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KOH®NUKT MHTEPNPETALUA B CMW:
TPYOHOCTW PA3PELLEHUA

TlocranoBka TpeIOKEHHON B CTaThe HPOOJIEMBI BBI3BaHA OTCYTCTBHEM SICHOCTH B TTOHUMaHHH
CYIIHOCTH KOH(UIMKTAa HHTEpIpeTanuii, a Takke HEeoOXOJUMOCTBIO OOHAPYKEHUs IPHYMH,
MOPOXKIAIONIMX 3Ty Pa3HOBHIAHOCTH KOH(UIMKTOB B nestensHocTH CMU. B kadecTBe memm
HAIMCAHMs CTAaThH aBTOP BHIWT OIpeseieHNe XapaKTepa MPOTeKaH!sI KOH(IMKTOB HHTEepIIpeTaIHi,
BbUICHGHHE  YCJIOBHH,  COIYTCTBYIOIIMX  CHWJKCHHIO  YPOBHA  KOH(IMKTOI€HHOCTH B
paccMaTpuBaeMol pa3HOBHIHOCTH KOH(IMKTOB. BakKHbIM aBTOp CUMTAaeT MOMCK U HAXOXKICHHE
apryMEHTOB B TIOJIB3Y COXPaHCHUS KOH(JIMKTOB
HHTEpIpETalLHi, TOCKOJIbKY €ro NPUCYTCTBHE, OTPAaHUYEHHOE 3THYECKUM KOJEKCOM KYPHAINCTA
U TOYHBIMH, COLMOJIOTMYECKUMH 3HAHMSIMH, SIBJSICTCS OJHUM W3 YCJIOBHH TOCTVDKCHHS HAy4HOI
UCTUHBL.  Pesynsratom paboTel  HccienoBarenss CTaid  BBIBOABI O TOM, BO-TIEPBBIX, 4YTO
MHPOBO33pEHUECKHE LIEHHOCTH U OCHOBAHHbIE HA HUX HJICOJIOTHYECKHE MPEANOUYTEHNUS BBI3BIBAIOT
KOH(QIUKTEI HHTEpIpeTanuii.
Bo-Bropeix, koH}pauKTHBI moTeHmMan B chepe CMU ycuimmBaeTcss OTCYTCTBHEM TPaHHI] MEKIY
(akToM M KOMMEHTapHeM, Ype3MEpHOil SMOLMOHAIBHOCTBIO W HECIOCOOHOCTBIO KypHAIMCTA
HOCTaBUTh ce0si Ha MECTO JPYroro 4ueioBeKa. B-TpeTbuX, KOH(QIMKT HHTEPIpEeTanui
TpaHncopMHpyeTcss B CPEACTBO MAaHUIYJIMPOBAHHMSA IPH YCIOBUM HCIIONB30BaHHSA B
MeauaTekcTax auddamaryn. B-ueTBepThIX, CpeICTBOM OrpaHUUeHHs KOH(IIMKTA MHTEPIIPETaIHi 1,
CIIEIOBATEIBHO, €r0 YIIPABICHHS MOXKET BBICTYIIaTh MEXaHU3M CaMOOPTaHHM3aIMHU JKyPHAIHCTCKOTO
coo0mecTBa, BBIPAOATHIBAIOIINI «IIpaBUiIA UIPB» U NMPOQPECCHOHAIBHOTO COOONIeCTBa H
OTCJIC)KUBAIOLINH UX BBINOJIHEHHE.
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The statement of the problem offered in the article is caused by the lack of clarity in
understanding of essence
of the conflict of interpretations, and also by the need of detection of the reasons generating this
kind of the conflicts in activity of mass media. The author sees the main purpose of writing the

article in the determination of the nature
of dynamics of the conflicts of interpretations, clarification of the conditions accompanying
decrease in level of

a conflictogenity in the considered kind of the conflicts. The author recons that rather significant
thing is the search and finding of arguments in favor of preservation of the conflicts of
interpretations as its presence limited by the ethical code of the journalist and exact and
sociological knowledge is one of conditions of comprehension of scientific truth. The researcher
came to the conclusions that, first, the world outlook values and ideological preferences based on
them cause the conflicts of interpretations. Secondly, conflict potential in the sphere of mass
media amplifies by the lack of borders between the fact and the comment, excessive emotionality
and inability of the journalist to put himself to the place of other person. Thirdly, the conflict of
interpretations is transformed to means of a manipulation on condition of use in media texts of a
defamation. Fourthly, as means of restriction of the conflict of interpretations and, therefore, its
managements can act the mechanism of self-organization of journalistic community developing
«rules of the game» for professional community and tracing their performance.



