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CULTURAL AND PHILOSOPHICAL DISCOURSE
ON THE CONCEPT OF MANIPULATION

Abstract. The article is devoted to a variety of linguistic manipulation, a description of the work of discursive
mechanisms of manipulative influence. The article presents the specific features of manipulative discourse, examines
discursive manipulation in a broad and narrow sense, and characterizes its varieties. The author identifies and describes
the linguistic means by which hidden psychological effects are carried out. The need for such a study is due to the socio-
cultural situation, which provides a favorable basis for the use of various information technologies. Recently, language
has been perceived not only as a means of communication, a system of verbal signs, but also as a way of interaction based
on certain tactics and strategies. Since the flow of information from various sources is constantly growing, the
phenomenon of manipulation is a very important object of study from the point of view of psycholinguistics and cultural
studies. This paper also considers philosophical, ethical, and communicative implications of manipulative discourse,
underlining its relevance in modern digital society.

Keywords: manipulation, Language consciousness, mass consciousness, language manipulation, manipulation
technology.

Introduction

The main value of the 21st century today is information. The role of information has become
more significant at the beginning of the 21st century than in the second half of the 20th century. The
information shapes people's thinking. It is known that in this era, which has been called the
information age, many countries are focusing on expanding the global information space prior to
strengthening their armed forces.

The media and social networks form the standard of life and activity of modern man in the
minds of the masses. They regulate the behavior and worldview of citizens and influence their
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political positions. By providing information, the media and social networks use the hidden function

of influencing the human mind. The specificity of manipulative influence of the media is considered

as a characteristic of speech skills in modern linguistics and has become one of the main directions

of research by linguists. The study of manipulative influence on the audience through language has

become a key problem of linguistics and psychological sciences. Extensive research is being

conducted in scientific centers of leading countries to study manipulative influence technologies and

new methods of their application. The purpose of the article is to comprehensively analyze the
concept of manipulation based on philosophical and linguistic research.

Material and Methods

The article reviews the works of R.M. Blakar, O.S. Issers, D.V. Olshansky, O.N. Parshina,
T.G.Vinokur, S.G. Kara-Murza, T.A. van Dijk, V.G. Kostomarov, [.A. Sternin, Y.N. Karaulov,
J.Lakoff, N.E. Gronskaya, A.M. Tsuladze, 1.A. Sternin, V.Z. Demyankov, A.A. Leontiev,
E.L.Dotsenko, V.I. Karasik. These works analyze manipulative technologies, strategies and tactics of
influence, and study linguistic manipulation. In the works of these scientists, manipulation is
considered as psychological and speech influence, and many classifications of strategies and tactics
of manipulative influence implemented in political discourse are proposed. Researchers consider the
concept of «linguistic manipulation» together with the concept of «manipulation» because linguistic
manipulation is a type of manipulative influence .

Domestic scientists N. Uali's works are devoted to the study of information and linguistic norms
in mass communication, K.O. Yesenova's research works are devoted to the study of linguistic means
in newspaper texts, B. Momynova examined the pragmatic aspect of newspaper vocabulary,
S.Atashev the pragmatics of mass media, B. Raimbekova the pragmatic aspect of newspaper texts in
Kazakh and Russian, F. Zhaksybayeva the pragmatic function of newspaper texts, and
G.K.Ikhsangalieva conducted a pragmatic analysis of themes in newspaper texts.

Manipulation has been extensively studied in the research of philosophy, political science,
sociology, and psychology. Content analysis of studies on the topic of manipulation allowed us to
identify several key features of manipulation. Methods of analysis and synthesis in the study of
theoretical literature, a comparative method in generalizing theoretical materials formed the
theoretical basis of the article.

Results and Discussion

The word «manipulation» comes from the Latin word «manipularey, its original meaning is «to
manage», «to manage a matter skillfully», «to provide assistance» and has a positive connotation. In
the work of the famous researcher Sergei Kara-Murza «Manipulation of Consciousness» the word
«manipulation» is defined as follows: The word «manipulation» came to the Russian language from
the French: «manipulation» — complex method; operation, originally in Latin — «manus» — hand,
«ple» — filling [1]. For example, in medicine it means examining the body with the hands and
performing medical procedures with the hands. Here, if we are talking about manual dexterity, then
it means skillful management when performing a certain task. Over time, the original meaning of this
term has undergone changes. In connection with the phenomena taking place in the 20th century, the
term «manipulation» acquired a different character through political additions and expanded its
meaning. The term «manipulation» began to be used in relation to mass media and political activities
aimed at directing the thoughts, aspirations, and mental state of the population in a certain direction.
The Oxford English Dictionary defines «manipulation» as: «the act of influencing or skillfully
controlling people, exerting hidden influence on them» [1].

Some scholars consider manipulation as a phenomenon arising from the need for spiritual
domination of the few over the many. For example, B.N. Bessonov in his work analyzes the definition
of A. Meyer, who uses the terms «socialization» and «legitimation» to define manipulation, as a result
of which the individual becomes a useful and successful member of society «by educating in his soul
the dominant norms of behavior» [2]. According to the Spanish philosopher and sociologist José
Ortega-y-Gasset, if there is no common thought, common public position, position in society, anarchy
occurs [3]. The author argues that it is also possible to say that manipulation occurs in political
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information, considering that attempts to manipulate are necessary for the formation of common
positions in accordance with the laws of political history.

According to the Russian philosopher G. Shishkov, manipulation is necessary to suppress the surge
of public emotions. The philosopher regarded the masses as “impressionable people” and considered them
good material for achieving state goals [4]. «In the complex and multilayered process of transitioning to
a market economy, establishing the republic’s sovereignty, independence, and economic self-sufficiency,
and implementing political reforms, it is difficult to believe that the people would wholeheartedly engage
in carrying out this policy without the influence of ideology. Therefore, ideological influence, setting it in
motion is a vital necessity», writes Doctor of Philosophy A. Kalmyrzaev [5].

Research scientist T.M. Hrushevskaya finds manipulation a «necessity»: «The newspaper
edition is oriented to the reader, to the mass external audience, the so-called broad public. At the
ideological level, newspaper articles engage in a certain form of manipulation, which is driven by the
need to manage public consciousness for the benefit of society, while individual groups within that
society hold differing perceptions of reality» [6]. G. Klaus: «Any group of society, from any point of
view, whether material, organizational or ideological, turns to language in order to realize its political
interests, engages in pragmatics» [7]. The author takes the position that the use of language resources
in the spheres of ideology, economics, and politics is a political necessity.

Many researchers, such as S.G. Kara-Murza, E. Cassirer, G. Franke, K. Jaspers, consider
manipulation as a political phenomenon relevant to the present time. According to E. Cassirer, «the
most important and disturbing feature of the evolution of modern political thinking is perhaps the
emergence of a new power — the power of mythical thinkingy [8]. In the current period, very favorable
socio-cultural and highly developed technical conditions have been created for large-scale
manipulation of the political consciousness of the masses.

Manipulation has been extensively studied in research studies in philosophy, political science,
sociology, and psychology. Content analysis of studies examining the topic of manipulation has
identified several key characteristics of manipulation.

According to many researchers, a distinctive feature of manipulation is the attitude towards a
business partner not as a person, but as an object. Through this, the manipulator achieves his hidden
goals and fulfills his needs, without taking into account the demands of the other party, who is the
object of manipulation. Content analysis of research works written on this topic allowed us to conduct
an analysis of definitions related to manipulation. For example, B.N. Bessonov considers
manipulation as «a form of spiritual influence carried out by force, with hidden dominance» [2],
D.A.Volkogonov emphasizes «control of changes in the spiritual world» [9], R. Goodin defines it as
«the use of hidden power without taking into account the wishes of another person», V.N. Sagatovsky
draws attention to the fact that it is «the relationship with another person as a tool, an object» [10],
E.Shostrom’s opinion about manipulation is exactly the same: «using another person as an object, a
thing, managing and controlling himy» [11], G. Schiller defines manipulation as «hidden coercion —
the pre-orientation of a person’s thoughts, intentions, feelings, attitudes, behavior, and beliefs» [12].
W. Riker defines manipulation as «a structure of the world that allows for victory» [1], E.L. Dotsenko
in the work «Manipulation: psychological definition of concepts»: «This is a type of psychological
influence used to achieve a one-sided victory by means of a hidden incentive to another to perform
certain actionsy, [13] V.M. Gerasimov defines: «Manipulation of public opinion is one of the special
methods of social-psychological control» [14].

Thus, based on the above arguments, we can make a definition of the term «manipulation». From
the definitions of B.N. Bessonov and D.N. Volkogonov, we consider «manipulation» as a spiritual and
psychological influence on a person or society. Here, the definition given by G. Schiller as
«manipulation — preliminary orientation of behavior, attitudes» confirms the fact that the mental
structure is an indispensable form of influence on a person. The explanations given by E. Shostroma
and V.N. Sagatovsky that «from the height of his «I» he turns another one into a «HE», amenable to
management and control, an object used to carry out his actions» expand the definition given to
«manipulation». D.N. Volkogonov, E. Shostroma and W. While Riker's definitions of manipulation as
«domination», «management», «control» coincide with E.L. Dotsenko's definition of «the
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manipulator's desire to actively influence events, creating a world structure in his own interests» [13],

B.N. Bessonov's definition of «hidden dominance» is associated with «hidden influence» as the main

characteristic of manipulation. If the addressee does not notice the «hidden influence» directed at them,

does not sense the manipulator’s covert actions, and performs the intended behavior as if it were their
own voluntary decision, this indicates that the manipulation has been successful.

From the definitions given above, the following characteristics characteristic of manipulation
can be highlighted:

1. psychological influence;

2. the manipulator's attitude towards another person as an object or a means to achieve his own
goals;

3. The hidden nature of influence.

E.L. Dotsenko suggests that the above signs should be supplemented by signs such as «the
manipulator's desire to perform a certain action, which in turn makes the addressee feel as if he is
acting of his own free will, without feeling any external coercion» [13]. A. Tsuladze points out that
an important feature of political manipulation is that «they are carried out to achieve certain political
goals and have political consequences for the whole society or for a part of it» [15].

Analyzing definitions of manipulation, the following conclusions can be drawn.

Manipulation is a form of psychological influence aimed at making the addressee carry out the
manipulator’s intended actions, goals, principles, and desires voluntarily, without feeling coerced,
through covert influence on their psyche. In the process of manipulative impact, a person does not
feel external pressure or compulsion; they have the impression that they are making their own
decisions and choosing their own behavior freely. Therefore, political manipulation can be
understood as a political tool designed to influence people’s consciousness in such a way that they
accept information beneficial to certain political groups as their own thoughts, without any suspicion,
thereby shaping the desired way of thinking in them. In modern political science literature, the opinion
of the well-known American political scientist Simon about power and political manipulation is
widespread. He explains it as follows: «If ‘A’ is able to subordinate the behavior of ‘B’ to his own
demands, then ‘A’ exercises power over ‘B’».

Thus, political manipulation is understood in all scholarly definitions as a method and means
of implementing people’s will through various tools (authority/prestige, law, coercion).

Scientists consider two stages of the manipulation process: urgent (operational) and strategic. The
characteristic of urgent manipulation is that, using the values, stereotypes and needs in the minds of
people, the manipulator directs the socially significant actions of the masses into the channel he needs,
obliging them to receive social information that is beneficial to him. And the characteristic of strategic
manipulation is as follows: «With the help of strategic manipulation, over a long period of time, those
values, needs, ideas, stereotypes are formed in consciousness that contribute to maintaining the stability
of the situation, beneficial to the manipulator, and can be used for operational purposes» [16].

S.G. Kara-Murza notes that today people have developed a need to believe in or be convinced
of something: «the modern person feels a need for suggestion» [1]. In his view, belief through words
is inherent to the human psyche and operates prior to critical thinking; in other words, language serves
as an effective lever for influencing the sensitive and emotional spheres of human consciousness. The
French psychologist Serge Moscovichi in his work «Science of the Masses» discusses the emotional
impact of language as follows: «What is astonishing and incomprehensible in many respects is the
omnipotence of words in the psychology of crowds. Their power does not come from what is
said, but from their ‘magic,” from the person who utters them, and from the atmosphere in which
they are born. One should treat them not as mere elements of speech, but as seeds of images, as
grains of memory-almost as living beings... Emotion governs the laws of the crowd. People need
illusion, and the leader’s actions are filtered through that illusion, which turns out to be more
essential than reason» [17].

Based on the arguments of the scholars mentioned above, the definition of «manipulation» can
be presented in the form of a table 1:
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Table 1 — The ambiguity of the definition of the term «manipulation»

No. Positive attitude Negative attitude

1 Manipulation is a phenomenon that arises from | Manipulation is a form of spiritual influence,
the need for spiritual domination of the few over | carried out through coercion, with hidden
the many. dominance.

(A. Meyer) ( B.N. Bessonov)

2 Through manipulation, an individual becomes a | The exercise of covert power without regard to the
useful and successful member of society by | wishes of another.
«instilling dominant norms of behavior» in his | (R. Goodin)
soul.

(A. Meyer)

3 If there is no common thought, shared social | To relate to another person as a tool, an object.
stance, or unified position in society, anarchy | (V.N. Sagatovsky);
will arise. Therefore, it can be said that the | Using another person as an object, a thing,
presence of manipulation in information is, to | controlling him. (E. Shostrom)
some extent, justified. The attempt to manipulate
is necessary, according to the laws of political
history, to form common principles.

(José Ortega y Gasset)

4 Manipulation is necessary to suppress the surge | Hidden coercion — the pre-orientation of a
of public emotions. It is necessary to achieve | person’s thoughts, intentions, feelings, attitudes,
state goals. behavior, and beliefs.

(G. Shishkov) (G. Schiller)

5 Manipulation — the management of public | The structure of the world that allows you to win.
consciousness for the benefit of the people — | (W. Riker)
«necessity».

(T.M. Grushevskaya)

6 The use of language resources in the fields of | From the height of his «I» he turns another one
ideology, economics, and politics is a political | into a «HE», an object that he can control and
necessity. manipulate, and that he uses to carry out his
(G. Klaus) actions.

(E. Shostrom, V.N. Sagatovsky)

7 In the complex and multifaceted conditions of | The manipulator's desire to actively influence
transition to a market economy, the formation of | events, creating a structure of the world in his own
the republic's sovereignty, its autonomy and | interests.
economic independence, and the | (E.L. Dotsenko)
implementation of political reform, ideology is a
Believing that the people will decide to
implement this policy without any influence
difficult. Therefore, ideological influence,
setting it in motion, is a vital necessity.

A. Kalmyrzaev.
8 manipulation — «domination», «managementy,
«controly.
(D.N. Volkogonov, E. Shostrom)

According to these researchers, it is for this reason that manipulators rely on language. The
main goal here is to evoke certain emotions and feelings through words, and thus to induce a specific
action as a result of the emotion that has arisen. Over time, emotional words that manipulate
consciousness are supplemented with linguistic structures. Kara-Murza defines the rational structure
of language as grammar and syntax, the «second layer of influence». Manipulators rely on this second
layer, using linguistic constructions of varying complexity. «That is why science pays so much
attention to the creation of artificial languages, while the rationalist paradigm dominates the
consciousness of the masses», Kara-Murza believes [1].
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A comprehensive analysis of the concept of «manipulation» leads to the following conclusion:
new changes in society, especially socio-political changes, require and oblige us to reconsider the
directions of areas of activity that are closely related to social psychology, because, according to
scientists: «In the conditions of the existential vacuum created by the collapse of previous social
ideals, a critical and rational attitude towards the world decreases, obstacles are created to the self-
actualization of the creative potential of the individual. New ways of manipulating consciousness
arise, fraught with the danger of its social degradation» [16].

It is also known that the behavior of society changes based on information received through the
media. This issue is well discussed in the article by Zh. Bekbolatov «Information Policy and National
Language in Kazakhstan»: «The question of how to adapt the behavior of the population to the
requirements of the new era, how to form a new mentality should be one of the main questions facing
state administration» [18].

Many domestic scientists emphasize that state management should begin with the management
of mentality. According to Candidate of Philosophical Sciences E. Burova, no one in our country is
engaged in summarizing ideological paradigms in a mental sense. In such a situation, some non-state
institutions are actively trying to shape the public consciousness in their own direction, to establish a
new mentality. This new mentality is characterized by tendencies toward despair, portraying the state
and its representatives as enemies, and giving way to feelings of crisis and hopelessness. Under the
pretext of «telling the truthy, the dissemination of pessimistic information and forecasts through the
mass media aims to channel public consciousness in a certain direction» [19].

Thus, the sphere of manipulation is mass consciousness, that is, a set of attitudes, feelings,
emotions, skills, willpower, habits, and specific traits of character that arise in a sufficiently large
number of people based on socio-economic conditions in life [20].

Mass consciousness ensures the adaptation of people to social relations through their knowledge,
behavioral characteristics, traditions and customs. There are many linguistic and linguistic methods of
manipulation used to demonstrate a certain situation, for example: purposeful repetitions, questioning
pragmatics, exclamatory sentences, phraseological units, metaphor, simile, epithets, comparison method,
colloquialism, metaphors, application method, permanent names, various abbreviations. Such linguistic
units are an optimal tool for proving the veracity of the information provided and convincing the reader.

Scientist N. Uali in his works assesses some media as follows: «Feigning to defend the interests of
the nation, language, science, and art, they use linguistic techniques that stir up a storm in a teacup-making
a mountain out of a molehill or portraying a camel as a mere ant and vice versa [21]. In this case, they use
linguistic methods to influence the emotional feelings of the reader rather than the intellectual perception».
The combination of national interests and state interests should be reflected in the media more often.

Conclusion

Based on the works of scientists, the ambivalence of the term «manipulation» was revealed.
Studies in this context led to the conclusion that the term «manipulation» should not be interpreted
only in a negative sense. «Manipulation is a form of spiritual influence carried out by force, with
hidden dominance, the use of hidden power without taking into account the wishes of another person,
using another person as an object, thing, managing and controlling him», and «If there is no common
thought, common public position, position in society, anarchy occurs. Therefore, it can be said that
the occurrence of manipulation in information is justified. Attempts to manipulate are necessary in
order to form common positions according to the laws of political history».

According to researchers, a manipulator is a social group that possesses special knowledge, is well-
versed in manipulative influence, and holds advantages within society. The object of manipulation is large
social groups involved in political processes. The sphere of manipulative influence includes emotions,
feelings, views, customs, traditions, attitudes, values, and the needs of social groups. Altogether, these
elements form mass consciousness. The main goal of the subject of manipulation is to shape the social
and political objectives of society and the state, bringing them to the level of mass consciousness in order
to maintain its own advantages within the social hierarchy and to ensure control over the object. The only
true force capable of influencing public consciousness and uniting the masses toward a common goal is
control through the mass media — one of the key mechanisms of the media itself.
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MAHUITYJIALUA TYCIHIT'T TYPAJIBI
MOJIEHHU-ONJTOCOPUAJDBIK JTHUCKYPC

AngaTna. Makanana JUHTBACTHKAIBIK MAaHHITYJISIUS TEPMHHIHE, OHIAFbI OPTYPJI TYCIHIKTEpre aHbIKTaMa
Oepiii, TUCKYPCUBTI MAHMITY SIS KEH XKOHE Tap MarblHANA KapaCTBIPHULABI, MAHUTYJISAIMSUIBIK JUCKYPCTHIH SPEKIIe
Oenrinepi KenTipiuai, OHbIH Oesnriyiepine cunarrama Oepinl. MaHUITY ISIIUSUIBIK 9CEPIIH AUCKYPCHUBTI MEXaHU3MAEPiHIH
JKYMBICHI CHUIATTAI[bl, MAaHUMYJISANUS MEXaHH3MIiHIH OYKapajblK CaHara ocepl TEOPHUSUIBIK TYPFBIAAH HETI3HCIIi.
Bykapanbplk caHara »achbIpblH TICUXOJOTHSUIBIK 9CE€p €TeTiH TUIMIK Kypalaap aHBIKTAJNbBIN, Oepiimi, TiT TEK KapbIM-
KaTbIHAC KYypaJIbl, aybI3IIa OenTisiep )Kyheci peTiHae FaHa eMec, COHBIMEH KaTap Oenriii Oip TakTHKa MEH cTpaTeTusapra
HETI37eJITeH 63apa dPEKETTECY TACUIi peTiHAe KapacThIphlIAbl. MyHIal 3epTTey OpTYPIIi aKIMapaTThIK TEXHOIOT HSLIAPIbI
KOJIIaHyFa KOJIAWJIBI HeTi3 OOJAaThIH QJIEyMETTIK-MOJICHH JKaFaiFa OailaHBICThI KaXKeT eKeHniri Herizmennmi. Kaszipri
yakpITTa SPTYpJi aKmapaT arblHbl YHEMI OCII KeJe >KaTKAaHAbIKTaH, MaHHITYJSHS KYOBUIBICHI TICHUXOJMHIBUCTHKA
TYPFHICBIHAH ©TE MAHBI3IIbI 3ePTTEY O0BEKTICI OOJIBINT TaOBIIAIbI.

Maxkanana oCbl YFBIMHBIH MOACHU-(QHIOCOPHSIBIK MOHI, OHBIH QJICYMETTIK JKOHE MCUXOJIOTHSUIBIK aCIEKTLIepi
seprreneni. COHBIMEH KaTap, MaHWITYJISAIUSHBIH Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl aKIapaTThIK KEHICTIKTE, cascarra jKOHEe ajamiap
apachIHJaFrbl KATBIHACTAP/Aa KOJIAHBUTYBl Typajbl Ja ce3 Oonaabl. ABTOp Makajala KapacThIpFaH OYJI YFBIMHBIH
STHKAJIBIK KAKTaPBIH 3epJICIiCy apKbUIbI, OHbI TYCIHY MEH aHBIKTayAbIH (GHUI0COMUSITBIK MAHBI3IBUIBIFBIH AHKBIHIANTBL.

Tipek ce3aep: MaHUITYJISIMSL, TUIIK caHa, OYKapabiK caHa, TULIIK MAHUITYJISAUS, MAHHITY JITIUSUTBIK TEXHOJOTHSL.
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KYJbTYPHO-®UJIOCO®CKHUHA JJUCKYPC
O IMOHATUHN MAHUITYJIALIUA

AnHotanus. CTaThs NOCBAILICHA Pa3HOBUIHOCTH SI3BIKOBOW MAHHUITYJISIMH, OIMUCAHUIO PA0OTHI AUCKYPCUBHBIX
MEXaHU3MOB MaHHUITYJIITHBHOTO BO3ACUCTBYSL. B cTaThe mpuBOAsTCS criciiu(UIHbIC YePThH MAHUITYJISTUBHOTO TUCKYpCa,
paccMaTpuBaeTcsi JHUCKYpPCHBHasi MaHUIYJSILMS B LIMPOKOM M Y3KOM CMBICIE, JaeTcs XapaKTepucThKa ee
PA3HOBHIHOCTSIM. ABTOpP BBISBISICT U OMUCHIBACT SI3BIKOBBIC CPEICTBA, C IOMOIIBI0 KOTOPBIX OCYIIECTBISICTCS CKPBITOC
MICUXOJIOTHYECKOE BO3eiicTBHE. B mociieiHee BpeMs A3bIK BOCIIPUHUMACTCS HE TOJIBKO KaK CPEJCTBO OOIICHNUS, CUCTEMA
BepOaNTbHBIX 3HAKOB, HO M KaK CIIOCO0 B3aMMOJICHCTBHS Ha OCHOBE ONPEAETICHHBIX TAKTHK U cTparterunid. Heodxoanmocts
TAKOTO HCCIICOBaHMUA OOYyCJIOBICHA COIMOKYJIBTYPHOH CHTyaIlliel, KOTopas MpPEeACTaBIseT COO0OW OIarompHATHYIO
OCHOBY JUTSI MCTIOJIb30BAHUS PA3IHYHBIX HH(POPMAIIMOHHBIX TeXHOJOTHHA. IlockoNbKy B HacTosIee BpeMs IMOCTOSHHO
pacTeT MOTOK HHMOPMAIINH, ITIOCTYHAIONIEH U3 pa3TUIHBIX HCTOYHUKOB, TO ABJICHUE MAHUITYJISIHS MIPEACTABIIET COOOH
OYEHb BKHBIH OOBEKT M3YUCHHUS C TOUKH 3PCHUS TICHXOIMHTBUCTHKH.

KiroueBble cJi0Ba: MaHUIYJIOHSA, S3BIKOBOEC CO3HAHHE, MAacCOBOE CO3HAHWE, S3BIKOBBIC MAaHUITYJIALNH,
MaHHUITYJIATUBHBIC TEXHOJIOTHH.
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KA3AK TUIIHAEI'T TEPMUH>KACAM EPEKIIEJIIKTEPI

AngaTna. FeutbIM MEH TeXHUKA JaMbIFaH CaliblH MBIHJIaFaH jkKaHa YFbIMIAp Taia OOJIbI KaTaael. Opoip maiina
0oJIFaH jkaHa YFBIMIAP.IBI VIIT TiTi HETi31HIe KaJdbITaCThIPY YIIiH iCKe KOCBUTATHIH aMal-ToCiIiep MeH TepMUH jKacay1a
NaigaNaHbUIaTRIH 1K1 Ke3Iepai alKbIHIAI, OJIApAbIH OPKAWCHICHIHBIH ©31HIIK €pPEeKIIeNIKTepiH KOPCETYIiH MaHbI3bI
aripeikma. COHBIMEH KaTap, Ke3-KeJreH Tij 0acka TiJJIeH co3, TEePMUH ajMachil OThIpanbl. Tinm ataynbina 6acka TUIACH
€e3, TePMUH aJIMaraH Tl Ke3JeCTipy OTe KUBIH.

By makanana Ka3ak TiITIHICTI TEPMHHXKACAMHBIH €PEKILIETIKTEeP] FRUIBIMH TYPFBIJA 3€PTTEIIM, KAPACThIPBUIIBL.
TepMUHTaHYIBIH FBUIBIM PETIHIC KAJBINTACYBI MCH JaMybl KE3C€H-KC3CHIMEH TaJaHibl. TuIAeri TepMHHXKACAMHBIH
Heri3ri OarbpITTaphl, OJNAP/bIH Ka3ipri KOFaM MEH FhUIBIMZAA KOJIAAHBUTYBI Typalbl mikipiep tampasasl. Kazak Tirtinzae
TEPMHHKACAMHBIH CPEKIICTIKTEPi OHBIH I'PAMMATHKANBIK JKOHE JICKCUKANBIK KYPBUIBIMAAPBIHA COHKEC MaMbI KEJICI.
Makasaja YITTBIK TULAIH epeKIIelikTepl MeH MoieHH (haKTOpPIIapIblH, COHAAN-aK XalbIKapalblK TOXKIpHOeIepaiH Ka3aK
TUTIHAETT TepMHMH)KacaMfa acepi TajnaHaabl. Kasak TLTHIH ce3kacaM >KyHeci MEH KYpbUIBIMAAphl apKbLIbl XKaHa
TEPMUHIEPAl KATBINTACTHIPYIBIH TOCUIIEPI MEH 9iCTepi KapacThIPBUIBIIN, TUIMIK KOJIaHBICTAPABIH AYPHIC, XKYHETi opi
TYCiHIKTI O0JTybIHA OaFbITTAJIFAH YCHIHBICTAP Oepineni. Makaia TEpMHHOJIOTHSHBIH TIJJIIK HETi3JIepiH KapacThIPHII, Tl
KOJIIaHyIIbUTAPhIHA TEPMUH JKacayIaFbl MYMKIHIAIKTEPII KEHEUTY QI MaKcaT eTe/li. ¥JITTHIK TepMUHICP KOPBIH XkKacayaa
OarpITTap MEH YCTAHATBIH KaruIaTTap JXaH-KakThl kepceTinmi. COHBIMEH KaTap,AJlall 3UsUTBUTAPBIHBIH Ka3aKThIH
FBITBIMU TUTIH KQJIBIITACTRIPYAAFbl aTKAPFaH EHOCKTEPi OasHIaIIbI.

Tipek ce31ep: Ka3ak TiJli, YITTHIK TEPMHUHOJIOTHS, AJTal 3UsUTbLIAPEI, YHACCTIK 3aHbI, TEPMUHXACaM, TS PMUHKOD.

Kipicne

Tinge nmaiiga GonFaH TepMUHAEP agamaapAblH OOBEKTHBTI MIBIHABIKTAPHI MEH YFBIMIApbIHA
JION JKOHE HAKThl aHBIKTaMa Oepyre YMTBUIYbIMEH OaillaHbICThl Oosanbl. TepMUH JaThIH TITIHIE
«terminus», an Ka3ak TUIIHIE IIEK, IIeTi, IIeKapachl JEreH MarblHaHbl Oinmipeni. TepmuHaep
CO3/IriHJe TEPMUHTE MBbIHAall aHBIKTaMa OEpiUIreH: «TePMUH — FBUILIMH YFBIMFa aliKbIH aHBIKTaMa
OepeTiH, OHBIH MaFbIHAJIBIK IIETTH )T KOpceTeTiH co3aep» [1]. Jlemek, TepMuH YFBIM aTaysl OoJca,
TePMUHHIH Je()UHUIIUSACHI IETEH — COJ YFBIMHBIH aTaybIHa OEpIITeH 07 FRUIBIMU aHBIKTaMa. TepMuH
CO3JIIH MarbIHACHI OHBIH JC(PUHUIUACHI aPKbLIbI AHBIKTAIATHI.

Kazak Tininmeri TepmMuHaep 6acka TUIIETI TEPMHUHIEP CUSKTHI TULNIH JaMYybIMEH Oipre Jambll
kenesi. XX FachIpAblH OachiHAa caja MaMaHIapBIHBIH 1IIHEH J¢ KociOn O011iM MeH OUTIK YKHUBII, 63
OUITeHiH XaTKa TycipceM aeyuiiep Ae TadbuIb OThIpAbl. Mbicaibl, 1929 xbutbl MyHaiimbsl Cadbip
[IopinoB Ka3ak TUTIHAE Ka3blIFaH ayFamikbl «Nepti» aTThl eHOCKTI Ka3aK TUTIHJIE Ka3blll Oacrara
YCBIH/IbI. ApHAYJIbI cajla TUTiH FBUIBIMH TYPFBIZAH 3€pAeTell 3epTTey iCiHe Ka3akK 3HUsUIbLIaphl a3 Tep
tokmeni. Kaszak FBUIBIMBIH JaMBITYy JKOJIBIHAA OKYy KYpaJIapbhlH camajibl JadblHAay YIIiH
TEPMUHOJIOTHSUIBIK JKYHEHIH KaKeT €KEHiH, TEPMHMH CO3 KaJBINTACTHIPY TOpPTiOI 00Ty KEpeKTiriH
*akchl TyciHal. 1924 xbutbl OpbIHOOP KalachlHJA 6TKEH Ka3akK 3UsUIbLUIAPABIH 0ac KOCYBI eleyii
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