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B cTaTbe aHanM3upyTCca KNI0YEBbIE aCMNEKTbI COLMONINHI-
BUCTUYECKUX UCCieqoBaHMi, 0GEKTOM KOTOPbLIX SBJIS—
€eTCs A3bIKOBOM OMbIT FNYXUX Noaein. ABTOpbI paccMaTpu-
BalOT NCTOPUIO PA3BUTUA COLMOSIMHIBUCTUKIN XXECTOBbLIX
S13bIKOB 1 aHANT3NPYIOT COBPEMEHHbIE MEeTO0/10rYeckme
noaxodsl M HanpasneHnsa. 3Ta 061acTb IMHIFBUCTUKU
XXECTOBbIX 13bIKOB POKYCMPYETCS Ha BapUaTMBHOCTMU, A3bl-
KOBbIX KOHTaKTax, NAeonorusix A3blka, OTHOLLEHUM K S3bIKY,
OUNNHIBU3ME N MYTIBTUITMHIBU3ME B COOOLLIECTBaX MTyXUX.
0630p BKJIKOYAET B CeOS1 COLMONIMHIBUCTUYECKNE UCCTE—
[oBaHWs 3apyOeXHbIX YUYEHbIX, @ TakXe NoavyepkmBaeT
BHOBb BO3HUKAOLLMIA MHTEPEC K COLMOIMHIBUCTUYECKNM
acneKkTam B pOCCUINCKOM Hayke 1 obulecTtse. Ocoboe
BHMMaHWEe aBTOPbI YAENUIN TOMY, KaK NepeoCMbICISIETCA
COBPEMEHHAas KOHLEMLUSA A3bIKOBOW HOPMbI M Onucanm
HOBbI NOAX04, K U3YUEHMIO A3blka rNyxux — Crip linguistics.
Tako noaxon, akTyarsieH B NepByto ovepenb 415 onucaHmsa
OTHOLLEHMS CNbILLALLMX K A3bIKY MYXUX: KaK XX€CTOBOMY,
Tak U1 K X 3ByYaLlein U MMCbMEHHOW peun.
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BeBepgeHue

Mccnenysa A3bIKOBOM ONbIT FYXUX, MIMHIBUCTUYECKas HaykKa Tpa-
JULMOHHO yaensana BHMMaHMe B NepBYIo ouepenb XXeCTOBbIM
s3blkaMm. [10 TOMY Xe NPUHLUMNY COBPEMEHHbIE COLMONNHIBUCTU-
Yeckue uccregoBaHnsa paccMmaTprBaoT CoLyalbHble acneKThbl
KOMMYHUKaLUMN FIYXUX MPENMYLLLECTBEHHO B OTHOLLIEHUM XXECTO -
BbIX I3bIKOB 1 UX YNOTPeb1eHns BHYTPpW coobLLecTB" %3, B aTol
cTaTbe Mbl paccMaTprBaeM COBPEeMEHHbIE MOAXO0AbI U KOHLLEeNUMn
B COLMOJSTIMHIBUCTUKE A3bIKa MYXUX U CTPEMUMCSH PacLUNPUTb
npegmeT nccnenoBaHnsa COLMONMHIBUCTUYECKNX acMNeKTOB A3blKa
FNYXMX, BKJIIOYMB B HEFO 06CYXAeHNs 3ByYaLLle MoOaaslbHOCTM
(cm. pasgen «Crip linguistics: nepeocmMbiC/IeHUe HOPMbI»). Takon
rnoaxom, nogvyepknBaeT MyNbTUMOLANbHYIO MPUPOOY A3bIKa, KOTO—
pYyo COBPEMEHHAs NIMHIBUCTUKA CHYNTAET HEOTbEMIIEMOIN YePTO
A3LIKOBOIO OOLLEHUSA KaK CrblluaLLmx®®, Tak n rnyxux®’. Takxe Mbl
aHann3npyem NOHATUE «A3bIKOBOI HOPMbI» B KOHTEKCTE COLMO—
JIMHFBUCTUYECKUNX NCCNnegoBaHnii, yumTbliBas posib MysbTUMOaa b
HOCTU N A3bIKOBOIO KOHTaKTa MeXay XeCTOBbIMU 1 3BYYaLLMMN
SA3bIKaMW.

COLMOJIMHIBUCTUKA XXECTOBbIX A3bIKOB

[MepBble NMMHIBUCTUYECKUE NCCIIEL0BAHNSA XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB
NosIBUNNCH B cepeanHe XX Beka bnarogaps padotam Yunbama
CTtoykun. B1960-x rogax ero peBoniouoHHaa padota «CTpyKTypa

1 Woodward J. C. Implications for sociolinguistic research among the deaf // Sign
Language Studies.—1972. —N¢1.—P.1—7.

2 Lucas C. The Sociolinguistics of Sign Languages. — Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 2001. — 259 p.

3  Kusters A, Lucas C. Emergence and evolutions: Introducing sign language
sociolinguistics ~ Journal of Sociolinguistics. — 2022. —N° 26 (1). — P. 84—98.

4 Kubpuk A. MynbTMoganbHasa NIMHMBUCTUKA /~/ KOTHUTUBHbIE MCCNEeA0BaHUSA. —
2010. —N24. — C.134—152.

5  Scollon R. Multimodality and the language of politics // Encyclopedia of
Language and Linguistics / ed. by K. Brown. — 2nd ed. — Oxford: Elsevier, 2006. —
P.386—387.

6  Kubpuk A. MynsTUMOganbHasa IMHIBUCTUKA // KOFHUTUBHbIE UCCNEOOBaHUA. —
2010. —N24. — C. 134—152.

7 Henner J,, Robinson O. Unsettling languages, unruly bodyminds: Imagining a Crip
linguistics /~/ PsyArXiv Preprints. —2021. —P. 1-37.
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XXECTOBOI0 si3blka: 0030pP BU3YyasibHOW CUCTEMbI KOMMYHUKaLIUM
aMepPUKaHCKUX Myxmnx»8 onposepriia MHEeHME O TOM, YTO XXEeCTOBbIE
A3bIKN NPeacTaBNsAlT COO0V YNPOoLLEHHbIE GOPMbI 3BYYaALLMNX A3bI—
KOB U/ BOBCE He ABNSA0TCSH A3bIKOBOI cUCTEMOWN. [Mo3xe [xeinmc
Bynsappa®, Po66u1H 53TTUCOH™, HoHcK dpuibepr", Cbto3aH du-
Lep™ n gpyrme uccnepoBartenu caenanu s3HaunTenbHblii BKNag,

B UICTOPUYECKYIO N COMOCTaBUTESIbHYIO JIMHIBUCTUKY XECTOBbLIX
S13bIKOB. 9TM PabOoThl PaACLUMPUIIM MOHMMaHME Pa3BUTUA U 3BOJTIO—
LIM XKECTOBBIX SI3bIKOB, a TaKXe X B3auMOOENCTBUA C ApYTr MMM
A3blkaMu. BMecTe ¢ TeM BO BTOPOWM NoJioBUHE XX Beka noasunach
oToenbHaa akagemuyeckas gucumnnnHa — Deaf Studies™ ™, B pam—
Kax KOTOPOM nccnenyroTcs pasinyHble acreKTbl XXU3HU My XUX
mopgen. C pasBUTUEM JIMHIBUCTUKU XXECTOBLIX A3bIKOB 9TO Hanpas-
NleHne nccnegoBaHuii CTaHOBUIOCH 601ee MeXaNCUUNIIMHAPHbLIM
N UHKJTIO3MBHBLIM. YUYEHbIE NPU3HaNIN BaXHOCTb BKJIIOUEHUS B UCCNne-
J0OBaHNsA pa3HO0OPa3HOro onbiTa FyxXux nogein. MayuyeHume xecto-
BbIX 513bIKOB CTa/10 TECHO CBA3AaHHLIM C BONMpocaMn UAEHTUYHOCTU
W KYNbTYPbI FYXUX.

MosaBneHue XeCcToBOW IMHIBUCTUKW COBMaso C akTUBHLIM POCTOM
MHTEepeca K COUMOJIMHIBUCTUYECKUM MccrnegosaHuam B 1960-x
n1970-x rogax, N0OSTOMY B 9TOT MNepmoL B XXECTOBOMN JIMHIBUCTUKE
NMyoNMKYIOTCSA HOBATOPCKME paboThl MO N3YUYEHUIO COLLMOTMHIBU—

8  Stokoe W. C. Sign language structure: An outline of the visual communication systems
of the American Deaf / Journal of Deaf Studies and Deaf Education. — 2005. —
Ne10 (1). — P. 3—37.

9  Woodward J. Attitudes toward deaf people on Providence Island: A preliminary
survey /~ Sign Language Studies. —1972. —N°1.—P. 1—7.

10 Battison R, Jordan I. K. Cross-cultural communication with foreign signers: Fact and
fancy ~ Sign Language Studies. —1976. —N210 (1). — P. 53—68.

11 Frishberg N. Arbitrariness and iconicity: Historical change in American Sign
Language #~ Language. —1975. —N° 1. — P. 696—719.

12  Fischer S. Sign languages and Creoles #~ Understanding Language Through Sign
Language Research / ed. by P. Siple. —New York: Academic Press, 1978. — P. 309—
331.

13  Higgins P, C. Outsiders in a Hearing World: A Sociology of Deafness. — Beverly Hills:
SAGE Publications, 1982. — 205 p.

14 Panara R. Deaf Studies on the English Curriculum. Presented at the Council of
American Instructors of the Deaf (CAID). —1985. — P. 1-17. URL: https:/repository.rit.
edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1696&context=other.
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CTUYECKUX acreKToB, 06 bACHAIOLLUX BAPUATUBHOCTb B )KE€CTOBbIX
A3bIKax'™s®,

CoBpemMeHHbIe Noaxoabl U OCHOBHbIE HanpaBJ1IEHUSA
nccrnenosaHum

WcenepoBaTeny B 06/1aCTU COLUMONTMHTBUCTUKN UCMOSb3YIOT pasnny-—
Hble MeTobl B CBOel paboTe. B nepBbiX UCCNea0BaHUAX XECTOBbIX
A3bIKOB 3a4aCTYI0 MCMOJIb30BAIUCh OMPOCHUKN, B KOTOPbIX MTYXUX
HOCUTeel NPOCUY NoKasaTb NepeBo, MMCbMEHHbIX CTUMYJIOB.
Takoi cnoco6 c6opa JaHHbIX He NOAXoAUT ANA BapnaTUBHOCTU

B XECTOBOM $13bIKE V1 MOXET NPUBECTUN K aKTUBHOMY NMPOHNUKHOBEHWIO
ABNEHUIn N3 3ByYvaLLero s3blka, Ha KOTOPOM NpeacTaB/ieH TeKCT A5
nepeBoa, B CTPYKTYPY XECTOBOIO.

Bckope uccnegosaTtenn Havyaam MCNoNb30BaTh METOAbl SNIMLIMTALIUN,
nogpasymeBatoLme 6onee eCTeCTBEHHbIV NPOLECC MOPOXAEHUSA
A3blka. OQHUM U3 aKTUBHO pPa3BMBAIOLLMXCA HanpaBeHW B XXECTOBOW
JIMHFBUCTUKE B LESIOM ABAAETCS KOPrycHas IMHIBUCTUKA. B pamkax
9TOro HanpaBfIEHUA YYEHbIE OOKYMEHTUPYIOT U aHHOTUPYIOT CIOHTaH—
Hble Ouanoru 1 HappaTyBbl, B TOM YNCIe Ha XXECTOBbIX s3blKaX. Kop-—
MycHasi XxecTtoBasi IMHIBUCTMKA OTYaCTn o6d3aHa CBOUM NOABNEHNEM
nepBbIM COLUMONMHIBNCTaM, N3y4aloLLMM BapMaTUBHOCTb B XXECTOBbIX
A3blKax, Takum Kak Ceiin Jlykac”. MNpodeccop MannoaeTckoro yHu-
BepcuTeTa Jlykac 1 ero Konneruv nosioXxuanm Ha4yano macLuTabHbIM
ncenegoBaHUAM COLMONMHIBUCTUYECKON BapuaTUBHOCTU B XXECTO—
BbIX A3blkax™®. Ix KHUra «CoLNONMHrBucTMYecKas BapnaTuBHOCTb

B aMEPUKaAHCKOM XeCTOBOM f3blke»'® (2001) 3agana BbICOKYIO MaHKy

15 Woodward J, Erting C., Oliver S. Facing and hand(l)ing variation in American Sign
Language phonology # Sign Language Studies. —1976.N210 (1). — P. 43—51.

16 Aramburo A. J. Sociolinguistic aspects of the Black Deaf community / The
Sociolinguistics of the Deaf Community / ed. by C. Lucas. — San Diego, CA: Academic
Press, 1989. — P.103—119.

17  Johnston T., Schembri A. Corpus analysis of sign languages // Encyclopedia of
Applied Linguistics / ed. by C. A. Chapelle — Chichester: Wiley-Blackwell, 2013. —
P. 479—501.

18 Lucas C., Bayley R., Valli C., Rose M., Wulf A. Sociolinguistic variation // The
Sociolinguistics of Sign Languages. — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2001. —P. 61—111.

19 Ibid.
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0151 nocneayowmx nccnegoBaHuii B ninaHe MeToaonormm n BeloOpKu.
K npumepy, 4518 aHannsa sapuaTmMBHOCTM xecTta MYXO0W B amepu-
KaHCKOM >XXeCTOBOM fA3bIKe Oblin cobpaHbl 16000 cnyyaeB MCNONb30-
BaHWS 9TOrO XecTa B XeCToBow peun 207 rnyxXmx ns ceMmum permoHoB
CLLA. Basa gaHHbIX Jlykaca v ero Kosnser Tak>e cogepxxana MHpop-
MaLuo O reHaepHOM, BO3PaCTHOW, paCcoBOIN 1 KNACcCOBOW NMpUHaaiex-—
HOCTW FYyXUX, a XeCTbl OblIN pa3MeyeHbl Tak, YTOObl MOXHO ObINO
pPacCcMOTPETb pa3HbIe TUMMbl BaApUaTUBHOCTU (HAnpuMep, Ha ypoBHE
OT[EJIbHbIX XXEeCTOB UM CUHTAKCUYECKUX CTPYKTYP B NPEOSI0XKEHUAX).
PaboTa ¢ TaknMm gaHHbIMM MO3BOMAAET MCMNOJIb30BATb METOAbl MaTe-
MaTUYECKOWN CTaTUCTUKK, NO3BOSIAIOLLME BKOYATbL OJHOBPEMEHHO
HECKOJIbKO MePEMEHHbIX, B TOM UYNCSIE MHOMOMEPHbIN CTaTUCTUYE -
CKUii aHanM3. B nocnenyowmx MmacLluTabHbIX NCCNegoBaHNAaX Apyrnx
>XXECTOBbIX A3blKOB MCMNO/b30BaIMCh aHANOMMYHbIA AM3aiH U MeTos,
nccnegoBaHuii. Tak, MHOrOMepHbIil CTaTUCTUYECKMIA aHa M3 Ha 6a3e
BMOE03anncen pasroBopoB Ha aBCTPaIMACKOM M HOBO3ETaHACKOM
XEeCTOBbIX A3blIKaX NO3BOJINS1 OLLEHUTb BIIMAHUE KaK COLMalibHbIX
(Hanpumep, BO3PAacCT U MOJ), Tak U NMIMHIBUCTUYECKNX (ACCUMUNALNS
0JJHOI O N3 KOMMOHEHTOB XecTa) GpakTOPOB Ha BapuaTUBHOCTBH?,

Co BpeMeH NepBbixX MacluTabHbIX UCCNeaoBaHNii B aMepuUKaHCKOM
>KECTOBOM SA3bIK€ OCHOBHbIM HanpassieHMeM COLUMONNHIBUCTUYECKNX
MCCrief0BaHUN XXECTOBbLIX A3bIKOB ABNAETCSH BapuaTMBHOCTb Ha pas—
JINYHBIX YPOBHAX A3blKa: POHONOrMYECKOM, MOPHOSI0rM4eCKOM, CUH—
TaKCUYECKOM U NNIeKCNYECKOM?', 9Ta BapUaTUBHOCTb MOXET 3aBUCETb
Kak OT coumarnbHbIX, Tak U OT JIMHFBUCTUYECKNX paKTopoB. Coumarb-
Hble GaKTOPbI B MMTEpaType Mo XeCTOBbIM A3blkaM BK/IOYalOT B ceos
BCe Te pakTopbl, KOTOPLIE pacCMaTpPUBaET COLMOSIMHIBUCTVIKA 3BYYa—
LLIMX A3BIKOB: PErmoH, BO3pacT, MNoJ1, STHUYeCKas NpuHag1eXxXHOCTb M CO-
LLMOKY/bTYPHBIN Kiacc. OgHaKo 0COB6EHHOCTU A3bIKOBOI 1 KYJTbTYPHOWM
XKNU3HU FYXUX TPEBYIOT BKITIOUEHUS B UCCeaoBaHMa U Apyrnx, cneuy-
PUYHBIX 419 COOBLLECTB rNyXux, GakTOPOB: AaHHbIX O LLKOJSIE N O A3bl—
KOBOM cTaTtyce pogutenewn. Npumepom ¢oHOI0rMyecKom sBapnaTme-
HOCTW SIBJIAETCA MSMEHEHME NoKanmnsauum xXecTa. Tak, xxect 3HATb

20 SchembriA., McKee D, McKee R., Pivac S., Johnston T., Goswell D. Phonological
variation and change in Australian and New Zealand Sign Languages: The location
variable /7 Language Variation and Change. —2009. —N¢ 21 (2). — P. 193—231.

21 Kusters A, Lucas C. Emergence and evolutions: Introducing sign language
sociolinguistics. ~/ Journal of Sociolinguistics. —2022. —N¢ 26 (1). — P. 84—98.
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B aMEPUKAHCKOM XXECTOBOM A3bIKE TPAANLIMOHHO BbIMOJSIHAETCA Y 163,
HO CYLLLECTBYET U1 GOHOJIOrMYECKUIN BApPUAHT 3TOI0 XECTa, KOTOPLIN
MUCNOJSHAETCH Y WEeKn?2, CornacHoO AaHHbIM N3 aMEPUKaHCKOro XXecTo-
BOIO AA3blKA, TAKOE «MOHMXEHMe» XXecTa HabNiogaeTCcs pexe B peyun
rNyXux geTei rnyxux poauTtenei. 3To npumMmep BAUAHUA coLmasibHoro
dakTopa (A3LIKOBOIo N/ CIyX0OBOIro cTaTtyca poauTenien) Ha sapma-
TUBHOCTb. I3MeHeHue nokanusawuum Ha 6051ee HU3KYH0 TakXXe MOXeT
ObITb CBSI3AHO C JIMHIBUCTUYECKMMM PaKTopaMn: B aBCTPAJIUACKOM

M HOBO3€eNaHCKOM XECTOBbIX A3blKaxX Mpv MOHMXXEHUN UrpatoT POJib
rpammMaTmnyeckune NpnaHakm xecTta (K Kakoi 4acTu peym OH OTHOCUT—
Cs) M yacToTa ero yrnoTpedbneHnsa — ecrnn XecT ABNAeTCs YaCTOTHbIM
CYLLECTBUTENbHbBIM U INIAarosioM, TO MOHUXXEHME BCTPeYaeTCs valle.

B TO e BpeMms coupanbHble GakTopbl TOXE MMEIOT S3HAYEHUE: XXEHLLUHBI
13 60JIbLUMX FOPOA0B YaLLe UCMOJSTHAIOT XeCT ¢ 60osiee HU3KOoM NoKanu-
3auueir?®, Takum o6pasom, cpeam pakToPOB A3bIKOBOIr0 BapbUPOBaHUSA
B XX€CTOBbIX fI3blKaX OTMEeYaloTCs Kak GakTopsbl, paccMaTpmBaemMble

B nTepaType no 3ByYallym s3blkam?+2°, Tak U pakTopsbl, crieumnpude-
CKMe 015 XXeCTOBbIX A3bIKOB (TUM LLUKOJbI, HANMJYMe ryxXmx poguTtenei).

CoUMONMMHIBUCTLI BbIOENAIOT 1 gpyrue cneumdunyeckme oco6eHHOCTU
XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB, BINAIOLLIME HE TOJIbKO HA BapMaTUBHOCTb BHYTPU
A3blKa, HO M Ha APYrmMe COLMOIIMHIBUCTUYECKNE aCMNeKTbl X yrno-—
TpebneHusi N cyLecTBOBaHUS (Hanpumep, Ha OTHOLLEHNE K A3bIKY).
JIMHFBUCTUYECKUIA N NPaBOBOM CTATYC XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB 40/1r0e
BpemMs He Obl1 onpeaeneH Ha rocyaapCcTBEHHOM M CoUManbHOM YPOB-—
He BO MHOIMX cTpaHax 1 coobliecTBax. JOMUHMPOBaHME YCTHOIO
MeToaa B 06pasoBaHnmM IMyXmUx 1 HeonpeaeseHHbl NpaBoBOW CcTaTyc
BJIMAIOT HA MHOIrMe HanpaBfeHNA B USYYEHUUN My XOThbl U A3bIKa MYyXUX,

22 Lucas C, Bayley R, Valli C., Rose M., Wulf A. Sociolinguistic variation // The
Sociolinguistics of Sign Languages. — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2001.—P.61—111.

23 Schembri A., McKee D, McKee R, Pivac S., Johnston T., Goswell D. Phonological
variation and change in Australian and New Zealand Sign Languages: The location
variable ~/ Language Variation and Change. —2009. —N° 21 (2). — P. 193—231..

24 Schembri A., Johnston T. Sociolinguistic aspects of variation and change / Sign
Language: An International Handbook / ed. by R. Pfau, M. Steinbach, and B. Woll. —
New York: Mouton De Gruyter, 2012. — P. 788—816.

25 Lucas C, Bayley R, Valli C., Rose M., Wulf A. Sociolinguistic variation // The
Sociolinguistics of Sign Languages. — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2001.—P. 61—111.



CcTp.174 Uccnepys coo6LLecTBo Paspgen lll: A3bIK
rnyxux:1

B TOM YMCJie Ha COUMONIMHIBUCTUYECKME UCCeaoBaHus. Hanpumep,
LeHTpa/lbHOe MEeCTO BO MHOIMMX COLIMOSTIMHIBUCTUYECKNX paboTax
3aHMMAaET A3bIKOBOM KOHTAKT MeX/1y XeCTOBbIMU 1 3BYYaLLMMU A3bl—
Kamu, a Tak>Xe OTHOLLEHME K XXEeCTOBOMY A3blKY B O6LLECTBE. 3TU TEMbI
TaKXe CTaHOBATCA BaXXHbIMU AN19 06CYXAeHUA Ha MeX,OyHapOOHbIX
KOHMEPEHLIMAX U KOHIpeccax MeXaAyHapoaHbIX OpraHn3auuii rnyxmx.

0Ocob60€e MecTO B COLIMOJIMHIBUCTUYECKO HayKe 3aHMMaloT npoobe-
Mbl A3bIKOBOM MOE0JI0IMMN 1 OTHOLLEHUS K A3bIKY (language attitudes).
OTuU paboThl BK/IOYAOT B ceba 00CcyXaeHne NpeacTaBNeHnin O A3blke
M OTHOLLEHWS K A3blKy B ooulecTBe. [Jo 1860~-X I'T. rnyxoTa B 3anagHom
o6LecTBe BOCNPUHMManacb Kak HE4OCTaTOK, U30NNPYIOLLNIA My -
XX OT OCTalIbHbIX YNIEHOB XPUCTMAHCKOIro COO0OLLECTBa, a 3aTemM —
OT HauMwr?®, HecmoTps Ha To, UTO ¢ Havana XVl Beka B EBpone Obiso
YUpEXOEHO HECKOJBLKO LLUKOM OJ19 My XX, Y>Ke BO BTOPOW MNoJsIoBUHE
XIX BeKa XecToBble A3blKM CTalIM UICKOPEHATb N3 CUCTEMbI 06pa-—
30BaHNA?’. Ha OTHOLLIEHKME K XXeCTOBbIM fA3blKaM OKa3asnu BnsiHue
MPUHUMIMbI, CBSA3aHHbIE C TEOPUE eCTECTBEHHOIo 0T6oPa 1 9BOJIIO-
LMW, B rnasax yyeHblX 1 negaroro.s TOro nepuoga >XecToBble A3blKK
paccmaTpumBasiMCb Kak paHHss popmMa a3blka, M3 KOTOPOW pas3BuMinch
«Bosiee UMBMIN30BaHHbIE» 3ByYaLLMe A3bIKW. [lepexon K YCTHOMY
MeToay?® B 1880-x npeacTaBnsasca HayUHbIM JOCTUXEHUEM, NMPO—
rPECCUBHBLIM LLIAroM B 9BOJIIOLIUN, MEPEXOAOM OT apXanyHOCTU K LIN-
BMn3aLmmn. KpomMme Toro, USMeHeHUIo NneaarorMyeckom napaanrmel
Ccnoco6CcTBOBANM MOMNTUYECKNE NOEOTOr MK HaLMIA, KOTOPbIE CTpe—
MWUJTUCb K 06beanHEHNIO BHY TPU CBOMX rpanuL,. Tak, B CLUA nocne
MoaxxgaHCKO BOMHbI CTOPOHHUKM YCTHOIO METO4a CpaBHUBauU
COOOLLLECTBA MYXMX C UMMUIPAHTCKMMKM COOOLLECTBaMU, HY XAt -
LWMUNCA B aCCUMUNSALNN, @ XXECTOBbIN A3bIK CUNTASICS YIPO30M
HauMoHanbHOMY eguHCTBY?®. CerogHsa, HeCMOTPS Ha TO, YTO XXEeCTO—

26 Baynton D. C. A silent exile on this Earth: The metaphorical construction of deafness
in the nineteenth century // American Quarterly. —1992. —N° 44 (2). — P. 216 —243.

27 McBurney S. L. History of sign languages and sign linguistics /~ Sign Language: An
International Handbook / ed. by R. Pfau, M. Steinbach, B. Woll. — Berlin and New York:
Mouton De Gruyter, 2012. — P. 909—948.

28 YCTHbIi METOO,— METOA, B OCHOBE KOTOPOI0 NIEXUT 06YyYeHME MyXux apTUKYNaumm
3BYKOB M CJI0B 3BYYaLLEro A3blka, YTEHUIO MO rybam v «passutmne» cnyxa.

29 McBurney S. L. History of sign languages and sign linguistics /~/ Sign Language: An
International Handbook / ed. by R. Pfau, M. Steinbach, B. Woll. —Berlin and New York:
Mouton De Gruyter, 2012. —P. 909—948.
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Bble S3bIKV/ NPU3HAaHbI MOJIHOLLEHHBIMU 0O bEKTaMN JIMHFBUCTUYECKMNX
nccnenosaHuii U Noay4vYnnin opuumanbHoe NnpusHaHMe Ha ypoBHe
rocygapcTB M MEeCTHbIX COOOLLLECTB, MO3ULIM YCTHOIO MeToaa Bce
elle cunbHbl. MegmMuMHCKasa KOHLENUMS My X0oThl, KOTOpas GOKyCcupy-
eTCA Ha rnyxoTe Kak Ha 601e3HU 1 MaToNornm, TPEBYIOLLMX «KOPPEK—
Lnn»°, Bce eLle pacnpocTpaHeHa BO MHOMMX chepax XUSHU TNYXUX.
B TO Xe Bpems HaunHas co BTOPOW NOI0OBUHBLI XX BEKaA B akagemMn-—
YeCKoi cpene NoBbICUIOCh BHUMAHME K XXeCTOBbIM A3blKamM, NOSABUN—
JINCb coumasibHasa 1 KynbTypHaa KOHUENUWW rnyXoThl (CpaBHeHne
pa3HbIX KOHLLEeMNMUUiA MOXHO HaiiTu B paboTe BonbluakoBa®). Takum
006pa30oM, OTHOLLEHME K MyX0Te N A3bIKY IyXux B 06L1ecTBe, chepax
06pas3oBaHNs U NOMTUKM U B aKaaeMUYeCKo cpeae He coBnagano.
NMoaTomMy COLUMOSNIMHIBUCTUYECKME NCCNELOBaAHUNA C HAa4Yana CBOero
CYLLEeCTBOBaHMS ObINIM COCPEeaoToYeHbl BO MHOMOM Ha BOMpOcax

O CcTaTyCe XeCTOBbIX A3bIKOB M0 OTHOLLEHUIO K A3bIKY OOMUHUPYIO—
Lero oéLecTBa U NogvYepKmBan 3HaUYMMOCTb TakMX GaKTOPOB, Kak
pa3HO00pa3HbIN A3bIKOBOW M 00pa30BaTENbHbIM OMNbIT MYXUX NIOOEN.

f13bIKOBbIE UAEO0NIOM NN U A3BIKOBO KOHTAKT

KecToBble S3bIKM — 3TO A3bIKU YCTOMUYMBBLIX COOOLLECTB rMyXux. B 3aBu-
CUMOCTM OT coumanbHbIX GaKTOPOB, MPUBOLALLMX K UX MOABIIEHUIO, XXe-
CTOBbIE A3bIK1 OENATCA Ha OEePEBEHCKUE XECTOBLIE A3LIKU (Village sign
languages) n XXeCcToBble A3blKWM COOBLLECTB rNyxux (Deaf community
sign languages)®. Kaxaplih N3 9TUX ABYX TUMOB $I3bIKOB OT/INYA0T 0CO-
Oble couparnbHble XapakTEPUCTUKIN. B cnyyvae ¢ AepeBeHCKUMM XXECTO—
BbIMW A3bIKaMW OHW BOSHUKAIOT B HEGObLUMX COOBLLECTBAX, KOraa Tam
poXxpakTca rnyxue getu, YyacTo BCIeACTBUE KPOBHOPOACTBEHHbIX
OpakoB. 3TN COOOLLLECTBA XapaKTEPUIYIOTCSA TECHBIMM CBA3AMW U 6OSb-
LUMM NPOLEHTOM BNaAeoLLMX XECTOBbIM A3bIKOM ChbiLLaLLLMX33, XXecTo-

30 bosbluakos H. B. OT gesmaumm K UAEHTUYHOCTU: TpaHCchopMaLUma HayYHbIX
noaxoa0B K NOHUMaHUIO ryX0oThl // JKypHan CoLMonorum n coumanbHom
aHTpononorun. —2016. — T. XIX. —N2 2 (85). — C. 160—174.

31  Tam xe.

32 Meirl, Sandler W., Padden C., Aronoff M. Emerging sign languages ~/ The Oxford
Handbook of Deaf Studies, Language, and Education / ed. by R. van Dijk, C. Nelson,
A.Postma, J. van Dijk, M. Marschark, P. Spencer. — Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2010.— P. 267—280.

33 De Vos C., Pfau R. Sign language typology: The contribution of rural sign languages ~/
Annual Review of Linguistics. —2015. — N1 (1). — P. 265—288.
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Bbl€ A3bIKN COOOLLECTB rMyXuX, B OT/INUME OT JePEBEHCKMX XKECTOBbIX
A3bIKOB, YaLLle BCEr0 BO3HUKAOT B CUTYaLMAX, KOFOa HECKOJSIbKO MOKO—
NEeHN ryxXux aeTen perynapHo B3aMMoaencTBYOT, 0ObIYHO HA 6a3e
06pas30BaTENbHOIO yYpexaeHus. NoaToMy 3a4acTyro 9TM A3blKKU GOpP—
MUPYIOTCS Ha 6a3e LLKOM FyXUX B KPYMHbIX ropoaax. BaXkHbIM coLM—
aNbHbIM OTNIMYMEM FABMNSETCH OTHOLLEHME K A3bIKY U MyXoTe. Tak, B Cry-—
yae JepeBeHCKMX XXECTOBbLIX A3bIKOB, B TOM YMCI1e B MOCENIEHUNAX, rae
rnyxue nogy 6bim y MICTOKOB BO3HUKHOBEHKS COOOLLECTBa (Hanpumep
MapTtac-BuHbapa®*), otTmevaeTcs 605iee BbICOKUIA CTaTyC XECTOBbIX
S13bIKOB 1 MO3UTUBHOE OTHOLLEHWE Cpeam ChblaLLmX K ryXxoTess 36,
XOTS M NaTePHaNIMCTCKOE OTHOLLEHME K FIYyXUM TOXe Obl/10 OTMEYEHO

B Mogo6HbIX coobLecTBax®” 38,

Bonpoc OTHOLLEHUS K A3bIKY MOXET N3yYaTbCs C TOUYKU 3pEeHUs
OTHOLLEHUA caMmnx npeacTaBuTener coobLuecTsa K BapuaHTam
nposaBneHns a3blka (Hanpumep, OTHOLLEHME MyXUX pasHoro Bo3-
pacTa K GeHOMeHY «onyLleHnsa» XecTa, 06CyXgaeMoMy BhbiLLE),

KaK 1 C TOUYKU 3pEeHUA OTHOLLEHUS K A3bIKY cpeay A0OMUHUPYIOLLEro
coobuecTBa. TakMm 06pa3oM, MOXHO pasaennTb 9Ty TeEMY Ha OTHO-
LLUEHWE K A3bIKY USHYTPU 1 CHapYy>XW. 1 B TOM, 1 B ApYromM ciny4vyae
Ba)kHOE MeCTO 3aHMMaeT PeHOMEH A3bIKOBOIro KOHTaKTa. )KeCcToBble
A3bIKW UCNbITLIBAIOT B/VUSAHME MECTHOIO 3ByYalLlero a3bika. Gonee
TOro, CUCTEMbI 0OPa30BaHUA MMYXMX B Pa3HbIX CTPaHax 4acTo CTPO-
SATCSA B NepBYIo ovepeb Ha yCTHOM MeToae3® 4%, noguepkmBasi TemM
camMbIM NPECTUX 3BYyYaLLMNX A3bIKOB. Posb 3By4allero a3bika B o6pa-
30BaHUU BNIUSIET Ha OTHOLLIEHME K pasnnyHbIM popMaM XeCTOBOW
peun cpeam camMmx rnyxmx. myxme HoCcUTeNn 6PUTAHCKOIO XXeCTOo—

34 Groce N. E. Everyone Here Spoke Sign Language: Hereditary Deafness on Martha’s
Vineyard. — Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1985. — 169 p.

35 Ibid.

36 Jaraisy M., Stamp R. The vulnerability of emerging sign languages: (E)merging sign
languages? ~ Languages. —2022. —N°¢ 7 (49). — P.1—21.

37 Washabaugh W. Sign language in its social context // Annual Review of
Anthropology. —1981. —N210 (1). — P. 237—252.

38 Washabaugh W. The acquisition of communicative skills by the Deaf of Providence
Island ~/ Semiotica. —1986. —N¢ 62 (1—2). — P. 179—190.

39 Jordan | K. Communication methods used at schools for deaf and partially hearing
children and at units for partially hearing children in the United Kingdom /~ American
Annals of the Deaf. —1982. —N¢ 127 (7). — P. 811—815.

40 Chua T. T. Methods of teaching deaf children in Singapore and Malaysia /~/ Teaching
and Learning. —1991. —N° 11 (2). — P. 12—20.
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BOIO A3blKa B LLENTOM MO3UTUBHO OLIEHNBAIOT BPUTAHCKUIA XXECTOBbIN
S3bIK U MPeanounTaloT ero KaabK1pytoLei xxectoBoi peun®. B To xe
BPEMSA, HECMOTPSA Ha B LLEJTIOM HEraTUBHOE BOCMNPUATUE KaJTbKNPYIO—
uiero Sign Supported English (SSE), peCnoHOEHTbI OLLEHUIIN ero Kak
«BaXXHbIVi N5 06pa30BaHUA» N 0OYYEHUS FIYXUX OeTei. 9TOo nccne-
JoBaHMe NoKasbiBaeT YETKYIO CBSA3b MeXay 00pas3oBaTtesibHbIMU
npakTUKamMmn 1 OTHOLLIEHUEM K A3bIKY*2,

SSE n3HavanbHO npeanosiaran NojIHOe COOTBETCTBME FPpaMMaTUKeE
aHIMINCKOro s3blka. Ha NnpakTuke rinyxme UCnosib3ytT KOHTAKTHbIE

(P OpPMbI XXECTOBOIO A3bIKa, B Pa3HO CTerneHn NoasepXeHHbIe BNns-
HUIO 3BYyYaLLero A3blka*® 44, korga B3anMoaencTBYIOT CO CriblLLaLLyMMU,
KOTOpbIE HE BNagetoT XXeCTOBbIM I3bIKOM Ha BbICOKOM YPOBHE. Heko-
TOpbIE FYyXMe MOrYT NPeanoYnTaTb KOHTaKTHbIE POPMbI Jaxke Npu
OOGLLIEHUM C APYIMU FITYXUMIN, YTO OOBACHSIETCSA, ONATHL Xe, boree
BbICOKMM CTaTyCOM 3BYy4allMX A3bIKOB: «HeCTHO roBopsi, MOsI XXECTO~
Basi pe4db COOTBETCTBYET rpuHLmnam SSE, Ho MHor,aa s UCroJsib3yo

U OPUTAHCKNI XXeCTOBbIV A3bIK. VIHOrAa MHE KaxeTcsl, UTo SSE BaxxHee
U3-3a TOro, Kak YCTPOEH MUp BOKPYIr» (22-NETHSASA rNyxas XeHL Ha
N3 AHINUN)*.

M3y4eHue A3bIKOBbLIX Maeosioruin (language ideologies), To eCcTb Npea-
CTaBJIEHNI O A3bIKE, er0 HOCUTENSIX N A3LIKOBbLIX MPaKTUKaxX, TOIbKO
ceinvac opopMIAETCH B OTAENbHOE HarnpaB/eHNE B COLIMOSTNMHIBU—

41  KanbKupytoLuias xectoBas peyvb — Gpopma XXeCTOBOW KOMMYHMKaLMK, KoTopas
MOBTOPSET CUHTAKCUYECKYI0 CTPYKTYPY 3BYyYaLLEero s3bika 1 He UCMNOoNb3YeT MHOrne
3/1eMEeHTbl FrpaMMaTUKM XXECTOBbIX A3bIKOB; 306Cb 6PUTAHCKWI XXeCTOBbIN A3bIK —
British Sign Language — npoTUBOMOCTaBs1eH KalbKMpyloLwemy Sign Supported
English, nnn SSE.

42 Rowley K., Jordan F., Cormier K. Language attitudes of the British Deaf community:
Attitudes towards British Sign Language and Sign Supported English [paper
presentation] // Sign Cafe 2: Second International Workshop on Cognitive and
Functional Explorations in Sign language Linguistics, Ragusa, Italy, 2020. URL:
https:/lagb.org.uk/resources/Documents/Rowley_et_al.pdf.

43 Lucas C, Valli C. Language Contact in the American Deaf Community. — San Diego:
Academic Press Inc.,, 1992. — 161 p.

44  Turner G. H. Exploring British experiences of deafhood and language in hypermoder-
nity /~/ Sociolinguistics in Deaf Communities: To the Lexicon and Beyond — Sociolin-
guistics in European Deaf Communities. —2004. —N¢10. — P. 248—263.

45 Ibid.



CTp.178 Uccnepys coo6LLecTBo Paspgen lll: A3bIK
rnyxux:1

CTUKEe XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB*®. TeM HEe MeHee y>XXe nepBble nccrnegosa-
HUA XECTOBOW NIMHIBUCTUKN 1960-X ™. UMENM OrpoMHOEe 3HauYeHne
019 A3bIKOBbIX UAE0N0rnii cpegm Hay4YHOro n gpyrmnx coooLecTB.
«[NpeBocxXoacTBO» ayanasibHOM MOAAJIbHOCTM A0/Ir0e BPeMS HE Noa-
BeprasioCb COMHEHUIO H/ B OOLLLIECTBE B LeTOM, HM B aKaJeMU4eCcKnx
Kpyrax, HO XeCcToBas JIMHFBUCTUKa BHeC1a 3Ha4YMMble UBMEHEHUS

B HaLLle MOHMMaHMe YenoBevyecKoro A3bika*” #. Kak y>xe ynomMmHanochb
BbILLIE, MPEACTaBMEHUSA ClbILLUALLMX O XECTOBbIX A3blKaX UCTOPUNYECKU
nUrpanm orpoMHYto POJib B A3bIKOBbIX MPaKTUKax B MOSIMTUKE 1 obpa-—
30BaHUU: OOQHUM N3 ApYaLLNX MPUMEPOB TaKOIro BNIAHUA SIBIAETCA
BTopoii mexxayHapoaHOM KOHrpecce no o6pasoBaHuto rnyxmnx B Muna-
He B 1880 roay. PeLeHmne 06 NCKNIYEHUN XXEeCTOBbIX A3bIKOB N3 NPO—
LLlecca o6pa3oBaHus 1 NocneayoLlee npeodnagaHne yCTHOro Mmetoga
B OOYYEHUM IMMYXNX OKa3asio B/IMAHME Ha CoupalbHbIi CTaTyC MyXux
Joaein n nx A3blKoB. MI3BECTHbIM rnyxon yyeHblii MNagav Jlagn scnep,
3a MaaTpu CnreBak?* onncbiBaeT 9TO KakK CTaTyC «MNOgYNHEHHOr0»
(subaltern) No OTHOLLUEHWIO K COOBOLLECTBY CliblLLALLMX. Takoe NON0-
XXeHune B cucteme o6pas3oBaHNst UMeNo HeNnocpeacTBEeHHOEe BAUsSHUE
Ha caMu XeCTOBble A3bIKW MyXUX: Hanprmep, cTapLuee rnokosieHne
rnyxux B Bennkobputanum B 1980-X rr. 6051ee akTUBHO MCMNOJ1b30BaJ10
DakTune®®, yem monogble rnyxue’. Takoe xe siBieHne BcTpeyaeTcs

1 B 60Jiee CBEXMX NCCNedoBaHUAX, HaNnpuMep B aBCTPaSTMACKOM
>KECTOBOM A3bIKE®?.,

46 Kusters A., Green M., Moriarty E., Snoddon K. Sign language ideologies: Practices
and politics ~ Sign Language Ideologies in Practice / ed. by A. Kusters, M. Green, E.
Moriarty, K. Snoddon. — Berlin, Boston: De Gruyter, 2020. —P. 3—22.

47 Senghas R. J, Monaghan L. Signs of their times: Deaf communities and the culture of
language ~ Annual Review of Anthropology. —2002. —N¢ 31 (1). — P. 69—97.

48 Hill J. C. Language Attitudes in the American Deaf Community. — Washington, DC:
Gallaudet University Press, 2012. — 224 p.

49 Guha R, Spivak G. C. Selected Subaltern Studies. — Delhi: Oxford University Press,
1988.— 434 p.

50 [HOaktunb (0T rpeu. dactilos — naneu, logos — cnoso) — andaBnT, BOCNPON3BEAEHHbIN
nanbLamu pyK 1 NO3BONAIOLLNI «3anMCTBOBaTb» ClI0OBa U3 3BYyYaLLLEro s3blka.
CM. Saviyesa I. XXecTtoBas peyb. JakTunonormda. — M.: BIAOC, 2000. — 190 c.

51 Sutton-Spence R., Woll B, Allsop L. Variation and recent change in fingerspelling in
British Sign Language # Language Variation and Change. — 1990 —N°2 (3). — P. 313—
330.

52 SchembriA., Johnston T. Sociolinguistic aspects of variation and change /~ Sign
Language: An International Handbook / ed. by R. Pfau, M. Steinbach, B. Woll. — New
York: Mouton De Gruyter, 2012. —P. 788—816.



cTp.179 Uccnepysa coo6LLECTBO Paspen lll: A3bIK
rnyxux:1

[NpoOHNKHOBEHKE ABNEHN N3 OQHOIM0 A3blKa B 4pYron, cCoceacTBYO—
LKA C HAM A3bIK — HEOTbeM/IeMas YepTa A3bIKOBbIX KOHTAKTOB. Hann-
yMe B A3blKe 3aMMCTBOBaHMIN — 3TO BCeraga CouMNONMHIBUCTUYECKOE
ABNIEeHME, KOTOPOE BO3HUKAET KaK CNeacTBme ABYA3bivna U MPEeCcTmXa
JOMUHMPYIOLLEro A3bika. CoobLLecTBa rMyXux NnpakTnyeckn Bcerga
HaXoOATCA «BHYTPWU» A0BNEOLEro CoobLLecTBa ChblllalliuX (3a uc-
KIIOYEHMEM HEMHOIMOUNCIIEHHBIX NPUMEPOB, YNOMUHAEMbIX BbILLE)

M XapakKTepUnusyTCs O4eHb BbICOKOM CTEMEHbIO OBYA3bIUMNA. KOHTaKT
MeXAy XeCTOBbIMU 1 3BYYaLLIUMUM A3bIKaMu MPUBOOUT K MOABNEHUIO
YHUKaNbHbIX COLIMOSIMHIBUCTUYECKNX ABMEHNIA, BO3MOXHbIX 6n1aroga-
PA NPUCYTCTBUIO B A3blKaX Pa3HbiX MOgasibHOCTEN. K TaKUM ABJIEHUNAM
OTHOCSATCH, HanpumMep, akTuib, MHALMann3aums XXecTa (Korga XecTt
MCNOJIb3YEeT KOHDUIrypaLuio PyKn, COOTBETCTBYIOLLLYIO OaKTUIbHOMN
dopmMe nepBoit BYKBbI ClIOBa—-9KBUBaNEHTA) M MayCcUHr (Gopma ryo

BO BPEMSA UCIMOJIHEHUS XXECTa COOTBETCTBYET C/I0BY-9KBUBAJIEHTY).

Ceinn Jlykac npeackasblBaeT B CBOEW KHUMe «COLUONIUHIBUCTUKA
>KECTOBbIX A3bIKOB»%3, YTO COLIMONIMHIBUCTUYECKME NCCeaoBaHuns
XXECTOBbIX A3bIKOB MPOA0/IXAT Oon1ckiBaTb pakTOPbI, BAUAIOLLME

Ha BapuaTMBHOCTb KakK B 3ByYaLLuX, TaK 1 B XXECTOBbIX A3blKax, Noa-
yepKMBasa He 3aBuCALLME OT MOLANIbHOCTU, TO €CTb YHUBEPCAasIbHbIE,
ABNIEHNSA B COLMONIMHIBUCTUKE U Mapasyieny Mexany A3blkamuy pasHbiX
MoaafibHOCTEN. B TO e BpeMsi Jlykac 0XXmnaaeT, YTo 6yayT OTKPbIThI
HOBbIE /151 COLMONMHIBUCTUYECKOW HAYKU ABNEHNS: NOAOOHO AaK-
TUNIO B )KECTOBOM A3blKe, ABYA3blYHAsA M AByMoOanbHas coumarnbHasa
npuMpoaa COOBLLECTB MYXMX MPUBOAUT K YHUKASTbHbIM NPOSABAEHUAM
KOHTaKTOB MeXay A3blkamMmu. Takue nccrneposaHus, BO—MepBblX, BHOCAT
BKJ1a, B COLMONIMHIBUCTUYECKYIO HAyKY B LLEJSIOM, a BO-BTOPbIX, HANps-
MYI0 BINSIIOT Ha AA3bIKOBYO MONTUKY, 06pa30BaHME MyXUX N BO3MOX—
HOCTM TPYLOYCTPOMCTBA, NOBbILLAA MPECTUX XEeCTOBbIX A3bIKOB.

A3bIKU MYXUX U MOHATUE A3bIKOBOIA HOPMbI
B coBpeMeHHOWM COLIMOJTMHIBUCTUYECKON HayKe OCTPO CTOUT BOMNPOC

N3yyeHnsa A3bIKOBOI HOPMBbI. A3bIKOBas HOPMa MOXET BOCMPUHU-
MaTbCH NNB0 MHK/TIO3MBHO, KaK OOLLLENPUHATLIN HAOOP NCTOPUYECKU

53 Lucas C. The Sociolinguistics of Sign Languages. — Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2001.— 259 p.
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CNOXMBLLUMXCSA SI3bIKOBbIX CPEeACTB, 06ecnevymBatoLmii GyHKLIMOHMNPO-
BaHME N UCTOPUYECKYIO MPEEeMCTBEHHOCTb S3bIKa, MO0 SKCKJ/THO3UBHO,
KaK onpeaeneHHbIn A3bIKOBO CTUIb, aCCOLUMPYIOLWMINCA C «NpaBuslb—
HOCTbI0»%* N popPMUPYIOLLMIACA NoA, BAUSHNEM cOoOLLEecTBa U ero
coumanbHbIX MHCTUTYTOB. Takum 06pa30omM, B MePBOM Crlyyae pedb
MOeT 0 CTaHOAPTHOM yroTpebieHnn A3bIKOBbIX CPeACTB, UCNO/b3ye-
MbIX BCEMW FOBOPALLIMMUN HA A3bIKE, 2 BO BTOPOM CJ/lyYvae peyb NaetT

O Tak Ha3blIBaeEMOW ninTepaTypHOin HopMme.

0O6a NOHATUSA A3bIKOBOW HOPMbI TECHO CBA3aHbI HA NPaKTUKeE: Npn
A3bIKOBOM MJ1aHMPOBAaHUM U CTaHAapTU3auUum a3bika Hanbonee npe-
CTUXKHbIN, «INTEpaTYPHbIA» BapMaHT A3blKka MPUHUMAETCSA B KAYECTBE
obpasua 1 MMEHHO OH OMMCLIBAETCSA B C/I0BAPAX M rpaMMaTmKax.

B pasHbIX cTpaHax 3a4acTyio MPMHUMAaOTCSA MOMbITKM CTaHOapTu-
3aLMM XeCTOBbLIX A3bIKOB, Pe3yJIbTaTOM KOTOPLIX ABIAKTCA C/i0oBapU
C OQHVM BapMaHTOM XecTa g9 KaX40ro NoHATUA (0 YemM nuLieT
Pob6epT Agam®®). Takmre nonbiTKW Bbi3biBAOT 6€CMNOKOWMCTBO KakK Y JINH-
rBUCTOB, Tak 'y BcemunpHoin pepgepaumm rnyxmx (Bol), notomy 4To
OHU UTHOPUPYIOT eCTECTBEHHYIO /19 BCEX A3blKOB BapuaTUBHOCTb.

Ba>kHbIM BOMNPOCOM ABJIIETCS OTHOLLEHME CaMUX FTYXUX HOCUTene
s13blKa K MoJ00HbIM MOMbITKamMm cCTaHaapTu3auyn. [nyxuve npenogasare-
JIN XXECTOBbIX S13bIKOB B [epMaHun 1 BennkobputaHnm BOCMPUHUMAIOT
CrblLWAaLLMX COTPYAHMKOB chepbl 06pa3oBaHnA U ChbILLALLMX, U3yYato—
LLIMX XXeCTOBbIN f3bIK, KAK OCHOBHbIE FPYMMbl, KOTOPbLIM HEOOX0MMa
cTaHaapTU3auus®s. Gonee Toro, oNpoLLUeHHbIe rNyXue paccMmaTpuBaroT
NonbITKN CTaHAQPTU3aUMN A3blKa Kak MPOSsIB/IEHNSA «FOCNOACTBAa Clibl—
LIALLMX» N YIPO3bl COOOLLECTBY MYXUX U NX A3bIKY®’. Takum 06pas3om,
W Iy XuMe npenogaBaTesiv XXeCcTOBbIX A3bIKOB®E, 1 rnyxue nccnegosa-

54 Peters P. English usage: prescription and description // The Handbook of English
Linguistics / ed. by B. Aarts, A. McMahon. — Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing,
2006.—P. 759—-780.

55 Adam R. Standardization of sign languages /~ Sign Language Studies. —2015. —
Ne15 (4). —P. 432—445.

56 Eichmann H. Planning sign languages: Promoting hearing hegemony?
Conceptualizing sign language standardization ~ Current Issues in Language
Planning. —2009. —N°10 (3). — P. 293—307.

57 Ibid.

58 Ibid.
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Tenu®®, n BOI BeickasbliBatoT 6ECMOKOMCTBO MO NOBOAY COXPaHEHUS
pa3Ho0bpasus N BapnaTUBHOCTU B XXECTOBbIX A3blkax. B TO xe Bpems
cTaHgapTmM3aums n Hanu4dme 6osiee NPecTMXXHOIro BapmaHTa a3blka,
MCNoNib3yemMoro B cpeacTBax MaccoBon MHpOpMaLIK, BOCNPUHMMA-
€TCS1 HEKOTOPLIMU FNYXUMU KaK OHO U3 CBOWCTB 3BYyYaLlero a3bika,
KOTOpPOE OenaeT ero npecTmMXXHbIM (KKOPOJIEBCKUIN» aHITTUMACKNIA).

o X MHEHMIO, OnpeneneHne Takoro BapnaHTa B XXECTOBOM SA3bIKe
MOXET, BO—NEPBbIX, MPUBNIN3NTb XECTOBbIN A3bIK K 3ByYalLemMy No cta-
TYCY, a BO-BTOPbIX, TOMOYb B 0671aCTV 06YYEHUS XXECTOBOMY A3bIKY®P.
Mo3unums 6onbLUMHCTBA rNyXnx u BOI He nogpasymeBaeT NOSIHOro
oTKasa OT cTaHaapTusaumm, a CKopee NpusbiBaeT K JOKYMEHTaLUmm
BapuaTMBHOCTU B XXECTOBOM A3bIKE. [1prMepoM crnoBapsd, KOTOPbIN

M COOTBETCTBYET TPEOOBAHUSAM OOLLECTBA MMYyXMX, M OTBEYaeT Ha 3a-
MPOCHLI CUCTEMbI 00pa30BaHUs, ABNSeTcs BSL Sign Bank, BKNoYatoLWnii
BCe pervoHalsbHble BapMaHThl XXECTOB, BCTPEYAIOLLMECH B KOpryce
OPUTAHCKOI0 XXEeCTOBOIO A3bIKa, U JaHHbIE O TOM, KaK YaCTO KOHKpPEeT—
HbI XXECT UCMONb3YeTCA B pa3HbIX pernoHax ctpaxbl®. M3aBecTHO,

YTO rNyXxue ns cemein rmyxmx He ncnbiTbiBatOT NPO6/1EM C pernoHasb-
HOM BapMaTUBHOCTbIO B XX€CTOBOM A3blKe, HO BapnaTUBHOCTb XXEeCTOB
B 3aBMCUMOCTW OT permoHa noka He 6blna cuctemaTnyeckm onmcaHa?,
BOonbLUMHCTBO CoBapeit XXeCTOBbIX A3bIKOB BK/IOYAlOT B ce6s1 0ANH
BapUaHT XecTa: MOXHO NPEeAnonoXnTb, YTO «CrioBapHaa» ¢popma
3a4acTyo NMPeacTaBaeT TOT BapuaHT S3blKa, KOTOPbIN COCTaBUTESNN
CNnoBapel cunTaloT A3bIKOBOWV HOPMOI. B 6pUTAHCKOM >XXECTOBOM
A3blKe pernoHasnbHble BapuaHTbl HE OenaTca Ha 6oiee n meHee npe-
CTUXHbIE, MPM 9TOM Ha NPakKTUKe BapuaHThl, BCTpevaloLlecsd yatle

B KPYMHENLLMX ropogax cTpaHsbl (B JToHOoOHe 1 BUpMUHreme), okasbiBa-

59 Adam R. Standardization of sign languages // Sign Language Studies. —2015. —
Ne15 (4). — P. 432—445,

60 Rowley C., Cormier K. Accent or not? Language attitudes towards regional variation in
British Sign Language ~ Applied Linguistics Review. —2023. —N214 (4). — P. 919—943.

61 Fenlon J. K., Cormier K., Rentelis R., Schembri A., Rowley K., Adam R., Woll B. BSL
SignBank: A lexical database of British Sign Language. — London: Deafness,
Cognition and Language Research Centre, University College London, 2014. URL.:
https:/bslsignbank.ucl.ac.uk.

62 Schembri A. British Sign Language corpus. Project: Open access archives and the
observer’s paradox ~ Proceedings of the 3rd Workshop on the Representation and
Processing of Signed Languages: Construction and Exploitation of Sign Language
Corpora. International Conference on Language Resources and Evaluation (LREC
2008), Marrakech, Morocco. — European Language Resources Association (ELRA). —
P.165—169.
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I0TCA caMbIMU Ierko yaHaBaemMbIiMn®, MOXHO 51 cKasaTb, YTO JIOHOOH-
CKUN N/ NN GBUPMUHIEMCKIN BapUaHT ABNAIOTCA NPUMEPOM A3bIKOBOI
HOPMbI B OPUTAHCKOM XECTOBOM A3bIKe? [JaHHble COLUMONNHIBUN -
CTUYECKUX UccnegoBaHnii He yKasbiBalOT HA 0COObIN NPECTUX STUX
pervoHanbHbIX BapnaHTOB B OPUTaHCKOM XeCTOBOM f3bike®*. Ho ecnu
n3yunTb nccriegosaHus B CLUA, cTAHOBUTCS ACHO, UTO HOCUTENN Xe-
CTOBOIO fi3blka MOr'yT faBaTtb Kak MNOJIOXMUTENbHYIO, TakK U HEraTUBHYIO
OLIEHKY OnpeaesieHHbIM aAnanekTam. Tak, XXeCTOBbIN A3blK TEMHOKOXEe—
ro coobuliecta B CLUA (Black ASL) oueHnBaeTcsi 6o1ee NoXubiMu
HOCUTENIAMU XXECTOBOIO s13blKa HEraTUBHO MO CPABHEHUIO C XXECTO—
BbIM AA3bIKOM 6e1oro HaceneHusa®®, xota Black ASL Ha NpakTuKe valle
COOTBETCTBYET «CNNOBAPHON» HOpPME aMepPUKaHCKOIo XXeCTOBOIo
s3blka. B TO e BpeMs 6o51ee Monoable riyxme 3a4dacTyio gatoT 6onee
MONIOXUTESIbHYIO OLLeHKY Black ASL, oTMeyvas ero sKCnpeccmBHOCTLSE.
ITOT NpUMeEpP OTpaxaeT C/I0XKHOE B3aMOAENCTBME CoLmalibHbIX

N A13bIKOBbIX PAKTOPOB B OTHOLLEHUU K AMaNieKTamM B XECTOBOM A3bIKE.
Takne HeNPOCThblE B3aMOCBA3U TUMNYHbI AJ151 BOMPOCOB, CBA3aHHbLIX
C 513bIKOBOW HOPMOIA 1 OTHOLLEHUNEM K A3bIKY: «B LLesIoM 04YeHb CITOXHO
OTAENINTb OTHOLLEHUS K pa3HbiM BapuaHTaMm s3blka OT OTHOLLEHUA

K rpyrnnam v coobLLecTBaM, KOTOPbIE NX UCMONb3YT»%".

I>xo3ed Kpmnctodpep Xumnn B cBOeN KHUre «OTHOLLUEHUS K I3bIKY BHY TP
aMepUKaHCKOro coobLecTBa rMyxmx»% BoigenseT IMHMBUCTUYECKNE
M coLpasbHble GakTopbl, KOTOPLIE BIIMAIOT HA OTHOLLIEHME K BapuaTuB-
HOCTM B aMePUKaAHCKOM XXeCTOBOM 513blKe. BaXkKHENLLIMM UCTOPUYECKUM
dpakTopOoM sBnsieTCA NpeobnagaHne yCTHOro Metoaa B 00yyYeHumn
rNYXMX: HECMOTPS Ha NPU3HAHNE XXECTOBbIX A3bIKOB ECTECTBEHHBIMU
A3blKaMu NMMHrBUcTamu B 1960-X I'T., rIyXue npoaosikasm OoTHOCUTLCA

63 Stamp R. Do signers understand regional varieties of a sign language? A lexical
recognition experiment /~/ Journal of Deaf Studies and Deaf Education. — 2016. —
Ne21(1). — P.83—93.

64 Ibid.

65 Bayley R, Hill J. C., McCaskill C., Lucas C. Attitudes towards Black American Sign
Language # University of Pennsylvania Working Papers in Linguistics. — 2017. —
Ne 23 (2).—P. 21—-30.

66 Ibid.

67 G@Garrett P, Attitudes to Language (Key Topics in Sociolinguistics). — Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2010. — 257 p.

68 Hill J. C. Language Attitudes in the American Deaf Community. — Washington, DC:
Gallaudet University Press, 2012. — 224 p.
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K COGCTBEHHOMY A3blKY HEraTUBHO. TEM HE MeHee C PasBUTUEM JIMHIBU-
CTUYECKOM HayKM 1 POCTOM MNPEACTaBNEeHNs O MYXUX Kak O A3bIKOBOM
MEHbLUMHCTBE OTHOLLIEHME BHY TP COOBLLLECTBA PE3KO U3MEHUITOCH,
HECMOTPSA Ha HU3KUI CTaTYC XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB B O6LLECTBE ClibILLALLMX.

BblilLe Mbl y>Xe 06CyXaanun aBneHne A3blIKkOBbIX KOHTAKTOB M BBESU
MOHATUE KaNTbKUPYIOLLEN peun. A3bIKOBOM KOHTAKT MeXAY >XeCTOBbIMU
M 3ByYaLLUUMU A3bIKaMU NPUBOAUT K 3bIKOBOMY KOHTUHYYMY MEXY
6onee TUMMYHBIMU OJ19 XXECTOBOI0 fA3bika GopmamMmm 1 popmamm, Noa-
HOCTbIO COOTBETCTBYIOLLMMUN KallbKUPYIOLLLEN peyn. TaKo KOHTUHYYM
MOXHO YC/NOBHO pas3fennTb Ha KaTeropum, 4To caenars riyxom yyeHoli
Xn1nn B CBOEM UccneaoBaHun, Bblgenine 1) «4UCTbIN» aMepUuKaHCKUN
XXECTOBbIV A3bIK, 2) CMELLUAHHY0 GOPMY 1 3) KaJIbKUPYIOLLLYIO PeuYb.
OnpoLUeHHbIe rNyXue OUueHUNN aMepPUKaHCKNIA XECTOBbIN A3bIK Mpe-
MMYLLLIECTBEHHO MO3MTUBHO MO BCEM LLKasiaM MccregosaHus, B YACO
KOTOPbIX BXOAMIN, HANPUMEP, 3CTETUYHOCTb, MJTABHOCTb, 06pa30BaH—
HOCTb U MHTENNEKT roeopsLlero. CMmellaHHaa popma U KalTlbKUpY-
Lasa peyb OblNM OLEHEHBI 601ee HeraTUBHO. KanbkumpytoLwas peyb
nonyyuna otTpuuaTtenbHyo OLEeHKY No BCeM coumanbHbIM U NINHM-
BMCTUYECKUM NapamMeTpam, KpoMe niaBHOCTUY, NpegnosiaraemMoro
YPOBHS1 00pa30oBaHUA rOBOPSLLEro U ero MHTennekTa. Takasa oueHka
rOBOPUT O MNOBbILLUEHNN MPECTUXA aMEePUKAHCKOI 0 XXeCTOBOIO A3blKa
cpeay coobLLEecTBa rMyxXmnx, a TakXe 0 BOCNPUATUM ECTECTBEHHOIO
XXECTOBOIO A3blKa (a HE KallbKMPYIOLLEN peun) Kak HOPMbI.

JINHrBUCTBI U3 POCCUM NPOSIBISANIM UHTEPEC K BapUaTUBHOCTU B PYC-
CKOM XEeCTOBOM A3bIKe®® 707172 g My3eit «[apax>» onyonmkosasn

69 JaBupaeHko T., KomapoBa A. KpaTKWUin O4EPK MO JIMHIBUCTMKE PYCCKOI0 XXECTOBOIO
A3blka ~/ COBPEMEHHbIE aCNeKThl XXECTOBOIo sA3blka / peg,. A. Komaposa. — M.: BOr,
2006.—C. 146—161.

70 Bypkosa C., BapuHoBa O. K BONpocy 0 TeppUTopmasibHOM 1 coumasibHOM
BapbUPOBaHNN PYCCKOIO XECTOBOI0 A3blKa // PYCCKUI XeCTOBbIN A3bIK: [lepBasd
JIMHrBUCTUYECcKas KoHpepeHuus / pen. O. degoposa. — M.: MI'Y, 2012. — C. 127—143.

71 Kimmelman V., Komarova A., Luchkova L., Vinogradova V., Alekseeva O. Exploring
networks of lexical variation in Russian Sign Language // Frontiers in Psychology. —
2022. —N212 (740734).— P. 1—-14.

72  KummesibMaH B. BapnaTUBHOCTb B XecTax-KoMnayHaax B PyCCKOM XEeCTOBOM
A3bIKE // MeXKYIbTYPHOE NPOCTPaHCTBO XECTOBbLIX A3bIKOB: NepeBo,
KOMMYHMKaums, nccnegoaHms: COOPHUK HayuyHbIX cTaTten BTopoi mexayHapoaHo -
NpakTUYecKoi kKoHbepeHuun / pepn, K. fonyobuna. — M.: M1y, 2022. — C. 5—11.
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OTKPbITYIO 6a3y NeKcnyeckoi BapnatuBHoCTM B PXXAS, OgHako
BOMPOCHLI OTHOLLEHUA K PXKA 1 Hann4vme B HEM A3bIKOBOI HOPMBbI, NN
6onee NPecTMXHOIro BapmnaHTa, He paccMaTpuBanncb aBTOPaMMW.
M3yueHre OTHOLLEHNA K A3bIKOBOIM HOpMeE B PXXKA MOXET MpPoNnTb CBET
Ha MHOrme sBneHnsi B POCCUINCKOM COOBLLECTBE MyXnX, Tak Kak 3a4va-
CTYIO OTHOLLEHME K XXECTOBOMY A3bIKY MO3BONSET AeflaTb BbIBOAbI

O COLManbHOM MOJIOXEHUN MyXUX B 00LLEeCTBE. T, YUTO aMepUuKaHCcKme
rnyxue oueHMBaT aMepUKaHCKN XeCTOBbIN A3blK FOpas3ao Bolille,
yeM Kanbkupyowime popmMbl, — 3TO eCTECTBEHHOE OTPaXeHune CUib—
HbIX TPAAULNIA N KYNbTYPbI FYXUX, @ TAKXE OTHOLLEHUS K FIYXUM

Kak K COLUMOKYNbTYPHOMY cO00LLEcTBY. B poccuinckom coobLuecTse
rIyXmx B nocriegHre rogbl NoBbILLIAETCA MHTEPEC K HOPME B XXECTOBOM
A3blke. OCOOEHHO YacTo Takmne ANCKYCCUM BOSHUKALIOT, KOrga peyb
MaeT O NepeBoae Ha XeCcTOoBbIN A3bIK. YuebHoe nocobume no nepesoay
yTBepxaaeT: «OCHOBON CUHXPOHHOIO NnepeBoaa NpakTUYeCcK Bcerga
BbICTYMNAET KalbKMPYOLLNiA XXA»™, B pasHbIX NepeBOgYECKNX KLLIKO—
Nax» B Poccumn oTCyTCTBYET €AMHOE OTHOLLEHME K UCMNOJIb30BAHUIO
PXXA, n BCce OHM CTPOATCA Ha TOM, UTO onpeaeneHHble YeHbl CoobLLe—
CTBa (Yalle BCero cribilauine) cumTtaloT CTaHgapTOM, Ui A3bIKOBOWM
HOPMOI. Bonpoc B TOM, COOTBETCTBYET /1M 9TO NpeacTaBeHne 0 HOp—
Me npeacTaBIEHMNIO O HOPME Y IMIyXUX HOCUTESEN XXECTOBOIO A3bIKa.
MccnepgoBaHne Takux BONPOCOB BHYTPU POCCUINCKOro coobLecTea
nosib3oBaresienr PXKA (kak rnyxmx, Tak 1 Chbllallmx) MOXeT BHECTU
3HauYMTeNbHbIV BK1aO, B HaLUe npeacrasfieHne O coumanbHOM cTaTtyce
P>XXA n ero HocuTene.

Crip linguistics: nepeocmMbiCJ/ieH1E HOPMbI

JIVMHFBUCTUYECKNE UCCNEed0BaHUSA CTPYKTYPbI XXECTOBbIX A3LIKOB

N COLIMONNHIBUCTUYECKOM BapMaTUBHOCTU XXECTOBbLIX A3bIKOB Tpaay-
LLMOHHO NPUAEPXNBAIOTCA NOAXO0A0B M NPaBul, MPUCYLLMX coLlmarib—
HOW U KYNbTYPHOM KOHLEMLMAM rMyX0Thl. TeM HE MeHee JIMHrBUCTUYe -
CKMe nccnegoBaHnsa coobLecTBa rnyxmx BKoYatoT B ce6si OrpoOMHOe

73 Myseri «[apax» ba3a JaHHbIX IEKCUYECKOW BapnaTUBHOCTU PYCCKOI0 XXeCTOBOIro
Aasblka. URL: https:/rsl-research-explore.garagemca.org.

74 AgaHackeBa O, KamHeBa B, XaprnameHkoB A. YuebHoe nocobue ans
06y4eHnsi NepeBoaUYNKOB PYCCKOM0O XEeCTOBOI0 A3blKka B NPO(MeCcCrOoHaNbHbIX
ob6pasoBaTesibHbIX OpraHn3aumsx n o6pasoBaTefibHbIX OPraHM3aLUnaX BolCLLErO
obpasoBaHua. — M., 2016.— 166 c.
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KONMYECTBO PaboT Ha CThIKE JIMHITBUCTUKM 1 06pa30BaHKs, a Takxke
JIMHFBUCTUKU U MCUXOJIOM MU, KOTOPbLIE OMNUCHLIBAIOT HE XXECTOBLIN
A3bIK N ero CTPYKTYpPY, a CTerneHb BJ1ageHnd 3By4vallM 1 XXeCTOBbIM
A3bIKOM.

HepasHo rnyxue nccneposarenm MoH XeHHep 1 OkTasnaH POBUHCOH™®
NPeasIoXnanm HoOBYHO KOHUENLIMIO OS5 IMHFBUCTUYECKNX UCcreaoBa-—
HUIA, KOTOpas JOJIKHA 0ObeAUHNTL B cebe Noaxoabl N3 IMHIBUCTUKMN

M COBPEMEHHbIX nccregoBaHnin UHBaNMAHOCTU (disability studies).
PelwieHne 06begnMHNTb 3TW 061aCTU OO BACHAETCA NPeacTaBIEHNEM

O TOM, YTO A3bIK HEJTb3S1 OTAENUTb OT PUNYECKUX TEN TEX, KTO ero
MCNONb3YeET. B criyyae ¢ A3bIKOM MyXUX 9TO NMOAYEPKMBAET TOT QakKT,
4TO OKpYy>KatoLLee nx coobLLeCcTBO — 3TO COOBOLLECTBO CriblalLmX
nogen, KoTopble NOCTOSAHHO NpeanofaratT, YTO BCE BOKPYr MOryT

M OOJI>KHbI CIbILLATL Tak, Kak OHW. ICNONb30BaHME XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB,
a Tak>XXe HETUMNNYHOE MCMNOJIb30BaHME 3BYYaLLLEro A3blKa FYyXMM BOC-
MPMHMMAETCA OKPY>KaOLLMM COOBLLECTBOM CbILLALLMX KaK HEHOP—
MaTuBHOE’®. Gonee Toro, rnyxme et NoCTOsSHHO NoaBepratTcs
oLLeHKaM nX A3bIKOBLIX HaBLIKOB (language assessments), n CUCTEMbI
OLIEHKW CTPOATCS Ha cTaHgapTax sA3blka, He NPUCYLLUX CaMOMy
COOOLLECTBY FMyXux. lccnepgoBaTenu B onpeaeneHHbiX 061actax
MOCTOSIHHO CTASIKMBAKOTCA C HEOOXOAMMOCTbIO OLEHUTb KOHKPETHbIE
S13bIKOBbIE SIB/IEHMA B COOOLLECTBAaX, A3blK KOTOPbIX CYNTAETCS «He-
HOPMaTMBHbLIM», A3bIK NpegcTaBuTeNein 3TUxX CooOLLECTB CUMTAETCS
nnobo Bapuaumen, nmbo aesnaumnein. C Tako npobremMoi cTanknsatoT—
cs, Hanpumep, nccnegoBaTenu ayTmama unm uccnegosarenm, pabo-
TalLMe C TEMOW A3bIKOBOIO pas3BMTUA B 3BYYaLLEM A3bIKE Y FIYXUX
petein. IMeHHOo Hann4yme aTo HeO6XOAUMOCTU MOTUBMPYET NosiBe—
Hue Crip linguistics, B paMKax KOTOPOI4, Mo MHEHUIO XeHHepa, He byaeT
pasgeneHna Ha «<HOPMAaTUBHBbIV» N «<HEHOPMATUBHbIN» A3bIKW.

MOHATNE HOPMbI BLIXOAUT Ha MNepeaHui nnax, Korga peys uaet
006 OLeHKe BliaAeHna ryxXnMm 3aByyallmm A3blkoM. BnageHuve 3Byya-
LLM A3LIKOM CTaHOBUTCSA NokKasaTesieM «6/IiM30CTu K hearingness»

75 Henner J, Robinson O. Unsettling languages, unruly bodyminds: Imagining a Crip
linguistics / PsyArXiv Preprints. — 2021. —P. 1—37.

76 Henner J, Robinson O. Crip linguistics goes to school // Languages. — 2023. —
Ne 8 (48). —P.1—15.
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N MOSTOMY CBA3bIBAETCSHA C YPOBHEM 513bIKOBOI KOMMAETEHUUN’’. CTaH-
JAapPTOM, K KOTOPOMY [0JTIXKHbI CTPEMUTBLCA FyXnNe, CUNTaAeTCHA CTaH-
JapT 3BYyYalllero 1 MMCbMEHHOIO s13blka, KOTOPbIM BNadetoT Criblla-
LLye (Gonee Toro — cibllallme, NpuHaanexalline K onpeaeneHHbIM
coumanbHbIM rpynnam, Hanpumep 6enbie amepuKkaHLbl). CTeneHb
NOHATHOCTW 3BYYaLLILE PeYmn FMyxXmUX HanNpsMyo CBsi3aHa C OLLEHKOM UX
JIMYHBIX KQY€CTB U KOrHUTUBHBIX COCOBHOCTEN 8, BaXHO, YTO Takas
OLLeHKa CBOMCTBEHHA CblLLALLYM, KOTOPbIE paHee He MMeSv OnbiTa
OGLLEHMS C FNYXMMMU, HO MOCIIEe 3HAKOMCTBA C HUMW NPUXOAAT K 6onee
NONIOXNTESTbHOM OLLEeHKe. BroJsiHe BO3MOXHO, YTO Takme pesy/bTaThl
OTpaXatoT He OTHOLLIEHUE K PeUu roOBOPSLLEro, a OTHOLLEHWE K rny-
XOTe B LIeNIOM, KOTOPOE MOXET yyuyllaTbCsi N0 Mepe 3HakoMCTBa

C npeacTaBUTeNs MU COOGLLLEeCTBA.

Ecnin B OTHOLLEHWM 3BYYaLLEr0/TIMCbMEHHOIO A3blKa CTaHOaPTOM,

MO KOTOPOMY CMELMANNCTLI N3 Pa3HbIX 001aCTEN <M3MEePAT» A3bIK
FNyXuX, ABNAETCS BapuaHT, YCTAaHOBIEHHbIV OMUHUPYIOLWLWM COO0-
LLLeCTBOM CrllblLLlaLLNX, TO B OTHOLLUEHUW XXECTOBOIO A3blKa NOHATUE
HOPMbI JOTIKHO ONPEenEnsaTbCA BHYTPM COOOLLLECTBA HOCUTENEN.

B npegbigyLiem pasgene Mol pacCMOTPESIN NMOHATUE HOPMbI B XXe—
CTOBOM £3blKe, HO CO3HaTesIbHO OMYCTUMN OOUMH Ba>XXHbIt MOMEHT:
OONbLUMHCTBO CIOBAPEN, a TaKXXe ONMCAaHUIA XXECTOBbLIX A3bIKOB
anensiMpyloT K MMyxnum s cememn rnyxmx (native signers) kak noe-
anbHOI A3bIKOBOM MOLENN. B TO XXe BpemMsa rnyxme 3 ceMem rnyxmx
cocTaBnalT MeHee 10% OT Bcex MMyXux aeTtein’®. Takum o6pas3om,
ornmcaHue asblka 1 ero CrioBapHbI CTaHO4APT CTPOATCA Ha BapuaHTe,
KOTOPbIN UCMNOML3YET NULLIL HEGOSbLLAA MOArpynna coobuiecTsa
rNyXuX. BONbLWMHCTBO MMyXmnx getein, POAVBLUMXCSH B CEMbAX ClblLLa—
LLMX poauTenei, He yceBamBaloT XXECTOBbIM A3bIK B KAYECTBE NepBoro
A3blKa, NO3TOMY UX YPOBEHb BllafeHNA XXeCTOBbIM A3bIKOM CUJTbHO
BapbUPYETCS, a CaM XECTOBbIN A3bIK MOXET 3HAYNTESIbHO OTINYaTbCS
OT A3blKa FYXUX N3 ceMel rnyxux. MHorne nMHremcTuyeckmne paboThl

77 Henner J., Robinson O. Unsettling languages, unruly bodyminds: Imagining a Crip
linguistics # PsyArXiv Preprints. —2021. — P. 1—37.

78 Most T, Shina-August E., Meilijison S. Pragmatic abilities of children with hearing loss
using cochlear implants or hearing aids compared to hearing children /~ Journal of
Deaf Studies and Deaf Education. —2010. —N°15 (4). — P. 422—437.

79 Mitchell R, Karchmer M. Parental hearing status and signing among deaf and hard of
hearing students // Sign Language Studies. — 2005 —N2 5 (2). — P. 231—244.
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UrHOPUPYIOT STOT BOMNPOC, MPeanoynTasa «4ncTyto» BblIOOPKY U3 Fy-
XUX HOCUTENEN XEeCTOBOIro A3blka U3 cemMei ryxmx. Takmm obpa-

30M, 1 OLEHKAa 3BYy4allEero/nMcbMeEHHOI0 A3blKa rfyXmx, M oUugHKa nx
B/1aEHUNA XECTOBbIM 3bIKOM CTPOUTCA HE HA HOpMe B60JIbLLUVMHCTBA
npencraBuTene cooblulecTBa. HegaBHee nccrnenoBaHne HECKOSIbKUX
XXECTOBbIX A3bLIKOB NoKasaJso, YTo rpaMmmaTtnyeckme Gopmebl B A3bl-

KaX FNyXmnx HoCUTeNnem He N3 cCeMen rNyxXmx oTim4yaroTcs oT popm,
MCMOJIb3YEeMbIX MYXUMU U3 cemMei ryxmnx. ECnm BapnaHT XeCcToBOIro
A3blKa, NCMOSb3YEMbI FNYXUMU HOCUTENAMM U3 CEMEN TYXNX, UC—
Monb3yeTCs B Ka4YeCcTBE CTaHdapTa 00yvYeHusl, AOKyMeHTaumMm 1 onpe-
OeneHna HoOpMbl, TO BCTaeT BOMNPOC O HOPMAaTUBHOCTU U HEHOPMATUB—
HOCTW A3blka 60NbLUMHCTBA B COOOLLLECTBE MYXUX.

CoBpeMEeHHbIe UccnegoBartesiv NogHMMAOT BaXKHbI€ BOMPOCHI, KOTO-
pble 40Nro UrHopupoBsana CouMonnHrBUCTUYECKAA HayKa MpUMeHn—
TenbHO K COOBLLECTBY rMyxux. Crip linguistics npnabiBaeT nccnepo-
BaTesieit He NPOCTO K OnMcaHUIo A3blKa MyXMX, HO U K onpeaeneHHom
CTeNneHn akTMBM3Ma, KOTOPLIN BepeT CBoe Havyano B KPUTUYECKOMN
Teopun MHBaNMMOAHOCTU. AKTUBM3M 3aK/touaeTCcs B MPUHATUN BCEX
GOopM A3bIKa, BK/OYaA Te, KOTOPble OOLLLECTBO CUMTAET HEHOPMATUB—
HbIMW. STO HE 3HAYMUT, YTO XeHHep N POOMHCOH OTBEPratoT NoHATME
S13bIKOBOI genpuBauun; HA0O60POT, OHWM JenatoT ero LeHTpasbHbIM
MOHATNEM CBOEM TEOPETUYECKON KOHLLENUMK®E'. X OCHOBHAasA MbIC/1b
B TOM, YTO OTCYTCTBME €CTECTBEHHOI0 A0CTYyNa K A3blKY, C KOTOPbIM
CTalIKMBalOTCA rNyxue OeTu, BblpacTaeT U3 HeraTMBHOIO OTHOLLEHNUA
K XXECTOBbIM f13blKaM. TakuM 06pas30oM, CribiLiallee o6LecTBO Npo-
LoKaeT HeraTUBHO BUATb HA XU3Hb MYyXuX, Tak Kak MUMEHHO OHO
onpepensdeT To, YTO CUMTaEeTCA HopMaTUBHOM U HEHOPMaTUBHOW Hop-—
MaMU A3blKa.

3akoyeHue

OTHoOLLEeHUs A3blka U 06LLecTBa — ofHa U3 KJl0YEBbIX NPo6sIeM CO—
BPEMEHHOM JIMHIBUCTUKKW. BONpOChl B3aMOCBA3M A3blKa 1 00LLECTBa

80 Zorzi @G, Giustolisi B, Aristodemo V., Cecchetto C., Hauser C., Quer J., Sanchez Amat J.,
Donati C. On the reliability of the notion of native signer and its risks ~/ The Journal of
Deaf Studies and Deaf Education. —2022. —N2 15 (4). — P. 422—437.
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BCTaOT 0COBEHHO OCTPO, KOra peys NOET O A3blKax Myxux. [nyxue

ABNAOTCA MEHbLUMHCTBOM, MPOXMBAIOLMM B MOCTOAHHOM KOHTaKTe

C JOMWUHUPYIOLLMM OBLLECTBOM CriblLUaLLUUX. TO OKasblBaeT BINAHNE
He TOJIbKO Ha pa3/nyHble ABNIEHUSA BHY TPU XECTOBbIX A3bIKOB (Ha/Iu—
yne JAaKTUIMPOBAHUA U OPYruxX GOpPM 3auMCTBOBaHUIN), HO TaKXe

Ha TaKue COLUMONUHIBUCTUYECKNE aCMeKTbl, KaK OTHOLLEHME K A3bIKY
cpeau ero HocuTenen 1 oKpyxatoLero obLiecTsa.

OTHOLLEHUE K XXEeCTOBOMY A3bIKY U3HY TPH HE ONMUCAHO OJ19 MHOIMX
COOGLLLECTB MyXux, B YaCTHOCTW AJ151 PYCCKOIro XXE€CTOBOI0 A3bIKa.
Halla ctaTbs paccmaTpuBaeT HEKOTOPbIE CCNeaoBaHNsA OTHOLLEHWIA
K BapuaTUBHOCTU B XXECTOBbIX A3blkax. PesaynstaThl TakMx onpocoB
3aBUCAT OT rofa NpoBeaeHUs, Bo3pacTa N 9THNUYECKOM NpuHaaiex-
HOCTW OMpPOLLUEHHbIX. OTHOLLEHUE K XXeCTOBOMY A3bIKY 1 €ro Bapu-
aHTaM BHYTPU POCCUINCKOro cOOOLLEeCTBa MyxXunx rnosb3oBaTenien
>XXECTOBOI0 fi3blKa ONUCAaHO He ObIIO.

13 0630pa nuTepaTypbl CNeQyeT, YTO rNyxXue 1 Cnbillawine COLMONNH-
rBUCTbI BO BTOPOI NosioBMHE XX BEKA COCPEeaoTOUNUSIUC Ha U3YyUYeHUn
XXECTOBbIX A3bIKOB IMyXunX. TeM He MeHee N3BECTHO, YTO TO, Kak rnyxue
MCNONb3YIOT HaUMOHaSbHbIV 3BYyYaLLUN/ NIMCbMEHHbIN A3bIK, OKa3bl—
BaeT OrPOMHOE BJIUSIHME Ha BOCMPUATUE CllblLLALLMU JIMYHBLIX U NPO-
deccmoHanbHbIX Ka4eCTB FyxXmnxe 8, OTHoLLeHne JOMUHUPYIOLLLErO
o6LEeCTBaA CNbILALLMX K PA3IMYHLIM GOpMaM MCMNOMb30BaHNSA A3bIKa
FIYXUMU, Kak K XXECTOBbIM f13blKaM, TaK 1 K 3By4YalLyM, MOXET CTaTb
crieayoLwen KpynHom TEMOIN COLUMONMNHIBUCTUYECKUX MCCNEeOOBaHNIA.

OTnpaBHOW TOYKOW ANA MaCLUTAOHbBIX COLMONMMHIBUCTUYECKMNX UCCNEe-
JoBaHnii PXXKA moxeT ctaTb nosBneHne 6a3bl aHHbIX IEKCUYECKOoM
BapunaTUBHOCTU B PXXKH. ccnegoBaHus BApUaTUBHOCTM MOTYT MO-
MOYb OTBETUTb HA BOMPOC O HAJINYMNM A3bIKOBOM HOPMbI B PXKA 1 onpe-
OennTb, CYLLECTBYIOT /I 6051ee 1 MeHee NMpecTUXHbIe BapuaHThI.

82 Freeman V. Speech intelligibility and personality peer-ratings of young adults with
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Bcnep 3a XeHHepom 1 POBGMHCOHOM Mbl OTMEeYaeM, YTO pasnimny-

Hble NPOABNEHNSA A3bIKA MYyXMX 3a4acTyIOo NoaBepralnTca KpUTUKe

M CTUrMaTm3aumm CO CTOPOHbI CrblLLALLMX: 9TO MOXET OblTb KPU-—
TUKa 3ByYaHUd rosioca, ypoBHA COOTBETCTBUA NUTEPaTypPHOM HopMe
B 3BYyYaLLeM/NMNCbMEHHOM A3blKe, MICMOJIb30BaHMSA XXECTOBOIMO A3blKa
(ocobeHHO BHYTpPU cemMeii 1 B 06pasoBaTesibHbIX YUPEXOEeHUSAX).
MopaenstoLlee 60NbLLUMHCTBO IMMyXUX AeTel He yCBanBaloT A3blK ecTe-
CTBEHHbLIM 00Pa30M C POXAEHUS, HO TEM HE MEHEE 3a4acTYIo OLe-
HMBalOTCA NO cTaH4apTam, COCTaBJIEHHLIM B COOTBETCTBUU C A3bLIKO-
BbiM pa3BUTMEM ClibiLLALLUMX OeTen. HoBenLas KOHLUenums nsyyeHnsa
A3blKa rMyXuX n gpyrux MeHbWMHCTB — Crip linguistics — npun3biBaeT
K MepeoCMbICNIEHMIO COBPEMEHHbBIX METOL0B ONMMCaHUA A3blKa, OLEHKN
A3bIKOBOM KOMMNETEHTHOCTU U A3bIKOBOI HOPMbI, KOTOPbIE 3a4acTyIo
CTPOATCA Ha MPUHATUN A3blKa JOMUHMPYIOLLMX FPYNN B KAa4YecTBe
obpasua.
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Paspen lll: A3bIK

This paper provides a sociolinguistic analysis of key
aspects of the language experience of the d/Deaf. It
reviews the historical development of sign language and
analyses contemporary methodological approaches and
vectors to its sociolinguistic study. Sociolinguistics is an
important aspect of sign language study that focuses on
variability, language contacts, language ideologies, and
attitudes to language, bilingualism, and multilingualism

in Deaf communities. The literature reviewed in this

paper includes sociolinguistic studies by international
scholars. The paper highlights a renewed interest in
sociolinguistic aspects of the d/Deaf experience among
Russian researchers and the wider Russian public. The
paper pays particular attention to the rethinking of the
contemporary concept of language norms as described by
Crip linguistics, a new approach to studying the language
of the d/Deaf. The Crip approach is shown to be relevant,
first and foremost, to describing the attitude of the hearing
towards the languages of the d/Deaf—both sign language
and oral and written speech.
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