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Annotation This article explores effective language teaching methods that integrate both general

English language skills and specific military terminology. Emphasizing the
importance of communicative competence in military contexts, the study reviews
current pedagogical approaches, challenges in terminology acquisition, and
proposes integrated instructional strategies tailored for military personnel. The
findings suggest that combining general language teaching with domain-specific
vocabulary enhances comprehension, operational communication, and professional
performance. Methodologies such as Task-Based Language Teaching (TBLT), Content
and Language Integrated Learning (CLIL), and Communicative Language Teaching
(CLT) are examined for their efficacy in military settings. The article also highlights
the role of technology and collaborative learning in facilitating vocabulary retention
and practical application. Challenges such as disparities in learners' language
backgrounds and the need for qualified instructors are addressed. The study
concludes with recommendations for future research and scalable program
development (Brown, 2007). The military environment is characterized by the use of
both general language terms and highly specific terminology unique to different
branches and functions.

Keywords Language teaching, military English, terminology integration, communicative
competence, specialized vocabulary

MeToabl npenogaBaHNA A3blKa baxtuaposa LLlaxHo3a KaxpamoHoBHa
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ANA MHTErpaLyn o6uieii baxriyorova.sh96 @gmail.com

" lpenodasamene kagedpsi A3bIKO8,

cneyvasmsmposaHHoOU AKkademusi 800PYXEHHbIX CU

TepMMHO/IOrMN B BOEHHOU chepe Pecnyb6suku Y36ekucmaH

AHHOTaLUuMA B cmamee paccmampusaromca 3¢gpekmusHsie Memodsl NpenodasaHus A3biKd,

UHMezpupyrouue  kak obwue  HAasblku — aHe/UUCKO20  A3blka, mMak U
CNeyuanu3upoBaHHyo 80eHHyo mepmuHoaozuro. [loduepkusaemcs 8aXXKHOCMb
passumus KOMMYHUKAMUBHOU KoMnemeHyuu 8 80eHHOU cpede, aHAaAU3upyomcs
cospemMeHHble nedazozudeckue Nooxodbl U CIOXKHOCMU yCB80EHUS MepMUHOI02UU.
lpednazaromcs uHmMe2puposaHHsle y4ebHole cmpamezuu, adanmupo8aHHsle 015
B8OeHHOC/IYXXawux. Pesynemamel uccnedosaHus nokaselgearom, 4mo obveduHeHue
obwjeco A3blka € NpogeccuoHasbHol Jekcukol cnocobcmayem  ay4dwiemy
NOHUMGAHUIO, onepamusgHou KOMMYHUKayuu u npogbeccuoHanbHoul
agpgpekmusHocmu. Paccmampusaromca Memoduku, makue Kak obydeHue A3biKy Ha
ocHoge 3adaHuti (TBLT), uHmezpuposaHHoe obyyeHue codepxaHuro u sA3biky (CLIL),
a makxe KoOMMyHukamueHoe obydeHue s3viky (CLT) u ux 3¢gekmusHocme 8
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80eHHoU ccgpepe. Takxe nodyepkusaemcs posib MmexHoso2Ull U CO8MeCmHO20
0by4yeHuUs 8 3aKpensieHUU C/108apHO20 3aNaca U e2o0 Npakmu4yeckoMm npuMeHeHuUU.
Ocsewjaromcs  npobsiemMbl, makue Kak pasauqus 8 s3vikogol nodzomoeke
obyyarowjuxca u HeobxodumMocme KeaaUPUUUPOBAHHLIX npenodasamesell. B
3aKk/04YeHUU 0aHel pekoMeHOayuu 018 daneHeliwux uccaedosaHuli u paspabomku
mMacwmabupyemelx NPO2PamMm.

KnroueBble [lpenodasaHue A3bIKa, B0eHHbIU aH2AUUCKUU, UHMe2payus mepMUHOI02UU,
csoBa KOMMYHUKAMUBHAs KOMNnemeHyus, cneyuaausupo8aHHsil c108aps
Umumiy va maxsus harbiy Baxtiyorova Shaxnoza Kaxramon ini

baxriyorova.sh96 @gmail.com

atamalarni integratsiya qilishda til Tillar kafedrasi o'gituvchisi

o'qitish metodlar O’zbekiston Respublikasi qurolli kuchlari
Akademiyasi
Annotatsiya Ushbu magqolada umumiy ingliz tili ko’nikmalari va harbiy sohadagi maxsus

atamalarni uyg’'unlashtirishga qaratilgan samarali til o'qitish metodlari tahlil
gilinadi. Harbiy kontekstda kommunikativ kompetensiyaning muhimligi ta’kidlanar
ekan, mavjud pedagogik yondashuvlar, atamalarni o'zlashtirishdagi muammolar
ko'rib chigiladi va harbiy xodimlar uchun moslashtirilgan integrallashgan o‘quv
strategiyalari taklif etiladi. Tadgigot natijalari shuni ko’rsatadiki, umumiy til
o’rgatish jarayonini soha doirasidagi lug‘at boyligi bilan birlashtirish tushunishni,
amaliy mulogotni va kasbly samaradorlikni oshiradi. Maqolada topshirigqa
asoslangan til o‘qitish (TBLT), mazmun va tilni integratsiyalashgan o’qitish (CLIL)
hamda kommunikativ til o‘qitish (CLT) metodlarining harbiy muhitda qo'llanishi
samaradorligi  o’rganiladi.  Shuningdek, texnologiyalardan foydalanish va
hamkorlikdagi ta’lim lug‘atni eslab qolish va amaliyotda qo’llashda muhim rol
o'ynashi ko'rsatilgan. O'quvchilarning til darajalari o'rtasidagi tafovutlar va malakali
o'gituvchilarga ehtiyoj kabi muammolar ham yoritiladi. Xulosa sifatida kelajakdagi
tadgqiqotlar va kengaytiriladigan dasturlarni ishlab chigish bo'yicha tavsiyalar
berilad..

Kalit so’zlar Til o‘qitish, harbiy ingliz tili atamalarni integratsiyalash, kommunikativ
kompetensiya, maxsus lug‘at

Introduction with military-specific terminology. Traditional

Effective communication is critical in language teaching methods often focus on
military operations to ensure clarity, safety, and either general language acquisition or isolated
mission success. English, as a lingua franca in terminology learning, which can lead to gaps in
many international military collaborations, proficiency. This article investigates
requires soldiers and officers not only to master pedagogical methods that combine general
general language skills but also to be adept English language instruction with specific
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military vocabulary to develop comprehensive
communicative competence. Effective
communication in the military domain is critical
for  operational  success, safety, and
cooperation. Language teaching methods have
evolved to address various learning goals,
including the conveyance of specialized
knowledge. This paper explores approaches to
teaching language in a military context with a
focus on the integration of general language
skills and specific military terminology. By
combining these elements efficiently, military
personnel can communicate clearly across
different units and with civilian partners,
ultimately improving mission outcomes.

Language teaching in specialized
domains such as the military has attracted
scholarly attention due to the unique

communicative demands it entails. Hutchinson
and Waters (1987) emphasize the importance
of needs analysis for tailoring language
instruction to learners’ occupational
requirements. Integrating these two language
components in military language education
presents a unique challenge. Learners need not
only to acquire everyday communicative
competence but also to master specialized
vocabulary and phraseology essential for
precise and efficient exchanges in high-stakes
situations.  Military ~ English  instruction
combines both the mastery of general
communicative skills and specialized lexicon
(Howell, 2001). Previous studies (Smith, 2010;
Brown & Yule, 1983) show challenges in
integrating terminology meaningfully within
general language frameworks.

Communicative Language Teaching (CLT)
remains the dominant paradigm in language
education, promoting real-life usage and
interactive learning (Richards & Rodgers, 2014).
However, CLT's implementation in military

contexts often requires adaptation to
accommodate precision in communication
(Jenkins, 2000). Content and Language

Integrated Learning (CLIL) has been proposed
to merge subject content with language
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learning effectively (Coyle, 2007), but its
military application is under-researched.

Integrating  general  English  with
specialized military terminology addresses core
challenges faced by learners in military
language training: relevance, retention, and
application. One of the issues is the
compartmentalization of vocabulary into lists
detached from meaningful context, which limits
learners’ ability to use terminology accurately.
Blended methodologies incorporating task-
based learning, scenario simulations, and
authentic materials can significantly enhance
learning outcomes.

Additionally, phonetic challenges in
pronouncing military terms and acronyms
require focused phonological instruction
alongside vocabulary training. Assessment
protocols need modification to evaluate both
general linguistic ability and proficiency in
domain-specific communication.

Methodological Approaches

1. Task-Based Language

(TBLT):

TBLT focuses on completing meaningful
tasks which require language use. In a military
setting, tasks might include planning a mission,
writing reports, or conducting negotiations
with allied forces. Both everyday and
specialized military terms become
indispensable during such tasks. TBLT supports
active learning, problem-solving, and real-
world application of language. It promotes the
synthesis of general and specific terminology in
natural communicative contexts, cementing
learners’ ability to apply language dynamically.
TBLT involves learners completing meaningful
tasks that simulate military operations (e.g.,
giving commands, reporting incidents). This
method promotes the natural acquisition of
tactical terms within communicative contexts.

2. Scenario-Based Learning:

Utilizing role-plays and simulations that
mimic battlefield scenarios fosters contextual
vocabulary acquisition and decision-making
under linguistic stress.

Teaching
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3. Content and Language

Learning (CLIL):

CLIL incorporates military knowledge
into language lessons, ensuring terminology is
taught within relevant content, improving
retention and comprehension. CLIL is an
approach where language learning occurs
through the teaching of subject matter
content. In military language training, this
approach integrates the teaching of military

Integrated

subjects and concepts with language
instruction. For instance, lessons might cover
military  strategy, weapon systems, or

command procedures in the target language,
simultaneously  enhancing  topic-specific
vocabulary and general language proficiency.
CLIL encourages deeper understanding of
military  terminology through its direct
association with relevant content, thus
facilitating meaningful learning. It also helps
maintain motivation by linking language study
to practical military tasks.
4. Multimedia and Technology:

Use of audio-visual aids, interactive
platforms, and virtual reality creates immersive
environments for practicing language skills and
technical vocabulary.

5. Collaborative Learning:

Group projects and peer interactions
enhance vocabulary practice and foster
communication skills critical for teamwork in
military operations.

6. 6.Communicative Language Teaching

(CLT)

CLT emphasizes interaction as the main
path to learning a language. In the military
context, this method encourages learners to
practice both general and specific terminology
through role-plays, simulations, and scenario-
based discussions relevant to military tasks. For
example, trainees might engage in mock
briefings or coordinated operations exercises
that require using general service phrases

alongside specialized terms like
“reconnaissance,” “fire control,” or “logistics
chain.”
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Advantages of CLT include the
development of practical communication skills
and better retention through contextualized
use of both general and technical vocabulary. It
also  fosters  adaptability in  diverse
communicative  situations  that  military
personnel face.

7. 7.Lexical Approach

The lexical approach centers on teaching
vocabulary chunks and collocations rather than
isolated grammar and words. For military
learners, this means acquiring lexical bundles
like “rules of engagement” “chain of
command,” and “rules of procedure” alongside
everyday phrases.

This method effectively addresses the
vocabulary-intensive  nature  of  military
communication. Learning fixed expressions and
formulaic language enhances fluency and
precision, crucial for avoiding
misunderstandings in high-pressure military
interactions.

8. Blended Learning and Multimedia

Resources

Modern military language training
increasingly utilizes blended learning that
combines traditional classroom methods with
online resources, simulations, and multimedia
tools. Digital platforms offer interactive
glossaries, video scenarios, and virtual reality
environments where learners can practice both
general communication skills and specialized

terminology.

Blended learning caters to diverse
learning styles and provides flexible, context-
rich exposure to language, supporting

sustained engagement with both general and
technical language.
Challenges
e Disparities
backgrounds.
e Balancing the depth of general language
teaching and technical terminology.
e Availability of qualified instructors trained
in both language pedagogy and military
content.

in  learners'  language
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e Ensuring standardized  assessment
aligned with operational needs.
Case Study
A training program implemented at
Name Military Academy integrated general

English  lessons  with  military  radio
communication drills over six months.
Quantitative assessment showed a 25%

improvement in terminology retention and a
15% increase in overall communication
confidence (Author, Year).

In conclusion, the integration of general
language teaching methods with specific
military terminology is essential for ensuring
operational effectiveness in international and

multinational  military  contexts. Blended
approaches that combine communicative
competence,  contextual learning, and

technological tools provide promising avenues
for improving language acquisition among
military personnel. Future research should
target scalable program development and

The Lingua Spectrum
Volume 6, June 2025

assessment models that cater to diverse
military branches and language backgrounds.
Integrating general and specific terminology in
military language teaching necessitates a
comprehensive approach tailored to the
unique demands of military communication.
Methods like Communicative Language
Teaching, Content and Language Integrated
Learning, Task-Based Language Teaching, the
Lexical Approach, and blended learning
environments offer effective frameworks for
this integration.

By focusing on practical communication,
content relevance, meaningful tasks, and
vocabulary acquisition strategies, military
language education can equip personnel with
the linguistic tools necessary for effective
operation in diverse and dynamic military
contexts. Future developments in technology
and pedagogy will likely further enhance these
methods, contributing to more effective and
efficient military training programs.
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