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Abstract
       The descriptive meaning is a type  of meaning , it has  
fundamental denotation and a major role in comprehension 
and communication. By conducting a descriptive analysis 
the present study examines (the descriptive meaning of 
words which used in kinship sphere in the Behdinan area). It 
will seek to elucidate whether the descriptive meaning has 
ability to differentiate between words which used in the field 
of kinship or not?The study demonstrates that the descriptive 
meaning can accurately distinguish between words used in 
the kinship .It consists of two part: the first parts dedicated to 
theortical discussions of( the descriptive meaning and 
Semantic Features), and the second part is a practice of the 
usage of( descriptive meaning of the words used in kinship  

field ).   
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Abstract  
     The present study deals with the thematic meaning in 
headlines. It studies the thematic meaning from two points 
of views. Firstly, it studies the foregrounding and back 
grounding words in headlines and secondly, using 
emphatic vocabulary in headlines in order to stimulate the 
information and to have more effect on the reader 
according to descriptive and analytical approach. The 
research consists of an introduction and two chapters. The 
first chapter deals with types and functions of thematic 
meaning, while the second one deals with the headlines 
and thematic meaning .The research revealed that  the 
percentage use of thematic meaning (  foregrounding and 
back grounding) in a selected newspaper named “War “is 
less than of second type of thematic meaning that use 

emphatic vocabulary.  
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Abstract                    
                      

     This research is concerned with the (The Meaning and the 
Intention in the Kurdish Caricature- A Semantic and 
Pragmatics Study ). It is an attempt to reveal the implicit and 
explicit objectives in the Kurdish caricature. It follows the 
functional analytical method. The research includes two 
chapters, the first chapter is about the Intention and the 
meaning. The second chapter consist of the Intention and the 
meaning in the Kurdish caricature.                    
The hypothesis of this research is "Does the Kurdish 
caricature has (critique, satiric, psychological warfare, stir 
public opinion and accusation)?". To sum up it becomes clear 
that the above hypothesis is true in the Kurdish caricature and 
it is the significant conclusion for the researcher.                    
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Abstract: 
Relative meaning is regarded as a kind of meaning . 
Relative meaning  always has ambigious meaning and 
its meaning  changes according to the person , time 
and place  and so on. The present research (The role 
of context in explaining relative meaning ) consists of 
two chapters. The title of first chapter  is relative 
meaning while the title of the second one is relative 
meaning and the context. This paper aims at 
explaining the relative meaning of words according to 
the context depending on descriptive analytical 
method. The researchers tries to know whether this 
type of meaning belongs to or relates to any kind of 
meaning and is this meaning can be analyzed 
pragmatically . The researchers reached many 
conclusions among them is that relative meaning is 
semantics one  and  relative meaning can be 
determined pragmatically  according to the non-
linguistic context that  the meaning used in.                 

                                                                                
  
  

 
 
 

 


