,
being represented by the political elite: UK Prime
Minister and MPs, and having its communicative
purpose — the fight for power (Ileiiran, 1998:
22-28; Psa6okonb, 2009: 44).

It also has the features of the institutional
discourse (Kapacuk, 2000: 37-64), having some
norms and limits of'it organization and realization.
These norms and limits are the following: role-
statute distribution of the communicators,
the purpose of communication, the prototypical
place of communication. But these norms
and limits for the Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister, in our opinion, should be enlarged
by adding the following factors: the time of its
realization, the form of its representation.

So, the Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister as an institutional discourse has its
purpose of communication — to discuss some
problems with the UK Prime Minister; its
prototypical place of communication — the House
of Commons of the UK Parliament; its role-
statute distribution of the communicators.

Thus, role-statute distribution of the
communicators of the Question Time
of the UK Prime Minister as an institutional
discourse  presupposes the role behavior
of the communicators.

So, firstly, the communicators of the Question
Time of the UK Prime Minister, the Prime
Minister and MPs, are strictly forbidden to
address each other directly, using “you”.

Secondly, the order during the Question
Time of the UK Prime Minister is regulated by
the Speaker of the Parliament.

Thirdly, the aim of the MPs is to put questions
to the UK Prime Minister and the aim of the Prime
Minister is to answer them, without putting
questions to the MPs.

As it was mentioned above, the Question
Time of the UK Prime Minister has not only
prototypical place of its realization, but also some

time limits. It occurs on Wednesday from noon to
12.30 p.m. in the House of Commons.

The other factor, which determines the
Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
as an institutional discourse, is a form of its
representation.

So, firstly, the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister presupposes the oral questioning-
answering communication, organized in the form
of parliamentary debates.

Secondly, questions to the Prime Minister are
usually tabled on a topical basis with the name
of MP, who makes a question, but without
mentioning the question itself.

We can add, that the Question Time
of the UK Prime Minister has the features
of the parliamentary debates discourse with
the communicative purpose to discuss and find
solutions for the internal and external problems
for the UK population within the UK Parliament.

Thecommunicatorsoftheparliamentarydebates
discourse fulfill the functions of the addressor
of information, while making their messages
or forming their questions to the addressee in
the Parliament, or fulfill the function of addressee,
whom the given messages are addressed. So,
the participants of the parliamentary debates have
a chance to put on different roles in the process
of the parliamentary debates communication —
the role of addressee and addressor of information,
which is natural to the communicative reality.

We can assume, that the Question Time
of the UK Prime Minister as a certain type
of parliamentary debates discourse has its own
specific features, which makes it possible to
determine it as the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister discourse.

The communicators of the Question Time
of the UK Prime Minister discourse are obvious:
the UK Prime Minister, MPs and Speaker. As it
was mentioned above, the roles of them during
the Question Time are shared: the MPs are to put
questions to the UK Prime Minister and Prime
Minister is to answer them, while the Speaker is
to regulate and to guarantee the order during this
process of parliamentary debates.

In this case, the Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister discourse is a communicative action in
the House of Commons of the UK Parliament,
organized in the form of parliamentary debates
on Wednesday from 12-12.30 p. m. by putting
questions of the MPs to the UK Prime Minister
on the urgent home and outside problems for
the UK community and receiving answers for
them, as the way to control the activity of the UK
Government at home and abroad.
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We can state that communication during
the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister is
organized in the form of polylogue with strict
limits for the UK Prime Minister only to answer
questions without putting his own questions to
the MPs.

The analysis of the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister discourse, 09.04.19, shows that
it starts in usual way by putting the normative
question for the UK Prime Minister about his
engagements for the 4-th of September, 2019:

Siobhain McDonagh (Mitcham and Morden)
(Lab)

Share

Q1. If he will list his official engagements for
Wednesday 4 September

(Parliament UK.
09-04 Debates).

The given question to Boris Johnsons is given
by Siobhain McDonagh (Mitcham and Morden),
the representative of Labour Party, whose
membership is marked in the material of transcript
as abbreviation “Lab .

The first question to the UK Prime Minister
during the Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister has its formal character, it gives
opportunity for the UK Prime Minister to express
the UK official position for the current home
and outside events:

The Prime Minister (Boris Johnson)

Share

I know that the whole House will want to join
me in paying tribute to PC Andrew Harper, who
was killed while on duty. His death and the serious
injuries sustained by PC Stuart Outten in
London and PC Gareth Phillips in Birmingham
are a powerful reminder of the dangers that
police officers face every day to keep us safe.
This morning, 1 had meetings with ministerial
colleagues and others. In addition to my duties
in the House, I shall have further such meetings
later today (Parliament UK. Commons. 2019-
09-04 Debates).

So, Boris Johnsons expresses the official
position of the Government to the current event
in the UK — the death of the police officer on
duty.

MP, who puts question to the Prime Minister,
has a chance to react the given answer by
reproducing his/ her comments. MP, who gives
the first official question to the Prime Minister,
has opportunity to give his / her comments for it
and to form another question to the PM:

So, Siobhain McDonagh (Mitcham
and Morden), who gives the first official

Commons. 2019-

question to Boris Johnsons gives his comments
and formulate his question:

Siobhain McDonagh (Mitcham and Morden)

Share

May I associate myself with the comments
about the brave acts of the police officers?
On Brexit, the former Prime Minister’s deal
was unacceptable to this House, but to leave
without a deal is unthinkable, yet the Prime
Minister pursues a game of brinksmanship
built on the livelihoods, health and future
of my constituents and our country. There is
still an option to resolve this once and for all:
if the Prime Minister really believes in no deal,
let him put it to the people and ask our people if
that is the price they want to pay (Parliament UK.
Commons. 2019-09-04 Debates).

The  parliamentary  debates  discourse
and the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
discourse as a certain type of it is considered to
be the argumentative discourse (Ps6okons, 2009:
169) with the communicative purpose to convince
the interlocutor in the correctness of the addressor
view point and actions, to convince the interlocutor
in the necessity to act in the way proposed by
the addressor of information.

It is normal, that the process of convincing
the interlocutor presupposes the argumentation
process in the form from abstract to concrete, from
concrete to abstract, in the form of associative,
descriptive and analytical arguments (benosa,
1998: 16), which may be given as the prepared
arguments or may be given spontaneously
(benosa, 1998: 95).

The analysis of the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister discourse shows that MPs prepare
their questions beforehand, their questions are
given in logical sequence from argument to
argument, from fact to fact.

Generally speaking, the argumentative
component of MPs questions consists of 2 main
elements: the question itself and the prelude
argumentative part of it as series of arguments:

Jeremy Corbyn

Share

Yesterday, it was revealed that the Prime
Minister’s negotiating strategy was to run
down the clock and that the Attorney General
told him that his belief that the EU would drop
the backstop was a complete fantasy. Are these
reports accurate, or can the Prime Minister
provide the detail of the proposals he has put
forward to the EU? (Parliament UK. Commons.
2019-09-04 Debates).

The example under consideration contains
the question itself of Jeremy Corbyn to

Bunyck 1. 2020
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the Prime Minister and his prelude arguments
for the given question in the form of Attorney
General view point about the EU backstop
dropping.

As for the Prime Minister answers, we can
add that the argumentative part of them is given
spontaneously.

The analysis of the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister discourse shows that it is rather
discrediting than argumentative discourse.

We can state that the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister in the House of Commons resembles
the fight, the battle between the UK Prime Minister
and the MPs, each of them tries to win the victory
of it — to discredit each other. But this fight is
not contacting by using the physical forces, but
mental one by using the rhetorical forces, by
appealing to the emotions and feelings, values
and wishes of the people —the inhabitants of the UK,
the UK potential voters — who are not the direct
communicators of the Question Time of the UK
Prime Minister discourse, but the potential ones,
whom this action is addressed.

We canassume, that the fight, the battle between
the UK Prime Minister and the MPs resembles
the sport competition which is organized
according to some rules of the communicators
behaviour with the Speaker of the Parliament as
a referee:

[Interruption]

Mr Speaker

Share

Order. Forgive me for interrupting, Prime
Minister, but there is a long way to go and a lot
of questions to be reached. The questions must be
heard, and the Prime Minister’s responses must
and will be heard (Parliament UK. Commons.
2019-09-04 Debates).

The difference between the battle in the House
of Commons and sport competition is focused on
the fact that opponents of the sport competition
have the same rights, while the Question Time
of'the UK Prime Minister battle presupposes some
limits of the UK Prime Minister behaviour to put
questions to the MPs, which makes the position
of the opponents, in some way, unequal.

We can state that the discrediting vector
of the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
discourse is enlarged by fact of the Conservative
and Labour Party struggling for power in
the country. So, the UK Prime Minister as
representative of the Conservative Party’ is
opposed to the Labour Party MPs. That is way it
is normal that the number of questions given by
the representatives of the Conservative Party to
the UK Prime Minister is lower than the number

of questions given by the opponents — the
representatives of the Labour Party:

Jeremy Corbyn

Share

My first question to the Prime Minister,
and no_answer given! I asked what proposals
had been put to the EU. We asked yesterday —
many colleagues asked — and he seems utterly
incapable of answering. Any rational human
being would assume therefore that none have
been put and there is no answer (Parliament UK.
Commons. 2019-09-04 Debates).

The given example shows an attempt
of the Head of Opposition in the Parliament
Jeremy Corbyn to discredit the UK Prime
Minister, to show him as incompetent person.

The same tendency to discredit opponents we
can observe within the UK Prime Minister Boris
Johnsons’ answers to the MPs:

The Prime Minister

Share

I really do not see how with a straight face
the right hon. Gentleman can accuse anybody
of being unwilling to stand up to scrutiny when
he will not agree to submit his surrender Bill
to the verdict of the people in an election. He is
frit; he is frightened (Parliament UK. Commons.
2019-09-04 Debates).

So, the given example shows, thatthe UK Prime
Minister tries to discredit the Head of Opposition
Jeremy Corbyn by paying attention to his immoral
feature of being coward.

All in all, the Question Time of the UK Prime
Minister discourse is rather discrediting than
argumentative one, the aim of it is not to appeal to
logical items—factsand arguments—buttoillogical
ones — feelings and emotions of the people.

Conclusions

Summing up the material, we can state that
the Question Time of the UK Prime Minister
discourse, being determined as a certain type
oftheparliamentarydebatesdiscourse,hasthefeatures
of the political, institutional, parliamentary debates,
argumentative and discrediting discourse with
the pragmatic purposes to convince the interlocutor
in the correctness of the addressor view point
and actions, to convince the interlocutor in
the necessity to act in the way proposed by
the addressor of information, with the pragmatic
purpose to discredit opponents as the way to get
the power.

It is prospective to investigate the discrediting
techniques of the given discourse, as well
as the ways of their verbalization. It is also
important to pay attention to the stylistic features
of the given discourse.
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