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UIMPIIMM CTAa€ CHEKTP JEKCUYHUX ONMHUIG Ul onaHyBaHHs. BepOanbuuii komnoneHt 1IXT,
CIIPSIMOBAHOT'O Ha JIUTSAYY Ta MiJUTITKOBY ayJUTOPit0, BUPI3HAETHCS MEHIIIOK KITbKICTIO CHHTAKCHYHUX
Y1 TpaMaTUYHUX BiIXHJICHB, OLTBIII BHOPMOBAaHMM HAIllOBHEHHSIM. BapTo HaroiocuTH, mo BOAHOYAC i3
MacoOBHUMH BepOaJTbHUMH TOPYIIEHHAMH TeKcToBoi TkaHmHU aBtop [IXT mposiBinsie cBorO
1HIUBITyaJIbHICTh, BUKOPHCTOBYIOUM OLIHIOBAJIbHI, €MOILIHO 3a0apBieHi Ta eKCHpPECHBHI MOBHI
3aco0M.

He BapTo 07HOOOKO TpakTyBaTH TMOCTMOJCPHY XYAOXKHIO JITEPATYpy ECTETHYHO BOOTOIO,
MasoBapTicHO0. ['oyloBHa mpobiiema Tojisrae B TOMY, IO HE 3aBXIM aBTOPaM BJIAETHCS BMIJIO
KOPUCTYBAaTUCA HOBUMHM 3aco0amu BupazHocTi. Clif 3a3HauUTH, 10 SKIIO BiIXWUJICHHS BiJl HOPMHU
BUIIPaB/IaHl I[JIbOBOIO YCTAaHOBKOIO aBTOpa Ta HOro MaiCTEpHICTIO, €CTETMYHO MOTHBOBAHI Ta
BUKOHYIOTH ITeBHE (DYHKIIIITHE HABAaHTAKEHHS, TO 1X BUKOpUCTaHHS y BepOanbHii TkanuHi [IXT MoxHa
IIUTKOM BUTIPABIIATH.

Otox, cmin 3poOUTH BHMCHOBOK, 10 BepOasbHOMY KommoHeHTy IIXT mnpuramanHi
TeTEePOreHHICTh Ta IHTEPTEKCTYaTbHICTh Ha PI3HUX PIBHAX TEKCTY.

BusnauenHs pom BepOaabHOTO KOMIIOHEHTa, crienu@dika HOro MO€THAHHS 13 1KOHIYHUM
komrioneHToM [1XT Ta iX iHTeprpeTalis CTAHOBUTH MePCHEKTHBY MOAATBIIONO TOCTiIKEeHHS.
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CONCEPTUAL PROFILING AND THE ENGLISH MEDICAL NEOLOGY

This article handles the interaction between conceptual profiling and word-formative mechanisms of the English language.
Profiling is analyzed on the example of new words of the English language in the sphere of medicine and health care.
Key words: concept, construal, medicine and health care, neologism, profiling.

CoxooB B.B. Konnentyansne npodimtoBanns i anrjiificbka MeInyHa HeoJIoris. Y CTaTTi pO3IIIANAETHCS B3aEMOIS
KOHIICTITYaJIbHOTO TPOQUTIOBAHHS 1 CIOBOTBOPYMX MEXaHi3MIiB aHIJiHCbKOT MoBU. I[IpodimoBaHHS pO3rIsIA€ThCs HA MPUKIALi
HOBOTBOPIB aHTJIiIICEKOT MOBH C(hepr MEITUIIMHH 1 OXOPOHH 3JI0POB’A.

Kniouosi cnosa: konyenm, inmepnpemayis, MeOUyUHA i 0XOPOHA 300P08 ‘s, HEON02i3M, NPOPITIOEAHHS.

CoxonoB B.B. KonuenrtyanbHoe npoduinpoBanue U aHIIMcKas MeAMIIMHCKAs Heoslorus. B craTbe paccmarpuBaercs
B3aHMOJICHCTBIE KOHIENTYaJIbHOT0 PO HINPOBAHHUS U CIIOBOOOPa30BaTEIbHBIX MEXaHH3MOB aHIIIMICKOT O s13bIKa. [IpoduiarpoBanue
paccMaTpHBAETCs Ha IPUMEPE HEOJIOTU3MOB aHIIIMHCKOTO s3bIKa c(hepbl MEAUIIUHBI U 3[PaBOOXPAHEHUS.

Kntouesvie cnosa: konyenm, unmepnpemayus,, MeOUYUHa u 30pagooxXpaneHue, Heoi02usm, npoPuiuposanue.

The term “profiling” was introduced into the modern Cognitive Linguistics by Ronald W.
Langacker as one of the two types of prominence arising in the construal operation [Langacker 2007,
p. 435]. Construal is defined by Langacker as a multifaceted capacity to conceive and portray the same
situation in alternate ways. There are different classifications of construal phenomena, which imply that
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one conceptual entity is highlighted over another one in the conceptual base. L. Talmy calls this
category “distribution of attention” [Talmy 2000, p. 40-84], W. Croft and D. Cruse refer to it as
“Attention/Salience” [Croft, Cruse 2004, p. 43-46].

As was mentioned above, R. Langacker calls this aspect of construal “prominence” and
differentiates between two types of it: profiling and trajectory/landmark alignment.
Trajectory/landmark alignment is a kind of prominence operation in which a relationship is profiled,
while profiling in its basic meaning is a designation of a particular conceptual substructure [Langacker
2007, p. 435]. Profiling implies the existence of at least two conceptual structures: one which is profiles
is called “profile” and one against which profiling occurs is called the “base”. The base is an array of
all the content that a particular construal evokes.

The purpose of this article is to show how profiling occurs in the process of coinage of new words
and meanings in the English language, that reflect changes in burgeoning field of medicine and health
care. The task is to review the following word-formative mechanisms to investigate profiling, namely:
blending and compounding, affixation, conversion and semantic development (with particular accent
on metaphor and metonymy). The subject of the article is the English medical neology and cognitive
process of profiling serves as the object thereof. We will not look for profiling examples in abbreviation
which is, arguably, a purely lingual instrument and doesn’t inflict any changes on the conceptual level,
but merely serves as a convenient “packaging” tool.

Blending and compounding are different word-formative mechanisms. While the first one is used
to make new words from the fragments of two or more words (e.qg. virustasis, diabulimia, infectobesity),
the second one brings complete words together to form a new lexeme (e.g., AIDSline, brain spa, low-
carb). They are, however, quite close on the conceptual level, as new words, coined in such pattern,
usually refer to two or more concept which is verbally quite explicit. Therefore, we will study
one example, that of blending, to illustrate profiling properties. Consider the word mediconomics
(economic aspects of medicine). In fig. 1 you may see that the word relates to two concepts, namely
ECONOMICS and MEDICINE. While there may be a temptation to call these two concepts bases, we
think otherwise. We believe that there is one bi-conceptual base and profiled are the economic aspects
of medicine.

MEDICINE ECONOMICS

O

Fig.1. The profiling of mediconomics

Affixation holds one of the leading positions in the coinage of new words in the sphere of
medicine and health care (about 39% of all new lexical coinages). Suffixes and prefixes profile different
aspectual properties of conceptual structure. Consider the following suffixes with respect to their
profiling properties: -aholic, -er, -ie, -ist (the agent is profiled), -ation, - ify, -ize, (the action is profiled),
-dom, -hood (the condition or quality are profiled). Let’s consider a new word surgiholic to account for
the profiling action.

PERSON ADDICTION SURGERY

O O O

Fig.2. The profiling of surgiholic

In figure 2 we see that there is a tri-conceptual base and profiled are the properties of the
PERSON. Surgiholic is a person who is addicted to surgeries.

The connection between SURGERY and PERSON is mediated by an ADDICTION. This
example serves as a proof that conceptual base may comprise more than one concept. The
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combination of concepts forming a conceptual base for profiling may be referred as conceptual
matrix.

Prefixes of the English language which take part in the word-formation processes in the sphere
of medicine and health care prove that they may profile the complex category of contrast, as was
suggested by Schmid [Schmid 2006, p. 162-165]. Consider these examples: anti- (helping with X,
resisting X, preventing X), demi- (partially from X; to a less extent than X), pre- (not simultaneously,
not after, but before X), re- (not from X, but back to X). English combining forms mega-, multi-,
super- also profile contrast (more, than is a norm for X). Let’s take a closer look at the profiling of
megavirus, which refers to an especially potent virus.

A

VIRL)

force
Fig.3. The profiling of megavirus

In fig. 3 megavirus is profiled with respect to the “force” value. The conceptualization of
megavirus employs the concept of VIRUS but engages the “force” value as an instrument to profile
contrast.

Traditionally English language of the sphere of medicine and health care has employed a lot of
combining forms, which are understood as linguistic elements of Greek and Latin decent that when
added to another word or combining form make up a new coinage. About 46% of new words in the
sphere of medicine, which were formed with an affixation mechanism, engage combining forms
(cryobirth, germaphobe, lipoplasty). These new linguistic units are usually profiled through a multi-
conceptual matrix, which is no different from other examples in affixation. Consider an example with
the word lipoplasty (fig.4).

SURGERY REMOVAL FAT

O O O

Fig.4. The profiling of lipoplasty

Conversion or zero-derivation is a word-formative mechanism, which is used to form new
meanings by converting the word’s lexical category. The most frequent type of such conversion in
new English words in the sphere of medicine is a Noun—Verb conversion (to botox, to detox, to
freebirth). We argue that such conversion in fact profiles ACTION in the conceptual base of a
PHENOMENON.

Let’s consider an example of botox. The noun botox is an abbreviation from botulinum toxin
and signifies a drug which is used cosmetically to remove wrinkles by temporarily paralyzing facial
muscles. The verb botox profiles an action done by agent on the patient with this chemical compound.

Conceptual base botox botox, v

O->0 O O—0

tr Im
Fig.5. The profiling of botox (v)

For the illustration of the profiling properties of the verb botox we had to introduce the terms
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trajectory and landmark, which are used by R. Langacker to describe the “prominence” of construal.
Obviously, noun botox is a conceptual entity which may be profiled against the conceptual base of
COSMETIC SURGERY or a CHEMICAL COMPOUND. What’s interesting in terms of researching
profiling in relation to conversion is that a converted noun, now a verb, makes a user visualize a trajector
(here a DOCTOR) and a landmark (here a PATIENT) by profiling ACTION. The profiling of the noun
botox, on the other hand, doesn’t necessitate the employment of trajector-landmark paradigm.

Except the formation of new words the English language is also productive at creating new
meanings of the existing linguistic structures. By the estimations of Y. Zatsnyi around 20% of the new
words in the English language by the end of the XX century employed “processes of change” instead
of “processes of growth” [3aummsiit 1999]. We calculate that such activity in the formation of new
English words and word combinations in the sphere of medicine and health care is much smaller —
2.8%. We explain this by the linguistic specificity of the medical sphere, which doesn’t tolerate
polysemous constructions. However, about 50% of all semantic innovations were formed through the
mechanisms of metaphor (orphan embryo, dirt pill, hamster care) and metonymy (flatline, mouse wrist,
swimmer’s ear).

D. Tuggy makes an observation, that “for metaphors the designated cognitive configuration (the
profile in Langacker’s terms) can be seen as holding steady while the cognitive background (base) shifts
dramatically, and in metonymy the base holds steady while the profile shifts” [Tuggy 2007, p. 103]. W.
Croft and D. Cruse place metaphor and metonymy in a different class of construal operations —
Judgment/Comparison instead of Attention/Salience where profiling is located [VVerhagen 2007, p. 56].
We will still try to model profiling in these cognitive operations. We argue that cognitive background
in metaphors doesn’t shift but simply employs cross-domain mappings. Consider metaphor hamster
care to signify a hastily given medical service by unqualified personnel (fig.6.1.) and a metonymy
mouse wrist (pain the wrist resulting from the use of a computer mouse) (fig. 6.2.).

NMENIC AL HANCTFEFDC

A\/2

HASTILY GIVEN MEDICAL
Fig.6.1. The profiling of hamster care

PAIN WRIST COMPUTER
O/ @ O MOUSE
—/

Fig.6.2. The profiling of mouse wrist

We believe that in the case with metaphor (fig.6.1.) the COMPARISON is profiled and such
profiling employs cross-domain mappings. In the case with metonymy there is no cross-domain
mapping, profiling is lineal and profiled is the CAUSAL RELATION. The specificity of profiling in
metaphor and metonymy is in the nature of these cognitive mechanisms.

We have therefore come to the following conclusion. Construal is central to cognition and
perception and may be identified in lingual units. Conceptual profiling is an effective mechanism
which allows the speaker to highlight and capture the semantic prominence of an idea. Though an
essence of profiling is specific, it is differently employed by different word-formation mechanisms
as was demonstrated on the example of the new words and meanings in the English language in the
sphere of medicine and health care. Further prospects of this research paper should center on how
profiling interacts with other cognitive mechanisms such as categorization and conceptualization as

exemplified by the new words in the English language.
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(Capamosckuii 20cy0apcmeeHtbitl COYUANIbHO-IKOHOMUYECKUL YHUBepCumem,)

KOTHUTUBHBINA ACIEKT CEMAHTUKHA
AHTJIMMCKOT'O ITIPABOBOI'O TEPMUHA

“The law is a profession of words”
David Melinkoff

B crarbe paccMarpuBaeTcs MHTenperanus 0a30BBIX MPABOBBIX KOHIIENTOB. B IeHTpe BHUMaHMS — crienu(pHKa MpaBOBOrO
AHTJIMICKOTO TEPMHHA, a HMMEHHO, €r0 HEOJHO3HAYHOCTh, DPACILIBIBYATOCTh M aOCTpakTHBIM Xapaktep. I[IpaBoBoil TepMHH
paccMaTpHUBaeTCs Kak IIEHHOCTHBIH (peHoMeH. BobIMHCTBO TPaBOBEIX TEPMUHOB COLMAIBHO AETEPMHHUPOBAHEI M MEHSIOTCS B X0/
HCTOPUYECKOT0 Pa3BUTHSL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: xonyenmocgepa, ynukanvhulii ghenomen, npagoeas mamepus, UsMeHYUGLlll, YCIO6HbIU, MeOPUsl Peuesblx
aKmog, HeOOHO3HAYHOCMb, PACHILIEYUMOCb.

Timofeeva N.P. Cognitive aspect of the English law term. The article deals with the interpretation of the basic law concepts.
It focuses on the peculiarities of the English term, mainly- its ambiguity, vagueness and abstract character.The law term is treated as a
valuable phenomenon.Majority of law termsare socially determined and changedin the course of historical development.

Key words: concept sphere, unique phenomenon, the law material, flexible, conventional, theory of speech acts, ambiguity,
vagueness.

[IpaBoBasi koHIEnTOC(hepa — onHa U3 (HyHIAMEHTAIBHBIX (JOPM OOIIECTBEHHOTO CO3HAHUS,
Hapsdy C penuruei, uckyccTBoM, Quumocodueit, uneonorueir. [IpaBo — yHHKaTbHBIA (QEHOMEH
UBUJIN3AIINH, UMetoIee (PyHIaMEeHTAIbHOEe 3HaueHue Juisi ObiThst denoBeka. [lo ompenenenuro JI.
@punMaHa «IIpaBO BE3JECYIIE, XOTA 3a4acTyl0 €ro IPUCYTCTBUS MBI HE 3aMEYaeM...Mbl
OJTHOBPEMEHHO SBJISIEMCSI CYOBEKTaMH U 0OBEKTaMHU TIPaBa... B U3BECTHOM CMBbICIIE 3aKOH [TOCTOSIHHO
cMOoTpUT Ha Hacy (1993: 4). Kak pa3yMHbII MHCTPYMEHT YIpaBJI€HHs OOIIECTBOM, IPABO BO BCEX
CBOUX TPOSIBICHUSIX CYIIECTBYET B s3bIKOBOW (popme. HauBrwiciielr u camoii CIOXKHOW S3BIKOBOM
dopmoii mpaBa sBIsieTcs ero TepMuHoiorug. IlpaBoBas TepMUHOJOTHA — CYTh OTpPaXKEHUS
MHOr0o00pa3us KOHIIETITOB, COCTABIISIOMIMX MPABOBYIO MAaTEPHIO (MAEH, MAPKUPYIOIINE IOPUANIECKU
3HAYMMbIE CHUTYyallMd Uil Y4YacTHUKOB TpaBooTHouleHui). [IpaBoBasi martepusi ycloBHa H
M3MEHYMBA, «OHA HE BO3HMKAET caMa 10 ceOe, a LeJIeHAIPaBICHHO CO3/1aeTCsl YETOBEKOM, KOTOPBIN
CTPEMUTHLCSI OpPraHU30BaTh CBOKO JKM3Hb B COOTBETCTBUU C HEKUMH PALMOHAIBHBIMU MPABUIIAMU,
CIOCOOHBIMHU 00€CTIEUNTh Pa3BUTHE OOILECTBA HA Havyajax CBOOO/BI U CIIPaBeIMBOCTH, YIOPSAOUUTh
OTHOILCHUSI MEXAY JIOJbMH, TFapaHTHPOBAaTh 3ALIMILNEHHOCTb HMX HHTEPECOB, 4 TaKXKE BEPHOE,
pa3yMHOE pa3pelieHue CIopoB U CONManbHbIX KoH(ukToB) [['ydaesa 2007, c. 3].

YCIOBHOCTh TIPAaBOBOM MAaTEpUH OIpPEAENSeTCs OOJBIION CTENEHBI0 a0CTPAKTHOCTH U
00001IIEHHOCTH MpaBa B 11eJ10M. JI0CTaTOYHO BCIOMHUTH U3BECTHBIN IIPABOBOM MAPa0KC: «Pa3pereHo
BCE, YTO HE 3alpelieHO 3aKOHOM», 4YTOOBbI MpPEACTaBUTh HEBO3MOXKHOCTh OOBSATH Cpa3y Bce U
IIPEYCMOTPETh BCE BO3MOXKHBIE CLEHAPUU DPA3BUTHs IIPABOBOIO CIOXKETA B PEaJlbHOM Mupe. B
IOPUINYECKOM MUPE YUHUTBIBAETCSI HE BCE, B OTIIMYUE OT PEAJILHOIO, & JIMILIb HEKOTOPBIE IOCTYIKH U
COCTOSIHUSI YeJIOBEKa, OLIEHUBAIOIINECS B COOTBETCTBUM C HEKOM aOCTPaKTHON MOJIENbIO MOBEJCHMS,
3aKpEIJICHHOM B 3aKOHE B JIAHHOE BpeMs U IS JAHHOT'O COLIUYMay.
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