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THE EVOLUTION OF IDEOLOGEMES IN POLITICAL
MEDIA DISCOURSE: A LINGUO-COGNITIVE ANALYSIS
OF THE BRITISH AND KAZAKH PRESS

The article is devoted to a linguocognitive analysis of the evolution of
ideologues in the political media discourse of Great Britain and Kazakhstan
in the period 2020-2024.

The purpose of the study is to identify key ideologemes, their
conceptual and evaluative characteristics, as well as to analyze their role
in shaping the national political picture of the world. The empirical basis of
the work was a corpus of texts from leading media outlets (The Guardian,
BBC News, The Times, Kazakhstanskaya Pravda, Lit, Tengrinews),
selected according to the criteria of political orientation and the presence
of ideologues under study. The research uses methods of content analysis,
lexico-semantic and cognitive-metaphorical analysis, as well as frame
modeling. The results show that the British media discourse is focused
on crisis-conflict narratives, where ideologems acquire a negative value
and are accompanied by metaphors of struggle and threats. The Kazakh
media space is dominated by ideologies of stability, modernization and
unity, creating a positive image of the state as a guarantor of sustainable
development. The revealed features indicate that the language in politics
not only reflects reality, but also structures its perception, setting the
audience certain scenarios for interpreting social changes. The results of
the study may be useful for further work in the field of political linguistics,
media communications and comparative analysis of discursive practices
from different countries.

Keywords: political media discourse, ideologemes, cognitive analysis,
democracy, stability, security, crisis, sovereignty.
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Introduction

The introduction to the study of the phenomenon of the evolution of
ideologemes in political media discourse is dictated by the importance of
understanding how language and conceptual schemes structure the perception of
socio-political reality. Modern linguistics and related disciplines have accumulated
a significant body of work demonstrating the key role of discursive practices in
shaping public opinion, supporting or criticizing government institutions, and
constructing national identities. So, T. van Dijk emphasizes that political discourse
functions as a complex system of ideological attitudes that consolidate the «friend—
foe» dichotomy and thereby influence the political behavior of the masses [1].
N. Fairclough points out that language in the political sphere not only reflects
power relations, but also contributes to their reproduction, being a direct tool for
the formation of cognitive structures and social practices [2]. Such a «microphysics
of power» is manifested in the selection and use of key lexico-semantic units, or
ideologemes, expressing the values, principles and political attitudes of a particular
community [3]. At the same time, the analysis of media texts from the perspective
of cognitive linguistics makes it possible to see how certain concepts — for example,
«crisis of democracy», «security of the state» or «stability and modernization»
— are systematically introduced into the public consciousness through repeated
use in news reports, analytical articles and official statements [4]. According to
the agenda-setting theory proposed by M. McCombs, the media not only provide
information, but also prioritize the discussion of certain topics, which is especially
important in a situation of major political changes [5]. It is during periods of crisis
or large-scale reforms that linguistic representations of ideologemes become
particularly important, as they help the audience interpret events, simplifying
complex political processes into recognizable semantic frames [1].

Foreign studies indicate that the media construction of political reality
in the context of social transitions is most clearly manifested in the field of
representation of power and opposing forces [6]. A number of works devoted to
the post-Soviet space emphasize the specific role of state media in the formation
of a «centralized» discourse focused on legitimizing institutional transformations
and strengthening the vertical of power [7]. According to D. Kudaibergenova,
the ideology of «development» in the rhetoric of Kazakhstani leaders is closely
linked to the discourse of national unity, which helps to mobilize the population
around the tenets of the modernization course. In turn, D. Sharipova, exploring the
problems of democratic consolidation, notes that in the Kazakh press, the attitude
towards stability often prevails over the principles of political competition, and
the media texts themselves actually play the role of institutional support for state
strategy [8]. At the same time, there is a continuing interest in the dynamics of
political discourse in Western democracies, where the media often operate under
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critical control of government institutions [2]. According to studies covering the
process of Britain’s withdrawal from the European Union, political media discourse
is built around the oppositions «democracy is a crisis» and «sovereignty is an
external threaty, forming in the minds of the audience the image of a state forced
to simultaneously defend democratic principles and strengthen its own borders [1].
This is superimposed by the factors of internal political instability caused by the
change of government leadership, which resonates with the metaphor of «politics
as a struggle» and «a government on the brink of an abyss» [2].

It should be noted that in the studies of Kazakhstani authors, presented in both
local and international publications, increased attention is paid to the functioning of
ideologemes in the domestic media space. For example, G. S. Izbasarova examines,
based on the material of the central press, how the concepts of «leadership» and
«unity» are combined with the idea of development, structuring public opinion
in favor of continuous modernization [9]. An analysis of the texts of official
press bodies, according to her observations, reveals the predominance of positive
evaluative rhetoric regarding government reforms, which forms an attitude in
the public consciousness towards the lack of alternatives to the chosen political
course [7]. At the same time, there is a tendency towards a simplified «order—
chaos» dichotomy, where the media act not only as a channel of information, but
also as a tool of rulemaking, consolidating the boundaries of «acceptable» and
«unacceptable» discourse.

These features and contradictions manifest themselves with the greatest
intensity when considering ideologemes that act as verbalized concepts through
which national media construct political reality, setting certain scenarios for its
perception. Obviously, these scenarios vary depending on political traditions,
the level of press freedom, and the degree of involvement in global processes.
Comparative linguistic and cognitive analysis, which is the basis of this study,
makes it possible to go beyond the description of individual cases and identify the
systemic mechanisms of the evolution of ideologemes — from their use in official
rhetoric and analytical journalism to their consolidation in the mass consciousness.

The purpose of this study is to identify and describe the evolution of key
ideologemes in the political media discourse of Great Britain and Kazakhstan
based on the publications of the leading national media for 2020-2024. The
objective of the work is:

(1) to identify the dominant thematic areas and frequency characteristics of
the use of politically significant ideologemes;

(2) lexico-semantic and cognitive-metaphorical analysis of these units;

(3) the establishment of frames and conceptual oppositions structuring the
media picture of the world of the two countries;

80



Bectauk Topaiirsipos yausepcutera. ISSN 2710-3528 Qunonocuyeckas cepusi. Ne 2. 2026

(4) comparative interpretation of the identified phenomena, taking into
account socio-cultural and political factors.

The relevance of the research is due not only to the importance of scientific
understanding of the processes of constructing political reality through media
discourse, but also to the need to take them into account in the practical assessment
of social risks, prospects for modernization, as well as state information policy. The
scientific novelty of the work lies in a comprehensive linguocognitive approach
combining the analysis of official-state rhetoric and critical-opposing materials,
which makes it possible to identify the multidimensionality and dynamics of the
formation and transformation of ideologemes in two different socio-political contexts.

Materials and methods

The empirical basis of the study was the corpus of political media texts
from the UK and Kazakhstan for the period 2020-2024, covering key political
events: Brexit and the change of political leadership in the UK, the events of
January 2022 and the implementation of the «New Kazakhstan» course. The
corpus includes 180 texts (90 from each country) selected from leading national
publications: The Guardian, BBC News, The Times (UK); Kazakhstanskaya
Pravda, Liter, Tengrinews (Kazakhstan). The selection criteria were thematic
relevance, ideological saturation, and genre diversity. All texts reflect the political
agenda and contain key ideologically labeled lexemes (democracy, stability,
security, crisis, reform, development), which ensured the representativeness and
comparability of the data.

The methodology is based on the integration of cognitive-discursive and
linguistic-cultural approaches. The following methods were used:

Content analysis is used to identify the main thematic trends and recurring
ideologies;

Lexico-semantic analysis is used to study the estimated load, typical
collocations and contextual meanings.;

Frequency analysis is used to compare mentions of key concepts by country,
genre, and time period.;Metaphorical analysis is used to identify conceptual models
(politics as a struggle, the state as a fortress, reform as a movement forward);

Frame analysis is used to reconstruct binary oppositions and perception
scenarios (for example, democracy vs. democracy). threat, stability vs. chaos).

Special attention is paid to the genre distribution: in the British press,
ideologems are more often found in analytical and critical genres (65 %), while
in the Kazakh press they are found in official statements and news (up to 60 %),
reflecting differences in discursive strategies and the level of media freedom. The
integration of the methods made it possible to explore ideologemes as cognitive
and semiotic units that structure national perceptions of political reality and reveal
differences in the political rhetoric of the two countries.
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Results and discussion

The empirical basis of this study is the corpus of publications by the
leading British and Kazakh mass media for the period 2020-2024, a time period
characterized by significant socio — political transformations in both countries. In
the UK, the analysis covers the period after leaving the European Union (Brexit),
accompanied by political instability and frequent changes of prime ministers
(B. Johnson, L. Truss, R. Sunak), as well as a general increase in geopolitical
tensions amid the military conflict in Ukraine. In the Kazakh context, the pre-crisis
stage, the January 2022 events, as well as the launch of a course of political reforms
within the framework of the «New Kazakhstan» agenda are being considered.

In order to ensure representativeness, media sources with significant
influence on the formation of national political discourse were selected. The
British corpus includes materials from The Guardian (left-liberal orientation,
emphasis on democracy and social justice), BBC News (a public broadcaster
striving for neutrality) and The Times (center-right agenda, priorities of public
policy and sovereignty) newspapers. The Kazakh corpus uses publications from
Kazakhstanskaya Pravda (the official position), Liter (an analytical format covering
internal reforms) and Tengrinews (a leading news portal with an event focus). The
choice of texts was based on their thematic focus and the presence of lexemes
associated with key ideologemes. The use of content analysis has made it possible
to identify the dominant thematic areas in which ideologemes function as semantic
markers of a political worldview. These directions allow us to reconstruct the
national media discourse, identify the priorities of the agenda and identify the
ideologemes that form the cognitive model of political reality. As rightly noted
by M. According to McCombs, mass media not only broadcast information, but
also structure the perception of reality, setting the framework for interpreting
social and political processes [5]. The British media discourse identifies six key
thematic areas: (1) the crisis of democracy and political institutions, (2) national
security and sovereignty (including narratives related to Brexit), (3) civil liberties
and human rights, (4) political competition and the struggle of parties, (5) social
equality and anti-discrimination policy (6) Economic instability. These thematic
areas actualize ideologems such as democracy, crisis, freedom, sovereignty,
security, and rights. This structure confirms N.’s observation. Fairclough says
that political discourse in democratic countries is often organized around critical
narratives aimed at deconstructing power relations [2]. Kazakhstan’s media space is
dominated by six other areas: (1) state stability, (2) political reforms and updating
the course, (3) national unity, (4) socio-economic development, (5) presidential
leadership and succession of power, (6) security and countering extremism. These
trends are expressed through the ideologemes stability, reform, unity, leadership,
order, modernization. This discursive approach is consistent with the position
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of D. Kudaibergenova, who emphasizes that in the rhetoric of the Kazakh
authorities, the ideology of development is closely linked to the discourse of
national unity and modernization [7].

Thus, the analysis confirms that both British and Kazakh political media
discourse is structured on the basis of stable conceptual oppositions and reflects
culturally determined mechanisms of cognitive representation of reality. As
T. van Dijk emphasizes, ideologically loaded linguistic constructions perform not
only a descriptive, but also an interpretative function, forming certain scenarios
for the audience’s perception of political events [1].

Table 1 — Thematic directions and key ideologemes in British and Kazakhstani

Press (2020-2024)

Country Thematic Directions Key Ideologemes
United Kingdom 1. Crisis of Democracy and Political | democracy, crisis, elections, parlia-
Institutions ment, vote, rights, accountability
2. National Security and Sovereignty | security, sovereignty, threat, defence,
border control
3. Civil Liberties and Human Rights | freedom, rights, civil liberties, justice,
equality
4. Political Competition and Party | power, leadership, party, opposition,
Struggle election debate
5. Social Equality and Anti-Discrim- | equality, diversity, inclusion, racism,
ination Efforts rights
6. Economic Instability and Inflation | economy, inflation, cost of living,
wages, growth
Kazakhstan 1. Stability and Statehood crabmibHOCTSH (stability), mopsizox

(order), 6e3omacHoCTb (security), MUp
(peace), cornacue (harmony)

2. Reforms and Political Course
Renewal

pedopma (reform), mogepHH3anHs
(modernization), HOBBI Kypc (new
course), HoBbIl Kaszaxcran (New
Kazakhstan), ooHoBnenue (renewal)

3. National Unity and Social Con-
solidation

eIMHCTBO (unity), CruI04€HHOCTH
(cohesion), Hars (nation), o01ecTBO
(society), Hapox (people)

4. Socio-Economic Development

pasBurue (development), sSkoHOMHKA
(economy), 6maromonyune (well-
being), nuBecTuuu (investment),
pocr (growth)

5. Presidential Leadership and Power
Succession

nuaepctBo (leadership), Enbacer
(Leader of the Nation), npe3ugeHt
(president), aBropuret (authority),
Kypc (course)

83



TopaiirbipoB ynuBepcureTiHig Xabapiusicsl. ISSN 2710-3528 Dunonoeusnvik cepus. Ne 2. 2026

6. State Security and Anti-Extremism | 6e3onacHocTs (security), Hopsaok

Measures (order), skcTpeMusMm (extremism),
crabunpHOCTh (stability), yrposa
(threat)

The presented data allow us to conclude that the British media discourse is
structured around the oppositions «democracy — crisis» and «freedom — threat to
security», while the Kazakh discourse is formed on the basis of the frameworks
«stability — development» and «reform — order». This difference confirms the existence
of fundamentally different cognitive models of perception of political reality in the two
countries. As P. Hilton emphasizes, political discourse is based on metaphorical and
binary oppositions, which give ideologems a stable semantic structure [4].

To visualize the differences in the distribution of thematic areas in the
discourse of the two states, a diagram was constructed reflecting the relative
proportion of texts devoted to each of the identified thematic blocks. The presented
indicators are relative and demonstrate the importance of a particular topic in the
overall totality of the analyzed publications.
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Figure 1 — Thematic directions in British and Kazakhstani Press (2020-2024)

The diagram clearly shows that the British press is dominated by topics
related to the crisis of democracy, national security, the struggle of political parties
and social justice, which reflects the conflict-critical orientation of the discourse.
The Kazakh press is dominated by themes of stability, reform, socio-economic
development and presidential leadership, which confirms the integrative orientation
of Kazakhstan’s political discourse aimed at consolidating society around the
modernization project. The analysis of the functioning of ideologues in political
media discourse cannot be limited only by their frequency calculation; it is also
necessary to take into account the contextual features of their use. This approach
allows us to identify not only quantitative patterns, but also deeper thematic
and genre structures, which reveal the true semantic meaning of these units.
As T. van Dijk emphasizes, the cognitive nature of ideologies is realized through
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stable semantic connections, evaluative connotations and frame constructions that
form the perception of political reality [1].

A comparative frequency analysis of the British and Kazakh media for the
years 2020-2024 revealed persistent differences in the conceptual vocabulary of
both countries. In British discourse, the key ideologems are democracy, crisis,
security, freedom and sovereignty, reflecting media attention to institutional
instability and the consequences of Brexit. In the Kazakh media space, the
concepts of stability, reform, development, unity and leadership prevail, which
corresponds to the official rhetoric emphasizing modernization and strengthening
of the national order [7].

Table 2 — Frequency of key ideologemes in British and Kazakhstani Press (2020 —2024)

Ideologeme United Kingdom (mentions) Kazakhstan (mentions)
Democracy 78 3
Crisis 95 8
Security 84 7
Freedom 62 2
Sovereignty 49 1
Stability 0 93
Reform 3 85
Development |2 74
Unity 1 68
Leadership 0 52

Frequency analysis reveals a sharp contrast in discursive focus: British media
portrays democracy as constantly under threat, while Kazakh discourse emphasizes
a stability-reform model, where state stability is seen as essential for development.
Genre-specific distribution of ideologemes also differs. In the UK, democracy, crisis,
and security appear mainly in analytical articles and opinion columns (65 %), reflecting
critical discourse on political dysfunction. News reports comprise 25 %, often with a
crisis-oriented tone, and only 10 % are in official statements with less conflict.

In contrast, Kazakh ideologemes dominate in official statements and
presidential appeals (65 %), underscoring media’s stabilizing role in state rhetoric.
News makes up 20 %, and analytical texts just 15 %, mostly with a positive tone
supporting government policy.
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Figure 2 — Genre distribution of ideologemes
in the British and Kazakh press (2020-2024)

The genre distribution of ideologues highlights the contrast between British
and Kazakh media discourses. The British press is dominated by analytical and
critical genres, through which politics is interpreted in the categories of crises,
threats and instability. On the contrary, the Kazakh media focuses on the themes
of stability and modernization, demonstrating institutional optimism and a strategy
for consolidating society. As F. Schiffrin notes, genre frameworks determine
the mode of interpretation of political realities in the media space [3]. Lexico-
semantic analysis revealed key differences in the functioning of ideologues. In
British discourse, democracy is described as a fragile and weakening institution;
crisis is the result of failures in leadership and institutional architecture; security is
opposed to multiple threats (internal and external). In the Kazakh media discourse,
on the contrary, stability is correlated with order and state guarantees, and reforms
are correlated with the initiatives of the President of the Republic, positioning
modernization as a controlled and progressive process.

Thus, ideologemes form various cognitive models of political reality: in
Britain they are models of crisis and protection, in Kazakhstan they are models of
renewal and progressive development. Within the framework of the linguocognitive
approach, language is considered as a means of structuring political perception,
where metaphors, frames and binary oppositions simplify and symbolize complex
processes. This position is supported in the works of J. Lakoff and M. Johnson, who
emphasize the role of metaphor in the conceptualization of public consciousness [4].

The conducted metaphorical and cognitive analysis confirmed the existence
of stable conceptual models that form the national media discourse. In the British
media, politics is often metaphorized through images of struggle and confrontation:
the battle for democracy, the fight against populism, the crisis is escalating, the
government is on edge. These expressions shape the perception of the political
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process as a constant conflict, where democracy is a fragile value that is under
threat. Another dominant metaphor is the state as a besieged fortress (protecting
national security, threatening sovereignty, strengthening borders), which focuses on
external risks and the need for defense. Kazakh media, on the contrary, construct
the image of politics as a creative and progressive movement. The reform type of
turnover is a new round of development, the construction of a New Kazakhstan,
and the course towards renewal represent politics as a progressive vector aimed at
the future. The metaphor of power as the foundation corresponds to this: stability
is the foundation of development, unity is the pillar of prosperity, and the leader
is the guarantor of sustainability. This conceptualization strengthens the collective
perception of the political system as a mechanism for ensuring public well-being,
order and national security.

Table 3 — Political metaphorics in British and Kazakhstani Press (2020-2024)

Country Conceptual Metaphors Example Expressions

United Kingdom | Politics as Struggle, Crisis as Threat | battle for democracy, fight for freedom,
crisis escalates

State as Fortress, Security as Protec- | protect national security, fortifying bor-

tion ders, threat to sovereignty
Kazakhstan Politics as Creation, Reform as For- | HOBBII BUTOK pa3Butus (new stage of
ward Movement development), kypc Ha oOHOBICHHE

(course towards renewal), CTPOHTEITBCTBO
Hoporo Kasaxcrana (building a New

Kazakhstan)
Power as Support, Stability as Foun- | cTaOuIbpHOCTE — OCHOBA pa3BUTHS
dation (stability — the foundation of development),

nmaep — rapant crabmisHoctH (leader —
guarantor of stability)

Thus, the metaphorical models identified in the British press form an alarming
perception of politics as a space of crisis and struggle, while the Kazakh media
discourse constructs a positive image of the state as a stable system aimed at
progressive development.

The identified metaphors form broader cognitive frames that determine the
perception of political reality. The British press is dominated by the frames of
«threat to democracy», «crisis of power», and «external threat», representing
the political system as in constant danger. These frames construct a «friend—foe»
dichotomy in which democracy and freedom are opposed to authoritarian regimes,
internal populists and external aggressors. Since 2022, the anti-Russian frame has
intensified, in which Russia is represented as a threat to the democratic world,
which is analyzed in detail by N. Fairclough [2]. Typical expressions such as
«democracy is under threaty, «threat to democratic institutions», and «danger
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of populism» create an image of democracy as a fragile and beleaguered value.
Similarly, the «external threat» frame is supported by the lexemes «protection of
national security», «threat to borders», and «Russian aggression», which appeal
to the need to defend and strengthen borders [2]. In contrast, the Kazakh media
discourse is dominated by the frames of «stability as the basis of development» and
«reform as a path of renewal». T. van Dijk emphasizes that institutional forms of
discourse play a key role in legitimizing power and forming loyal political thinking
among the mass audience [1]. Within the framework of the Kazakh worldview,
the state, the president and the people symbolize unity, and protest groups and
radical elements are seen as a threat to internal order, as Zh. Yergozhina [3]. The
formulas «ensuring stability is the key to prosperity», «unity of society is a strong
state», «order is the main priority» demonstrate the interpretation of state stability
as the basis of development. A.S. Syzdykova notes that the expressions «New
Kazakhstan — a course towards modernization» and «reforms — moving forward»
are actively used within the reform framework. shaping the image of politics as
a progressive and manageable process [4].

Thus, the British media discourse focuses on instability and threats, reflecting
an alarming perception of political reality. Whereas Kazakh discourse focuses on
unity, order, and modernization progress, presenting politics as a means to achieve
the public good and the sustainability of the system.
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Figure 3 — Dominant frames in the British and Kazakh press (2020-2024)

Conclusion

The conducted research has confirmed that the political media discourse
of Great Britain and Kazakhstan is formed on the basis of various conceptual
oppositions reflecting specific socio-cultural and ideological attitudes. In the
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context of increasing political polarization and transformation of information
strategies, ideologems act not just as lexical units, but as complex cognitive
structures that form the interpretative framework of socio-political reality. Their
functioning covers lexico-semantic, metaphorical, frame and pragmatic levels,
which was revealed on the basis of a comprehensive linguocognitive analysis of
the corpus of media texts from 2020-2024.

A comparative analysis has shown that British discourse is focused on a critical
understanding of political processes through the prism of the crisis of democracy,
threats to sovereignty and instability, which is expressed in the metaphors of
conflict and siege. Ideologemes in this context function as markers of concern
about the state of political institutions and legal norms. In contrast, the Kazakh
media space is dominated by the rhetoric of stability, modernization, and national
unity. Ideologemes here construct the image of the state as a stable, progressive
system focused on development and continuity of power. Genre specifics also
revealed significant differences: while British discourse is dominated by analytical
and journalistic forms with pronounced criticism, Kazakh media discourse is
based primarily on official communications and institutional rhetoric, due to the
different levels of media autonomy and strategic objectives of information policy.

Thus, the research objectives were fully realized: the dominant thematic trends
and frequency characteristics of key ideologues were identified, their cognitive-
semantic and metaphorical analysis was carried out, discursive frameworks and
oppositions defining national models of political perception were reconstructed. The
scientific novelty of the work lies in the cross-country approach to the analysis of
ideologies involving cognitive and critical-discursive methodology, which allowed
to reveal the deep mechanisms of the formation of the political picture of the world.

The practical significance of the results lies in the possibility of their
application in the field of political linguistics, media communication, information
risk analysis and the formation of public information policy strategies. The
presented conclusions can serve as a theoretical basis for the development of
educational programs in the field of media literacy and critical discursive analysis.

The prospects for further research are seen in expanding the geography of
the analysis, including new media formats (social networks, digital platforms),
as well as in the deep development of genre and pragmatic characteristics of the
functioning of ideologies in the transnational media space.
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12]1. H. T'ymunes ateinnarsl Eypasust YITTBIK YHHBEPCHTETI,
Kazakcran PecmyOmmkacel, AcTaHa K.

18.03.25 k. Gacmara TyCTi.

08.07.25 . Ty3eTylIepiMeH TYCTi.

21.05.26 x. OachIn MmIbIFapyFa KaObLIIaH bl

CASACU MEJUAJUCKYPCTEI'T UAEOJOTEMAJIAPIABIH
IBOJIIOIUACHI: YIIBIBPUTAHUSA ’KOHE KASAKCTAH
BACITACO3IHIH JIMHI'BOKOI'HUTUBTIK TAJIJIAYbI

Maxana ¥noiopumanus men Kazaxcmannwiy casicu MeouaouckypeobiHoa
2020-2024 srconoap apanvieblHOa UO€0L02EMANAPObIY IGONIOYUCHIH
MUHEBO0KOHUMUBMIK mypabloan manoayaa apuaizau. 3epmmeyoiy
Makcamvl — Heeizel u0eoI02emManapobl AHbIKMAY, 01apObly KOHYENmyanoblK
JIcoHe bazanay cunammapeii CUNAmmay, COHOQU-aK Oaapobly YImmblk
casicu OyHUEMAaHbIMObL KATLINMACMbIPY0debl POIIH MAN0AY. DMAUPUKAIBIK,
baza peminoe sicemexuti BAK-moiyy Mmominoep Kopnycol nadaiansbliobl
(The Guardian, BBC News, The Times; Kazaxcmanckas npasoa,
Lit, Tengrinews), onap cascu Oaz2vimvl MeH 3epmmenin OmulpeaH
uoeonocemanapobiy 601ybIHA OAUIAHLICMbL MAHOAN A/IbIHObL.

3epmmeyoe mazmyHovlK manoday, ieKCUKA-CEMAHMUKATBIK JCOHE
KOSHUMuemi-memaghopaivly manoay aoicmepi, conoau-ax @peumoix
MoOdenvoey Koadanvliovl. Homuoicenep xepcemrendeil, Opumanovlx
MeOUAOUCKYPC 0az20apbic NeH KAKMbl2blCKA 0a2blmmai2an Happamusmepee
Heziz0eneen, Mynoa udeonozemanap mepic 6azaianvin, Kypec nem Kayin
Memagopanapvimen Kamap sxcypedi. An Kazax meouakenicmizinoe
MYpPaKmuoliblK, JCAH2bIPMY HCOHe OIpAIK udeonocusicvl bacvim, Oy
Memekemmi mypakmol 0amyobly Keniii peminoe HeazblMobl betiHeeliol.

Anvlkmanean epexwenikmep cascammazol Mil MeK WblHObIKNb
OeliHesien Kana Koumatl, COHbIMEH KAmap OHbIH KAObLIOAHYbIH KYPbLIbIMOAlL
ombIpLIN, AyOUmMopusaa sieyMemmik e3eepicmepoi mycinoipyoiy bencini
OIip cyeHapuiliepin YCblHAMbIHLIH KopcemeOdi. 3epmmey HoOmudicenepi
cascu TUHSBUCIMUKA, MEeOUAKOMMYHUKAYUS HCOHe opmypai en0epoiy
OUCKYPCIbIK, ModICipubenepin canblcmulpMaibl maioday CaidcblHOazbl
bonawax sepmmeyiep ywin naroaisl OOIYbl MyMKiH.

Kinmmi co30ep. casicu meouaduckypc, uoeosozemanap, KOZHUMUGMIK
manoay, 0eMoKpamusi, mypakmlisik, Kayincizoik, 0az0apulc, e2emMeHOIK.
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12 Eppasuiickuii HalmoHambHbIN yHUBepcuTeT uMenn JI. H. T'ymunésa,
Pecniyonuka Kaszaxcran, 1. AcraHa.

IMoctynuno B pegaxuuto 18.03.25.

IToctynuno ¢ ucnpasienusmu 08.07.25.

[Ipunsaro B neuars 21.05.26.

SBOJIIOLUA UAEOJOIEM B IOJTUTUYECKOM
MEJUAJUCKYPCE: JUHI'BOKOTHUTUBHbBIN AHAJIN3
BPUTAHCKOM U KABAXCTAHCKOM IPECCHI

Cmamvs nocesuena 1UuH280KOSHUMUBHOMY AHALUZY IGONIOYUU
udeonozem 8 NOAUMUYECKOM Meduaduckypce Beauxobpumanuu
u Kaszaxcmana 6 nepuoo 2020-2024 ze. Ilenv uccredosanus —
BIAGUMDb KIIOUEBbLE UOCOJI02eMbl, UX KOHYENMYalbHble U OYeHOUHbIe
XapakmepucmuKu, a maxice nPOaHaIU3UPOSaAmy UX poiib 6 (POPMUPOSaAHUU
HAYUOHANBHOU NOJUMUYECKOU KAPMUHbL MUpd. DMAUpUecKkol 6azoul
uccredosanusi nocysicui kopnyc mexkcmos eeoyuwux CMU (The Guardian,
BBC News, The Times; «Kaszaxcmanckas npagday, Lit, Tengrinews),
OMOOPAHHBIX NO KPUMEPUAM ROTUMUYECKOU HANPAGICHHOCTU U HAIUYUS
UBYHACMBIX UOCONOLEM.

B uccreoosanuu npumensiomes memoovl KOHMeHM-anaiu3d,
JIEKCUKO-CEMAHMUYECKO20 U KOZHUMUBHO-MEMAPOpUYecKo2o ananusd,
a makaice (petimosoe moderuposanue. Pezyiomamol nokaswieaiom, ymo
OpUMAHCKUL MEOUAOUCKYPC OPUCHMUPOBAH HA KPUSUCHO-KOHDIUKMHbLE
Happamueuvl, 20e U0eos02emMbl NPUOOPEemarom He2amusHyl0 OYeHKy u
conpogodicoaiomes memagopamu 60pvbuL U yepo3. B kazaxcmanckom
MeOUanpoCmpancmee OOMUHUPYIONM UOC0L02eMbl CMAOULIbHOCTU,
MOOepHU3ayUY U eOUHCMEd, c030a8dsi NO3UMUBHBIIL 00pa3 20Cy0apcmed
KaK eapanma yCmouyueo2o pa3eumusl.

Buissnennvie ocobennocmu ceuoemenbcmayiom 0 mom, 4mo si3bik
6 NOIUMuUKe He MOJbKO OMPANCAem PeaibHOCHb, HO U CHPYKMYypupyem
eé gocnpuamue, 3a0a8as ayOumopuu onpeoeiénnvie cyeHapuu
unmepnpemayuy CoyuaIbHblx usmMeHeHuil. Pesynomamol uccieoosanus
Moeym Obimob noae3Hvl 015 OANbHEUWUX pazpabomor 6 obaacmu
NOAUMUYECKOU JUHSBUCMUKU, MEOUAKOMMYHUKAYUU U CPAGHUMENIbHOZO
AHANU3A OUCKYPCUBHBIX NPAKMUK PAZHBIX CIPAH.

Knwouesvie cnosa: norumuueckuii MeouaoucKypc, udeoiozemoi,
KOCHUMUBHDIL AHANU3, OeMOKpamus, cmabuibHOCmb, 6e30nACHOCb,
KpU3UC, Cy8epeHumen.
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