Mamepuanet XI medxrcoynapooHot Hay4HO-NPAKMUYECKOU

KOHGhepeHyuu
AkajeMH4YecKasa HAYKA -
HpPo0dJIeMbl U JOCTHKEHUS]

6-7 peBpansg 2017 r.
North Charleston, USA

ToMm 2



Cooepoicarue

ABAOHHH2 n.n.

OCOBEHHOCTH COBPEMEHHOIO CETEBOrO HAYYHOIO CTNA ..cooomsasaemasscinncns S cassa bR .98

TexHu4YecKue HayKu

Camroc KyHHnxan M.P.

HEMPOHHAR CETb CUCTEMbl ABTOMATU3ALMNA NPOUECCA YPABNEHUA OBBLEMHbBIM
[03UPOBAHUEM R e 1), o PR SN SINGR A E L L e
Mywsun M.C., Hepkacosa Rty

METOAbI BbIYMCNEHUA CTATUCTUHECKUX XAPAKTEPUCTUK MY3bIKAbHbIX

L e o O IR R e
Cepebposckui B.B., CappoHos P.W., YannbiruH A.B.

NPOMBILLNEHHAR YCTAHOBKA ANA BOCCT AHOBNEHWA AETANEN 3/IEKTPONIM30OM HA
SCRNETPUTHOMS TOME - oo sios o osesipesrec e psresrm s LA e S e SRR
rwespgunosa tO.MN., Cepebposckuin A.B., Nepesep3es AA.

NPUCNOCOBNEHUE ANA BOCCT, AHOB/IEHUA CTEPYXHEN K/TANAHOB SNEKTPONUTUYECKUM
L
rpuwenues A.10., Otebaesa AC.

PA3PABOTKA KOMNNEKCHOWM CUCTEMDI BE3ONACHOCTU HA ABTO3AI'1PABO‘4HOI7| CTAHLMM ...131

du3uKo-mamemamu4yecKkue HayKu

MyxameakaH N.M.
PAAMOMHAMKATOPHI:IE METOAb! ANA U3YYEHUE NPOLIECCOB ABUXEHWUE BNATU B NOPUCTBIX

R L e R i e S R 135
dunono2u4eCKue Hayku

Bacesa 0.X., MenbHuk M.A.

POMAHbI Y.M TEKKEPEA « UCTOPUA TEHPU 3CMOHAA» U «BUPTUHLIbI»: OCOBEHHOCTW

OYHKUMOHUPOBAHUA MEXKYNIbTYPHOU KOMMYHUKAUMM ... isns s 140

Stompel Elena, Usachyova Natella

KING ARTHUR AND THE HOLY GRAIL: HISTORICAL REALIA OR ALEGEND? .....cocoiiiiiinianininnnnnnanes 146

Haymos C.A.

CKAYOK U APEN® B NCTOPUM LIEPKOBHOC/TABAHCKOIO ASBIKA ..ot 157

Boribaeva G.A., Madieva G.B.

ORDINARY METALINGUISTIC CONSCIOUSNESS: EXPERIMENTAL ANALYZE ... 164

Iskakova G.N., Karagoishiyeva D.A.
ANALYSIS OF DISCOURSE MARKERS IN THE ACADEMIC SPEECH......ccoomimmeimaneseiissinsnnssasanisnnansnnasens 169



q)u#?o_’]()euq eC’{l{e 3 m :

Ay

Iskakg
phD student, al-Farabi Kazakp Natic:l:a?l:lr:)}
v

_ Karagoishjye, , D. :rsity, Almaty, Kazakpggg,

2 ame required ; .
Kazakhstan due to the trilingu education. Most o;?he restltgrg;;th%zubh; gf
us therr

interest on the studying the peculiarities of t ic di
,. the high educational institutions. he academic discoure iy nas
‘ Some of the researc.:her'_s prefer to study lecture and jts features as an
imponant. genre of academic discourse, while others draw attention to seminars
examination and other genres. M. A. del Pozo considered the discourse markers
and structure of lecture [1], I.Ph. Ukhvanova investigated round table as realia
of academic discourse, while E.A. Tikhomirova examined electronic lecture as a
developing genre of academic discourse [2]. The use of discourse markers and
their effect are studied on the comparative and contrastive basis on the materials
of different languages, mostly native and target languages. One of the researches
devoted to this aspect is the work of Z.R. Eslami and A. Eslami-Rasekh wlfo
conducted a survey to reveal the effect of discourse markers on ac§derfllc
listening comprehension of Iranian university students in Eng“;h asmgvz'fe;ﬁ:
language setting [3]. B.B. Fortuno also devoted the research to the Ss o
discourse markers within the university lecture genre based on 5pa
North-American lectures [4]. :
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content of the information delivered. In the modern society the format of
!ccturc is considered to be changed a bit to interactive form of deii\? .the
information. In this aspect we would like to draw attention to the words O:\rm
student given in the research of V. Medawattegedera who answered the qUest(i)ne
concerning her passiveness in discussion in the following way “] think 11 ;ea(r’n
more from listening. Anything 1 would say | already know” [5. 72]. This seemz
to prove the pure characteristics of lecture. But we must admit the fact thay
besides this the nature of lecture didn’t change completely and it is the choice of
the lecturer how to present the materials before students and which version may
be more effective in this or that case. The lecturer can’t in his turn ignore the
role of intonation, systematic structure and lexical items used in the process of
delivering the lecture to facilitate students’ comprehension. The effect of
signaling words that are called discourse markers on the structuring the lecture,
highlighting the key moments in the lecture requires the peculiar consideration
from the side of researchers,

The notion discourse markers according to the opinion of many scientists
plays a significant role in organization and structuring of the discourse and text.
It is named differently in the works as linking signals, discourse elements or
fillers in although their function is the same. According to the definition given to
discourse marker by G. Redeker «...a word or phrase that is uttered with the
primary function of bringing to the listener’s attention a particular kind of
linkage of the upcoming utterance with the immediate discourse context. An
utterance in this definition is an intonationally and structurally bounded, usually
clausal unit» we can make a conclusion that it is a kind of linking word. The
classification of discourse markers within a university lecture varies due to the
target of its consideration. The researchers made an attempt to classify the
discourse elements according to different factors as their structure [6; 71,
functions [8; 4] etc.

For facilitating the comprehension of students in giving the lectures in
English the discourse markers within the lectures must be studied as the.y p}ay
the most important role in delivering the content. Thg results of the mves.tlgatlon
carried out by V. Medawattegedera where he examined the effect of discourse
markers on lecture comprehension, the presence or absence of discourse mgrkers
on comprehension of an academic lecture show t.hat it is more beqeﬁcnal to
include the discourse markers in a lecture [5]. Taking Into account this fact we
set as a goal of this article to analyzsa the lectures of native English lecturers,
particularly discourse markers and their general characteristics. : i

In this study we analyzed audio recordings of lectures of native spea ;}:
of English who gave lectures in the sphere of linguistics and .phllo(liogyé-onael
chosen native speakers are the professors and teachers at the high € ucati
e : ing 2 hours and 8 minutes were
institutions. For this study two lectures forming : st
chosen from internet sources. Within the given lectures 215 discourse -

76 of which are macro discourse markers, 32 operators were found.
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, of analyzing the discourse markers be
h concerning the spheres of linguistics and philology then the
 of the texts of the lectures were made where the targeted
s were found. The main goal of collecting these discourse
e chosen lectures was to identify the characteristics and purpose
markers and the percentage of the types of markers used in
ccording to the classification proposed in the work of B.
The achieved results are expected to show the picture of the
nglish lectures. _
ied at identifying the macro discourse markers conveying structural
contributing to content comprehension that cover the type; ;s
izer, rephraser, topic shifter and conclusion (proposed by B.B.

gins with choosing the

Macro discourse markers %

* starter * organizer - rephraser
- - discourse
lacro discourse markers ries of macro i

. ing the catego jscourse
<l 2:;:.::“ mr:Il:r?ost part of macr(;]:a'::rs | of starter.
s anizers (25%) and P and 79 %ofused to
s (40.8%), orga e of conclusion pasicall
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Do, WieCKkue naypy
concerning (he content of (he conveyed lectur

conducted eXperiment T, Morre| o
Pronouns in he

‘ | lectures indicates whether (he
Interactive.

' The Pronouns Vou and e nre
\\flllln‘ I I8 peculiar 1o non-internct jve lecturey [0 130), Taking
Biven fact we tried 1o analyze the pronouns tsed .in tllt"h'cm:'-lg e -'
results that in- both lectures all tYpes of pronouns gre m:::; m‘u,l e
rcqmr‘cs the attention is that in the first lecture the Professor Ir'it:":c g
&Illvl.nmn of students with his PUrpose she uyey mostly you, ‘'he :L. ,‘: 'l;lfuct the
prefers 1o use the Pronoun / in most part of the lectyre uml'ul lhé ';:rm "_w““"’
and you when he wants to clarify some moments in (he Icclur‘c “l::d me we
examples concerning the topic, According 1o (he observation of the lcclu‘f::v-lm;"
Kazakhstani lecturers delivered in the Kazakh or Russian languages (he Un:- ::f
Pronoun we prevails even the lecture is not of the interactive L'heji'actcr, This is
the set habit of most (18 professors.

In this small-scale study of discourse markers used in the academic
lectures, we attempted to determine what discourse markers are primarily
preferred by native English lecturers, especially which macro discourse markers
that contribute to students’ comprehension prevail in the lectures. In the practice
of giving lectures in English the lecturers should take Into account the practice
of native English lecturers to achicve the desirable results,
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