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Abstract. This article is devoted to the study of the evaluative components of the concept
“WELFARE” in British social media discourse. In the process of discursive realization of any
concept, both stability and changes in its structural component are observed, since concepts are
subject to alteration, modification and saturation in terms of content, enrichment and overgrowth
with new meanings. Accordingly, in the process of saturation of this concept with new meanings
due to the emergence of new associations, there is a gradual loss of its original meaning. All these
factors associated with functioning of the concept to some extent depend on the consequences of
socio-political and socio-cultural development.

The aim of the article is to determine the evaluative and cognitive features of the concept of
"WELFARE" in the British social media discourse, as well as to reveal the linguistic means
involved in the representation of this concept in the British linguoculture. The methodology of the
study is based on linguo-conceptual analysis.

The results of the study indicate the dominance of the concept “WELFARE” in modern
British social media discourse. The results of the concept-definition analysis confirm the stability
in the content of the concept “WELFARE” throughout its historical development, while the
concept- contextual analysis indicates the presence of a negative evaluative connotation in the
content of the concept “WELFARE”, expressed using phraseological units, metaphors, idioms and
other stylistic devices.

The scientific value and practical significance of the study are determined by the fact that
the research results can make a certain contribution to further in-depth analysis of the evaluation
theory. The research materials can serve as a methodological guide for developing special courses
in the field of media discourse and conceptology.

Keywords: concept, welfare, evaluation, concept-definition analysis, concept-contextual
analysis, cognitive features, stylistic devices, social media discourse

Basic provisions

The article is based on the study of cognitive structures and mechanisms that
contribute to the formation of appraisal values and evaluative meanings in social
media discourse. It should be noted that the cognitive-semantic analysis of the
evaluative structures in social media discourse primarily involves the study of the
conceptual sphere inherent in this discourse. Therefore, we consider the concept
“welfare” as one of the specialized concepts forming the subject of this discursive
environment and the conceptual space of social media discourse.

Introduction
It is well known that the concept is a fundamental category in cognitive
linguistics. In this regard, the main issues of cognitive science, recently considered
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in many scientific papers related to the complex of issues defining the notion of a
concept. Despite the fact, that concept is widely studiedby both foreign and domestic
scientists such as R. Jakendoff, M. Johnson, J. Lakoff, A. Vezhbitskaya, R.I.
Pavlenis, D.S. Likhachev, Y.D. Apresyan, Y.S. Stepanov, E.S. Kubryakova, M.V.
Nikitin, 1.M. Kobozeva, I.A. Sternin, Z.D. Popova, N.N. Boldyrev, V.I. Karasik,
E.D. Suleimenova, N.J. Shaimerdenova, G.G. Gizdatov, J.A. Mankeeva, A. Islam,
V.S. Li., and others, it is still being investigated. Therefore, regardless of the scope
and complexity of the study, there is no single and generally accepted opinion
concerningthe definition of the concept, its structure, essence, linguistic nature,
classification and differentiation.

The concept “welfare” belongs to a group of social concepts created to
characterize state security in the form of monetary payments to citizens in need of
material assistance due to various social factors. The concept “welfare” is considered
as a valuable component of society. Consequently, the origin and formation of the
concept “welfare” in British society are directly related to extralinguistic factors:
socio-political, historical, economic transformations that occurred at the beginning
of the 20th century. Therefore, the issues of welfare and new reforms involving the
massive reduction of state benefits are topical concerns in modern British society.

Over the past decades, the UK's welfare system has undergone many
changes.This has led to a reduction in state benefits for citizens paid in the form of
housing allowances, child tax benefits, school meal allowances, student grants,
disability benefits, pension programs, income support benefits, employment
benefits, unemployment and other government programs aimed at supporting the
population. Thus, the changes made within the framework of the social protection
system have led to a sharp increase in the use of food banks resulting in a rise of the
poverty level of the average population. The consequences of this problem are
widely covered in the media today.

In this article, we present the results of a linguo-conceptual analysis of the
concept “welfare”.

Materials and methods

We have studied 5200 discursive segments containing lexical units related to
the concept “welfare”. The total number of media texts analyzed is 600. These data
were collected over the past six years from online publications such as “The BBC”,
“The Independent”, “The Guardian” and “The Sky News”.

As previously mentioned, social media discourse, like any other form of
discourse, possesses its own conceptual space that forms a specialized topic of this
discursive environment. The conceptual framework created by these concepts
contributes to the ability to describe key components, including actions, temporal
aspects, individuals, objects, and so forth. In general, for further analysis of the
concept “welfare” in the social media discourse, we used the following steps:

1) Etymological and Historical Analysis.

Etymological analysis serves as a tool for discerning the word's origin, its
original form, basic structure, primary meanings, so on. Historical development



involves identifying the fundamental stages of changes and the emergence of new
semantic nuances in the word's semantics.

2) Dictionary-Based Explanations.

Concept-definition analysis of a word is used to ascertain the substantive aspect
of the concept. This entails a semantic analysis of dictionary definitions and the
determination of all possible meanings, even those with subtle distinctions.

3) Role and Usage of the Concept in Daily Life.

The concept's role and usage in everyday life are reflected in its relevance,
topicality, and representativeness, which are established through conceptual
analysis.

4) Description of Cognitive Characteristics and Figurative Structures.

Cognitive and figurative structures of the concept represent a complete
characteristic of the integral structure, which are revealed through contextual
analysis.

Thus, through the lens of discourse analysis, delving into the concept of
“welfare” enables us to identify detailed and extensive facets of its structure, as well
as the actualization of implicit properties and general potential.

Results and discussion

The concept “welfare” in English dates back to the 13th century. The
etymological basis of this word is from Old English “wel faran” the state of well -
being, well — being + faran — getting along. Related formations can be traced back
to the Old Norse (“wolware”), the old Norwegian (“velferd”), the German
(“wohlfahrt”), etc. [1, 2].

Initially, the concept “welfare "was linked to notions of happiness, prosperity,
travel and visitation. However, it later came to be understood as a food supply [3, p.
332].

The historical development of the concept “welfare” in British society is
associated with the Poor Laws of 1536.Following various reforms, these laws were
eventually replaced by the National Aid Act of 1948 [4].

The primary lexical meanings of the concept “welfare” have been elucidated
through a concept-definition analysis, drawing upon definitions from a range of
lexicographic and explanatory dictionaries. These include reputable sources such as
Online Merriam Webster's Dictionary, Longman's Dictionary of Contemporary
English, Online Oxford Dictionary, Collins English Dictionary, Collins Cobuild
Online, Cambridge Advanced Learner's Dictionary & Thesaurus, Cambridge
Dictionary Online, Cambridge Learners Dictionary, Explanatory English dictionary,
and others. It is worth noting that the representation of this concept is largely
consistent across these dictionaries, with recurring patterns. Consequently, this stage
of analysis has also facilitated the identification of the core semantic features, or
semas, associated with this concept.

As a result, the analysis has led to the identification of three distinct lexical
meanings for the concept of “welfare”:

1) state of well - being, health, happiness, prosperity:

Welfare — health, happiness, prosperity, and well-being in general [5];



Welfare — the state of doing well especially in respect to good fortune,
happiness, well-being, or prosperity [6];

Welfare — the health and happiness of people [7].

2) money for the sick, poor, unemployed or payment system of the state:

Welfare — a system of payments by the government to people who are ill, poor,
or have no jobs [8];

Welfare — is money that is paid by the government to people who are
unemployed, poor or sick [5].

3) financial or other state assistance to persons in need:

Welfare — help given, by the state or an organization, to people who need it,
especially because they do not have enough money [9];

Welfare — financial and other assistance given to people in need [10];

Welfare — help given, especially by the state or another organization, to people
who need it, especially because they are poor [11];

Welfare — aid in the form of money or necessities for those in need [6];

Welfare — care provided by the state or another organization for
people in need [7].

As we see, the concept “welfare”” can be construed in a more specific sense as
the overall well-being of an individual. In a broader understanding, it encompasses
social assistance provided by the state in the form of financial support to those facing
need, unemployment, health issues, and similar circumstances.

The historical development of the concept “welfare” indicates its dynamic
nature, which has changed over time in terms of measuring happiness as an indicator
of personal well-being, depending on certain factors as job, money, health, and so
on.

Later in the twentieth century, broader concepts were established when
“welfare” began to express the role of the state in providing financial assistance to
the population in ensuring a better life. However, the evaluation content of the
concept, particularly, its positive or negative connotations emerged through the
process of cognitive-semantic analysis.

The results of the concept-contextual analysis of the concept “welfare” reveal
the following peculiarities.

The analysis of the British mass media texts indicates that the concept
“welfare” “lost its original meaning and become a way to attack those in need of
help”” (The Guardian, 2013). Consequently, in contemporary discourse the concept
“welfare” tends to be associated witha negative evaluative stance rather than a
positive one.

The following passage highlights a significant shift in the essence of the
concept "welfare" since its inception: “Rather than talk about “the welfare state” or
“social security”, politicians now mainly talk about “welfare” — and so do the
general public. And in this discourse, the meaning of the word has more or less been
turned on its head. It has precious little these days to do with faring well; rather,
“welfare” has become almost a term of abuse. To be “on welfare” is to be on
Benefits Street or part of the Great British Benefits Handout: somewhere no one in
their right mind wants to be ” (The Guardian, 2013). Here, the author tries to express



as vividly as possible the society’s negative-evaluative position towards the present
welfare system through a macro-context, which uses not only negative vocabulary
(term of abuse, precious little), adverbs (more or less, almost, rather than), but also
irony, which reveals the essence of what it means to be for people on social security.

The following context is a figurative illustration of the negative representation
of the concept “welfare "reflecting the contemporary government's perspective.
“Tory ministers turned the word “welfare” into an abusive term, misleadingly
branding the entire social security budget as “welfare” when the most is pensions,
not the dole, let alone scroungers”(The Guardian, 2017). This observation
underscores how the content of the concept “welfare” reflects all the existing social
issuesin British society ranging from pension payments to the unemployment rate.

Cognitive features of the concept “welfare”vary between indicators of
subjective and objective well-being. The first is based on self-esteem, i.e. how a
person is satisfied with his life. The objective facet, on the other hand, is grounded
in tangible or societal circumstances, which encompass external factors like
earnings, income levels, wealth, and housing conditions, and others. Accordingly,
based on the above factors, the concept “welfare” has sub-concepts that make it
possible to reveal in more detail its specific essence and cognitive features. These
sub-concepts encompass social benefits designed to address society's fundamental
needs. These include provisions such as housing benefits, child tax benefits, school
meal benefits, student grants, disability benefits, pension programs, income support
benefits, unemployment benefits, and more.

Thus, cognitive features of the concept “welfare ”, reflecting the subconcept of
social benefits, are implemented in the social British media discourse through lexical
units that express the needs of society in the form of benefits, support, social
security, social aid, health, education, housing, income, etc. For example, “Labour
split the concept of the welfare state apart. It talked on the one hand about
“welfare”, by which it meant the social security budget; and on the other, “public
services”, by which it chiefly meant health and education” (The Guardian, 2013).

Indeed, another cognitive feature associated with the negative connotation of
the concept “welfare” pertains to costs or expenses that are perceived as lacking
value. An illustrative example is how the government sees the whole benefits system
only as a cost without value (The Guardian, 2020). This perspective underscores the
prevailing negative evaluation of welfare programs in certain contexts.

In the course of our analysis, we also identified that the concept “welfare” is a
consequence of the emotions expressed, which reflect the psycho-emotional state of
a person, and the level of satisfaction. Consequently, the antonymic series of the
concept under study includes words of the opposite meaning that are directly related
to a negative state, for instance, mental disorders, torment, hunger, poor health, fear,
sadness, unhappiness, dissatisfaction, suffering, poverty, lack, debt, and so forth.

Based on the analyzed material, the synonymous series of the concept
“welfare” consists of equivalents that show its frequent usage: benefit system, social
security, income, safety, support, poverty program, health service, social aid, profit,
protection, well-being, and others.



Cognitive evaluative features of the concept “welfare” are more realized in
examples that express a negative evaluation and indicate a sign of a person's mental
state. They are represented by such language units as: mental distress, mental health,
mental state, feat, shame, an aching worry, anguish, etc. For example: “Britain’s
benefit system causes mental distress. That is not a partisan claim. It is just a fact.
A study by a Newcastle and Teesside universities last year found that universal credit
had so profoundly affected claimants’ mental health that some had considered
suicide. Tougher “fit for work” tests have been linked by the University of Liverpool
to 590 additional suicides and hundreds of thousands of additional antidepressant
prescriptions among disabled people. The Department for Work and Pensions
(DWP) has itself internally reviewed at least 69 suicides that could have been linked
to problems with benefit claims” (The Guardian, 2020).

In the following example, we can observe a person's mental condition as a result
of the loss of social benefits: “Just as poverty does not simply mean not having
enough money, losing social security does not only mean being poor. It fosters a
mental state: a fear in the pit of your stomach, a sense of shame that you have found
yourself in this position and an aching worry you won't get out of it. The fact that it
Is the government causing this anguish instead of providing a safety net for your
time of need, keeps you awake at night” (The Guardian, 2020).

“Meanwhile, our research confirms that the experiences of people with mental
health problems using the UK welfare system are largely negative and the pressure
arising from conditions and sanctions exacerbate mental and health problems” (The
Independent, 2020). The use of evaluative and expressive connotations clearly
illustrates the negative subjective attitude of the author to this issue. In connection
with the reforms of large-scale cuts in state benefits, there 1s a sharp deterioration in
the social situation of the average population, which eventually leads to such
consequences as: mental disorders, suicide, hunger, etc.

The following fragment describes the feelings of fear, hope, struggle and love
that only people experience, unlike technology, when they find themselves in a
difficult situation and need the state’s assistance. “After all, human beings are not
machines that need to be fed twice a day and stored in a dry box. We are all people
with fears, hopes, struggles and loves — and this does not cease the moment we need
the state’s help” (The Independent, 2020).

Another most frequent cognitive feature that represents the concept “welfare’
is hunger, which is represented by the following lexical units: hunger, hungry,
starvation, to starve. For example,“Poor and often seriously ill people with
legitimate claims to state support have been left to starve by the government, in order
to save money that has been recycled into tax cuts for rich people and big business.
This happened under “compassionate Conservative”” David Cameron and continues
under Theresa May, who promised to “always act in the interest of ordinary,
working-class people” (The Guardian, 2018).

In the next excerpt, the author uses subtle sarcasm to underscore a negative
evaluation towards the authorities: “It was the true story that moved a Tory to tears:
Heidi Allen, Conservative MP for South Cambridgeshire, wept after Frank Field,
the veteran Labour MP for Birkenhead in Wirral, told parliament of the hungry
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constituent who had “a lucky week” because his family had been invited to a funeral
and so could eat the food left over the wake” (The Guardian, 2019).

In the following passage, the author clearly expresses its subjective negative-
evaluative stance towards Brexit, which is directly related not only to the reduction
of benefits systems, but also to the fact that the current welfare system is not able to
protect children from hunger. “For those children going hungry this summer, and
beyond, the memory will linger and it will alter their perceptions of themselves and
the nation. In our bold Brexit future, Britain looks like to be seen not as a country
that nurtures its young, but one that starves them” (The Guardian, 2019).

The next cognitive feature of the concept “welfare” commonly expressed
through the lexical units like: poverty, poor, beggar. This feature is mainly the result
of the consequences of cuts, restrictions or cancellation of preferential funds for
families in need. For example, “Cuts and freezes have taken family budgets to the
bone as costs rise and there is more pain to come as the two-child limit for tax credits
and universal credit, the bedroom tax, the benefit cap and the rollout of universal
credit push families deeper into poverty” (The Guardian, 2018).

The cognitive feature of the concept “welfare”, which also represents the
manifestation of poverty, is implemented by the idiom fo make ends meet. For
example, “Flagship welfare reforms will trigger a big increase in families unable to
make ends meet, new analysis reveals” (The Guardian, 2019).

“CPAG’s annual Cost of a Child report, by Prof Donald Hirsch of
Loughborough University’s Centre for Research in Social Policy, suggests a series
of benefits cuts and freezes, together with the recent rise in inflation, is making it
increasingly difficult for low-income families to make ends meet” (The Guardian,
2017).

Based on the research findings, it can be summarized that the concept
“welfare” has demonstrated a dynamic evolution, with shifts in both content and
conceptual structure over time.

In the modern discourse, the figurative-evaluative structure of the concept
“welfare” 1s more of a negative evaluative nature rather than a positive one. It is
frequently represented in British social media discourse through the use of negative
evaluative vocabulary, metaphorical expressions, idiomatic phrases, and
comparisons (such as “fo make ends meet”, “take to the bone”, “stay above water”
and so on). Furthermore, the analysis revealed the most productive syntagmatic
connections in terms of lexical compatibility for the concept “welfare.” These
connections predominantly express negative semantic features within its conceptual
content, including terms like “benefit cuts”, “welfare cuts and freezes”, “benefit
spending” and “benefit claims.” This highlights the prevalent discourse surrounding
the challenges and concerns related to welfare in contemporary society.

Positive cognitive features are reflected in positively assessed vocabulary, as
well as in the compatibility of words, particularly in prevalent attributive
combinations like the welfare state, social security, benefit system, social security,
welfare support, welfare safety, social aid, profit, welfare protection, etc.

The antonymic series of the concept “welfare” are expressed in combinations
of the following pairs: high-income — low-income, negative — positive impacts of



welfare system, benefits — threads, welfare is a bad — a good thing, controlled —
uncontrolled welfare and so on.

The analysis of modern British media also allowed us to determine that the
cognitive properties of the concept “welfare” vary between the parameters of
subjective and objective well-being. As a result, the prevalence of negative-
evaluative connotation in the content of the concept “welfare” is caused by its
modern perception not only within the media, but also the entire British society.

Conclusion

The socio-economic, as well as socio-political situation has elevated the
concept “welfare” to a dominant position in the modern British social media
discourse. Therefore, being one of the most productive concepts of the British social
media discourse, the concept “welfare” is in constant development, as it generates
various meanings and forms new cognitive-evaluative semantic shades.

The results of the concept-definition analysis made it possible to determine the
stability inherent in the content of the concept “welfare” in its key understanding
during its historical development, as well as reveal the content-conceptual features
that change over time, thereby testify its dynamism.

Concept-contextual analysis of the factual material confirms the prevalence of
negative evaluative connotation in the content of the concept “welfare ”. The essence
of this concept is most often reflected in additional negative cognitive features
expressed through the use of negative evaluative vocabulary, metaphors, idioms,
phraseological units, comparisons and other stylistic means.
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Anparna. byn makana BpuTaHOBIK oneyMeTTiK MenuaaucKypchiHaarbl «OJI-AYKAT»
KOHIIENTICIHIH Oaranay OenrijaepiH 3epTreyre apHayiFaH. Ke3-KelnreH KOHIENT JUCKYPCHBTI
KOJIAaHBLTY TPOLIECCIHAEC OHBIH KYPBUIBIMBIHIIAFBI TYPAKTBHUIBIKTEI HEMECE ©3repcTi Oaiikayra
0oJajIpl, OUTKEH1 KOHIIENTUIepre AamMy, MOAU(BUKAIINS, MA3MYHBIHBIH KaHBIFYbI, 0albITHLIYHI )KOHE
J)KaHa MaFbIHAJIApAbIH Taiga Ooybl ToH. TwiciHIIe, Y3/IKCi3 JaMy OapbIChIHIA JKaHa
KOHIIETUIEpZiH Taiga OodyblHA HeMece KoraMIaFbl ©3€KTUIIKTIH JKOFallyblHa ceOenTi
KOHIICTITITIEp/iH OacTanmkbl MoHI OipTiHAeN >KOWBLUIYbI MYMKiH. KoHuenTinepai KolmgaHy
MPOLIECCIHIE OCBI (PaKTOPJIAPABIH OapibIFbl, Oenrium Oip MoOpekene OIEyMETTIK-CasCH KOHE
QJIEYMETTIK-MOJICHU JIaMy/IbIH CalljapblHa OaliIaHBICTHI.

MakananelH MakcaTbl - bpuTaHablk oneyMmeTTik Meamaguckypera «OJI-AYKAT»
KOHIICTITICIHIH Oaranay >KOHE KOTHUTHUBTIK OenrijiepiH aHbIKTay, COHAal-aKk bpuTanmbik
JIMHTBOMOJICHUETTE OChl KOHIICTITIHI YChIHYFa KATBICAThIH TUIAIK Kypalfgapibl amry. 3epTTey
oiicTeMeci TMHTBOKOHIICTITYaJAbIK TajliayFa HeT13/1ereH.

3epTTey HOTHXKeNepl Ka3ipri OpUTaHIBIK SJIeyMETTIK Meauaauckypcebinga «OJI-AYKAT»
KOHIENTICIHIH YCTeMIiriH kepcereni. KoHmenTyanpl-quUHANMSIIBIK TaTAayIbIH HOTHXKENIepi
«OJI-AYKAT)» KOHIENTICIHIH Ma3MyHBIHIAFbl TapUXH JaMmy OapbIChIHAA TYPAKTBUIBIKTHI
pacTaiiipl, ajl KOHIENTYalAbl-KOHTEKCTIK Tannaybl «OJI-AYKAT» KOHIIENTICiHIH Ma3MyHBIHIA
Tepic Oaranay KOHHOTAIMSICHIHBIH Oap €KEHIITiH, (pa3eo’orusulbIK Oipiikrep, Meradopanap,
HIMoMaliap jkoHe 0acka Jia CTUIIBIIK Kypajiaap apKbUIbl KOPCETEII.

3epTTeydiH  FBUIBIMM  KYHIBUIBIFBI MEH NPAKTUKAIBIK  MaHbBI3ABUIBIFEL  3€pPTTEY
HOTIDKEJIEpiHiH Oarajay TEOpUSICHIH OJlaH opi TepeHAETUIreH Tajjaayra Oenrini Oip yiec Koca
aNaThIHJIBIFBIMEH alKbIHAANAAbl. 3epTTey MaTepHalgapbl MEeIHAJAUCKypC KOHE KOHIICTITOIOTHUS
caJlaChIH/IaFbl apHAWBI KypCTap bl 331piiey Ke31H e 9AICTEMENTIK HYCKAYyIIbIK 00Ja anajsl.

Tipek ce31ep: KOHIENT, ol-ayKaT, Oaraiay, KOHIENTYyaaabl-IeOUHHUIMIIBIK Taljay,
KOHIICTITYaJIBI-KOHTEKCTTIK Tajjiay, KOTHUTHBTIK E€PEKIICTIKTep, CTHIMCTUKAIBIK Kypajjap,
QJIEYyMETTIK MEIUAJAUCKYPC
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AHHOTanud. /{aHHas cTaThsi MOCBSIIEHA UCCIIEIOBAHUIO OLICHOYHBIX MPU3HAKOB KOHIIENTa
«BJIATOCOCTOSHUE» B OpuTanCckoM COLIMAIbHOM Meauaauckypce. B mporecce
JTUCKYPCUBHOM peanu3anui Jito00ro KOHIIENTa HaOM01aeTCsl KaKk CTa0MIIBbHOCTh, TaK U N3MEHEHUS
€T0 CTPYKTYPHOI'0O KOMIIOHEHTA, IMOCKOJIBKY KOHICTITEI ITOABEPrarOTCA NU3SMHCHHIO, MO}II/I(l)I/IKaHI/II/I
U HACBIIEHUIO B COAEPIKATEIbHOM IUIaHE, OOOTAlIEHUIO U OOpaCTaHWIO HOBBIMU CMBICIIAMHU.
COOTBeTCTBeHHO, B MMPOLIECCE HACBIMICHUA JAHHOI'0 KOHLECIITA HOBBIMU IMOHATHUAMU BCIICACTBUU
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MOSIBJICHUSI HOBBIX acCOIMAIII, MPOUCXOIUT MOCTENIEHHAs yTpara ero HCXOAHOro 3HadeHus. Bee
9TH (HaKTOPHI, CBSA3aHHBIE C (DYHKITMOHUPOBAHUEM KOHIIENTA, B TOW WJIM MHOW CTETICHU 3aBUCAT OT
MOCJIEACTBHM 00I1IECTBEHHO-TIOJIUTUYECKOTO U COLMOKYIIBTYPHOTO Pa3BUTHSL.

[lenbro CTaThbu SIBISCTCS ONMPEICIICHUE OICHOYHBIX M KOTHUTHBHBIX NMPU3HAKOB KOHIENTA
«BJIATOCOCTOSHHSA» B OpUTaHCKOM COLMAIBHOM MeIua AMCKYpCe, a TakKe PacKPhITHE
SI3BIKOBBIX CPEJICTB, YYACTBYIONIMX B pENpe3eHTAllMM JaHHOTO KOHIENTa B OpUTAHCKOU
JUHTBOKY/IbTYype. MeToauka ucciieIoBaHus OCHOBaHA Ha JIMHTBOKOHIIETITYaJIbHOM aHaJIH3e.

[TomrydeHHbIE pPE3yNbTATHl HKCCIICIOBAHUS CBHJIETEIBCTBYIOT O IOMHUHUPOBAHUH KOHIICTITA
«0I1arocoCTosIHUA» B COBPEMEHHOM OpUTAHCKOM COLIMAIbHOM Meauaauckypce. Pe3ynbrarsbl
KOHIICTITyaJTbHO-IC(UHUIIMOHHOTO aHaju3a IOATBEPKIAIOT YCTOHYMBOCTh B CONEPKAHUU
KOHIIETITa «0JIaroCOCTOSIHUE» Ha MPOTSHKEHUU €r0 MCTOPUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHSA, B TO BpeMs Kak
KOHIICTITYyaJIbHO-KOHTEKCTYabHBIM aHAIM3 HCCIIEIYEMOT0 KOHIENTa CBUICTEIBCTBYET O HATHMINUU
HEraTUBHOM OLIEHOYHOW KOHHOTAIIMU B COJIEP’KaHUU KOHILIETITa «OJIarocoCTOsIHIEY, BbhIpaxaeMon
¢ moMotkko (ppazeonoru3mMoB, MeTadop, UAUOM U APYTUX CTUITHUCTHUECKUX CPEACTB.

Hayunas 1ieHHOCTh M IpaKTUYecKash 3HAYUMOCTb HCCIICAOBAHUS ONMPEICNIAIOTCS TEM, YTO
pe3ybTaThl HCCIEAOBAHUS MOTYT BHECTH ONPEACIICHHBIN BKIIAJ] B TEOPHIO OIEHKU. Marepualsl
UCCJIEJIOBAHUS MOTYT BBICTYNAaTh B KAa4eCTBE METOJMYECKOTO PYKOBOACTBA MpU pa3padOTKe
CHEIHATBHBIX KYPCOB B 00JIACTH MEIUAIUCKypca M KOHIICTITOJIOTHH.

KuiioueBble ci10Ba: KOHIICMT, 01arocoOCTOsIHUE, OLEHKA, KOHIIENTYyalbHO-1e()UHUIIMOHHBIN
aHaJM3, KOHIENTYaJIbHO-KOHTEKCTYaIbHBI aHaIn3, KOTHUTHBHBIC MPH3HAKU, CTHJIMCTHYCCKUE
CPEICTBa, COIIMAIbHBIN METUAUCKYPC

Cmamus nocmynuna 3.11.2024



