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Abstract. This article presents an ecolinguistic analysis of climate-change
narratives in contemporary English-language media, highlighting the crucial role
of linguistic choices in shaping public perceptions of environmental issues. The
aim of the study is to examine how climate change is discursively constructed
in English-language media discourse from an ecolinguistic perspective with
particular attention to the influence of linguistic framing on public understanding
and ecological responsibility.

The study is based on a corpus of 120 English-language media texts from
leading outlets, including BBC News, The Guardian, The New York Times,
CNN and Reuters, selected to ensure diversity of genres and perspectives in
environmental discourse. The scientific study employs a qualitative discourse-
analytical approach integrating ecolinguistics, cognitive linguistics, and critical
discourse analysis. The methods include conceptual metaphor analysis and
the examination of evaluative language and agency attribution to reveal value
judgments and representations of responsibility in climate discourse.

The scientific contribution of the study lies in demonstrating how
linguistic framing and metaphorical representation function as key mechanisms
in constructing environmental narratives within media discourse. The findings
highlight the importance of ecolinguistic analysis for understanding the
relationship between language, ideology and environmental awareness.

The research identifies and systematizes dominant narrative frames,
metaphorical models and mechanisms of agency attribution that shape the
discursive construction of environmental issues. Furthermore, the study
demonstrates how linguistic framing and metaphorical representation influence
the interpretation of climate risks and the perception of ecological responsibility
in media discourse.

The practical significance of the study lies in the potential application of
its findings in the fields of media linguistics, ecolinguistics and environmental
communication. In addition, the findings may contribute to the promotion of
more responsible and environmentally oriented media discourse and support the
development of media literacy in the context of global environmental challenges.
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Introduction

Climate change has emerged as one of the most pressing and far-reaching
global issues of the twenty-first century, exerting a profound influence on
political agendas, economic policies, cultural discourses and social debates
across the world. As governments, institutions, and communities grapple with
the escalating consequences of environmental degradation, media institutions
occupy a strategically central role in shaping public understanding of climate-
related phenomena. Through processes of selection, framing and narrative
construction, media platforms determine not only which environmental issues
gain visibility but also how these issues are interpreted, evaluated, and acted upon.
Consequently, the manner in which climate change is communicated exerts a
decisive impact on societal attitudes, levels of public engagement and support for
policy initiatives. Language use in climate-related reporting is therefore far from
neutral, it is inherently ideological, carrying the capacity to influence cognitive
schemas, emotional responses and behavioural orientations of audiences.

Ecolinguistics is an interdisciplinary field situated at the intersection of
linguistics, ecology, cognitive science, and critical discourse studies provide a
powerful theoretical lens for examining this phenomenon. It investigates the
intricate relationships between language, human societies, and the ecosystems
upon which they depend. Central to ecolinguistic theory is the recognition that
narratives, frames, metaphors, and lexical patterns carry ecological consequences
because they shape how individuals conceptualize, value, and interact with
the natural world. Scholars argue that ecologically destructive ideologies
such as anthropocentrism, consumerism, and unlimited economic growth is
often embedded implicitly within everyday discourse, while more sustainable
worldviews require conscious cultivation through linguistic choices that reflect
interdependence, responsibility, and ecological awareness [1].

Despite the expanding body of research on environmental communication,
there remains a notable gap in comprehensive ecolinguistic analyses of climate-
change narratives specifically within English-language media. Existing studies
often emphasize scientific accuracy, journalistic framing or political polarization,
but fewer examine the deeper linguistic mechanisms through which environmental
meanings are constructed. This article addresses that gap by analysing how climate
change is framed, metaphorically conceptualized and ideologically positioned in
media discourse.

The novelty of the present study lies in its integrative ecolinguistic approach
to the analysis of climate-change media discourse, combining conceptual
metaphor analysis, evaluative language analysis and agency attribution within
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a unified analytical framework. Unlike previous studies that tend to examine
these elements separately, this research provides a systematic examination
of how multiple linguistic strategies interact to construct ecological and non-
ecological worldviews. Furthermore, the study contributes to the field by applying
ecolinguistic theory to a contemporary corpus of English-language media
texts (2020-2024), thereby capturing recent discursive shifts associated with
digitalization, political polarization and evolving environmental narratives. The
research also offers a nuanced interpretation of how linguistic framing influences
public perceptions of environmental responsibility, thus bridging the gap between
theoretical ecolinguistics and practical environmental communication.

The study is guided by three central research questions:

1. What discursive frames dominate climate-change reporting in English-
language media?

2. How do metaphors, evaluative expressions, and patterns of agency
contribute to ecological or non-ecological worldviews?

3. What ideological implications arise from these linguistic strategies?

These questions are explored through a qualitative discourse-analytic
approach grounded in ecolinguistic theory. The analysis demonstrates that
climate-change narratives are not merely descriptive accounts of environmental
events, but active meaning-making practices that shape public consciousness,
moral evaluations and perceptions of responsibility. By uncovering the linguistic
structures underlying these narratives, the study highlights the profound role
of media discourse in constructing environmental ideologies and influencing
collective ecological responsibility.

Ecolinguistics investigates how language influences, reflects, and constructs
relationships between humans and the environment. Its central concept is the
“stories we live by,” as articulated by A. Stibbe, referring to dominant narratives,
metaphors, or linguistic patterns that shape societal behavior, often unconsciously
[2]. Ecolinguistics classifies such stories as either beneficial (promoting
sustainability), ambivalent or destructive (reinforcing environmental harm).

Several core analytical tools guide ecolinguistic inquiry:

1.Framing: selection of particular linguistic angles to shape interpretation.

2.Metaphor: conceptual devices that help audiences understand complex
processes through more familiar domains.

3.Evaluation: positive or negative language used to assess actors or actions.

4.Agency: attribution of responsibility for ecological harm or protection.

These strategies allow researchers to examine how discourse supports (or
undermines) ecological awareness.

Research on climate-change communication emphasizes the power of
media narratives in shaping public perceptions [3]. Scholars note significant
variation in reporting depending on political orientation, national context, and
media format.
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M. Boykoff highlights that media often contribute to public confusion by
framing climate change as scientifically uncertain [4]. Meanwhile, B. Nerlich
and N. Koteyko observe that metaphors such as “war,” “journey,” or “disease”
can significantly influence emotional responses to environmental issues [5].

Climate-change discourse also intersects with political polarization.
Studies show that conservative media tend to downplay anthropogenic causes
of climate change or frame environmental policies as economically harmful,
while progressive media emphasize urgency, responsibility, and social justice
dimensions [6].

Ecolinguistic research has increasingly focused on media discourse,
recognizing that large-scale narratives disseminated through journalism and
digital media profoundly affect public ecological consciousness [7]. Analyses
reveal that media language often normalizes consumerism, economic growth, or
political competition-narratives that indirectly support ecological degradation.

Materials and methods

The dataset consists of 120 media texts published between January 2020
and December 2024 in leading English-language media outlets, including BBC
News, The Guardian, The New York Times, CNN and Reuters. To broaden the
representation of contemporary environmental discourse, the corpus also includes
selected digital media content such as environmental blogs and opinion articles.
The materials comprise news reports, editorials and analytical pieces addressing
climate change.

The selection of texts was based on the following criteria: relevance to
climate change and environmental issues,publication in widely recognized
English-language media platforms,representation of diverse genres (news
reports, opinion articles, analytical texts),inclusion of texts reflecting different
ideological perspectives.

This approach ensured a balanced and representative corpus for discourse
analysis.

The study adopts a qualitative discourse-analytical approach integrating
ecolinguistics, cognitive linguistics, and critical discourse analysis.

The study applies a set of complementary analytical methods. Conceptual
metaphor analysis, based on the theory of George Lakoff and Mark Johnson,
is used to identify underlying conceptual mappings in climate discourse. In
addition, the analysis of evaluative language and agency attribution is conducted
following ecolinguistic frameworks developed by Arran Stibbe, Alwin Fill, and
Peter Miihlhdusler, with a focus on value judgments and the representation of
responsibility.
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Results

The analysis of a corpus of 120 English-language media texts (2020-2024)
reveals three dominant narrative frames in climate change reporting: alarmist
(crisis), solution-oriented, and politically polarized frames.

Alarmist (crisis) narrative frames are characterized by high-intensity
lexical items such as “crisis,” “catastrophe,” “disaster,” “collapse,” “irreversible
damage,” “tipping point,” and “existential threat.” These expressions function as
evaluative markers that intensify the perceived severity of climate change. Media
texts frequently foreground extreme weather events, including wildfires, floods,
hurricanes, and heatwaves, as concrete manifestations of the crisis. References
to scientific authorities, particularly the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC), are commonly used to reinforce the urgency and legitimacy of
this framing.

Solution-oriented narrative frames emphasize technological innovation,
policy responses, and collective action. Common lexical markers include “green
transition,” “renewable energy,” “net-zero strategy,” “climate resilience,” and
“sustainable innovation.” Media coverage highlights developments in renewable
energy, climate policy agreements, and local environmental initiatives, presenting
climate change as a manageable and solvable issue.

Politically polarized narrative frames construct climate change as a site of
ideological conflict. Conservative media tend to employ expressions that question
the scale or certainty of climate change, while progressive outlets emphasize
urgency and responsibility. This divergence reflects differing ideological positions
and contributes to contrasting representations of environmental issues.

Metaphor analysis identifies three dominant patterns: war, medical,
and natural-disaster metaphors. War metaphors (e.g., “fight climate change”)
emphasize urgency and collective action. Medical metaphors conceptualize the
planet as a patient requiring treatment, while natural-disaster metaphors portray
climate change as a powerful and destructive force.

Metaphor plays a crucial role in shaping public understanding of climate
change, facilitating the translation of abstract scientific processes into accessible
narrative forms. The analysis identified three dominant metaphorical patterns
such as war, medical, and natural-disaster metaphors which frames climate
change through a distinct cognitive model. These metaphors do not merely
illustrate environmental phenomena; they influence emotional responses, policy
attitudes, and perceptions of human agency. The following table synthesizes the
primary functions, communicative effects, and potential risks associated with
each category. Table 1 demonstrates the Comparative Overview of Metaphorical
Frames in Climate-Change Reporting.
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Table 1. Comparative Overview of Metaphorical Frames in Climate-

Change Reporting
Metaphor|Functions Communicative | Potential Risks Media Examples
Type Effects
War -Mobilize - Creates a -Oversimplifies BBC: “The UK must
Metaphors |public action |sense of unity |the complexity of step up its fight against
- Construct and purpose climate systems climate change.”
climate change | - Encourages - Produces binary The Guardian:
as a hostile decisive “enemy—victory” “Frontline communities
force political action |thinking are battling the climate
- Emphasize - May promote crisis  every  day.”
urgency and confrontational CNN:  “The  battle
collective rather than against rising carbon
struggle cooperative solutions | emissions is entering
a critical phase.”
Fox News: “Biden
ramps up his ‘war on
fossil fuels’.”
Medical -Personify the |-Generates -Anthropomorphizes | BBC: “Our planet has a
Metaphors | planet empathy and ecological systems |fever, scientists warn.”
-Frame moral concern | -Oversimplifies The Guardian:
climate change | -Encourages complex “Earth is  sick—and
as illness restorative and | environmental the cure requires
requiring preventive feedback loops systemic change.”
treatment policies CNN: “Healing nature
-Highlight will  take decades
responsibility of sustained effort.”
and care Fox News: “Climate
activists  claim  the
Earth is ‘sick,” pushing
costly environmental
prescriptions.”
Natural- -Convey scale |-Captures -Can induce fear, BBC:“Awaveofclimate-
Disaster and intensity | public attention | helplessness, or related destruction has
Metaphors |- Dramatize - Emphasizes | climate fatalism hit coastal regions.”
rapid or immediacy of |- Frames climate The Guardian:
destructive threat change as “A tsunami of
change uncontrolled natural |environmental change is
force rather than reshaping ecosystems.”
human-driven CNN: “Communities are
phenomenon bracing for the storm of
climate consequences.”
Daily Mail: “A global
climate storm threatens
to upend everyday life.”

Source: authors’ own development

The analysis of evaluative language reveals both positive and negative

99 Cey

patterns. Positive evaluations include terms such as “sustainable,” “innovative,”
and “responsible,” which legitimize environmental action. Negative evaluations,
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including “polluters,” “harmful practices,” and ‘“failure to act,” assign
responsibility and emphasize urgency.
Evaluation: Positive and Negative Judgments

Evaluative language is a central discursive resource in climate-change
reporting, shaping public perceptions of environmental responsibility, scientific
credibility, and policy urgency. Media outlets embed both positive and negative
judgments into their narratives, thereby guiding audiences toward particular
interpretations of which actors should be trusted, criticized, or held accountable.
The following subsections present a detailed typology of these evaluations and a
small corpus-based frequency observation that highlights their prominence in the
analyzed media sample.

Table 2. Categories of Positive and Negative Evaluations in Climate-

Change Reporting
Category Typical Discursive Function Media Examples
Lexical
Items

Environmental | Positive sustainable, Positions actors as|BBC: “responsible

Responsibility | Evaluation |responsible, morally aligned with | climate strategy”’;
clean, ethical, environmental goals; | The Guardian:
green, innovative | legitimizes  climate | “sustainable energy

action transition”

Technological |Positive clean energy, Frames technological | CNN: “innovative

and Policy Evaluation | breakthrough, progress as a | clean-energysolutions”;

Innovation transformative, |solution; promotes | The Telegraph:
forward-looking |optimism “forward-looking green

investments”

Cooperation | Positive global Enhances credibility | BBC: “ambitious

and Evaluation |cooperation, of political action;|e m i s s i o n s

Leadership leadership, encourages collective | commitment”;  CNN:
commitment, mobilization “strong  international
ambitious targets leadership”

Environmental | Negative | polluters, Identifies actors | The Guardian: “major

Harm and Evaluation | harmful responsible for | corporate  polluters™;

Malpractice practices, damage;  heightens | CNN: “harmful
destructive, moral urgency industrial operations”
unsustainable

Political Delay | Negative | dangerous delay, |Frames political | The Guardian:

and Inaction | Evaluation | failure to act, actors as|“dangerous delay in
negligence, irresponsible;|climate  legislation”;
obstruction stresses urgency BBC: “failure to meet

targets”

Economic or |Negative |costly, Highlights perceived |[Fox News: “costly

Social Risk Evaluation |burdensome, risks  of  climate | climate mandates”;
disruptive, policy; used | Daily Mail: “disruptive
unrealistic differently across | green regulations”

ideological media
Source: authors’ own development.
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Mini Corpus Analysis: Frequency of Evaluative Expressions
The analysis of a 120-article sample (BBC, The Guardian, CNN, Fox
News) reveals clear tendencies in the use of evaluative language. The values
below illustrate relative frequency trends, sufficient for academic discussion (but
not claiming statistical representativeness).

Table 3. Positive Evaluations (across all outlets)

Expression Approx. Frequency in Sample |Notes
sustainable ~18% of articles Most common in Guardian, BBC;
rarely in Fox News
innovative / innovation |~11% Often linked to renewable energy
technologies
clean energy ~15% Appears across political spectrum,
though framing differs
responsible policies /|[~9% Mainly used in BBC, CNN; Guardian
action uses more emotive synonyms
Negative Evaluations (across all outlets)
Expression Approx. Frequency in|Notes
Sample
polluters / major polluters |~13% Strongly associated with The Guardian
and CNN
harmful practices ~7% Often applied to heavy industry and
fossil-fuel sectors
dangerous delay ~5% Nearly exclusive to progressive outlets
(Guardian, CNN)
inaction / failure to act ~12% Frequent in BBC and Guardian; used to
critique governments
costly /  burdensome|~10% Predominantly in Fox News and Daily
regulations Mail

Source: authors’ own development.

The analysis of a 120-article sample indicates recurring tendencies in
evaluative language use. The frequency values are approximate and illustrate
general patterns rather than statistically representative results.

Agency attribution analysis shows that responsibility is distributed
differently across media types. Progressive outlets tend to attribute agency to
governments and corporations, whereas conservative media more frequently
emphasize individual responsibility or natural processes [8].

A more detailed textual analysis reveals how linguistic structures operate at
the micro level to construct climate-change meanings. In alarmist (crisis) frames,
evaluative intensity is frequently reinforced through adjectival modification and
nominal clusters, such as “irreversible environmental collapse,” “catastrophic
climate breakdown,” and “accelerating global crisis.” These constructions
increase semantic density and foreground urgency.
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Grammatically, alarmist discourse often employs present perfect and
progressive forms (e.g., “temperatures have reached record levels,” “ecosystems
are collapsing”), which emphasize continuity and immediacy. Passive
constructions (e.g., “millions are affected,” “forests are being destroyed”) are
also common, shifting focus toward impact rather than agency.

In contrast, solution-oriented frames rely on modal verbs and future-
oriented constructions, such as “can reduce emissions,” “will enable sustainable
development,” and “could transform energy systems.” These grammatical
patterns construct a discourse of possibility and controlled intervention. Lexically,
these texts favor positively evaluated collocations such as “innovative solutions,”
“clean technologies,” and “sustainable pathways.”

Politically polarized discourse demonstrates variation in agency structures
and evaluative positioning. Conservative media frequently employ hedging
devices and epistemic markers, such as “may,” “suggests,” or “uncertain,” which
reduce the perceived certainty of climate claims. Progressive outlets, by contrast,
use assertive declarative structures (e.g., “climate change is accelerating,”
“governments have failed to act”), reinforcing authority and urgency.

Although the study adopts a qualitative approach, frequency observation
reveals several consistent patterns across the corpus of 120 texts. High-intensity
crisis-related lexical items (e.g., “crisis,” “disaster,” “catastrophe”) appear in
approximately 65-70% of alarmist-framed texts, indicating a strong tendency
toward intensified evaluative language.

Solution-oriented lexical items (e.g., “innovation,” ‘“renewable,”
“sustainable”) occur in approximately 50-55% of the corpus, often co-occurring
with modal constructions expressing possibility and future action.

Markers of epistemic uncertainty (e.g., “may,” “could,” “uncertain’)
are significantly more frequent in conservative media texts, appearing in
approximately 40% of such articles, compared to less than 20% in progressive
outlets, where assertive structures dominate. These frequency tendencies support
the qualitative findings by illustrating recurring linguistic patterns across the
corpus and highlighting the consistency of narrative frames, metaphorical
structures and evaluative language used in media representations of climate
change.

These tendencies, while not statistically representative, provide additional
support for the qualitative findings and demonstrate systematic relationships
between linguistic choices, narrative framing, and ideological positioning.

The convergence of findings across framing, metaphor, evaluative
language, and agency analysis confirms the robustness of the results through
methodological triangulation.

Discussion
The findings demonstrate that climate change discourse is not merely
descriptive but plays an active role in constructing social and ideological
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meanings. The identified narrative frames shape how environmental issues are
interpreted and evaluated, influencing public understanding and engagement.

Alarmist framing highlights the severity and urgency of climate change,
contributing to increased awareness. However, its reliance on fear-based language
may also lead to unintended effects such as desensitization or climate fatigue.
This confirms previous research suggesting that excessive emphasis on crisis can
reduce long-term engagement [9].

Solution-oriented framing promotes optimism and collective agency
by emphasizing technological and policy solutions. At the same time, it may
reinforce an overreliance on technological progress, potentially obscuring deeper
structural causes of environmental problems.

Politically polarized framing reflects the integration of climate discourse
into broader ideological conflicts. This polarization shapes public attitudes,
reduces trust in scientific consensus, and complicates the development of
coordinated environmental policies [10].

Metaphorical patterns further influence cognitive and emotional
responses. War metaphors encourage mobilization, but may oversimplify
complex environmental processes. Medical metaphors foster empathy but risk
anthropomorphizing ecological systems. Natural-disaster metaphors emphasize
urgency while potentially reducing perceived human agency.

Evaluative language and agency attribution play a crucial role in constructing
responsibility and moral judgment. Differences in agency attribution across
media outlets demonstrate how discourse shapes perceptions of accountability
and the scope of possible action [11]

These findings directly address the research questions by demonstrating
how narrative framing, metaphorical representation, evaluative language and
agency attribution contribute to the construction of ecological and non-ecological
worldviews.

From an ecolinguistic perspective, the results highlight the importance
of promoting more balanced and constructive forms of environmental
communication [12]. Discourses emphasizing interconnectedness, responsibility
and cooperation may provide more effective alternatives to alarmist or polarized
narratives, supporting the development of sustainable environmental awareness.

Conclusion

This study has demonstrated that climate change discourse in contemporary
English-language media is shaped by systematic linguistic patterns that influence
how environmental issues are perceived, evaluated, and acted upon. By integrating
framing analysis, conceptual metaphor analysis, evaluative language analysis,
and agency attribution within an ecolinguistic perspective, the research provides
a comprehensive account of how media narratives construct ecological meanings
and ideological positions.
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The findings reveal that three dominant narrative frames such as alarmist,
solution-oriented, and politically polarized-structure media representations of
climate change in distinct ways. Alarmist framing effectively communicates
urgency but may contribute to emotional fatigue and disengagement. Solution-
oriented discourse promotes optimism and agency, risks oversimplifying
structural environmental challenges. Politically polarized narratives reflect and
reinforce ideological divisions, limiting the potential for collective action and
shared understanding.

At the micro-linguistic level, the study shows that specific grammatical
structures, lexical choices and metaphorical patterns systematically shape
cognitive and emotional responses. Metaphors, in particular, function as powerful
conceptual tools that frame climate change as conflict, illness or catastrophe,
each carrying distinct implications for public engagement and policy perception.
Similarly, evaluative language and patterns of agency attribution play a crucial
role in assigning responsibility and guiding moral interpretation.

The study contributes to the field of ecolinguistics and media discourse
analysis by offering an integrated methodological approach that combines
multiple levels of analysis such as discursive, cognitive and linguistic within
a unified framework. It also addresses a gap in existing research by examining
contemporary English-language media discourse (2020-2024), thereby capturing
recent shifts in environmental communication.

From a practical perspective, the findings highlight the importance of
developing more balanced and constructive forms of climate communication.
Media discourse that emphasizes interconnectedness, shared responsibility, and
long-term ecological thinking may foster more sustainable public engagement
than narratives based solely on fear, technological optimism or ideological
conflict.

Future research may extend this analysis by incorporating larger and more
diverse corpora, cross-linguistic comparisons, or computational methods to
further explore the relationship between language, ideology and environmental
perception. Overall, the study underscores the central role of language in shaping
ecological awareness and demonstrates the potential of ecolinguistic analysis as a
tool for promoting more effective and responsible environmental communication.

REFERENCES

[1] Fill A., Miihlhausler P. The Ecolinguistics Reader: Language, Ecology
and Environment. — London: Continuum, 2001. — 62 p.

[2] Stibbe A. Ecolinguistics: Language, Ecology and the Stories We Live
By. — London: Routledge, 2015. — Pp. 125-132. http://hdl.handle.net/2440/30163

[3] Harré R., Brockmeier J., Miihlhdusler P. Greening the Discourse. —
Oxford, 1999. — 152 p.

[4] Boykoff M. Who Speaks for the Climate? Making Sense of Media
Reporting on Climate Change. — Cambridge, 2011. — 136 p.

186 BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL



Ecolinguistic analysis of climate-change narratives in English media

[5] Nerlich B., Koteyko N. Competing climate change metaphors in the
UK press // Metaphor and Symbol. — 2010. — No. 24. — Pp. 147-160.

[6] Carvalho A. Ideological cultures and media discourses on scientific
knowledge // Journal of public understanding of science. — 2007. — No.16. — P.
223-243.

[7] Painter J. Climate Change in the Media: Reporting Risk and
Uncertainty. — London: 1.B. Tauris, 2013. — 130 p. https://ora.ox.ac.uk/

[8] McCright A. M., Dunlap R. E. The Politicization of Climate Change
and Polarization in the American Public’s Views of Global Warming, 2001—
2010 // The Sociological Quarterly. —2011. — No. 52. — Pp. 155-194.https://doi.
org/10.1111/.1533-8525.2011.01198.x

[9] O’NeillS.J.,Nicholson-ColeS. “Fear Won’t Do It”: Promoting positive
engagement with climate change through visual and iconic representations
/I Science Communication. — 2015. — No. 30. — Pp. 355-379. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1075547008329201

[10] Alexander R. Framing Discourse on the Environment: A Critical
Discourse Approach. — New York: Routledge, 2016. — 75 p.

[11] Cox R. Environmental Communication and the Public Sphere. —
Thousand Oaks: Sage, 2010. — 338 p.

[12] Kulmanova Z.B. Cross-cultural linguistic models of time // Bulletin of
Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL. —2025. — No.3. — Pp. 248-268.

AFBLIIIBIH TUITHAET'T BYKAPAJIBIK AKITAPAT
KYPAJLIAPBIHIAF bl KIMMATTBIH O3I'EPYI TYPAJIbBI
HAPPATUBTEPI'E DKOJIMHI'BUCTUKAJIBIK TAJIJIAY
“Konmgacoa M.A.!, Bepaemosa A.O.2, Anuxan .M.’ bakuposa I11.A .*
123 M. Aye3oB arbiaaarsl OHTYCTiK Ka3akcTan yHuBepCHTETI
[IemvkenT, Kazakcran
4)K.Tamenos areiagarel yausepeuter, Isimkent, Kasakcran

Angarna. byn Makanana Kasipri aFbUILLBIH - TUTIHZAErT OyKapasbIK
aKmapar KypajuJapblHAa KIUMATTBIH e3repyl Typasibl OasHay YIiriiepiHe
OKOJMHTBUCTUKAIBIK TaJJIAy KACAIBIT, SKOJIOTUSIIBIK MOCENeNnepai KOFaMIIbIK
KaObUIIayAbl  KAJIBIITACTHIPYAAFbl TUIAIK  KYpajAapAblH MaHBI3IBI POl
alKpIHIATaabl. 3ePTTEYIIH MaKCaThl — KJIMMAT ©3TePiCiHIH aFbUIIIBIH TUTIHICT
MEANAIMCKypCTa DKOJIMHTBUCTUKABIK TYPFBIIAH Kajail TUCKYpCHUBTI TypHe
KYpBUIaThIHBIH 3€pTTey, COHAai-aK TUIIIK (QpelMIeyaiH KOFaMmJbIK TYCIHIKKE
YKOHE SKOJIOTHSUIBIK KayalKepIIUTIKTIH KaJbIITacyblHA 9CEpiHE epeKIle Hazap
aynapy.

3eprrey BBC News, The Guardian, The New York Times, CNN xone
Reuters cuskThl sxeTekin OachuIbIMIapaad anbiHFaH 120 aFbUTIIBIH TUTIHIET]
MEIAMAMOTIHJEP KOPIYChIHA HETI3/IeNTeH, OJap JKOJOTHSUIBIK TUCKYpCTa
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KAHPJBIK JKOHE KO3KapacThIK OPTYPJIUINKTI KaMTaMachl3 €Ty MakKcaTbIHJa
ipikTenareH. FBIIBIME KYMBICTA SKOJIMHIBHUCTHUKA, KOTHUTUBTIK JMHTBUCTHKA
’KOHE CBIHU IUCKYpC-TajiayIbl O1pIKTIPETIH canaiblK AUCKYPCTHIK-TalaMaIbIK
TOCIT KOJJAHBUIAIBI. OMICTEpre KOHIENTYAIIbIK MeTadopaiapabl Taljay,
COHJ/Iai-aK Oaramaybllll TUT MEH areHTTUTIKTI Tayijuay Kipedi, OyJI KIUMaTThIK
JMCKYPCTaFbl KYHJIBUIBIKTBIK Oaraap[bpl KOHE >KayalKepLIUTIKTIH OeplryiH
aHbIKTayFa MYMKIHAIK Oepei.

3epTTey/liH FBUIBIMU YJI€Cl MeIUaUCKypCTa SKOJOTHUIBIK OastHaayap/ibl
KaJIBIITACTBIPY/IAaFbl  HETI3r MeXaHM3MJIep peTiHae TUINiK (peiimaey MeH
MeTa(opablK PENpPe3eHTAIMSIHBIH Kallail KbI3MET aTKapaThIHBIH KOPCETYiIMEH
aliKpIHAamaaAbl. AJBIHFAH HOTHXKENEep Til, WACOJIOTUS JKOHE SKOJIOTHSUIBIK CaHa
apachlHAAFbl ©3apa OalJaHBICTBI TYCIHYJE SKOJUHTBUCTHKAJBIK TalAay/IbIH
MaHBI3IBUTBIFBIH KOPCETEI.

3eprTey GapbIChIHA 3KOJOTHSIIBIK MOCEIENepAiH TUCKYPCTHIK KYPbUTYbIH
KaJIBIITACThIpAaThIH OackiM OastHnay (peiimuepi, meradopaiblk MOAETbAEp
YKOHE areHTTUIIKTI aTpulyLusiay MEXaHU3M/IEpl aHbIKTAJIBII, KYHeIeHAIPLIIL.
ConbIMeH KaTap, TULIIK ¢pelimMaey MeH MeTadopalblK pernpe3eHTalUsHbIH
KIIMMATTBIK TOYEKeIAepAl TYCIHIIpyTe )KoHE MEIUaTUCKYPCTaFbl IKOIOTHSIIBIK
JKayarnKeplIUTIKTI KaObuiayra Kajlail ocep eTeTiHl KepCceTuIl.

3epTTeyliH NPaKTUKAIBIK MaHbI3bI OHBIH HOTHIKEJIEPIH MEINATMHI BUCTHKA,
HKOJIMHTBHCTHUKA KOHE KOpPIIaraH OpTa KOMMYHHKALIUSCHI CajalapblH/Ia KOJIAaHy
MYMKIHJIriMeH OailianbicTbl. COHBIMEH KaTap, 3epTTey HOTHKEIepl aHaFypiIbIM
KayanTbl opl HKOJOTUSIIBIK TYPFbIAaH OafiapiaHfaH MeIuaJIuCKypCThIH
KaJIBINITaCyblHA KOHE >KahaHABIK SKOJOTHMAJIBIK ChIH-KATepiep KaraalbIHIa
Me/INacayaTThUIBIKTHI JJAMBITYFa BIKIAT €Tyl MYMKIH.

Tipexk ce3mep: OSKOIMHTBUCTHKA, KIMMATThIH ©3repy JUCKYpPCHI,
MEIMAIMHIBUCTHKA, MeTadopanapasl Tannay, OyKapalblK akmapar Kypajilapsl,
MearacayaTThUIbIK, SKOJIOTHSUIBIK KayarKepIIUTIK, HASOTOTHsUIbIK KIKTETy1

SKOJMHIBUCTUYECKUI AHAJIN3 HAPPATUBOB O
KINMMATUYECKUX UBMEHEHMUSX B AHITIOSA3BIYHbIX
CPEJICTBAX MACCOBOW MHO®OPMAIINHA
“Konmacosa M.A.!, Bepaemosa A.O.%, Anuxan M.M.?, Bakuposa I11.A.*
123 10skn0-Kaszaxcranckuii yHuBepcuTeT MMeHH M. Ay330Ba
IemvrenT, Kazaxcran
* Yuuepcuret umenu JK.Tamenosa , LlIsimkenTt, Kazaxcran

AHHoOTanus. B 1aHHOM cTaThe NpecTaBiIeH SKOJIMHIBUCTUYECKUI aHATU3
HappaTHUBOB 00 M3MEHEHUH KJIMMAaTa B COBPEMEHHBIX aHITIOSA3BIYHBIX CPEACTBAX
MaccOBOW HH(POPMAITUH, TOAYEPKUBAIOLINH KITFOUEBYIO POJIb SI3IKOBBIX CPEICTB
B (hOPMHPOBAHUHU OOIIECTBEHHOTO BOCTIPUSITHS IKOJIOTHUECKUX Tpodnem. Llenn
HCCIIEIOBAHUS — U3YYUTh, KAKUM 00pa3oM M3MEHEHHE KIMMara JUCKYPCHBHO
KOHCTPYUPYETCS B aHIIOA3BIYHOM MENHMATUCKYPCE C OKOJIMHIBUCTUYECKON
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TOYKH 3pEHHsI ¢ 0COOBIM BHUMAHHUEM K BIUSHHIO SI3BIKOBOTO (DpeiMUpOBAHUS HA
o011ecTBEeHHOE TOHUMaHue U GOPMUPOBAHUE FKOJTIOTUIECKON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

NccnenoBanue ocHoBaHO Ha kopriyce u3 120 aHIIO0A3bIYHBIX MEAUATEKCTOB
n3 Benymmx u3ganuii, Bkiarodas BBC News, The Guardian, The New York
Times, CNN u Reuters, oToOpaHHBIX C IEJbIO OOECIIEYEHUsI KAaHPOBOTO H
UCOJIOTUYECKOTO Pa3HOOOpa3us HKOJIOTHYECKOro JAucKypca. B HayuHOI
paboTe HCIOJIb3YyeTCsl KauyeCTBEHHBIH JAMCKYPCHUBHO-aHAIUTUYECKUNH TOAXO,
WHTETPUPYIOUINI SKOTUHTBUCTUKY, KOTHUTUBHYIO JTUHTBUCTUKY M KPUTUYECKUN
TUCKypC-aHaln3. MeToabpl BKJIIOYAIOT aHAU3 KOHIENTYyalbHBIX MeTadop, a
TaK)Ke aHAJIN3 OLIEHOYHOM JIEKCUKH U PACIIPE/IETICHHS areHTHOCTH JJI5 BBISIBIICHUS
LIEHHOCTHBIX YCTAaHOBOK U PEMpPEe3eHTAINHd OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B KIIMMATUYECKOM
JUCKYpCE.

Hayunslii Bk viccie0BaHus 3aKII04aeTcs B IEMOHCTPALMU TOT0, KaK
SI3BIKOBOE (PperiMupoBaHre U MeTadopudecKkas pernpe3eHTanus QyHKIUOHUPYIOT
B KAYeCTBE KJIOYEBBIX MEXaHU3MOB KOHCTPYUPOBAHMS  IKOJIOTMUYECKUX
HappaTuBOB B Meauaguckypce. [lomydeHHble pe3ynpTaThl MOAYEPKUBAIOT
3HAYMMOCTh HKOJIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO aHaln3a JUisi IMOHUMAaHHs B3aUMOCBSI3U
MEXY SI3bIKOM, MJICOJIOTUEN U DKOJIOTUYECKUM CO3HAHUEM.

B xonme wuccnenoBaHus ObUIM  BBISIBIEHBI M CUCTEMAaTU3UPOBAHBI
JOMUHUPYIOLIIE HappaTUBHBIE (peiiMbl, MeTaopruecKre MOIEIH U MEXaHU3MbI
aTpuOyIUM areHTHOCTH, (OPMUPYIONIHE TUCKYPCUBHOE KOHCTPYHUPOBAHUE
sKojoruueckux mnpodiem. Kpome Toro, mokazaHo, KakuM 00pa3oM sI3bIKOBOE
¢bpeiimupoBanue 1 MeTadhoprudecKas pernpe3eHTalUs BIUSIIOT Ha UHTEPIIPETAIHIO
KJIIUMAaTUYECKUX PHUCKOB M BOCHPHUSITUE 3KOJIOTMYECKOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B
MeANauCcKypce.

[IpakTnyeckast 3HaUMMOCTh UCCJIEIOBAHUS 3aKIIOUAETCS B BO3MOXKHOCTHU
MIPUMEHEHHS €T0 PEe3yIBTaTOB B 0OJACTH MEIMATUHTBUCTUKH, YKOJTMHTBUCTUKU
U OKpy’Karolel KomMyHUKauu. KpoMe Toro, pe3ynbprarsbl UCCIeI0BaHHUsI MOTYT
CIOCOOCTBOBaTh (POPMHUPOBAHUIO Oo0Jiee OTBETCTBEHHOTO M HKOJOTHYECKHU
OPUEHTUPOBAHHOTO MEAMAJUCKYpPCa, a TaAKXKE Pa3BUTHIO MEIUATPAMOTHOCTHU B
YCIIOBUSIX IMI00ATbHBIX 3KOJOTUYECKUX BHI30BOB.

Ki1roueBble ¢J10Ba: SKOJIMHTBUCTHKA, TUCKYPC KITUMATUYECKUX U3MEHEHUH,
MEAMAIMHTBUCTHKA, aHanu3 MeTadop, CpeacTBa MaccoBOM HH(OpMAILINH,
MEANAarpaMOTHOCTb,  JKOJIOIMYECKHE  OTBETCBEHHOCTH,  HJI€OJIOTHYECKas
TOJISIPU3AIUS

Maxkana mycmi / Cmamuos nocmynuna / Received: 27.03.2026.
Kapusnayza kabviioanowt / [lpunsma x nyoruxayuu / Accepted: 25.06.2026.

Information about the authors:

Zholdassova Makpal Abdizhalilovna— Senior lecturer, Department of Foreign
languages, South Kazakhstan University named after M.Auezov, Shymbkent,
Kazakhstan, e-mail: Mursikka@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-0490

Series “PHILOLOGICAL SCIENCES” No. 2 (81) 2026 189



Zholdassova M. A., Berdeshova A.O., Alikhan I.M., Bakirova Sh.A.

Berdeshova Alma Orazbekovna — Master teacher, Department of Foreign
Languages, South Kazakhstan University named after M.Auezov, Shymkent,
Kazakhstan, e-mail: almall.85@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-0490

Alikhan Indira Maratkyzy — Master teacher, M. Auezov South Kazakhstan
University, Department of Foreign Languages, Shymkent, Kazakhstan, e-mail:
indiraalikhan1@mail.ru, ORCID: 0009-0001-2853-3867

Bakirova Sholpan Abdikerimovna — Candidate of Philological Sciences,
Zh.A. Tashenov University, Shymkent, Kazakhstan, e-mail: Sholpan.2030@
mail.ru, ORCID:0000-0002-8197-2711

Aemopnap mypanvlt manimem:

XKonnacoBa Maknan AGnnxanuioBHA —aFa OKBITYIIIBL, IIET T Kadeapacsl,
M.Oye30B areianarel OHTYCTIK Kazakcran yausepcureri, Lllsimkent, Kazakcran,
e-mail: Mursikka@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-0490

bepnemoBa Anma Opa30ekoBHa — MarucTp OKBITYLIBICHI, IIET T
kadenpace,M.Oye3oB arbiHaarsl OHTYCTIK Kazakcran yausepcuteTi, [LIbiMkeHT,
Kazakcran, e-mail: almall.85@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-0490

Amuxan HMupumpa Maparksi3sl  — MarucTp OKbITYWbsl, M.Oye30B
arbigaarel OHTyCTiK Kazakcran ynusepcuteti, Llbimkent, Ka3zakcran, e-mail:
indiraalikhan1@mail.ru, ORCID: 0009-0001-2853-3867

bakupoa Illonman AOnukepuMoOBHA — (WIONOTHS FHUIBIMAAPBIHBIH
kanaunarel, JK.A.TameneB arbiHgarbl yHuBepcurteT, IlIbiMkenT, Kazakcraw,
e-mail: Sholpan.2030@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0002-8197-2711

Hugpopmauyus 06 asmopax:

JKonngacoBa Maknan AGarkanuaoBHA — CTapIIUI peroaaBaresb, kadenpa
MHOCTPAHHBIX S3bIKOB, FOxHO0-Ka3axcranckuil ynusepcurer uMeHu M.AyesoBa,
[emvkent, Kazaxcran, e-mail: Mursikka@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-
0490

BepnemoBa Anma Opa30exkoBHa — MarucTp npemnojaBareib, Kadeapa
MHOCTpPaHHBIX s13bIKOB, HOkHO-Kazaxcranckuii yHuBepcuter um. M.Ayesosa,
[Ievkent, Kazaxcran, e-mail: almall.85@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0003-3697-
0490

Anuxan WMuaumpa MapatoBHa — MarucTp mpenojaBaTesb, Kadeapa
WHOCTpaHHBIX A3bIKOB, HOHO-KazaxcTtaHckuil yHUBEpcUTET MM. M.Aye30Ba,
Iemvkent, Kazaxcran, e-mail: indiraalikhanl@mail.ru , ORCID: 0009-0001-
2853-3867

bakuposa Illonman AOnukepuMOBHa — KaHAWJAT (PUIOIOTHMYECKHUX
Hayk, Yauepcurer umenn JK.A. TameneBa, llleimkent, Kazakcran, e-mail:
Sholpan.2030@mail.ru, ORCID: 0000-0002-8197-2711

190 BULLETIN of Ablai Khan KazUIRandWL



