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AHHoOTauusa: [lpegMeToM UCCNeAOBaHMSA  ABASAKTCA  FpaMMaTMYeckne  ownbku  npwu
CTAaHOBJIEHMM HaBblka MOC/eA0BaTe/IbHOrO NepeBoja Y CTyAeHTOB HakanaBpuaTta. O6bekToM
uccrefoBaHuUs sIBASeTCA 3ppaTosiorMyeckuii acrnekT B npouecce 06ydyeHus yCTHOMY
nepesoay. ABTOp noApo6HO paccMaTpMBaeT Takue acnekTbl TeMbl, KakK pasJfiMyHble TUMb
ownbok B MocnepoBaTe/lbHOM MnepeBoAe W chneunduKy nocrnenoBaTe/IbHOrO MnepeBoda Kak
peuyeBoli geaTenbHocTn. Ocoboe BHWMaHWE yaenseTca  kKnaccudukaumm  TUNMUYHBIX
rpamMMaTMyeckMx owunboKk B MNOCIeAOBaTe/IbHOM nepeBoAe CTyAeHTOB 6akanaBpwuaTa.
MpuMBOASTCA BO3MOXHblE MPUYUHbI MOSABMEHUA FpaMMaTUYECKMX OWWMG0K MpU CTAHOBJIEHWUM
HaBblka NocfeAoBaTeNlbHOrO nepeBoga Yy CTyaeHToB. CpeaM  OCHOBHbIX  MPUYUH
BO3HWUKHOBEHUA TUMWUYHbLIX rPaMMaTUYECKMX OWMBOK MOXHO BblAENUTb KakK CO6CTBEHHO
A3bIKOBbIE, TaK U KOTHUTUBHbIE MPUYUHBLI. OCHOBHbLIM BbiIBOAOM MPOBEAEHHOro UCCNeaoBaHUN
ABNSieTCs TO, 4YTO B npouecce obydyeHuss nocrefoBaTe/lbHOMY MnepeBoay CTOUT 06paTUTb
oco60e BHMMaHWe CTYAEHTOB Ha rpaMMaTMUYecKWii acrnekT nepeBoja, a He TOJIbKO Ha yMeHue
B/laZleTb NepeBOoAYEeCKOW CKOPOMUCLID U HaBblKM npe3eHTaunmn. OcobbiM BkIagoM aBTOPOB B
nccnefoBaHUN TEMbl ABASIETCS TUMOJIOMUA Hanbosiee YacTOTHbIX rpaMMaTUYeCcKnX ownbok npwm
nocsenoBaTeNlbHOM MNepeBOoAEe C PYCCKOro s3blka Ha aHrIMUCKMA  a3blk. HoOBU3Ha
nccnenoBaHus 3ak/no4aeTcs B Bbibope o6bekTa nccnefoBaHus, NMOCKOJIbKY
3ppaTosiorMyecknii  acnekt B npouecce o6ydyeHus noclefoBaTeslbHOMY TMepPeBOAYy He
[OCTaTOYHO NpeacTaBfieH B TEOPETUUYECKOM M NPaKTUYEeCKOM OCBELEHUM KakK B obLel Teopumn
nepesoaa, Tak U B YaCTHOW Teopuu nepesoaa.

KniouesBble cnoBa:

nepesog4vyeckme OWUBGKK, aHaNM3 oWMO60K, NPUUYMNHBI OWKNE0K, NOCNeAOBaTE NbHbIA NMepeBoa,
TUNONIOrUS rpaMMaTUYECKUX OWNBOK, NnepeBogYecKass 3ppaTosiorusi, CTaHOBJIEHWME HaBblKa
nepesoja, obyyeHMe nocnepgoBaTeslbHOMY NepeBOAY, FTpaMMaTUUYECKUI A  acnekT, Teopus
YCTHOTO nepeBoja

1 Introduction

Translation as intellectual activity has been in existence since very early times. Throughout
its history, it has played the vital part in shaping human culture nationally and globally.
With international collaborations and engagement experiencing an unprecedented growth
and becoming more and more diverse today, translation has reached new heights. It lies at
the heart of our most innovative activities in culture and business. Much progress has been
made in theory and practice of translation and interpreting both in Russia and beyond. Yet
gaining a deeper insight into the nature of translating and interpreting processes is much in
demand today, particularly translation, particularly interpreting errors have never been
accorded full-scale treatment, both in terms of theory and practice.

The goal of this article is, then, to provide a classification of and explain some of the most
recurrent interpreting errors made by students in Russian-to-English consecutive
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interpreting. Assumingly, the key source of errors in consecutive interpreting is inadequate
linguistic competence and performance, i.e. rules, laws, or principles of analogy, i.e. a
tendency to analogical transfer, to transfer grammatical patterns specific to a native
language into a foreign language. Among other possible sources of grammatical errors in
consecutive interpreting are severe time constraints, or its German translation Zeitnot,
having to select among several possible alternatives (decisions in the course of consecutive
interpreting, or language choices), unpredictable syntax, and quick speech motor actions.

The phenomenon of errors had been at the focus of psychology, linguistics, literature
studies, and pedagogy long before it became the focus of the error analysis that is primarily
concerned with the errors that appear in second language acquisition.

Late 1960s saw the revival of interest to errors and mistakes in foreign language
acquisition. At this time, the error analysis theory was established as a theory-based

research approach 6; 7: 18] The causes of errors were revised and were eventually regarded
as a valuable source of information to gain a deeper insight into the process of second-
language acquisition.

Translation studies, in its turn, has made systematic and objective descriptions of such
basic translation concepts as equivalence, translatability, shift, a range of approaches to

translation, units of translation, and models of translation to name just a few [2:3], There
was much said and written about translation quality assessment M, yet less about quality
assessment in consecutive interpreting M, particularly from the perspective of how to
make systematic use of the insights into the errors and mistakes in training interpreters B

16] and investigating the relation between interpreting and second language acquisition [s],
Interpreting has been treated from the perspective of cognitive studies and psycholinguistic

inquiries M; from extralinguistic aspects of interpreting and their relations with the

quality in interpreting in various settings 81 or methodology in interpreting studies 141,

Interpreting as a complex cognitive activity demands a high level of linguistic competence
and performance to ensure quality in consecutive interpreting, especially on the
international arena. Figuratively, interpreting errors are words that changed history. To help
students achieve proficiency in interpreting, there should be a considerable emphasis placed

on achieving proficiency in languages =]

Most of the articles that deal with assessing the quality in consecutive interpreting are
those that are wide in scope. The focus is on the quality of what the interpreter produces in
terms of content, language, delivery, interactional competencies, and discourse
management. In a wider sense, quality also refers to interpreter reliability, compliance with

principles of professional ethics, empathy and trustworthiness 02 171

There is much room, nonetheless, for the smaller scale studies dealing with purely linguistic
aspect of interpreting, particularly in terms of grammatical categories which may be
differently expressed in languages and the way this area of language structure affects
decisions in the course of interpreting. In the present article, we provide just such an
emphasis.

Originality of the article lies in the fact that there are few works with a focus on error
analysis in Russian-to-English consecutive interpreting in Russia. Error analysis in Russian-
to-English consecutive interpreting is vitally important as it has pedagogical implications.
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W hile pedagogical implications of our findings are primarily practice-oriented, scientific
significance of the article, as we see it, is important for the theory of consecutive
interpreting as it lies in the assumption that, in the long-term perspective, our results and
findings can make a significant contribution to developing a linguistic typology of
interpreting errors in typologically and structurally different languages, i.e. language-
specific and language-pair specific errors.

2 Methodology

For a start, we should make a distinguishing explanation of an error and a mistake. A
mistake is a minor inaccuracy largely due to the fact that the interpreter is exhausted or
overexcited, yet he/she makes an attempt to correct himself/herself (in Russian, it is
generally referred to as a slip of the tongue or minor mistake in speech). An error is a
recurrent, systematic violation of the rules of the second language, i.e. errors that students
regularly make in the process of second language acquisition and do not correct themselves
as these errors reflect a certain stage of the process of second language acquisition. The
focus of the article is on the errors.

Error typology can be based on the causes of errors and, in this regard, it presupposes
examining errors from the psycholinguistic approach. Error typology can reveal learning
strategies, stages, and specifics of second language acquisition. The source of errors in the
target language (foreign language) can be the form of the source language (mother
tongue). The errors that are caused mainly by mother tongue interference are generally
referred to as interlingual errors. The second source of the errors is intralingual factors,
regardless of the mother tongue. These errors are generally referred to as intralingual
errors.

The samples that were scrutinised and analysed for errors were taken from the assessment
materials for the course in Consecutive Interpreting and covered the following topics:
politics, economics, finance, banking, public relations, health, childcare. The total nhumber of
samples is more than one hundred errors. The study involved third-year bachelor's students
in ‘Cross-Language Communication and Translation: English’ at St Petersburg University.
Their mother tongue was Russian, while English was the second language. Thus, the target
language was a foreign language.

Let us consider errors from a grammatical perspective. Grammar of any language is
determined by the typological characteristics of a language. This is what makes languages
typologically and structurally different and determines the kind of distinctions between
languages. Yet some features tend to be typologically similar or even coexist in different
languages. Inevitably, the grammatical system of the language is a factor which influences
the way in which we translate or interpret. These differences are at the core of grammatical
problems in translation. Since grammar is organised along two main dimensions:
morphology and syntax, the grammatical problems in translation arise from lack of
equivalence both in morphology and in syntax. Lack of equivalence in morphological and
syntactical levels is at the core of translation studies, too. These specific contrasts in the

grammatical systems are presupposed by the specifics of the given language [201,

We have analysed more than one hundred of grammatical errors made by students in
consecutive interpreting. All errors fall into four groups.

2.1 Recurrent interpreting errors in the use of articles

The first group includes most of the cases and is primarily associated with the errors in the
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use of the articles in English. The lack of a definite and indefinite article in the Russian
language can cause difficulties in acquiring or using English articles. The Russian language
has other means to compensate for the lack of articles as a part of speech and to express
its functions. Among these means are other parts of speech and context.

The most recurring errors in the use of articles can be classified according to the type of the
article and causes of errors.

2.1.1 Omitting a definite article
Example 1. bygyujee atux netein He BbIrNaauT ceeTnbiM. (original)
Future of these babies is very sad. (translation)

Generally, we usually use zero article before an abstract noun or a name of an individual
person or place. However, in the context the abreact noun future is followed by an of-phrase
of these babies. The postpositional of-phrase makes the reference specific, and we
therefore use the definite article. In the process of consecutive interpreting, the interpreter,
as we assume, did not take into account the sentence structure and therefore omitted the
article.

Example 2. Cenvac Poccuiickoe npaButesibCTBO 3asaBndeTr, 4yTto 6onee He MoxeT
dbunHaHcnpoBaTb U3 rocbroaxeTta rocygapcTBeHHoe 34paBooxpaHeHune. (original)

Now government claims that the NHS can’t be financed only by government. (translation)

We should use the definite article as the concept the word government is referring to is
repeatedly nominated throughout the vertical context of the sentence, i.e. this noun is
meant and it is not new to the interpreter. Additionally, the original text refers to the
Russian Government, and as the attributive adjective Russian is omitted in the phrase, we
should use the definite article before the noun government.

2.1.2 Omitting an indefinite article
Let us consider the cases when an indefinite article is omitted.

Example 3. BOAbWMWHCTBO M3 HWUX Maso MHOOPMUPOBaHbI O MNyTAX PacnpoCTpaHEHUs 3TOW

MHdekuymun. (original)
Most of them do not have precise information how it's transmitted. (translation)

The indefinite article is omitted before the abstract noun information. By using the
prepositional attributive adjective precise in the attributive phrase with the noun, we define
the noun and normally should use the indefinite article. Presumably, the interpreter did not
take it into account and subsequently made the error.

The context, both horizontal and vertical, presupposes most cases of errors in the use of
article. As the Russian language lacks a grammatical category of article, the errors in the
use of article in English can be referred to as interlingual errors.

2.2 Recurrent interpreting errors in the use of voice

The second group of grammatical errors is a wrong use of the voice. In translation, as a
rule, various means of expressing how the subject of the sentence acts or is acted upon
undergo changes and this may result in errors in the use of the voice forms in the target
language. In the Russian language, the active constructions are used more often than
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passive constructions. Yet, as our study has shown, students tend to use passive
constructions in Russian-English consecutive interpreting, particularly in case of rendering
reflexive verbs.

2.2.1 Use of passive constructions instead of active constructions

Example 4. UMeHHO 3TO aBNAeTCA NPUYNHON CTPEMUTENbLHOIO pacrpocTpaHeHnss nHdekunun B
ropoge. (original)

It is the main reason why this disease is so quickly spread through the city. (translation)

Presumably, the cause of the error is inability to understand the meaning of the original
sentence. The interpreter regarded the subject of the sentence as an agent, rather than an
object of the happening expressed by the verb. Additionally, what is more plausible, there
is a blending of two models in the target language. The first model is is wide spread, which
is among the most frequently used phrases in English. While the first model refers to a
state, the second model is quickly spreading describes the happening and is more
appropriate for translation. Having these two models in mind as possible translation choices
affected the decision in the course of translation. The interpreter, being confronted with a
stressful situation, blended two concepts. Consequently, the target text has a passive-like
construction, which distorts the original meaning to a degree.

2.2.2 Use of the active voice instead of the passive voice

Example 5. Ha Tepputopum cTpaHbl 3apeructpupoBaHo 86000 BWY wHPUUMPOBAHHIX.
(original)

Now 86,000 HIV positive people registered in Russia. (translation)

There may be two ways to explain the cause of the error. In the course of making choices in
consecutive interpreting, the interpreter links an infinitive form of the Russian verb
pernctpupoBats and an infinitive form of the Russian reflexive verb perucrpuposatscs. As
the Russian and English languages are different in the way in which they express how the
subject of the sentence acts or is acted upon, it may result in errors in rendering Russian
reflexive verbs into English. For example: Her hopes realised/his suspicions confirmed
instead of Her hopes were realised/his suspicions were confirmed. The other reason of the
error is that the subject of the sentence is a multi-word construction, which is not
associated with the traditional model of the passive construction in the mind of the
interpreter. If the subject of the sentence was more precise, there would be no interpreting
error.

2.3 Recurrent interpreting errors in the use of tense

The third group of grammatical errors in consecutive interpreting is errors in the use of the
tenses. The grammatical category of the tense is a core category in the system of
grammatical tenses and aspects. This group of recurring interpreting errors is particularly
numerous largely due to the fact that tenses and aspects in Russian and English are
different. Among these differences are a number of tenses in English and Russian, a close
relationship between the aspect and tense in English (unlike in Russian where only
imperfective verbs are used in past, present, or future tenses), and a difference between
the time which the tense relates the happening described by the verb and the grammatical
tense. For a start, let us analyse a common case where the perfect is used instead of the
preterite.
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2.3.1 Using Present Perfect instead of Past Simple

Example 6. B npownom roay npaBuTenbCTBO BbI4E/INI0 2 MUININOHA AONNAapoOB Ha fiekapcTea,
npoeefeHune TectTuposaHum ... (original)

Last year the government has given $2min to this sphere. (translation)

Both the source text and target text refer to the same time-scale. Yet we have two
arguments, at least, to prove that there is an interpreting error. The Present Perfect Tense
generally relates an accomplished happening to time in the present, which seemingly could
convey the original. There must be no indication of the definite time of the past in the
sentence as the gap between the happening and the moment of speaking may be different.
Yet the definite time of the past happening is given here by the past time adverbial /ast
year. In other words, the Perfect Aspect cannot be used with adverbials referring to a past
point or period of time and in this sentence the time reference is made to the past in the
preceding horizontal context. Additionally, the Perfect Aspect cannot be used in narration

where the reference is made to a set of the past events sy Thus, the Perfect Aspect
cannot be used in the vertical context, too. The reason for this error is that the interpreter
did not take into account the factor of contextual proximity with the phrase referring to the
time in the past and grammar rules of how the Perfect Aspect should be used.

2.3.2 Blending the forms of two tenses

Let us move on to the cases of blending the forms of two tenses that refer to the same
time-scale.

Example 7. OagHako TOpus onTMMM3Ma OCTaeTcsd He MeHee nNpuBiekaTenbHom ...(original)
This theory of optimism is not stay less attractive. (translation)

In translation, there is a construction that does not exist in English. Structurally, it
resembles the form of the Progressive Aspect and Present Simple Tense. Presumably, the
interpreter, when deciding which tense to use, blended the forms of the Present Simple
Tense (does not stay) and Present Progressive Tense (is not staying). On the one hand, the
interpreter realised that there was a need to emphasise that the happening that continued
over a period should be expressed by the Progressive Aspect, and, on the other hand, the
interpreter reckoned that in the context he/she could use the Present Simple Tense as the
Simple Tense is the core tense in the system of grammatical tenses and aspects and it is
the main way of referring to something which occurs at the present moment (for example,
while making comments).

2.4 Recurrent interpreting errors in the use of number

The fourth group of interpreting errors comprises errors in the use of the grammatical
category of number. There may be several sub-groups depending on the nature of errors and
their causes.

2.4.1 Using plural instead of singular and vice versa
Example 8. ...... TPpyAHO npeackasaTtb byayuwee passutne anugemun ... (original)
It is hard to predict the future development of the epidemics ... (translation)

The Russian noun snugemus is singular in the Russian language, and in translation the
English noun epidemics is used in plural. Presumably, the cause of the error is making a

85



10.25136/2409-8698.2024.6.43475 Litera, 2024 - 6

false analogy with such nouns, as physics, acoustics etc., which are plural, but treated as
singular, rather than the context or a minor mistake in speech. Additionally, the cause of
the error is stress and severe time constraints in the process of consecutive interpreting.
This analogy-based error can be classified as intralingual as there is no influence of the
mother tongue.

Another cause of errors in the use of the number can be minor mistakes in speech.

Example 9. Teppopuam npeactaBnseT CeroaHs rnaBHYK OMAcHOCTb npaBaM ucBobogam
yenoseka. (original)

Terrorism is the main threat to human rights and freedom. (translation)

Both homogenous parts of the sentence in the source text are plural, while the noun
freedom in the target text is used as singular.

2.4.2 Subject-verb disagreement

Now let us deal with the errors in subject-verb agreement in number
Example 10. ..nocneactBus cyljectByronx nHpexkymni odyeBnaHbl. (original)
...the consequence of the current infections are obvious. (translation)

This error is that the verb to be is used in plural and does not agree with its subject
consequence that is used in singular. This may be explained by the fact that the verb is
contextually close to the noun infections that is used in plural.

Example 11. MpocTUTyunMs v HapKoMaHus SIBASIOTCA OCHOBHbIMW MPUYMHAMWU pe3KOro pocTa
3abonesaemoctn ClNAowm... (original)

Prostitution and drugs addiction are the main reasons of the sharp increase of the number
of HIV positive... (translation)

In this case, the interpreter fails to recognise the part of the speech. The word drug is part
of the attributive phrase drug addiction and can be referred to as an adjective. Yet it was
not taken into account in consecutive interpreting. Thus, the word drug cannot be used in
plural as there is no number agreement in form of adjectives with nouns in English.

3 Results and discussion

The present article identified and explained some of the most recurrent errors in Russian-to-
English consecutive interpreting made by students. All errors fall into four groups. Among
them are: errors in the use of articles; errors in the use of tenses; errors in the use of
voice; and errors in the use of number. The main sources of errors are extra-linguistics
factors (psychological or cognitive factors), e.g. severe time constraints, analogical transfer;
and linguistic factors, i.e. intralingual (i.e. inadequate linguistic competence and
performance) and interlingual (i.e. influence of the mother tongue).

The errors of the use of articles take up 40% in Russian-to-English consecutive interpreting
in the corpus of our study. It is the largest proportion of all the errors. This may partly be
due to a lack of the grammatical category of articles in the Russian language and inevitably
they can be the key ‘problem triggers’ (the term of Gile) for students in consecutive
interpreting. The errors in the use of voice account for 25%, which is a relatively large
number. Voice can certainly be a problem trigger. Although the grammatical category of
voice is present both in Russian and English, the relation between the subject and the verb
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may be as well different in these languages as they may be differences in how they depict a
situation and the logical relation between the agent, verb, and object. Errors in the use of
tenses are the third largest group in the corpus (20%). Errors in the use of number account
for roughly 15% of all errors. The source of these errors is mostly the immediate linguistic
context.

Supposedly, the key reason behind most of interpreting errors is a tendency to analogical
transfer. In other words, this is primarily due to inadequate linguistic competence and
performance, apart from psychological or cognitive factors, i.e. nervousness, cognitive
saturation, as overwhelming number of errors are largely due to interlingual and intralingual
sources, i.e. linguistic contextual factors, a lack of grammatical categories in the target
language or differences in grammatical functions or language specific means of expressing
grammatical categories that coexist in the source and target languages. Yet this linguistic
factor of interpreting errors can be explained by psycholinguistic reasons. When it comes to

decision making and problem solving, we rely on our past experience Iﬁ, or when it comes
to language choices, we rely on our mother tongue. Here, our assumption that the key
source of errors is linguistic in nature can be proved by the fact that the findings of
comparative studies of interpreting errors from English to French, German, and Japanese
suggest that there are more errors in the Japanese renderings than German or French

renderings 1} Japanese and English are typologically different languages. Language specific
idiosyncrasies are inevitably a relevant factor in interpreting.

In this regard, our results and findings are in agreement with those received by the Chinese
researchers. Yet their corpus of samples also includes errors in logical relationship and use
of nouns. This can be explained by the fact that English and Chinese are typologically

different languages Il The Indonesian researcher reports that the most recurrent error
made by Indonesian students in consecutive interpreting is additions that are largely due to
problems in interpretation of the message to render in the target language. Yet
psychological reasons, i. e. nervousness, is ranked first among possible sources of errors.

Lack of language proficiency comes second [14]

Interpreting error analysis in typologically different languages and their causes can
contribute to a linguistic typology of language-specific and language-pair specific
interpreting errors and improving methodological issues in training interpreters.

4 Conclusion

Having analysed the most recurrent grammatical errors in student Russian-To-English
consecutive interpreting, we can conclude that there should be a considerable emphasis
placed on the grammatical aspect in teaching consecutive interpreting, rather than on
equipping students with note-taking and presentation skills. Hopefully, it may serve as a
convincing argument for students to become more concentrated on ensuring quality in
consecutive interpreting, rather than merely on rendering the content of the source text.

Error analysis in student consecutive interpreting can make a positive contribution into the
practice of training interpreters as it reveals what problems students meet with in the
process of training, and is also meant to discuss on the possibility of avoiding the errors
through adequate training. In this regard, analysing errors and their sources are the key to
gain a deeper insight into second language acquisition and training interpreters, too.
Additionally, such works on error analysis can make valuable contributions in a typology of
interpreting errors in typologically different languages.
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As grammar can be seen as a set of rules which determine what kind of information has to
be made explicit in utterances, among the promising areas for further research, as we can
see it, in terms grammatical errors in the process of student consecutive interpreting may
be identifying and explaining those errors relating to organising information, textual
cohesion, logical relations, discourse parameters, i.e. tenor, register, and mode.
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Pe3yanaTb| npoueanypbl peuleH3npoBaHma CTaTbm

B cBA3uM C [OJUTUKOHU [ABOHHOrOo CJ/I€MOro peLeH3MpoBaHUs JIMYHOCTb pELEH3EHTa He
pacKkpbiBaeTcs.
Co CrMCKOM pEeLIeH3EHTOB M34aTebCTBA MOXHO 03HaKOMUTLCS 34€ECh.

MpeactaBneHHas Ha paccMoTpeHMe cTaTbd <« TUNUYHbIE TrpaMMaTUyecKkne ownbkn npu
CTaHOB/EHWM HaBblka MNocnenoBaTeNbHOro nepeBoja», npeanaraemas K nybnuvkaumum B
XypHane «Litera», npepacTtaBfieHHass Ha aHMNUACKOM A3blke, HECOMHEHHO, 4BNgeTcs
aKTyanbHOW, BBMAY BocTpeboBaHHOCTM 6onee rnybokoe mccrnepoBaHUs NpuMpoabl NPOLECCOB
MMCbMEHHOr0 M YCTHO-NEepeBOAYECKOro MnepesBoja, B 4YaCTHOCTM nepeBoAyecknx ouwnbok,
KOTOPbIM HMKOrAa He yAensnocb NOJIHOMacwWTabHOro BHMMaHMSA, Kak C TOYKU 3pPEHUS Teopuu,
Tak U NpaKkTuKK.

Llenb peueH3npyeMon CTaTbM COCTOUT B TOM, 4TOoObl AaTb Knaccumdpumkauumw m obbscHeHue
HeKoTOopbIX Hambonee 4yacTo BCTpeyawwmxcsd ownmbok NMpu yCTHOM MnepeBoAe, AOMNyCKaeMbIX
CTyAeHTaMn Nnpw nocnenosBaTe/lbHOM NepeBofe C PyCCKOro Ha aHrMnMMCKUNn.

AKyTanbHOCTb CTaTbM 3aksji4yaeTrcs B TOoM, 4To B Poccuum cyuwectByeT HeMHoro pabor,
NnocBsWEeHHbIX aHanuM3y ownbok npum nocnegoBaTeslbHOM MepeBode C PYCCKOro Ha
aHrnnnckun. AHanuns owmnbok Npu nocnenoBaTelbHOM NepeBoAe C PYCCKOrO Ha aHrAMNCKWUIA
BaXeH, MNOCKOJIbKY WMeeT MeTOAO/I0OrMyeckoe 3HayeHue AN KAYeCTBEHHOM MOAroTOBKM
6yaywmnx npodeccnoHanoB B A3bIKOBbIX By3aX.

OTMEeTMM Hanuyme CcpaBHUTENbHO HebOoNbWOro KonAMyecTsa WCCAeAO0BaHUMM NO AaHHOW
TeMaTUKe B OTeYeCTBEHHOM f3blkO3HaHuUKU. CTaTbsd SIBNSI€TCS HOBATOPCKOW, OAHOM M3 MepBbIX
B POCCUMCKOWN IMHIBUCTUKE, MOCBSALWEHHOW nccnegosaHunio nogqobHon npobnematnkun. B ctatbe
npeactaB/ieHa MeTo40S10MMS MccnefoBaHWs, BblIOOp KOTOPOW BMOJIHE ajeKBaTeH UeNsM u
3apavyam pabotel. ABTOp ob6bpawaetcs, B TOM 4ucae, K pasnyHbiIM MeTodaM ANng
NoATBEPXAEHUS BbIABUHYTOW rmnoTte3dbl. Mcnonb3ylTcs creaywuwme MeToAbl UCCNenfoBaHUA:
N0rMKo-ceMaHTUYeCKNI aHanuM3, repMeHeBTUYECKMA U CpaBHUTENbHO-COMNOCTaBUTENbHbIN
mMeToabl. [laHHaa pab6oTa BbiMoNHEHa NpodeccMoHanbHO, C cobnOaAEHNEM OCHOBHbIX KaHOHOB
Hay4HOro mccnenoBaHus.

Cnaboin cTOpoHON wuccneposBaHuUs ABNASETCA MNpaKTMYeckKuih MaTepuan. Tak, HesceH
npakTMYeCcKnii matepman mccnenosaHusa, 6bin1o 66l NpoBeAeHO CTaTUCTMYECKOe uccliefoBaHne
npobnemMmaTukn. ABTOp He TnMPMBOAUT A[aHHbIX O $SA3bIKOBOM Kopnyce, oTo6paHHOM Aans
nposeAeHuss nccnepgosaHusa. Ha kakux npuHumnax 6bin otobpaH MaTtepman M HaCKONbKO OH
aKTyasieH B COBpPEeMeHHbIX peannax?

MUccnepoBaHue BbINOJIHEHO B pyc/Zle COBpPeMeEHHbIX Hay4dHbIX noaxonos, pabota cocTouT wm3
BBeAEeHUs, coAdepXalwero nocTaHOBKY npobnemMbl, OCHOBHOW 4actu, TpPaAULMOHHO
HauuHawwycs ¢ ob63opa TeopeTUUYECKMX MUCTOYHUKOB W HaY4HbIX HanpaB/IEHWUN,
nccnenoBaTeNbCKy0 W 3aK/UYUTENIbHYHO, B KOTOPOW npeAcTaBfieHbl BbiBOAbl, MNOJyYEHHbIE
aBTopoM. OTMETMM, UYTO BbIBOAbI, NMPpeACTaB/ieHHble B 3aK/IOYEHUM CTaTbW, HE B MOJSIHOW Mepe
oTobpaxatT npoBeAaeHHOe UccnegoBaHme. BoiBoabl TpebyloT ycuneHus.

Bubnunorpadusa ctatbm HacuuTbiBaeT Bcero 20 MCTOYHMKOB, M3 KOTOpbiX 18 3apybexHble
TpyAbl, @ TOJIbKO 2 - Ha PpycCKoM #A3blke. CuumtaeMm, 4yTOo obpaweHne K UCCNefOoBaHUSAM
OTeYeCTBEHHbIX YYeHblIX, HEeCOMHeHHO, oboratmno 6bl paboty. K coxaneHuw, B cTaTbe
OTCYTCTBYIOT CCbIIKM Ha (pyHAaMeHTaNbHble paboTbl, TakMe Kak MOHOrpaduu, KaHagngaTckme m
OOKTOpCKME auccepTauun. BbiCKa3aHHble 3aMeyaHWs He ABAAKTCA CYWECTBEHHbIMWU U He
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yMansawT obuee nonoxuTtenbHoe Bne4vyaTeHne OT peueH3upyemon paboTel. PaboTta asnsertcs
HOBATOPCKOW, NpeACTaBNSAOLWEN aBTOPCKOE BMAEHNE pelleHns paccMaTpMBaeMoro Bonpoca u
MOXEeT MMeTb JIOrMyeckoe MnpoAo/XKEeHue B JaJibHEWWUX uccnepoBaHusax. [pakTnyeckas
3HAUYMMOCTb UCCNeA0BaHNA 3ak4yaeTcss B BO3MOXHOCTM UCMONb30BaHUS ero pesynbTaToB B
npouecce npenojaBaHUs BY30BCKUX KYpCOB MO TeOpUW MepeBoaa, a TaKXe B MpPaKTUYeCKomn
noarotoeke nepesoaymkoB. CTaTbsl, HECOMHeHHO, 6yaeT nose3Ha WWPOKOMY Kpyry sauu,
dunonoram, mMaructpaHTam W acnuvpaHTaM npoduabHbiXx By30B. CTtatba <«TUNUYHbIE
rpamMaTnyeckme owmnbkn nNpm CTaHOBNEHWU HaBblka MNOCMeAOBaTeNIbHOrO0 MepeBoAa» MOXeT
6bITb pekoMeHAoBaHa K nybnmMkaumMn B Hay4YHOM XypHane.
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