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Lexicographic experience of the youth lexicon description

The article is devoted to the study of the lexicographic experience of describing the youth lexicon and the
theoretical foundations of its complex multidimensional representation in the dictionary. At the present stage
of development of the Russian language, its lexical system is being rapidly updated, which is due to various
extralinguistic factors. One of the signs of the times is the activation of occasional word formation. The main
reason for the appearance of occasionalism is the need for a special means of expression that arises in the
process of communication. The authors of this article have studied occasional words, which are the result of
linguo-creative activity of students (aged 17 to 21). The chosen approach provides an opportunity in the pro-
cess of research to find out which areas of reality, already indicated by the vocabulary of the literary lan-
guage, are covered with new formations for the second time. Such facts testify to the undeniable importance
of these areas in the life of native speakers of this age group. The term «occasional word» in the proposed
work is used to refer to «all speech innovations, systemic and asystemic; speech neoplasms created with devi-
ations from the modern word-formation system of the language; system formations that are the implementa-
tion of a productive word-formation model in a speech act.

The main method for describing the identified occasional neoplasms was ideographic classification, i.e. sys-
tematization of words on logical and conceptual grounds: reality is divided logically, and lexical units are cor-
related with one or another isolated sphere. Within the allocated spheres, separate areas are distinguished,
each of which is divided into smaller groups.

Keywords: youth jargon, lexical unit, occasional new formation, network community, lexicographic descrip-
tion.

Introduction

Representatives of various scientific fields turn to the issue of studying youth subculture. In Western
philosophy, interest in youth culture was associated with the revolutionary moods of the 60s of the XX cen-
tury, although studies of this phenomenon began in the first half of the XX century. Russian scientific studies
of youth as a special subject of cultural creativity emerged only in the 80s of the 20th century and were de-
voted to describing the external manifestations of the youth subculture, although attempts were made to iden-
tify the causes of this phenomenon.

The current stage of development of Kazakh linguistics is characterized by an increased interest in the
functional aspects of linguistic phenomena. Language changes are caused by both external reasons and inter-
nal ones. They are caused, first of all, by changes in the life of a multilingual society. These processes are
subjected to intensive scientific comprehension and open up new horizons for the study and analysis of the
language in the conditions of multilingualism. Integration processes have an impact on the language situation
in Kazakhstan as well. Kazakhstan is a multinational and multicultural state. Languages functioning within
the same state naturally experience mutual influence. Bilingualism of the titular nation contributes to the in-
teraction of the Kazakh and Russian languages [1; 256].

In this aspect, youth jargon is an interesting linguistic phenomenon, the existence of which is deter-
mined not so much by age limits as by time factors. Slang vocabulary, as the most mobile language layer,
requires constant fixation and analysis of the collected material, being part of the modern language picture of
the world.

Thus in line with modern trends in linguistic science, for example, Kazakh researchers [2;125] pay at-
tention to the concept of «slang» and its role in the speech of the modern young generation. Researchers say
that the language competence and speech behaviour of the linguistic personality of modern youth is the lead-
ing vector in the development of society and other social subsystems of the language, since all prospects are
connected with the young generation, it is the linguistic personality of the modern young person that deter-
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mines the direction and development of both colloquial speech and literary language. «Youth slang as the
everyday language of communication of the younger generation is a kind of indicator of the level of devel-
opment, interests, tastes and needs» [2; 125].

Despite all the diversity of both Kazakhstani and foreign studies of youth jargon, in modern linguistics
there is no unity in the interpretation of this term, there are no boundaries for its certain specific characteris-
tics and properties, and there are no system parameters that allowed the separation of jargon from such lin-
guistic phenomena as slang expressions, slang, inter jargon, dialect, vernacular.

Another stumbling block in the study of youth jargon is the question of periodization in determining the
age of recipients, i.e. what the age limits for a young person are. In this regard, many researchers, speaking
of youth, mean young people of age from 14 to 30 years old [3; 17], who are in the stage of psychophysio-
logical, social, professional and personal development. ... the youth are those who have reached biological
maturity but have not yet reached social maturity.

Researchers Stepanenko E.V., and Redvanetskaya Y.I., on the contrary, believe that «youth language is
not a specific category of language that has an age limit, but only a common name for the period of common-
ly used words and expressions» [2; 124].

At the same time, the frequency and specificity of the use of slang vocabulary in the colloquial speech
of representatives of different regions of Kazakhstan in the context of bilingualism suggest the need to take
into account the patterns of their choice in the communication process, due to the specifics of this vocabu-
lary, the potential functioning and in tentions of the speaker. Thus, in accordance with the current situation in
modern linguistics in Kazakhstan, there is a need to study youth jargon in the aspect of formation and func-
tioning in a linguocultural environment in conditions of bilingualism.

The authors of the article studied occasional words, which are the result of the lingo-creative activity of stu-
dents (aged 17 to 21 years).

The term «occasional word» in the proposed work is used to refer to «all speech innovations, systemic
and asystematic; speech neoplasms created with deviations from the modern word-formation system of the
language; system formations that are the implementation of a productive word-formation model in a speech
act».

The main method for describing the identified occasional neoplasms was ideographic classification, i.e.
systematization of words on logical and conceptual grounds: reality is divided logically, and lexical units are
correlated with one or another isolated sphere. Within the allocated spheres, separate areas are distinguished,
each of which is divided into smaller groups.

The chosen approach provides an opportunity to find out which areas of reality, already indicated by the
vocabulary of the literary language, are covered with new formations for the second time. Such facts testify
to the undeniable importance of these areas in the life of native speakers of this age group.

The end of the XX — the beginning of the XXI century was marked by a turn to the theoretical understand-
ing of the phenomenon of youth subculture (Schepanskaya T.B., Petrov D.V., Zapesotsky A.S., Levikova
S.I. and others). Of particular interest in this context is the study of the language of youth, which is most of-
ten defined as youth jargon.

Youth jargon is a phenomenon that functions in any language and exists in any culture; it only changes
its quantitative composition and scope under the influence of both linguistic and non-linguistic factors. Being
an integral part of youth culture, since no culture can exist without «its own» communicative code, the lan-
guage is widely distributed in everyday, cultural and political spheres, which, in turn, is due to a number of
its specific characteristics. Multifunctionality can be considered one of the main features of this language.
Youth jargon performs a large number of functions, often polar in terms of a goal-setting principle, which
determines the reasons for the scale of its distribution in various fields and determines the dominant ways of
representation.

However, youth jargon is mobile, and changeable over time; evidence of changes in the lexical compo-
sition of youth jargon are lexicographic works, the vocabulary of which often reaches several thousand mod-
ern youth jargon

. This means that the appeal to youth jargon does not lose its relevance; in addition, there are gaps in the
study of this phenomenon, and there are many controversial issues. Thus, the issue of the term «youth jar-
gony, the composition of youth jargon, is ambiguously resolved; the lexicographic experience of fixing
youth jargon needs to be studied.

One of the conditions for the functioning of the information society at the present stage is the expansion
and complication of the sphere of social communication, the emergence of new ways of interactive interac-
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tion, determined by the special nature of the multi-structural network dialogic space. Being a landmark phe-
nomenon in the life of society and an important factor in the emerging information culture, Internet commu-
nication of the younger generation is turning into an object of study that is relevant for linguists,
culturologists, anthropologists, sociologists, and philosophers.

The network neology of youth jargon is one of the promising, dynamically developing areas of the lan-
guage. In connection with the growing popularity of Internet technologies at the beginning of the 21st centu-
1y, there is reason to talk about the formation of a new communication environment.

A feature of the organization of the communicative Internet environment is its division into groups —
communities that are formed based on the unification of participants in network communication according to
interests or activities. These communities are formed on websites, forums, and in group chats. «Network
communities are a specific form of organization of the Internet, an expression of its structure and structure,
including social structure and social structure. But with all this, online communities are an element of virtual
reality» [4;95]. With this «its variable nature is connected, in contrast to the constant-stable and constant-
nature of ordinary reality» [4;95]. That is, a special type of reality is built in Internet communication, which
is called the «second reality», the virtual world. In the works of I[.A. Akchurin, V.L. Vasyukova,
G.P. Menchikova, S.S. Khoruzhy and other authors given some fundamental differences between these two
types of reality. Virtual reality as the above-described phantom of objective reality and virtual reality net-
work communities are a system of information interaction. This is a dynamically developing system (a sys-
tem of information resources, their owners, material and technical resources, and actors in a complex net-
work of information interaction); a system that reflects the needs and demands of objective social reality, but
in many respects develops according to its principles and laws.

The virtual space is gradually being mastered by various categories of users. The classification of net-
work users is a subject of interest for sociology, philosophy, and cultural studies. Attempts have been made
to separate users of network resources according to the principle of association into communities: users «are
divided into temporary and permanent users, users united in network communities according to interests,
hobbies, professional, educational, commercial, ideological, confessional, national, cultural or political pref-
erencesy» [4;96].

The rules of network identity, and belonging to a network environment of a certain type are established
between users connected by belonging to a certain network community. Researchers of network communica-
tion note that the virtual environment is becoming an alternative to the real world, it is given some signs of
emerging and developing social structures: «a virtual global information network improves the network
structure of its device. It is also represented by networks of virtual stores, electronic presentation platforms,
marketing networks, professional and amateur communities, etc.» [4; 97].

Based on this theory, it can be concluded that «virtual reality acquires the features of an objectively ex-
isting reality; it can become the subject of study and analysis. In such an aggregation of people, «recruited
according to interests, professional characteristics, goals and predilections, the whole spectrum of social rela-
tions is formed: emotional, personal, societal, etc. It is also difficult to answer the question of what contrib-
utes to the formation of youth network communities in cyberspace. Probably, as modern researchers empha-
size, the roots of this phenomenon should be sought in the processes of urbanization, globalization, etc.,
which actualize certain internal psychological motives and social needs of a modern young person. First of
all, we are talking about the need for a young developing personality in communication, based on which so-
cial groups and communities are organized on the Web. Such communities are built based on chats, various
forums, gaming and other servers. Virtual communities cover all dimensions of the community as such: eco-
nomic, political, social, educational, self-educational, leisure, gaming and cultural» [4;98]. Such a «form of
information interaction, as social interaction within the framework of electronic conferences and chats, leads
to the formation of various kinds of interpersonal and social relations between participants» [5].

The linguistic sphere of the subculture goes beyond the boundaries of purely oral communication, and
there are much more sources of its study. According to the researchers, despite the active study of issues re-
lated to the semantics, structure and composition of jargon vocabulary, the features and rules of their use,
new prospects have opened up for the study of jargon in the linguistic and cultural aspects of the region.
Thus, in accordance with the current situation in modern linguistics, there is a need to study youth jargon in
the context of bilingualism, to identify the territorial variability of youth slang. In this, we see the relevance
and prospects of this problem.
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Research methods and material

The work uses general scientific methods: description, comparison, observation; linguistic methods:
structural-semantic (component analysis), elements of contextual analysis, methods and techniques of lexi-
cographic description

The authors carried out work on the study of the lexicographic experience of describing the youth lexi-
con and developed the theoretical foundations of its complex multidimensional representation in the diction-
ary. In particular, to study the experience of the lexicographic description of youth jargon, the analysis of the
«Dictionary of youth slang» by T.G. Nikitina [6], «Dictionary of modern youth jargon» by M.A. Grachev
[7], «Regional Dictionary of Slang (Pskov and Pskov Region)» edited by T.G. Nikitina and E.I. Rogaleva
[8]. The next stage of the work is a lexicographic description of the identified corpus of occasional neo-
plasms. The glossary of occasional words should act as a descriptive, registering lexicographic publication,
designed to demonstrate the «life» of a word in the real speech of native speakers.

Results

Within the framework of the scientific project, the authors identified the actual problems of fixing youth
slang units; in particular, they analyzed the issue of the sources of the material and the methodology for col-
lecting it. Since the subject of study in the project study is the lexicographic description of the youth lexicon,
special attention is paid to the lexicography of Russian youth jargon units in bilingual network space, as well
as based on an analysis of various modern youth jargon dictionaries, the authors of which are T.G. Nikitina,
S.I. Levikova, M.A. Grachev, R.I. Maltseva and others. The authors of this article attempted to lexicograph-
ically describe their glossary of the youth lexicon of students of the Karaganda region.

Based on the work of Tsibizova O.V. [3], the authors highlighted the macrostructure of the glossary.
This includes an introductory part, the main section, which consists of a description of units, an index of
synonymic series, and a list of sources. Let's take a look at each of these parts.

The introductory part of the glossary contains the Preface, the author's recommendations to potential re-
cipients, as well as abbreviations and a list of graphic symbols. In the Preface, the authors presented a brief
description of the youth jargon, discusses the features of its functioning at the present stage, ways to replen-
ish the vocabulary, etc. There is also information about the main sources of material and it sets the goal of
the glossary — a complete, systematic description of the youth lexicon of the Karaganda region in all its di-
versity. Note that the nature of the presentation and the material of the glossary is designed both for special-
ists in the field of linguistics and for ordinary users.

The list of abbreviations is presented in alphabetical order, decoding of graphic symbols of idiomatic expres-
sions, set phrases of a non-idiomatic nature (compound names and terms), etc. is also given there.

In accordance with the objectives of the lexicographic work — to describe the youth jargon of the Ka-
raganda region in all its diversity — it includes jargon from the speech of various groups of young people:
schoolchildren, and students, taking into account the bilingual multicultural space of the region.

Let's notice that the authors of the dictionary do not name the criteria for selecting material, as is done,
for example, in the prefaces of other dictionaries of youth jargon. Thus, M.A. Grachev defines the following
criteria when selecting, referring a word to youth jargon: a) its use among young people; b) recognition of it
as «one of their own» by a certain youth group; c) the frequency of its use, the presence in its lexical mean-
ing of an indication of a clear jargon sphere of use [9; 13].

Social networks, the content of which served as a practical basis for research and compilation of a glos-
sary, were determined by a sociological survey among students of 1-2 courses of various faculties of
Buketov Karaganda University. Most of the recipients mentioned social networks.

TikTok and Instagram provide an opportunity not only to exchange textual information but also to real-
ize creative potential through the creation of photo and video material.

The VKontakte social network allows users not only to send messages to each other, create their pages
and communities, share images, and audio and video recordings, but also to transfer money and play browser
games.

The authors have studied such a genre of virtual communication as a commentary.

In the last three years, user activity in this particular genre has increased. This is due to extralinguistic
factors (restrictions associated with the COVID-19 pandemic: distance learning format, the impossibility of
personal contact between communicants).
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Commentary is a separate genre of Internet communication, located at the intersection of other genres.
On the one hand, it is a product of oral speech, on the other — written, on the third — a product of various
Internet trends that set the features and norms of text construction.

The commentary combines such properties as efficiency, informativeness, conciseness, analyticity and,
as a result, expressiveness, that is, it involves the implementation of the main functions of journalistic dis-
course — informing, influencing and persuading.

Modern researchers consider a commentary as an explanation of the text, reasoning, or remarks about
something or on the Internet — to a post (message). The speech used in the process of virtual commentary
has some distinctive features. These features may be changes in the generally accepted rules of spelling,
punctuation, and syntax.

The main objective of this article is an attempt to analyze the lexicographic description of the glossary
of the youth lexicon, collected in the framework of the grant project of the authors of the article.

Following the studies devoted to the lexicographic description of dictionaries, we will begin our analy-
sis of the glossary with its organizational structure and move on to the microstructure of the glossary.

The dictionary entry is the main unit of the glossary, and its main element is the lexico-semantic variant
(LSV), i.e. a word with a separate meaning schematized in the definition. The structure of a dictionary entry
has several parameters (components, zones); the most important of them for the ideal dictionary entry of
P.N. Denissov notes the following: «1) a headword; 2) its formal characteristics (grammatical, orthoepic,
spelling, etc.); 3) its semantization; 4) extracts from texts illustrating one or another formal or semantic fea-
ture of the headword; 5) indications of the «neighbours» of the headword in the lexical system of the lan-
guage along different axes of the semantic space of the language; 6) sendings and certificates of various na-
ture and purpose»[10; 84].

Let us note that the full dictionary entry of T.G. Nikitina [6] suggests, along with the above compo-
nents, the inclusion of functional and expressive-stylistic characteristics. Some articles also include stable
combinations based on a headword. The authors of the glossary, using the experience of T. Nikitina's dic-
tionary, built dictionary entries.

Dictionary entries in the glossary of the authors of this article are arranged in alphabetical order. Capital
(heading, vocabulary, main) words are highlighted in bold.

For example:

Adiki (from English Adidas — the name of the brand of clothing and footwear) is the name of the
sports shoes of the Adidas brand. For example: buy adiki, put on new adiki. This word, by morphological
nature, is a noun formed from the initial part of the transliterated word adidas (adi) with the addition of a di-
minutive suffix to and the plural ending of the noun -i.

The glossary contains not only the original words, but their word-formation variants, which are de-
scribed in separate articles with their indirect interpretation and word-formation methods.

For example:

Bug (from the English bug — beetle) — an error, a breakdown in the Internet space. Eg: I have bugs
(i.e. breaking the game due to bugs in the program or other factors beyond human control). A noun formed
by transliteration.

Bagnutyi (from bug) — broken, disturbed. For example a buggy game (a game with breakdowns in
the system), a buggy site (a site that is difficult to use as a result of errors in the technical system). An adjec-
tive is formed in a suffixal way: by adding the suffix -t and the interfix -nu.

Considering the grammatical component of the glossary, we can say that, unlike the dictionary of
Nikitina T.G. the authors of the glossary did not single out the part-of-speech characteristics of occasional
words, but, in the future, the vocabulary material involves the calculation and review of occasional words
and neoplasms with a linguistic analysis of morphological, word-formation, stylistic, syntactic characteris-
tics.

A special place in dictionaries is occupied by stylistic marks. The authors of the glossary suggest plac-
ing stylistic marks in the dictionary entry, with a characteristic of the emotionally expressive colouring of the
word.

Speaking about stylistic marks in the glossary, it should be noted that for the lexicographer, according
to many researchers, it is functional-stylistic differentiation that is the most problematic issue.

«Insufficient theoretical development of the characteristics of various functional styles, criteria for at-
tributing vocabulary to one or another layer leads to their very approximate differentiation in dictionaries,
which differs from dictionary to dictionary since the authors solve these issues subjectively or completely
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abandon stylistic marks, which reduces the value of the dictionary because it does not give a true picture of
the functioning of the vocabulary». [11;19]; (refer also [12; 275], [13; 8]). Let us add that M.A. Grachev in
his dictionary does not use labels denoting the emotional and expressive characteristics of slang words
[youth refers to young people whose age starts at 14 and ends at 30 [3;17]. We believe that the use of stylis-
tic "markers" is necessary already because thanks to them, synonyms of the same type, and uniform interpre-
tations can reveal semantic differentiation.

The main advantage of the glossary, in addition to formal characteristics, can be considered the atten-
tion of the authors to the semantic organization of occasional words. When analyzing dictionary entries, an-
tonyms, homonyms, and synonyms were found. In addition, the authors take into account the linguistic and
cultural features of the bilingual Karaganda region.

Based on the foregoing, we would like to say that the genre of the slang dictionary is relatively new,
and we, agreeing with the opinion of many researchers, believe that it is impossible to be ahead of time by
criticizing or scolding authors, voicing claims to illustrative material or insufficient quantitative composition
of occasional neoplasms. The authors, at least, have made attempts to develop their product glossary with a
certain methodology, and the presentation and selection of language material are being improved and mod-
ernized. We focus special attention on the fact that the authors have studied such a genre of virtual commu-
nication as commentary. For the first time, the comments of the student community of a certain region with
its multicultural and bilingual features are studied, which undoubtedly updates and increases the value of the
glossary. In addition, as we noted above, the publication of the glossary is designed for a wide audience,
consisting of both specialists and general reader-teachers, schoolchildren, and parents. And for specialists,
the publication of a glossary of occasional words may entail further prospects for scientific research on the
linguistic personality of a modern student within the framework of an anthropocentric approach.

Conclusion

Language development is certainly accompanied by the renewal of speech resources — this process can
be called «neogenesis» [14; 72]. In the field of language functioning in the field of network communication,
the same laws apply as in the language system as a whole, as well as laws that are characteristic only of the
Internet communication zone and are practically not manifested in other areas of language functioning,.

The development of network neology is determined by four types of factors:

a) non-linguistic, extralinguistic, common to different areas of language functioning;

b) extralinguistic, related to the functional features of Internet communication;

¢) intralingual system-wide;

d) intralingual, determined by the specifics of the sphere of Internet communication.

As extralinguistic factors common to all areas of the functioning of the language, we will name the fol-
lowing:

- social and cultural processes;

- processes characterizing the economic and political situation in the world. These phenomena cause the
emergence of key concepts that are subject to the nomination, actualizing certain aspects of reality, and put-
ting them forward as an object of naming.

The factors for the emergence of occasional neoplasms have a cognitive basis: «The process of the
emergence of new lexical units is due to several cognitive factors. Among them, we include the emergence
of new concepts in the process of cognition of reality and their language; clarification, rethinking and in-
depth knowledge of the fragments of the conceptual picture of the world already fixed by the public con-
sciousness; cultural and historical factors of rethinking known concepts; cognitive-pragmatic factors» [15;
76].

The main functional task of using the youth vocabulary can be considered a communicative function. A
unique own language acts as an identifier and a kind of password in the discourse of youth subcultures. The
formation of a special society, as well as external signs of identity and linguistic neoplasms, are primarily
aimed at establishing contact with their peers, like-minded people and the possibility of implementing a
communicative act. The formation of a special society, as well as external signs of identity and linguistic
neoplasms, are primarily aimed at establishing contact with their peers, like-minded people and the possibil-
ity of implementing a communicative act. In the current lingua-cultural situation of bilingual multicultural
Kazakhstan, when, undoubtedly, the phenomenon of the interpenetration of virtual and real environments is
noted, one of the main sources of replenishment of youth jargon is Internet communication.
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13 Moxuernko B.M., Hukuruna T.I'. Bonbimoii cnoBaps pycckoro xaprona / B.M. Mokuenko, T.I'. Hukurnna. — CII6.: «Ho-
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14 TlomoBa M.A. DakTOpHI M BEKTOPHI IpoOIecca HEOJOTU3AMH COBPEMEHHOTO pycckoro sizbika / M.A. Ilomosa // M3Bectus
Bonrorpanckoro negarornyeckoro yausepeurera. — 2008. — C. 72-75.

15 KacesroBa JI.1O. KorautuBHbIe (akTopbl mopoxaeHus HoBoro ciosa / JI.IO. KacesHoBa // M3BecTrs Bonrorpaackoro nena-
rormyeckoro yausepcurera. — 2008. — C. 75-82.

A.T. Paxmerona, JI.P. IlleBnsakoBa, E.M. AntoHoBa, I'.C. TriHOacBa

«Kacrap JIeKCHKACBhIH CHIIATTAY/AbIH JeKCHUKOrpaGusaIbIK TIKipudech»

Makaia »acTap JeKCHUKaChIH CHITATTay/IbIH JICKCUKOTPadUsIIBIK TOKIPUOECIH 3epTTeyTre XKHE OHBIH CO3MIKTE
JKaH-)KAaKTBhl KOII KbIPJIBI KOPIHICIHIH TEOpHSJIbIK Heri3iepiHe apHamrad. Opbic TUTIHIH JaMyBIHBIH Ka3ipri
Ke3CHiH/Ie OHBIH JIGKCHKAIbBIK JKYy#eci op TYpii SKCTPaIMHIBUCTHKAIBIK (akTopiapra OaiiaHBICTBI Te3
JKaHaPBIN OTHIPAJIBL. Y aKBITTHIH OeNriepiHiH Oipi-Ke3qelicoK co3KacaMHBIH >KaHIaHYBl. Ke3m1eHCOKTHIKTHIH
naiija OONYBIHBIH HeTisri cebebi-0aiimaHbIC MpoIeciHAe Maiiaa OONATBhIH apHAWbl AKCIPECCUBTI KypaiFa
KakeTTuTiK. Ockl MaKaJIaHBIH aBTOPJIApBl CTYACHTTEP/IH JMHTBOKPEATHBTI KI3METIHIH HOTIKEC] OOJIBIN Ta-
ObLIaThIH Ke3zeiicok ce3mepai 3eprreni (17 sxactan 21 xacka neiiin). TanmanraH Tacin 3epTTey OapbIChIHIA
onebu TINAIH JIEKCHKAChIMEH OCNTiICHIeH IIBIHIBIKTHIH Kal cajagaphl CKiHII peT Heoluia3MalapMeH
’KaOBbUIFAHBIH aHBIKTayFa MYMKIiHAIK Oepeni. MyHnaii daxTtinep ochl xac TOOBIHAAFEI aHA TUTIHIH eMipiHeri
OChI OarbITTApIBIH CO3Ci3 MaHBI3ABUIBIFBIH KOPCETedi. ¥CHIHBUIFAH JKYMBICTA «KE3ICHCOK CO3» TEepPMHHI
«OapibIK colyiey MHHOBALMSIAPBI, JKYHETiK JKOHE acHCTeMAalbIK; TUIIIH Ka3ipri ce3kacaMablK KyieciHeH
ayBITKYMEH KYpBUIFaH Coiliey icikTepi; coliiey akTiCiHIe OHIM/I co3)KacaMIbIK MOJIENBI JKY3€re achpaThiH
KyHenik GopManusuiapy YIIiH KOJJaHBLUIaIbl. AHBIKTAIFaH Ke3eHCOK ICIKTepai CUIaTTayAblH HETi3ri oici
uneorpadusIIbIK KIKTey GOJIBI, SFHH. JOTHKAIIBIK KOHE TY)KbIPhIMAAMAIIBIK HETi3Iepaeri co3iep i Kyieney:
IIBIHJBIK JIOTUKAIBIK TYpHe OeJiHe i, all JIEKCHKAIBIK Oipiikrep Oenriii Oip oKIIayJaHFaH cajaMeH Oaiina-
HBICTH. bejiHreH cdepanap ascelHOa JKeKe aiiMakTap epeKLIeNeHedi, OJIap/blH OpPKaChICH Kilmiripim
TomnTapra OemiHesn.

Kinm ce30ep: >xactap >XaproHbl, JIEKCHKAJIBIK OipiiK, Ke3AeiiCOK HeoIuia3Ma, MKEeNiliK KaybIMAACTBIK,
JIEKCHKOTpadUsIIBIK CHIIATTaMa.
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«JlekcukorpapuyecKuii ONBIT ONMUCAHUSA MOJIOIEKHOT 0 JICKCHKOHA)

CraThsl MOCBSIIEHA H3YyYCHHUIO JIEKCHUKOTPaHIECKOTO OIbITa OIHUCAHHS MOJIOJIEKHOTO JISKCHKOHA U Teope-
THYECKHE OCHOBAM €T0 KOMIUIEKCHOIO MHOTOACIIEKTHOTO TIPEJICTaBIeH s B cioBape. Ha coBpeMeHHOM 3Tare
Pa3BHTHS PYCCKOTO SI3bIKA CTPEMHUTEIEHO OOHOBIIAETCS €r0 JISKCHIECKasi CHCTEMa, YTO 00yCIIOBIEHO pa3iny-
HBIMU SKCTPAJIHHIBHCTHIECKIMH (hakTopamu. OIHOM U3 MPUMET BPEMEHH SIBIISIETCS aKTHBH3AIUs OKKa3HO-
HaJbHOTO cI0BOOOpa3zoBaHus. [ TTaBHOI MPHUYMHON MOSBIECHUS OKKa3HMOHAIM3MOB SIBIISIETCSI BOSHUKAIOIIAS B
npolecce KOMMYHHKAIIUU TTOTPEOHOCTh B 0COOEHHOM BBIPA3UTEIBHOM CpeJcTBE. ABTOpaMH HAcTosAIIEH cTa-
ThH HUCCIIEI0BAHBI OKKA3HOHATBHBIE CIOBA, IPEACTABILIONINE COOON Pe3ynbTaT IMHIBOKPEAaTHBHON AESTENb-
HOCTH CTYIEHTOB (B Bo3pacte oT 17 1o 21 roga). M30panHHBIil MOAXO0 MPEIOCTABISIET BOBMOKHOCTD B MIPO-
I[ecce MCCIIEIOBAaHMs BELICHUTD, KaKHe YJacTKU JICHCTBHTENBHOCTH, Y)Ke 0003HaueHHBIE JIEKCHKOH JInTepa-
TYPHOTO 53bIKa, BTOPUYHO HOKPHITE HOBOOOpa3oBaHUAMH. [10100HEIE (aKThl CBHAETEIHCTBYET O HEOCTIOPH-
MOH Ba)XHOCTH 3THX yYacTKOB B JKH3HEIEITSIbHOCTH HOCHUTENEH sI3bIKa JaHHOHW BO3pacTHOH rpymmsl. Tep-
MHH «OKKa3HOHAJIBHOE CJIOBOY» B IpeiaraeMoil paboTe NCTOIb3yeTcs Uil 0003HAYEHHsT «BCEX PEUEBEIX HH-
HOBALlUH, CUCTEMHBIX M aCHCTEMHBIX; PEUEeBBIX HOBOOOPA30BaHMI, CO3IaHHBIX C OTCTYIUICHUSIMU OT COBpE-
MEHHOMW CIIOBOOOPA30BATEILHON CHCTEMBI A3bIKa; CHCTEMHBIX 00pa30BaHU, SBISIOIIUXCS peali3anuei mpo-
JTYKTHBHOH €IOBOOOPa30BaTEIbHON MOJETN B pedeBOM akTe».OCHOBHBIM METOAOM ONHCAHUS BBISBICHHBIX
OKKa3MOHAJBbHBIX HOBOOOpPA30BaHMII BBICTyNMIa Haeorpaduueckas KiacCHpUKanus, T.e. CHCTEMaTH3aIUU
CJIOB Ha JIOTHKO-TIOHATHHHBIX OCHOBAHHSAX: NEHCTBUTEIHFHOCTh PACWICHSETCS JIOTHYECKH, a JICKCHUECKUE
€IMHUIIBI COOTHOCSATCS C TOHM WIIM MHOW BBIWICHseMOW cepoil. B pamkax BeInenmsieMbIX cdep pasindaroTcs
OTZAENbHbIE 00TaCTH, KaXKAask U3 KOTOPBIX WICHHTCS Ha 0oJiee MEJIKHE TPYIIHPOBKH.

Knrouesvle cnosa: MonoaexHbIi JKaproH, JIEKCU4YECKasd €ANHUIIA, OKKa3MOHAJIbHOE HOBO6pa30BaHI/Ie, JICKCH-
Korpa(bnquKoe OITMCaHuE.
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