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Having analysed a lexicon of two leaders, we can see
two facts. First, conversations on conceptual problems
in a tandem have under themselves no serious bases: the
President and the prime minister have the general
political lexicon that allows to say that the 1deological
content of speeches of leaders of so-called "security
officers" and "liberals" is very close now. Secondly:
hopes of "thaw" or "reorganization" which some pinned
and connect with a figure of the president, are a little
exaggerated or, at least, are premature. If language of
the power doesn't change, you shouldn't expect and
radical shifts in actions of her representatives.



CxeMa:

Kniouesbsie NOHsaAImMuUsS

OmHocumenbHas yacmoma
VNOMUHAHUSA yneHaMmu maHgeMma
BblgeneHHbIX Kamezopul

(za 10026 npuHamMma BcsH
COBOKYNHOCMb BblgeneHHbIX
Kamezopul B peuu Ka>kgozo)

MEABEAEB nNyTmH

MogepHusauua == 10,52 ______11,0%9%_
TpaguuyuoHHOCMbL 12,726 6,996
Csoboga 10,026 ¢ 9,026
Bnacms 14.8%% = 18,39
Bakonw 18,92%% = 18,49%
Bonss 0,626 - 1,0%%
8anag 12,5% = 12,392
Bocmok 9,32 - 7.0%%
MNHHoBauuu 0000 ! 55% 5,826
CmabunbHocmb ¢ 3,72 6,026
Nubepanuzm 1,026 3. 7%
Koncepsamuam 0,52 0,896

HMCTOUHHMK: NOACHETBI ABTOPA




Elementary identification of the President most
often meeting in official speech and the Prime
Minister of words also allows us to speak about
considerable repetitions. About two thirds of the
top officials of the state of words most
widespread in speech are 1identical. Here their
list: «mamm» * (Hereinafter: the asterisk means
that the word and all i1ts forms are considered
as one: ours, ours, ours etc.), «Poce» *, «cTtpan» *,
«pomx» *, developments, the states, dear, lives,
economy, citizens, I want, wanted. (see. Chart)



JHarpamMa:

B Pocc*, gomx*, Haw* M OcTancHoe




The noticed deviations don't reach level of the statistical
importance, 1.e. have no systematic character. Therefore, both
of them can scoop the ofticial lexicon from the same source.
This conclusion 1s confirmed also by prevalence studying in
their speech of a number of semantic categories — such, as

"modernization", "West" or "liberalism". The given
categories were declared according to the principle of
opposition - the West and the East, modernization and
traditional character, the power and freedom etc. We can't
draw a conclusion on V. Putin or D. Medvedev's any
orientation since any category considerably doesn't prevail
over another in the political rhetoric of the leader.

Results testity: speech of both heads 1s characterized
approximately by an identical combination of the allocated
categories. Even concerning the modernization which
concept of the people 1s connected only with D.A.Medvedey,
distinctions between members of a tandem are insignificant.
Very unexpectedly the liberal bias of a discourse of Putin and
traditional (if to judge on the frequency of use of such words
as the «CCCP", "coBeTcK *", «coxpanen *" and "is kept *") -
Medvedev looks, perhaps.



