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Abstract. The article deals with the comparative analysis of political NEOLOGISMS from the perspective of their semantic organi-
zation. A political neologism is a lexical innovation that is a part of the system of socio-political vocabulary of the language. There
have been distinguished four common thematic groups; they are State, Politics, Society, and Economy. The quantitative characteris-
tics of these groups are of allomorphic character in the languages contrasted. The common group "State" is represented by a larger
number of English neologisms, and the common group "Politics" is represented by most Ukrainian new words.
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Introduction. The rapid development of different spheres
of our life requires the designation of new objects and
phenomena, as a result a large number of neologisms ap-
pears. There are different approaches to the definition of
the term “neologism”. It applies both to words or phrases
that designate a new concept, subject, branch of science,
etc., and to nominations that already exist in the language.
Thus, a neologism may be defined as "a word created to
describe a new object or express hew concepts” [10]; as a
newly created lexical unit or an existing lexical unit that
has acquired a new meaning [21]. New words in the lan-
guage are constantly entering the lexicon to describe new
concepts and technologies” [18, p. 264].

Literature review. A political neologism is a lexical
innovation that functions in political discourse and is a
part of the system of socio-political vocabulary of a lan-
guage. It models a particular vision of the object of nomi-
nation as determined by the intentions of the addressee.
Political neologisms are connected thematically by the
sphere of their usage. Any thematic groups include the
words "not on the basis opposition to one another accord-
ing to a particular trait, but on the basis of a common ge-
neric trait"[15, p. 178]. The thematic group is formed by
combining the meanings of the word, on the basis of
which further division of the common concept that be-
longs to the cognition category is built [14]. Words are
grouped into thematic groups when there is a link be-
tween the objects of reality. Division of political neolo-
gisms into thematic groups is to some extent conditional,
since concepts such as state and politics, politics and
economy, etc., are closely intertwined. But that approach
is justified due to the fact that there is a need to organize
and systematize the actual lexical material.

The aim of the paper is to classify, describe and com-
pare political neologisms from the point of view of their
semantic organization and to draw common and divergent
features of such groupings in English and Ukrainian.

Material and methods. The study of political neolo-
gisms is carried out from the point of view of their seman-
tic structure taking into account the identification of the
sphere of social and political life. Semantic characteristics
of new words are clarified in the process of the semantic
description of political neologisms, which reflect the
structure of the meaning of individual lexical units [11, p.
87]. Classifications of neologisms [5, p. 126,] are based
on a systematic approach to the study of vocabulary. The

31

dictionary definitions of lexical units selected for the in-
vestigation are analyzed. Dictionary articles indicate the
correspondence between a certain word and its meaning
representation. Based on the definition of a dictionary
article that names the semantic components of lexical
meaning [6, p. 85], using logical analysis [11, p. 84,] it is
possible to clarify the semantic structure of a word and its
reference to a specific thematic group.

Meanings are interpreted as a set of components, com-
bined in different ways. They are quite independent [11,
p. 81]. This understanding enables us to explore the struc-
ture of meaning. Componential analysis serves this pur-
pose playing a leading role in the description of lexical
units [2, p. 113]. It appears as a reliable way of analyzing
the structure and system of lexical meaning, a means of
modeling the hierarchical semantic structure of the word
[1, p. 198], as the procedure of splitting meaning into
minimal semantic components [11, p. 81], which is fo-
cused on distinguishing individual sememes, demonstrat-
ing specific relationships and relationships within the
sememes [7, p. 115]. The latter helps to compare both
common and distinct components of word meanings. Sin-
gling out nuclear elements (archisemes [4, p. 81] or inte-
gral semes [11, p. 82-83]) in the semantic structure of
words is the basis for their integration within a thematic
group, which is understood as a subject-logical category,
reflecting the structure of the picture of the world and its
individual fragments.

In the componential analysis semes are singled out,
they are elementary units that form a hierarchical struc-
ture [1, p. 198], where the integral semes or archiseme are
contrasted as a nuclear element of the seme structure.
Such approach allows combining the words into a specific
thematic group or into a lexical semantic field [11, p. 82-
83]. Differential semes make it possible to distinguish
individual words.

Thematic groups are formed on the basis of the analy-
sis of dictionary articles «politics», «nonimukay,
presented in explanatory dictionaries of English and
Ukrainian. In particular, «politics» is characterized as
«the activities of the government, members of law-making
organizations, or people who try to influence the way a
country is governed» [16], «the actions or activities con-
cerned with achieving and using power in a country or
society» [17], «the activities associated with the govern-
ance of a country or area, especially the debate between
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parties having power; the activities of governments con-
cerning the political relations between states» [20]. The
definitions offered in the explanatory dictionaries focus
on the activities of government bodies and lawmakers,
those who seek to influence the country's governance pro-
cess and its relations with other states, and generally those
related to governance of country or region, struggle for
power. According to the explanatory dictionaries of the
Ukrainian language, noaimuka — 3azanvhuii nanpsm, xa-
paxkmep OiAIbHOCHI Oepicasu, negHo2o Kiacy abo noi-
muunoi napmii; Hanpam OiAILHOCMI depacasu adbo noi-
muyHoi napmii 6 miti uu 6 miu 2any3i 6 NegHull nepioo;
nooii i NUMAHHS GHYMPIUHbOOEPIHCABHO20 A MINCHAPO-
onozo cycninvrozo scumms [13, p. 80; 3, ¢. 1035]. The
meaning of the lexeme noaimuxa has the following semes
in its structure ‘deporcasna Oisnonicmy’, ‘OisiabHicmob no-
AimuyHoi napmii’, ‘6Hympiunbo0epIcague ma MidcHapo-
OHe cycninbhe dcummst’.

Taking abovementioned into consideration it is possi-
ble to group political neologisms in such thematic groups:
‘State’, which encompasses words that describe public
administration; "Politics”, consisting of lexical units that
characterize the activities of political parties and groups;
"Society", which encompasses lexical units that describe
the activities of public organizations and actors; "Econo-
my", which contains units that actualize the notion related
to the economic component of government and innerstate
life.

The following example demonstrates the semantic fea-
tures of a neologism and its inclusion in a thematic group.
The lexeme “narcissocracy” has the meaning of "gov-
ernment by the excessively self-centered™ [22]; it is a tele-
scope formed from the noun narcissist and the format -
ocracy. The semes ‘control’ and 'persons with exceptional
self-esteem’ are differentiated in the seme structure of the
lexical unit. The presence of the seme ‘control’ is the basis
for referring this neologism to the thematic group 'State'.

In addition to the dictionary definition, information
about the word can be provided in the Internet resources.
For example, the lexeme "astroturf" is presented as a
"fake grass-roots-movement” [22]. This is explained in a
quote from the «Petersburg Times» (Florida), May 29,
1998:

«Operators in the governor’s office were suspicious
when they got a rash of calls from people who were obvi-
ously being coached on what to say. When the operators
pressed the callers, they said they were sugar cane work-
ers who had been told that they would lose their jobs if
the governor vetoed the bills. Chiles’ aides called it an
«Astroturfy, or «fake grass-roots campaigny [22].

The example shows that the newspaper article provides
the context for the use of the lexical unit, describes the
situation that contributed to its appearance, explains the
conditions of occurrence of the neologism. Graphic meth-
od of the use of quotation marks, in which both the lexical
unit and its interpretation are indicated, signals that it is a
neologism, and it is unfamiliar to the reader.

The following lexical unit "cap"” [22] is marked as a
transitive verb and a noun used in the sphere of politics.
In the example under consideration, the lexeme acquires a
new meaning though it is not new in the language. Ac-
cording to the definition, the verb cap means “impose a
limit on (something)”; «specifically, of central
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government: to regulate the spending of (a local
authority) by imposing an upper limit on local taxation»
[22]. The specified lexical unit actualizes semes ‘approv-
al',' ‘restrictions', 'regulations’, local taxes',' central gov-
ernment ',' local authorities', enabling to refer the unit to
the “State” thematic group. The lexeme describes the rela-
tionship between central and local governments, so it be-
longs to the “Government” subgroup.

The noun anmuxopynyiunux is characterized as ocoba,
AKa nposaoums awmuxopynyitny oisnvricms [3, c. 16].
The semes ‘ocoba’, ‘Bun aismpHOCTI” are differentiated in
the dictionary definition. To understand the meaning of
the lexeme better, it is appropriate to consider its defini-
tion, kopynyis — euxopucmanms nocadoso 0coboI0 c8o-
20 C]Zy.?iC606‘020 cmarosuwia 3 Memoro ocobucmozo 36a-
eauennsliniokynnicmo, npooasicnicmes ypaodosyis i 2po-
maocokux disuie [12, p. 302.], which helps to clarify 'mis-
JMBHICTE’ @S ‘TPOTHIIS BHUKOPHCTAaHHIO CIIyXOOBOTO cTa-
HOBHIIA 111 ocoducToro 30aragenns’. On this basis, the
lexeme has been referred to the thematic group “State”. In
addition, the same word can be referred to the thematic
group "Society”, because, according to the explanatory
dictionary, corruption as an activity can be applied to pub-
lic figures.

The following lexical unit is sezomaiioanieeys — oco-
ba-yuacnux Benomatioany [8, p. 36] actualizes the seme
‘ocoba-yuacuuk’, ‘Benocunennuii Maiinan’. Instead, the
lexeme seromaiioan denotes protests [8, p. 36], connected
with the use of bicycles. Against this background, the
lexical unit seromaiioaniseys has been referred to group
«Cycninscmeoy, a subgroup of notions that characterize
public life.

Thus, the componential analysis of the seme structure
of neologisms serves as a basis for distinguishing semes
in the structure of the studied units and referring them to a
specific thematic group.

The quantitative characteristics of each group allowed
defining the tendencies in neologism representation in
English and Ukrainian, to determine the most productive
ones.

Results and discussion. There are the following the-
matic groups of political neologisms in English and
Ukrainian, which in their turn include several subgroups:

1. State: 1) government; 2) elections; 3) diplomatic ac-
tivity; 4) military terminology.

2. Policy: 1) concepts that characterize national poli-
tics; 2) concepts related to aggressive politics; 3) concepts
characterizing the activities of party, political and state
leaders; 4) concepts characterizing interstate relations; 5)
political terms; 6) the name of the parties.

3. Society: 1) concepts related to public life; 2) con-
cepts characterizing negative phenomena in society.

4. Economy: 1) names of economic organizations, un-
ions; 2) new economic terms.

The analysis showed that neologisms of the sociopolit-
ical sphere, which entered the English and Ukrainian lan-
guages at the beginning of the 21st century, are related to
the mentioned four thematic groups. It is possible to claim
that there is some similarity in the general picture regard-
ing the distribution of neologisms in the two languages
under consideration.

Table 1.1 shows that in English most neologisms ap-
peared in the groups "State" and "Politics", in the Ukrain-
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ian language most of the new words appeared in the
sphere of "Ilonimuxa". In English, the group “Society”
has a larger number of neologisms than in the Ukrainian
language. There is an interesting fact that the number of
new lexical units associated with government is approxi-
mately the same in both languages.

lated to public life. The further perspective of the research
lies in the possibility to study the functioning of the vo-
cabulary in question in political discourse in the limelight
of the pragmatic and communicative approaches.

Table 1.2 Comparative analysis of thematic subgroups of politi-
cal neologisms in English and Ukrainian

Table 1.1 The main thematic groups of political neologisms in English  [Ukrainian
English and Ukrainian Ne Thematic subgroups (%) (%)
Thematic Languages Ne State

groups English (%) Ukrainian (%) 1 |Government | 148 18,6

State 34,6 25,6 2 |elections 11 45

Politics 34,3 43,7 3 |diplomatic activity 2 0,7

Society 25 215 4 |military terminology 6,5 1,8

Economy 6,1 9,2 | [Politics

Total 100 100 5 |Ha national politics | 10,2 195

concepts related to aggressive poli-

In Table 1.2, a more detailed distribution of thematic |6 |tics 8,1 6,2
subgroups in each language can be seen. The analysis concepts characterizing the activities|6 8,1
enables us to conclude that English is more actively en- |[7_lof party, political and state leaders
riched by concepts related to public life. concepts characterizing interstate

Conclusions. Four thematic groups of political neolo- ~ [8|refations 1 0.9
gisms have been singled out. They are characterized by |2 |Political terms 6 5
both isomorphic and allomorphic features. In English, 10 Iname of partleSSOCiety 3 4
.m.OS:[, ngologlsms app_eared in the groups "State" and “Pol- 11 |concepts related to public life 153 9,2
itics", in t_he Ukrainian Iangua_g_e Tost of the new words 112 [concepts characterizing negative |9 123
a_ppeared in the_ sphere of P.0|ItICS. . There are more _Eng— phenomena in saciety
lish than Ukrainian neologisms in the group ‘Society’. Economy
The number of new lexical units associated with govern- names of economic organizations,
ment is approximately the same in the languages under |13 |unions 1,1 2.3
consideration. There has been marked an increasing ten- |14 |new economic terms | 5 6,9
dency in English to use new words to denote notions re-  |Total 100 100
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