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Romanchuk S. The semiotic model of comprehension of social communication. The essence of social 
communication is analyzed in the article, the quality parameters of the semiotic approach in the context of social 
communication are defined. The author notes the role of sign systems in the life of a human as a unit of society. 
Keywords: social communication, semiotics, social reality. 
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Yavorska O. Subject of the TV program «Critical Point» as an example of a violation of professional 
ethics in the journalistic investigation. The article analyzes the professional level of modern Ukrainian 
investigative journalism on television programs such as the story of TV channel «Ukraine». We studied the 
methods of work of journalists with information. The cases of violation of professional ethics are considered. 
Keywords: investigative journalism, professional ethics, television journalism. 


