NONUTMKN B YCrOBMS BENOPYCCKOM CUTyaL MM CBUOETENbCTBYET O TOM, YTO AENCTBYIOLLAas cucrema
00y4yeHuss MHOCTpPaHHbIM si3blkaM He OTBevaeT npeabsiBnsembiM TpeboBaHusm. Ee
PYHKLUMOHMPOBaHNE He obecneyvmBaeT peanunsaumo MOLHOMO NoTeHuuana MHOCTPaHHbLIX S3bIKOB
Kak (hakTopa [OyXOBHOIO pa3BUTUS YerioBeka, CTaHOBIIEHUSI CUCTEMbl €ro LEHHOCTEW, €ero
hopMUpOBaHME Kak NOSUKYIbTYPHOW MOpanvHreanbHOM NMMYHOCTH.

B HacTosillee BpeMsi, KOrga MWHOCTPaHHble $A3bIKM pacCMaTpuMBalOTCA Kak CcoluMarbHO-
KyNbTypHbIA  (peHOMEH, KX UM3y4YeHWe HanpaBfeHo Ha counanusaumilo 4Yernoeseka B
rnobanuaytowemcss mupe. B cBs3M ¢ aTuM cTaBuTCA 3agaya yCureHus NUYHOCTHOOGpasytoLlen
PYHKUUN MHOCTPaHHbIX A3bIKOB Kak obpasoBaTenbHOM npeameTHon obnactu. B cnoxumelumxcs
obcToATenbcTBax TpaguumoHHas 3AMMUPUYECKN CINOXUBLLASACS, 3KNeKTuyeckas,
XapakTepusytoLasacs dparMeHTapHOCTbIO peanusaunn Lenemn, cuctema obydeHms MHOCTPaHHbIM
s3blkaM MOoCTeneHHo npeobpasyeTcs.

Mpoucxopsilume  U3MEHEHUs  Henb3s paccmMatpuMBaTb  Kak  MNpPOCTOe  OTpaKeHue
NnepeocMbICIIEHNs Lienen obydeHust s3blkaM, MOCKONbKY OHM 3aTparvBaloT dyHOaAMeHTanbHble
OCHOBbI MexaHn3ama (YHKUMOHNPOBAHMSA OEWNCTBYOLLEA cUCTEMbl 00yyeHus. [locTteneHHO B
cucteme  hopmanbHoro  obpasoBaHWs  YTBEPXKOAETCA Unaes  Hernpepbi8HO20  U3y4YeHUs
WMHOCTPaHHLIX $3bIKOB, NMPW 3TOM MpeaMeTHas obnactb “VIHOCTpaHHbIN s3blK” MOHMMAETCsl Kak
COUMOKYNbTypHas obpasoBaTenbHas gUCLMNIIMHa.

Cuctema o0Oy4YyeHMss VMHOCTPaHHbIM  A3blkaM AOfMKHA pa3BMBATbCA Kak  LIeNoCTHas
obpasoBartenbHasa nogcuctema, cnocobecTByroaad POPMUPOBAHUIO NIMYHOCTUN MOSNUKYIbTYPHOrO
nnopanuHrea Ha Bcex atanax obpasoBaHus.

YAK 81'373.611:811.111: 316.772
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THE FINDINGS OF A SOCIOLINGUISTIC SURVEY
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Abstract. In this work we've analyzed the modern perspectives of the development of political
neologisms. The analysis of political neologisms allows us to investigate public attitude towards
politics and politicians as an arena for modern political discourse.

Key words: neologism, sociolinguistic survey, political discourse.

Every language rapidly reacts to the emergence of new social phenomena, objects and
activities which immediately undergo the process of nomination. That is why the process of
neologization is at the core of modern studies. A neologism is a relatively recent or isolated term,
word, or phrase that may be in the process of entering common use, but that has not yet been fully
accepted into mainstream language. The questions, devoted to the problems of their origin and
source, functions and mechanisms lie within the field of the scientific interest.

Every particular sphere provides us with a wide number of specific neologisms. They are
created due to different circumstances (as a result of new events or new inventions). But their
flexibility allows us to add more and more terms to the vocabulary of neologisms every year. In our
research we've decided to deepen the knowledge about modern political neologisms and to
answer the question: “Do people create and use new political neologisms nowadays?”

The aim of our work is to increase the knowledge of modern political neologisms, their usage
and occurrence. We applied descriptive method, the method of continuous sampling and
guestioning.

To complete our research we used different internet sites that are not connected with linguistic
sources, such as http://ggeuniverse.forumotion.com/, http://hodgepodge.forumotion.com/. We
asked the users of these sites several questions to comprehend the role of neologisms and the
frequency of their usage. We asked seventy-three persons who belonged to different age groups:
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Picture 1 — Age groups, %

The first question was “Do you know the meaning of the word “Neologism”? Here we have very
good results. 74% (44 probationers) answered “yes” on this question and only 26% (19
probationers) answered “no”.

No

Yes

Picture 2 — The results of the first question, %

Then we asked the next question “Do you use neologisms in your daily life?” From 54 tested
who had answered “yes” on the previous question only 74% (49 tested) said “yes, | do” while 26%
(14 tested) said “no, | don’t”. We may certainly say that these results are very efficient. More than
50% from the people we asked understand the meaning of neologisms and use them in their
speech.
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Picture 3 — The results of the second question, %

The next question was “Do you understand the notion of the following words? A) Trumpism
(often meaning the exact opposite of the dictionary meaning), B) Alternative facts (lies), C) Brexit
(after the referendum held on 23rd June 2016, the fact that the United Kingdom voted to leave the
European Union), D) Trumpology (the studies of unpredictable politicians and their behavior), E)
Buyer’s remorse (a feeling of regret after you have made a big decision with serious
consequences that you think may have been the wrong decision)?” We have chosen these words
because they belong to different classification groups. They also cover different political issues
and have different levels of public popularity. The findings are the following: A) 36% (26 tested)
answered “yes” and 64% (47 tested) answered “no”; B) 84% (61 tested) “yes”, 16% (12 tested)
“no”; C) 93% (68 tested) “yes”, 7% percent (5 tested) “no”; D) 18% (13 tested) “yes”, 82% (60
tested) “no”; E) 13% (11 tested) “yes”, 87% (64 tested) “no”.

Overall, our findings show that the most popular word is “Brexit”. And that’s not surprising. This
word was massively used by politicians and media sources. That is why many people use it
everywhere. Then comes the word “alternative facts”. More than 50% know this word and use it.
We think that the results are so high because of the fact that we used American sources and in the
USA this word is widely spread in many TV-shows and newspapers. Such words as “trumpism”,
“trumpology”, and “buyer’s remorse” gathered less than 50%. This indicates that they are not very
popular. Still we don’t find anything surprising here. Those words were not used by authoritarian
politicians or published in different newspapers. Some of them also imply negative meaning and
it's not politically correct to use them frequently. Still there are people who use them and
consequently they may become popular.

The final question of our survey was “Should words like these be included into dictionaries and
used in the life?” 58% (42 tested) answered “yes” and 42% (31 tested) answered “no”. We reckon
that we’ve received such results due to general uncertainty toward neologisms. Most of new words
are strongly connected with one particular event or issue and they can’t be used somewhere else.
Because of that fact there is no importance in including them into dictionaries. Our tested see that
as well. For now the usefulness of these neologisms is questioned. And there can’t be one answer
to the fact whether any of them should become an integral part of daily life.
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Picture 4 — The results of the final question, %

Thus, our study showed that new political words are well-known and used by people. They
have perspectives for their further development and study. And even now they play a significant
role in our society. People continue creating and using political neologisms as a reflection to the
newest political events and issues. With the help of our sociolinguistic survey we’ve confirmed that
this tendency is still strong and widely spread.
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OCOBEHHOCTHU 93bIKOBOW PEMPE3EHTALLUM HALLUOHAABHO -
KYAbTYPHbIX PEAAUA B PYCCKOM U AHTAUACKOM BAPUAHTAX
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Pedbepat. B cmamse paccMompeHb! 80Mpochl nepegoda xydoxXecmeeHHO20 meKcma.
KnioyeBble crioBa: nepesof, TPaHCKPUMLUA, XYOOXKECTBEHHbIN TEKCT.

A3bik NpeacTaBnsgeT cobon 0COBLIN CerMEHT KynbTypbl TOMO UMK MHOFO Hapoda W, BMecTe C
TeM, SABMSETCH ee PeTpaHCNATOPOM, TO eCTb NepedaeT ee HaluMoHanbHyo cneunduky. ToT dakT
nerko obHapyXuBaeTcsl B NepeBOAOBEAEHUN, TAE aKTUBHO KyNIbTUBMPYHOTCHA Takne CUHOHMMUYHBIE
MOHATUSA, KaK peanus, fnakyHa, 6e3akBMBaneHTHas nekcvka v ap. aHHble TepMUHbI NCMOMb3YOTCS
anst obo3HaveHnst siBNeHuin, (PEHOMEHOB N NPEAMETOB KyrnbTypbl, MEPEBOS KOTOPbIX 3aTpyAHEH
OTCYTCTBMEM COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX HaALMOHAmNbHbLIX 3KBUBANEHTOB, a crnefosaTtefnlbHO — WU
nekcuyeckux aHanoros. Wccneposatenu nonarawT, UTO CEMaHTUYecKas COCTaBMsoLas Takux
MOHATUI B HaubonblUe Mepe OTpaxaeT HaLMOHamnbHyl0 crneunduKy A3bIKOBOW KapTUHbI Mupa
(E. M. BepewaruH, B. I'. KoctomapoB). Ocobbii uHTepec B 3TOM MpobnemMHOM none Bbi3biBaeT
A3bIKOBasA NIMYHOCTb OMMUHIBA, CNocobHasa cyuTaTh PoAHbIMU ABa A3blka. OTO 0OYCNOBMIIO HaL
WMHTEpPeC K TBOPYECTBY PYCCKO-aHIMUNCKOro GunuHreanbHoro aBtopa B. B. HabGokoBa, koTopbiv
nucan CBOM NPOM3BEAEHUS Ha OBYX A3blKax W NIMYHO gernan mx nepesofbl. Beibpas B kauecTBe
npakTudeckoro martepuana ero pomaH «3awmta JlyxuHa», B [aHHOM uWCCnegoBaHWM Mol
OCTaHOBUMCS Ha U3y4yeHUM OCODBEHHOCTEN mepefayn pycCcKOs3blYHbIX peanuid B aHrnos3bl4HOM
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